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ABSTRACT

INTERDISCIPLINARY ASPECT OF SOCIOLOGICAL KNOWLEDGE
IN THE FIELD OF ARCHITECTURE: THE CONFLICT ANALYSIS OF
[ZMIR KULTURPARK

City, with public spaces, is in a constant state of change through the dynamics of
“conflict” and “’consensus.” The public struggles shape and make visible these
interactions, supporting urban rights and creating platforms for social interaction. Thus,
conflict inherently represents the incompatible goals of opposing actors and is a natural
and inevitable part of society. The concept has been theoretically examined throughout
history, including the inquiry of urban hegemony and the knowledge of space, with
defined positive functions as the *’driving force of social change,” in contrast to society’s
static perception. Hence, considering the conflict as a dividing force overlooks the crucial
step of establishing common interests and consensus. In this direction, the thesis aims to
reveal the positive outcomes of “’conflictual areas” in the context of “’public space’ and
“’right to the city” with the “’social conflict theory,” and investigates the relationship of
conflict with spatial practices and urban struggles by conducting a case study on the 34-
year-long urban right demand of Izmir Kiiltiirpark. Through the synthesis of
interdisciplinary scientific methods, it analyzes the knowledge of space and conflict
within the unified ground of theory and practice. Its main concern is to question whether
social theory-based analysis offers a potential methodological framework for the present
and future manifestations of Kiiltiirpark. Consequently, the theoretical ground is based on
the literature on Social Conflict Theory, Urban Hegemonies, Public Space, and the Right
to the City. The practical ground consists of a spatial conflict analysis of izmir Kiiltiirpark

through Bartos and Wehr's “’conflict mapping’ method.

Keywords: Public Space, Right to the City, Social Conflict Theory, Hegemony, Spatial

Transformation, Public Struggle, Activist Movements



OZET

MIMARLIK ALANINDA SOSYOLOJIK BILGININ
DiSIPLINLERARASI YONU: iZMiR KULTURPARK’IN CATISMA
ANALIZI

Kent, kamusal alanlar1 ile birlikte ‘“’¢atisma” ve “’uzlasma” dinamiklerinin
olusturdugu zemin igerisinde siirekli olarak degisim halindedir. Kamusal Miicadeleler bu
etkilesimleri sekillendirerek goriiniir kilmakta, kente yonelik hakki desteklekleyerek
sosyal etkilesim paltformlarini olusturmaktadir. Bu dogrultuda, kamusal miicadelelerin
coziimstizliik algisina karsilik ¢atisma kavrami; temel olarak karsit aktorlerin uyumsuz
hedeflerini temsil eden, toplumun dogal ve kagmilmaz bir parcasidir. Tarihsel siireg
icerisinde kavram teorik olarak incelenmis, mekanin bilgi alan1 ve kentsel hegemonya
sorgusu igerisine dahil olmus; statik toplum algisina karsilik “’toplumsal degisimin itici
giicli” olmast ile pozitif islevleri de tanimlanmistir. Bu noktada, ¢atigmanin sadece boliicii
bir gii¢ olarak diisiiniilmesi ise, ortak degerler ve uzlasi insas1 i¢in gerekli bir adimin
atlanilmasi anlamina gelmektedir. Bu dogrultuda tez caligmasi, ‘’sosyal ¢atisma kurami™
altlig1 ile, ‘”catigsma alanlarinin® “’kamusal alan” ve “’kent hakki’ baglamindaki pozitif
¢iktilarmni ortaya ¢ikarmay1 amaglamakta, Izmir Kiiltiirpark’m 34 yildir siiregelen kentsel
hak talebi lizerinden 6rneklem arastirmasini yiiriiterek, ¢atismanin mekansal pratikler ve
kentsel miicadeleler ile olan iligkisini arastirmaktadir. Disiplinler arasi bilimsel
yontemlerin senteziyle mekanin ve catismanin bilgisini ele alirken, teori ve pratigin
birlesik zemini i¢inde ¢oziimlemektedir. Tez kapsaminda; sosyal kuram temelli bir
analizin, Kiiltiirpark'in bugiinkii ve gelecekteki somut tezahiirleri {izerine potansiyel bir
yontemsel ¢erceve sunup sunmadigi sorgulamistir. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda ¢alismanin
teorik zemini Sosyal Catisma Kurami, Kentsel Hegemonyalar, Kamusal Alan, ve Kent
Hakki literatlirii tizerine kurulmustur. Pratik zemin Bartos ve Wehr’in “’catisma
haritama yontemi” araciligi ile Izmir Kiiltiirpark’n mekansal gatigma analizini

gergeklestirmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kamusal Alan, Kent Hakki, Sosyal Catisma Kurami, Hegemonya,

Mekansal Doniisiim, Kamusal Miicadele, Aktivist Hareketler
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The city is the spatial manifestation of the social structure formed through social
interactions in public and private spaces. On the other hand, the socially produced
spaces of the city are in a constant state of change and transformation through the dynamic
structure of social relations. Therefore, the city, a dynamic structure, describes a ground
of expression where ’conflicting perspectives can acknowledge and explore one
another” and eventually resolve via conflicts (Lefebvre 2003). In this regard, today, the
city is constantly changing within the area formed by conflict and reconciliation
domains, which are influenced by factors such as rapid urbanization, population growth,
spatial inequalities, justice issues, and the economy.

Among the various social relationships that comprise the complex structure of
societal dynamics, conflict emerges as a critical feature for comprehending the patterns
that shape the complexity of society. The concept of conflict, which represents the
incompatible goals of opposing actors, is a natural and inevitable part of society, co-
existing alongside its opposite consensus. Social order is built around issues of conflict,
and it has always been visible in the public sphere through social interactions (Allan
2014).

Space is where “private individuals gather by forming a public body” (Ozbek
2004, 26,95; Habermas 1997). Therefore, the neglect of urban reality in the public sphere
not only defines the failure in the production of space but also violates the right of urban
dwellers to have a free say over space. As a result, it establishes areas of struggle for the
city. At this juncture, the concept of the right to the city emerged as a practical concept
against the critique of urbanization and spatial injustices using the methodological
approach of conflict (Lefebvre 1967; 2003).

However, today, conflict is frequently considered in isolation from its relationship
with consensus. The concept of conflict, which is often perceived as a phenomenon to be
avoided, is actually a natural component of society that prevents it from becoming a static

structure formed through decision-making powers and maintains social dynamics. To
1



think of conflict only as a divisive force is to skip a necessary step toward building
common values and consensus.

Indeed, understanding conflict offers a broad perspective for understanding and
analyzing the complex dynamics and formations of social structures in a given social
setting. Consequently, the concept of conflict, which has entered the sphere of influence
of many disciplines concerning the social order, has been constantly redefined and
questioned from different perspectives. Therefore, in order to understand and implement
the concepts of participation in and reproduction of space within the urban dynamic, it is
critical to examine the concepts of public space and the right to the city, as well as the
conflict conceptually together with the positive outputs it provides within the social order.

In this context, the thesis aims to read spatial knowledge through the study of
conflict by using the synthesis infrastructure of interdisciplinary scientific methods and
intents to reveal the neglected positive outcomes of the conflict concept in the context of
public space and the right to the city. As Lefebvre notes, the critical analysis of social
practice is analyzed within the unified ground of theory and practice (1967, 57-61). For

this reason, the thesis establishes the theoretical grounding of the study on;

e Social Conflict Theory
e Urban Hegemonies

e Public Space

e Right to the City

Literature concretizes it through the case study of Izmir Kiiltiirpark, which has
experienced a struggle for urban rights within the framework of producing and
participating in space through its historical development with the incompatible goals of
urban actors.

For this reason, it is critical to first underline the concept and theory of conflict
and then investigate the hegemony debates that enable the theory to be included in the
knowledge of space. Next, it is necessary to understand public space as a space of social
relations and the concept of the right to the city to defend its democratic life. Finally, it is

essential to highlight the significance of the Kiiltiirpark for the research.



In the context of the conflict:

In legal terminology, conflict refers to “’friction that happens when incompatible
parties or differences” (“Conflict Definition,” n.d.). Psychologically, conflict refers to
“’the occurrence of mutually antagonistic or opposing forces, including events, behaviors,
desires, attitudes, and emotions™ (“Conflict” 2024). Sociologically, conflict refers to
disputes over desired resources or advantages in social production that do not involve
physical violence (Abercrombie, Hill, and Turner 2006). As Georg Simmel stated,
conflict sociology requires in-depth analytical work (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012;
Simmel 1964). Accordingly, sociologists have analyzed the concept on macro and micro
scales in the historical process, and the complex social structure has been tried to be
analyzed.

The basic idea of conflict theory is to question social change through the analysis
of the sources of ‘’money, power, status.” In this direction, the concept was initially
theorized by the classical theorists Karl Marx and Georg Simmel in the 19th century,
focusing more on the economic context of the conflict. In the modern period, classical
theory was reinterpreted with the term hegemony, and its contemporary framework was
determined by its influence on “’cultural society.” Whereas Marx saw conflict as a driving
element of social change in the face of class inequality, Simmel posited that conflict, as a
natural and inevitable part of society, is a positive underpinning that triggers social
change. (Dahrendorf 1958; Wallace and Wolf 2022; Loyal and Malesevic 2021; Collins
2009; Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012; Allan 2007).

Today, social conflict theory, which is being reconsidered for its intellectual and
practical production potential, is approached from two perspectives: the critical approach,
which argues for the “’inevitability and driving force of conflict,” and the analytical
approach, which argues for the ’necessity and solvability of conflict”” (Wallace and Wolf
2022). Contemporary theorists continue to make theoretical contributions, and new ways

of understanding conflict theory are being developed.

In the context of hegemonies:

By considering the complex interplay of relatively autonomous spheres (public

and private; political, cultural, and economic) of the conflict situation, Gramsci formed



the basis for interrogating hegemonies against economic reductionist Marxism and
expanded the sphere of influence of contemporary conflict theory. Hegemony,
etymologically “’guide or to lead,” refers to the “’dominant organizational ideology” of
the groups involved and a form of common sense passively accepted without critical
thinking. With this aspect, power was defined as hegemonic culture in Gramsci’s theory,
and the theory became part of the broader sociological paradigm. Hegemonies active in
civil society rather than the state provide a basis for understanding the link between
conflict and civil society (Gramsci 1971). On the other hand, urban hegemonies
questioned the influence of dominant forces in cities' development and transformation

processes and how these processes deepen social inequalities.

Lastly, if the framework of Public Space and the Right to the City are considered:

In today's rapidly changing world dynamics, the right to the city and the concept
of public space stand out as important concepts that emphasize the democratic
participation rights of urban residents in decision-making mechanisms for the evolution
and transformation processes of cities and shape their future manifestations. The public
sphere is a platform where social norms and values are discussed and reformulated
(Habermas 1997). The right to the city, which expresses a collective stance and a renewed
urban life, can change the public sphere by using the context of conflict through struggles.
Accordingly, society has comprehensive rights within the city and with respect to the city
(Lefebvre 1967; 2003). The conceptual framework, first created by the Marxist
philosopher Henri Lefebvre, constitutes one of the main components of urban debates
today. While the right to the city constitutes urban strategies claiming rights over public
spaces, these struggles have turned into a field of discussion that concerns various
disciplines. Also, non-violent conflicts allow the voice of struggle to resonate. Therefore,
understanding these new modes of conflict and consensus in a dynamic cycle has become

a guideline for understanding the urban with urbanite.

In this direction, the case of Izmir Kiiltiirpark:

Being one of the city's most significant urban open spaces, it constitutes a

conflictual area where the ongoing struggle for the right to the city is evident. It defines



an open field of conflict where incompatible goals of urban actors are revealed in response
to the preservation, production, functionalization, and transformation of space. Through
the lens of a conflict situation, conflict or cooperation might occur when ’force meets
counterforce” depending on several parameters, and in either way, the interaction results
in a “’new product or relationship” (Bartos and Wehr 2002; Wallace et al. 2012). In this
context, Kiiltiirpark has been the scene of numerous productions in the light of conflict
dynamics; it has revealed the fundamental reasons underlying the demands for the right
to the city with its historical, social, cultural, ideological, environmental, economic, and
political dimensions. In addition, it has constituted an exemplary area in the context of
reading and analyzing the conflict dynamics on the right to the city through the spatial
intervention discourses developed in the process. For this reason, the study will
investigate the theoretical and practical results of combining conflict knowledge into
architectural knowledge, explicitly focusing on the challenges related to public space and
urban rights through the Kiiltiirpark case study. Within this framework, the analysis will
center on the interactions and characteristics of modern cities' public spaces undergoing
continuous change and transformation. Thus, the aim is to provide a new intellectual

ground with a ¢’Conflict Mapping Technique” on the production strategies of space.

1.1. Problem Definition

[zmir Kiiltiirpark is an urban park that has reflected the modern city ideal of the
re-established state regime since its foundation in 1936 and has experienced many
fractures and spatial transformations in its historical process. The park, part of the city's
re-planning efforts after the Great Fire of [zmir, created an ideological perception of space
with its socio-cultural, economic, and political contexts and became a symbol of spatial
and social transformation in the urban memory. The park, which was formed with the
vision of a public university, went beyond its local context and became an international
platform with its trade fair and exhibition functions beyond the pedagogical perception
that constituted the purpose of its establishment with the influence of the economic
policies of the period. In its historical process, it gained prominence with the function of

a fair until 1950 and became an expression of entertainment culture until the 1980s.



During the period leading up to the 2000s, the park has experienced multiple changes in
its physical structure, and its purpose as a venue for hosting fairs has taken place in
contrast to its primary cultural position. Thus, the changing dynamics caused many
debates. In this context, with the impact of the redefined global world order and the
awareness of functional and spatial transformations, ¢’ Uluslararasi Izmir Fuar1 ve Mimari
Proje Yarigmasi’ was organized on Kiiltiirpark in 1990, which became the breaking point
that initiated the struggle for urban rights in this historical process.

The competition requirements for elements such as a congress center outside the
context of the park's “’public university” and the threat of overbuilding in the
specifications drew the reaction of urban actors. This situation has determined the

framework of the public space debates that still continue today in the context of;

e Functional Transformation of Space

e Spatial Interventions And Construction Processes

e Urban Heritage and Memory

e Social Participationiln Public Space and Urban Rights
e Ecological and Environmental Rights Struggle

e Protection of Public Space

Moreover, it has caused the struggle of Kiiltiirpark in the context of the right to
the city. In the process, the voices of urban actors on the current state and future scenario
of Kiiltiirpark have increased. Conflicting objectives have arisen among urban actors,
including local government, professional organizations, civil initiatives, local capital
actors, and citizen-formed conflict groups, regarding the production and transformation
of urban space. Within the conflict dynamics, the struggle for the public space of

Kiiltiirpark continued actively throughout;

e Press statements on demands for public space

e Public actions taken in response to the escalation of conflict intensity
e Creating platforms for sustainability and conservation of space

e Legal cases against spatial decisions that have been taken

e Consultation meetings to build consensus



among urban actors. During the demand for the right to the city and public space in

Kiiltiirpark, there have been fractures in;

The Kiiltiirpark competition and the ‘’Basmane Cukuru” debates

In 2004, the underground parking lot addition to Kulturpark,

Started in 2010, the Gaziemir Izmir New Fair and Congress Center Project aims
to separate the fair function from the Kiiltiirpark area

In 2014, the Kiiltiirpark Revision project was published by the local government;
in the process, overbuilding, capital threat, and reduction of green areas,
Discussions on the allocation and settlement of various actors within the
Kiiltiirpark area

Spatial question marks that emerged during the renovation/reconstruction works
on Hangars, Ada ve Gol Casinos, and Gates

Functional functions such as the <*Uretici Pazar1” operating in Kiiltiirpark

In these contexts, the struggle for Kiiltiirpark has made the conflict visible through

non-violent actions, including press statements; non-violent action initiatives such as

protests, marches, brochure distribution, banner unfurling, and sit-ins; signature

campaigns on social media and in public spaces; lawsuits for rights demands; reports

providing a scientific basis for the area; meetings aimed at achieving consensus; civil

initiative platform organizations supporting the struggle for the right to the city of

Kiilttirpark; and social struggle forms such as forums, research workshops, interviews,

open letters, and exhibitions.

However, in Kiiltiirpark, where the dialectic between the grounds of conflict and

reconciliation is visible, although steps towards reconciliation were taken in 2018-2019

with various search conferences and consultation meetings within the dynamics of the

process, in the context of;

Contested resources
Incompatible roles

Incompatible values



A common consensus could not be reached due to the persistence of incompatible
goals, the development of conflict identities and behaviors by the actors during the
process, and the failure of social participation in the production of space in the face of the

demands of urban actors.

Problem Statement and Research Questions:

Today, izmir Kiiltiirpark reveals the main reasons underlying the demands for
urban rights with its historical, social, cultural, ideological, environmental, economic, and
political dimensions, and constitutes an exemplary area in the context of reading and
analyzing the conflict dynamics in the right to the city through the spatial intervention
discourses that develop in the process. Park has fulfilled the condition of equitable
participation in space, one of the two basic premises of the right to the city perspective,
but has not yet established the framework for the democratic participation of urban actors
in space. This observation emphasizes the need for a theoretical evaluation as a
methodological necessity for the continuation of the struggle despite the existence of
reconciliation grounds throughout the process in the case of Kiiltiirpark.

As previously emphasized, public spaces are fields of social interaction that are
not only shaped by local governments and public institutions but also socially produced
through the presence of local communities, civic initiatives, and urbanites. Today, the
dialectics of conflict and reconciliation are visible in this domain, creating a potential
basis for social change and transformation by breaking the static stance of society.
However, few studies today integrate conflict and space knowledge as a theoretical and
practical research principle. On the other hand, no study synthesizes contemporary
conflict theory approaches and architectural knowledge, which opens a new field of
inquiry in today's social sciences.

In the context of Kiiltiirpark, a thesis study that adopts the synthesis base of the
interdisciplinary scientific research method has not been realized. Also, while there has
been plenty of study on urban commons about the struggle for Kiiltiirpark, focusing on
its future and governance issues, the historical aspects and the probable results of the
conflict have not been thoroughly examined. Within this framework, it is conceivable to
discuss the absence of an internal viewpoint to comprehend, analyze, and replicate this

contentious atmosphere.



At this point, analyzing the struggle for Kiiltlirpark is critically important in
understanding and interpreting the symbolic and spatial changes that the park has
experienced. This includes investigating its current physical manifestation and place in
urban memory as a public space. Additionally, it is crucial to consider the impact of the
Kiiltiirpark conflict on future forms of existence within the context of spatial production
and transformation.

In this context, the thesis reads the positive outputs of Kiiltiirpark in the context
of Social Conflict Theory, Urban Hegemonies, Public Space, and Urban Rights and its
future potential in the context of the production of space. The study also uses analytical
conflict theory as a base. It embodies the knowledge of space created by combining theory
and practice on the sample by synthesizing the interdisciplinary scientific research

method.

Thus, the research questions are;

e izmir Kiiltiirpark, where the struggle for urban rights has continued from the
1990s to the present day;

- Why and how is it described as a conflictual space?

- What outcomes did the escalation and de-escalation periods of the
conflict within the dynamics of the process generate in the context of
urban rights and activism?

- How has the activist attitude formed in the process shaped the social
and political interactions in the future imaginaries of the Kiiltiirpark?

- Which positive functions have been made visible in the context of the
conflict, and how and what potentials have these positive outputs

created for the future spatial transformation of Kiiltiirpark?
Accordingly;
e What are the theoretical and practical outcomes of integrating conflict knowledge

into architectural knowledge that addresses struggles for public space and the right

to the city?



e How do conflict-based spatial readings, in the light of the synthesis knowledge of
conflict theory, Hegemonies, Public Space, and Right to the City literature,

describe a strategic basis for the future scenarios of space?

formed within the scope. With this reading, the thesis argues that conflict brings a tactical
perspective on intervention methods and constitutes a potential basis with its positive
outcomes.

In the context of struggles for public space, the current literature generally focuses
on property and accommodation, access to and use of public space, the right to
participation, and demands for social and environmental justice. On the other hand,
studies on Kiiltiirpark focused on urban planning processes and architectural qualities
(Altan 2015; Giirel 2015; Pogiin-Zander 2015), green infrastructure characteristics,
carrying capacity, and urban heat-island analysis (N. Erdogan et al. 2020; Erdogan et al.
2020), Research into usage (Sahin and Cevik 2020), Urban identity and memory studies
with their historical, symbolic and ideological representations (Kayin 2015; Amygdalou
2015; Gonliigiir 2015b; 2015a; Gonliigiir and Sezer 2021; Durmaz Drinkwater and Can
2015; Baydar 2015; S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023; Durgun 2018; 2015), Future
imaginaries and approaches ((Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin
2015), urban commons debates (Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021), and governance issues of
Kiilttirpark (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023).

In this paralell, the thesis re-evaluates Kiiltlirpark in the context of “’Conflictual
Area” and addresses the 34-year public space conflict of the sample from a theoretical
and practical perspective. Therefore, it expands the significant investigation on
Kiiltiirpark, conducted within specific time frames and focused on particular topics, into
a broad study of urban rights.

Against the unsolvability of the perceived continuity of the conflict in Kiiltiirpark,
the study analyzes the problems and potentials of the conflict in depth. This analysis
illuminates the evolvable nature of the conflict and the dynamics that allow the process
to move forward more effectively. Thus, this approach, which offers the opportunity to
construct current and potential future forms of conflict, defines a unique research area by
providing a detailed background for problem-oriented spaces in the theoretical and

practical framework.
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1.2. Aim of the Study

Today, Kiiltlirpark is an urban park that reveals public space debates between
decision-making policies' discourses of spatial production and urban actors with the status
of second-degree natural and historical conservation area. However, the emergence of
incompatible goals between actors in the context of the discourses of space conservation,
functionalization, and spatial intervention defines an environment of open conflict in the
context of public space and the right to the city.

Conflict, as noted, is a natural part of the dynamic structure of society, the primary
mechanism of social change. In this context, the main objective of the research is to
develop a theoretical and practical basis on “’conflict and spatial knowledge” with an
interdisciplinary scientific knowledge method. The goal is to identify the positive
outcomes of urban conflicts that have occurred in the context of the use and democratic
participation of public space and to investigate their spatial potential.

In this context, the study acknowledges that public space is shaped not only
through individual users but also collectively by multiple actors such as city
administration, local communities, private businesses, and non-governmental
organizations. While focusing on the problem that the conflicts between existing actors
pose in the face of spatial production strategies, it seems that these conflicts, observed at
different stages of production, can serve as a valuable tool for shaping the future of space
and all its components.

As a result, the study aims to produce a new intellectual ground on the production
strategies of space by focusing on the dynamics of public space in today's constantly
changing and transforming cities. In this direction, it applies the ‘’conflict mapping”
method, designed as a basis for contemporary conflict practice consisting of 7 steps,
including the context, actors, cause-effect/goal-interest relations, dynamics, favorable
outcomes, and potentials of the conflict. It synthesizes its research with theoretical

knowledge to conduct its case study of Izmir Kiiltiirpark based on the following;

e Analytical conflict theory approach
e Debates on urban hegemony

e Literature on Public Space and the Right to the City
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1.3. Methodology and the Structure of the Study

Interdisciplinary scientific research involves integrating expertise, theory,
methods or data from at least two research disciplines, providing an integrated basis for
solving complex scientific and social problems (Wagner et al. 2011). In this respect, the
synthesis processes of different fields create space for new collaborations and conduct
comprehensive research with the social and cognitive processes they involve. Therefore,
the interdisciplinary scientific research method, which constitutes the methodological
infrastructure of the thesis, provides a basis for research on complex social processes and
productions.

The objective of the methodology of the studies is to explain the research design,
data collection, and analysis methods in a detailed manner and to offer possibilities for
multidimensional analysis over a large data set (Cresswell 2009). For this reason, the
methodology of the study will first explain the field of interaction between sociological
and spatial knowledge, where interdisciplinary scientific research methods will be used.
Then, it will define the basic methodological framework of the study. Finally, the
underlying methodology of each chapter will be detailed in the order of the study's
structure.

As a study of society and social interaction, sociological knowledge is a social
science that inherently intersects with several disciplines with primary objectives to
describe, explain, and predict (Wallace et al. 2012). Architectural knowledge, which
focuses on the use, production, and transformation of space, has been influenced by the
methodology of sociological knowledge. Thus, knowledge is centered not only on the
individual but also on society and has been utilized in the multidisciplinary inquiry of
social theory. In this direction, architectural knowledge, which has reshaped its
methodology, has been involved in the social and spatial search for the dual balance
between its focus on urban space and the built environment and the ground of conflict
and reconciliation by nature. In this context, space as a social production has been
continuously reproduced by social dynamics, and it has become the reflection of the
balance between consensus and conflict. It unveils urban rights demands and methods of
intervention in struggle. Therefore, the conflict context created by urban struggles has

formed a common research area for the disciplines of architecture and sociology.
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Conflict results from conscious communication between two or more parties in a
competitive environment caused by an ~unequal distribution of resources’ (Allan 2014;
Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012). Its theory scientifically examines social conflict's causes,
stages, and consequences and recognizes it as a natural part of society, which shapes its
structural features (Allan 2014, 207). In this direction, the thesis embodies the context of
“conflict” and “’spatial knowledge” by using the methodology of interdisciplinary
scientific research. The concept of conflict, which includes the interpretation of classical
and modern approaches, is reconsidered through the interrogation of spatial production
practices, and a case study is conducted on Izmir Kiiltiirpark. In this direction, the study

adopts a qualitative research method in a theoretical framework based on the following;

e Social Conflict Theory
e Urban Hegemony

e Public Space

e Right to the city

literature and the investigation primarily focuses on discourse and text analysis.

During the case study research, the study reads the spatial dynamics formed in the
historical process with “’conflict mapping” as a practical base of modern conflict theory.
It synthesizes the theoretical and practical knowledge through its methodology. The
method Bartos and Wehr elaborate in Using Conflict Theory to investigate the potential
effects of low-intensity conflicts on production processes fulfills the explanatory purpose
of sociological theory (2002). In this context, it provides an expanded framework for
modern conflict theory from a contemporary perspective. Data analysis is conducted
through primary (existing Kiiltiirpark literature, Kiiltiirpark Platform semi-structured
interviews, local-national media reports) and secondary sources (Kiiltiirpark Platform
documents, existing reports of chambers affiliated to TMMOB) about the historical,
physical, and organizational environments of the conflict.

In this context, the study tries to understand the conflict theory, which is based on
the social debates of the 19th century in Chapter 2, through social relations, social
struggles, and power dynamics. It evaluates the outputs of the literature together with the
concept of hegemony that enables the expansion of the interdisciplinary field of conflict

theory, which was initially read with an economic-based approach. The literature review
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on the theory follows the two main conflict approaches identified by Wallace and Wolf as
“critical and analytical™ perspectives (2012). Accordingly, the study reads the critical
approach, which sees conflict as a fundamental element of social change, through the
classical theorist Karl Marx, Neo-Marxists, and modern conflict theorist C. Wright Mills.
On the other hand, the analytical approach, which sees conflict as a natural and necessary
part of society, is read through the classical theorist Max Weber, influenced by Georg
Simmel's intellectual background, and modern conflict theory pioneers Lewis Coser, Ralf
Dahrendorf, and Randall Collins.

Chapter 3 explores the concept of conflict through the knowledge of space and
reads the spatial reflections of social struggles through the public space literature of
Jirgen Habermas, Richard Sennett, and Henri Lefebvre. Then, it discusses the conceptual
framework formed by the Right to the City as the visible field of urban conflicts through
Henri Lefebvre, David Harvey, and Don Mitchell. It then explores architectural
knowledge as a ground for reconciliation, examples of activist approaches as practical
outputs of this knowledge, and the theoretical context of the concept of conflict within
architectural knowledge through the literature.

Chapter 4, which represents the transition from theory to practice and analyzes
the case study, first reads Izmir Kiiltiirpark through a historical background with its
transformations since its establishment. Conflict is essentially the public expression of
incompatible goals between opposing actors, and the mapping method requires the
acknowledgment of an open conflict (Bartos and Wehr 2002). In this direction, the thesis
examines the incompatible goals formed in the context of conflict through a 3-stage

analysis of;

e Contested resources
e Incompatible roles

e Incompatible values

Moreover, it explains why and how Kiiltiirpark could be defined as a conflictual
space. Subsequently, the focus is directed toward applying theory in practical situations,
aiming to reveal the possibilities of conflict in spatial struggle-intervention processes and
establish a foundation for future endeavors. In this direction, it applies the framed 7-step

conflict mapping method developed by Bartos and Wehr in 2002 as a cognitive and
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diagrammatic tool for analyzing theoretical knowledge on a practical basis rather than

physical mapping. The steps for the conflict mapping technique are as follows;

e Specifying the context,

e Identifying the parties,

e Separating causes from consequences,
e Separating goals from interests,

e Understanding Dynamics,

e Searching for positive functions

e Understanding the regulation potential

The analysis is based on primary (existing Kiiltiirpark literature, Kiiltiirpark
Platform semi-structured interviews, local-national media reports) and secondary sources
(Kilttirpark Platform documents, existing reports of chambers aftiliated to TMMOB)
about the historical, physical, and organizational settings of the conflict. The dialogue
between actors was followed through reports, studies, and press releases on the case study,
and a semi-structured interview method was adopted during the sample research, which
allowed the participants the freedom to add new meanings to the focus of the research by
mediating the focus of the research on specific topics (Galletta 2013). In this direction,
semi-structured interviews were conducted with the Kiiltiirpark Platform, which emerged
from the public space struggle to protect and preserve Kiiltiirpark and become an
exemplary model by forming the basis for the formation of urban rights struggles at
various scales in the process. The data obtained were re-evaluated using the theoretical
framework created by the literature research, and the theoretical and practical knowledge
followed the methodology of interdisciplinary scientific research.

Accordingly, during the conflict mapping method, firstly, the historical, social,
cultural, ideological, environmental, economic, and political contexts of Kiiltiirpark were
investigated. Then, the primary and secondary actors involved in the urban rights struggle
were identified. The cause and effect analysis section explores the dynamics that create
the context of conflict within spatial debates. In contrast, the goals and interests section
explains how urban actors approach public space. Subsequently, the thesis carried out

dynamic research and analyzed the conflict dynamics in the process starting with the post-
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1990 “’Uluslararasi Izmir Fuarcilik ve Mimari Proje Yarigmas:1” through the discussions

that embody the ways of approaching the public space in the themes of;

e Functional Transformation of Space

e Spatial Interventions And Construction Processes

e Urban Heritage and Memory

e Social Participationiln Public Space and Urban Rights
e Ecological and Environmental Rights Struggle

e Protection of Public Space

Within the framework of the factors that increase and decrease the struggle. Then,
the methodology identifies the process and outcome-oriented positive functions. In the

final step, it examines the potentials generated by the conflict within the framework of;

e Social Conflict Theory
e Urban Hegemonies

e Public Space

e Right to the City

Additionally, it conducts a thorough case study research that combines architectural

and sociological knowledge. Therefore, the research adopts a qualitative research

methodology, which is an interdisciplinary research method.
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CHAPTER 2

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK OF THE
SOCIAL CONFLICT THEORY

Contrary to perception, conflict emerges as a natural part of everyday life. It
contributes to the formulation of future imaginaries within the mechanisms of social
inquiry. Hence, its process plays a fundamental role in understanding social dynamics
through its conditions and strategies in social practices; its existence, on the other hand,
is recognized as a trigger for social change and transformation. In connection with this,
integrating conflict knowledge with various fields of science facilitates understanding the
dynamics of change and the future of social structures. Therefore, to understand its
expression in diverse fields of knowledge, it is necessary to thoroughly comprehend the
setting in which it occurs and delve into its theory.

For this reason, Chapter 2 first examines the concept of social interaction, which
forms the constitutive elements of social conflict, and then investigates it in a dialectical
relationship with the concept of consensus, with which it coexists. Following all this
research, the context of hegemony that mediates the evaluation of the conflict theory from
various fields of knowledge will be understood to understand how social sciences are
reflected within various fields of scientific knowledge. Following the formation of the
theoretical background, a literature review will be conducted on the classical and modern
approaches of conflict theory, which emerged in the 19th century and aims to understand

and explain power struggles and inequalities within society.

2.1. Concept of Conflict

Conlflict is a state where individuals or groups engage in opposing actions to

achieve incompatible goals (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 22). Today, conflict, perceived as a
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concept that should be avoided, is a natural part of society that prevents it from becoming
a static structure. In this context, conflict can potentially create dynamics of social change
through social interactions. In today's changing world and transforming city with its forms
of social interaction, production is realized within the grounds of conflict and
reconciliation. In order to perceive these productions, a comprehensive perspective on the
dialectics of conflict and reconciliation is necessary.

Section 2.1 first addresses the concept of social interaction, which constitutes the
constituent elements of conflict dynamics, to provide a basis for conflict theory and
historical reading. Then, it discusses conflict with the definition of consensus,
establishing a dialectical relationship. Finally, it attempts to understand the potential of
conflict and consensus, regarded as two interconnected aspects in fostering social

production.

2.1.1. Comprehending Social Interaction

Social relations are the fundamental processes that enable realizing the state of
being in a society by establishing values and norms. Therefore, they constitute a platform
for understanding and resolving conflictual issues by achieving social reconciliation and
creating a state of social equilibrium. Thus, it is critical to produce and reflect the basic
knowledge of social science, explicitly emphasizing the structure of social interactions
with all its components and linkages.

Consequently, it is necessary first to define social interaction and then explain
how social interactions describe a dynamic process of social formation and interaction
through the literature. The benefits of social interactions on the sustainability of social
bonds and social reconciliation should be underlined, and the positive impact of micro
and macro social interaction research on the conflict context should be explored.

Social interaction is the act of ‘‘saying or doing or behaving in any manner’*
between two or more individuals that might occur on an individual or various-sized group
basis. Social science, aiming to understand society's structure, naturally investigates
patterns of social interactions (Doda 2005, 265). Scholars address these patterns of social

interactions with their dynamic and variable structure rather than as a structured
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phenomenon. According to physiologist Michael Argyle, societies possess unique social
structures compared to regular social organizations, which are made up of roles and
“‘patterns of social interaction between the occupants of these roles’‘(2017, 89).
Correspondingly, Sociologist Georg Herbert Mead highlights society's complex and
diverse aspects, asserting that social interaction prevents society from having a fixed and
unchanging structure (Allan 2014, 231). At this juncture, Georg Simmel, a sociologist,
philosopher, and critic whose work centers on society and conflict, perceives the
dynamics of the social interaction patterns as a ‘‘natural state’* for the perpetuation of
social life (Allan 2014, 232; Simmel 1964).

Within this context of the inquiry, social relations, which are explicated as “’any
routinized, enduring patterns of social interactions between individuals in society under
the limits and influences of the social structure, ’become inextricably linked with society
and create the “’complex networks of interaction’’ (Doda 2005, 262; Loyal and Malesevic
2021, 277; Argyle 2017, 121). This verbal or non-verbal communication interaction
consists of dialog that blends information-gathering, problem-solving, maintaining social
connections, and taking comfort in social engagement (Argyle 2017, 69).

Consequently, sociologists look at these social structures at macro and micro
levels to understand and comprehend these clusters and social organizations. When micro
sociology primarily emphasizes the social interactions within small groups, macro
sociology looks at the larger social processes and how groups operate within the social
framework (Doda 2005, 16). Although macro and micro perspectives in sociology take
an in-depth look at the connections inside social structures, they also contribute to
comprehending the everyday interactions between society and social knowledge
production processes.

Alongside these considerations, it is also critical to comprehend social interactions
within the framework of conflict inherent in society. Of all the social relations that form
the complex network of societal dynamics under social interactions, conflict stands out
as one of the essential characteristics of understanding the patterns that define society's
complexity.

As Chapter 2 focuses, conflict is a natural consequence of social interaction and
is influenced by various factors (Lianos 2019, 39). The idea of understanding the conflict
provides a lens to comprehend and anatomize the complex interplay of forces and shapes

of societal structures within a given social context. This intensity of interaction varies
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depending on conflict dynamics and cooperation while seen as a “’starting mechanism for
social interaction and group structure’’ (Allan 2014, 474). As Durkheim’s studies suggest,
social interaction is how collective awareness is generated, even though it has
autonomous consequences. Thus, collective consciousness is regarded as a ‘’moral
foundation of society’’ (Allan 2014, 209). Consequently, the mechanisms of collective
consciousness and social interaction emphasized by conflict theorist Emilie Durkheim
play a critical role in the processes toward a sustainable consensus in micro and macro-
level research. (Wallace and Wolf 2022). This process shows that conflict not only exists
as a divisive force but is also a necessary step for constructing common values and

consensus.

2.1.2. Consensus vs Conflict

As previously highlighted, the term “‘conflict’” describes the dynamic character
of social interaction in a society where interaction patterns are ever-changing and
continually produced. The pattern of production comes from the interaction of opposing
concepts “’consensus’’ and ‘’conflict.”’ Understanding the ground of conflict and
consensus depends on creating a dialectical understanding. It coincides with this dialectic,
which in Hegel's philosophy is expressed in terms of the ‘antithesis’‘ produced by the
“‘thesis’* and its opposite, the ‘‘antithesis’*. In this context, all terms co-exist within the
social structure. The dialectic is the social theory counterpart of Newton's physical law,

which relies on the idea that every action results from its reaction (Bartos and Wehr 2002).

Production
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The Hegelian Dialectic

Figure 1. The Hegelian Dialectic
(Source: Produced by Author)
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Through the lens of a conflict situation, conflict or cooperation might occur when
"force meets counterforce" depending on several parameters, and in either way, the
interaction results in a “’new product or relationship’’ (Bartos and Wehr 2002; Wallace
and Wolf 2022). Hence, chapter 2.1 argues that the notion of conflict cannot be separated
from its opposite term, consensus. With the new world order through globalization, new
forms of social relations are emerging in today's modern cities. Therefore, understanding
these new modes of conflict and consensus in a dynamic cycle has become a guideline
for understanding the urban with urbanite. For this reason, the study first looks at the
terms' solitary forms ‘’conflict and consensus’’ and then analyzes the dialectical
relationship through contemporary debates on literature.

When the term “’conflict’ is analyzed, Bartos and Wehr define conflict as “’a
situation in which actors use conflicting behavior against each other to attain incompatible
goals and/or to express their hostility’” (2002, 22). Since the 1950s, the concept of
conflict, which has been revisited with classical and modern approaches to understanding
and explaining modern society, has generally been seen as a force structuring society and
examined with its factors, conflict behavior, actors, and intensity.

On the other hand, when the term “’conflict’’ is analyzed, the term is considered
a state of balance, emphasizing the unity of society on common ground. Its need in daily
life in complex systems to create social relations was emphasized (Turner H 2013, 73;
Loyal and Malesevic 2021, chap. 15). In this complexity, it is seen that society would
develop towards *’a state of equilibrium where nothing more can happen’’ that “’there is
no room for complete compromise and change’” (Aslaksen 2018, 116). Consensus has,
therefore, become an idea that needs to be reflected in all forms of social interaction.
However, in debates, the idea was considered too grandiose in the modern period. While
Luhmann stated that traditional theories overstress the importance of value consensus as
an integrating mechanism in differentiated systems, Dahrendorf criticized this consensus
perspective's stating three primary deficiencies: a lack of progression through history, the
ultimate cultivation of consensus social norms, values, and ideologies, and the portrayal
of a perfect universe (Turner H 2013, 76-98; Dahrendorf 1958).

Lastly, when the emphasis on the coexistence of the concepts is read, it is seen
that colliding conflict and consensus started in the mid-twentieth century with pluralism,
which states that the society divided into groups where interests conflict does not turn

into a “’nontraversable gulfs crisscrossing society” (Hayward 2015, 590). For Hayward,
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there was a need to be ’common ground between these perspectives because conflict and
consensus are not mutually exclusive’’ and *’far from being polar opposites, conflict and
consensus are two sides of the same coin’’ (2015, 591). Similarly, for Coser, social order
could be achieved by a “’some degree of consensus over existing socio-cultural
arrangements,’’ and conflict, although important, is an aspect of social life and has no
greater importance than consensus (Wallace et al. 2012, chap. 3; Turner H 2013, 224).
From this perspective, ‘’all interests are articulated in public discourse until a consensus
emerges’’ (Lears 1985, 579).

As a result, debates on public discourse pioneered a new domain by blurring the
line between conflict and consensus, whether it defends the necessity of conflict or not.
Hence, as will be explained in subsequent sections, from these particular perspectives,
the indistinct boundary between consensus and conflict holds the potential for

productivity by promoting social production.

2.2. Social Conflict Theory and the Boundaries of Disciplines

Conflict emerged within the realm of social sciences as a conceptual framework
aimed at comprehending social structure and dynamics and subsequently gave rise to
theoretical investigations during the 19th century. The concept primarily centers on
economic inequality in its theoretical research and has also become a subject of cultural
inquiry through discussions on hegemony. It has discovered a path into the intersection
of other knowledge domains. Nowadays, social conflict, derived from the context of
social relations, tends to be used in conjunction with the concepts of struggle and power.
For this reason, examining these terms helps to lay the groundwork for understanding
hegemonic debates, and examining the concept of hegemony helps to understand the
ideological underpinnings of conflict research in the contemporary context. Chapter 2.2
In this context, it first deals with the theoretical meaning of conflict, then focuses on the
concepts of struggle and power. It then lays the groundwork for the historical analysis of

conflict theory by tracing the hegemonic discourse.
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2.2.1. Conflict, Social Struggles, and Power Dynamics

3

Civil society has always been historically associated with the term *‘conflict,’
and how the term is interpreted differs depending on the context. The term is obligated to
reproduce itself naturally in every interaction. In this context, the term ‘’Social conflict™
derives itself from the context of social relations. This nexus of social relations constitutes
the stage for the struggles that bring about change and production, and the interrogation
of power and its reflections go back to the civil rights movements of the 1950s. In this
conjunction, the notions of struggle and power emerge as pivotal in analyzing social
conflict.

Consequently, chapter 2.2.1. aims to explore the general framework of social
conflict, then return its concentration to examining the concept of struggle as it is
produced, and finally focuses on the concept of power with its variations.

First of all, the phenomenon of conflict, which was first generally investigated by
classical theorists in the 19th century, is currently being reexamined in order to
comprehend and explain it in order to minimize its effects with the effects of modern
technologic developments and changes as well as the new global order. Although the
fundamental factor is a renewed and evolving modern world, many factors are at play in
this growing effort to understand. With the emphasis of these ‘‘re-newed effort,”* Bartos

2

and Wehr mentioned the >’ population pressure’’ that “’might be the leading cause of
conflict increase’” with drawing the attention to the ‘‘cost of human conflict’* on the
increasing conflict environment with *’crisis-response pattern’’ (Bartos and Wehr 2002).

As Georg Simmel stated, conflict sociology requires in-depth analytical work
(Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012). Therefore, various fields of knowledge have been
interested in the concept, and various definitions of conflict have been produced.
Basically, the ‘‘unequal distribution of scarce resources’® is the fundamental basis of
social conflict (Allan 2014). It is the outcome of conscious communication between two
or more parties in a competitive environment (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012). Its theory
aims to provide a scientific explanation for the overall characteristics of conflict in
society, including its causes, stages, and outcomes, and its views structured around the

idea that society is naturally normal and involves conflict, which gives it most of its

structural elements (Allan 2007, 213). At this point, starting from the basic definitions
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and the contemporary position of the theory, the primary approach of the study will be to
unveil the concept of conflict, not to obscure it, and to emphasize its progressive value.

Secondly, since it is the driving force of social change, the phenomenon of social
change and struggle cannot be separated from the concept of conflict. ““Social order is
achieved and built around issues of conflict,” understanding it is a fundamental basis for
social struggle (Allan 2014, 342). Social struggles are social contexts in which conflict is
made visible, based primarily on rights and power. Thus, it could promote social
transformation (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012). Furthermore, it allows the voice to
resonate, ‘’enables a wider array of voices and perspectives to be heard,”’ and functions
as a unifying force of society (Smith 2017, 105; Allan 2007). As required by an analytical
perspective, it will also often be less destructive if participants undermine it as a method
to achieve clearly defined, rational goals (Allan 2014, 216).

Lastly, the concept of power, one of the prominent in the essential questioning, is
basically the capacity of actors to direct or influence conflict. Power, which constitutes
the primary essential input of resource distribution, has emerged as a dimension that is
not only questioned in terms of its economic and physical interpretations but also its
ideological significance. Scholars identified “’power as an element of exchange or
primarily about its influential effects and distinguished themselves from the cultural
agreement of the functionalists and defined power as the core characteristic of society.
(Allan 2014, 223-25). As Dahrendorf's principle of societal organization emphasized,
power distribution has been the most decisive factor in the social structure as *’ one
unavoidable feature of all social relations’” (Dahrendorf 1959; Allan 2014, 342).

As previously mentioned, conflict and social struggles critically impact social
change and transformation processes. In this context, addressing conflict with power and
struggle provides a basis for understanding the concepts of change and transformation

and working on potential imaginaries.

2.2.2. The Concept of Hegemony and Social Conflict Theory

The Greek term Egemonia, which has been the subject of scholarly discourse

since the eras of Homer and Aristotle, means °* guide or to lead °’ in its etymological
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essence (Loyal and Malesevic 2021, chap. 4; Anderson 2017, chap. 1). In the 20th century,
the Italian neo-Marxist philosopher Antonio Gramsci, whose work has been utilized in
numerous empirical studies, re-engaged with this form of leadership and created a debate
that influenced subsequent scholars. For him, the term is ‘‘intellectual and moral
leadership’® that requires active approval in society (and expresses the ‘’dominant
organizational ideology” of affiliated groups as a form of ‘“common sense’ that is
passively accepted without critical thought, fostering ‘’moral and political passivity”
among the society (Herrmann 2017; Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011, 271; Gramsci 1971,
57-333).

In the book Prison Notebooks, Gramsci characterized the concept with four
features: firstly, hegemonies are strategies for creating consent in coercive situations.
Secondly, they are mainly active in civil society rather than the state. Thirdly, it operates
more in the west than in the east. Finally, the theory is still in development and applies to
the leadership strategies of both bourgeois and proletarian classes (1971).

Therefore, Gramsci creates a counterpoint to the economically reductionist
Marxism by considering the ‘“complex interaction of relatively autonomous spheres
(public and private; political, cultural, and economic)’ of this state of conflict (Lears
1985, 571; Loyal and Malesevic 2021, chap. 4). As Buttigieg mentioned, the notion of
hegemony encompassed a strategic dimension and systematically broadened the ambit of
conflict theory by sharing a common interrogative foundation (Francese 2009). This
expansion not only strengthened the theoretical background of conflict analysis but also
enriched the interdisciplinary approach toward understanding power dynamics and social
stratification within the framework of hegemonic discourse.

Subsequently, the concept of hegemony offers a broad perspective on how society
operates in an advanced worldview today (Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011, 271). To
understand that, It is essential to comprehend the value the term ascribes to culture, the
understanding of power and ideology that shares a common discourse with theory, the
resistance created against the dominant opposition, and the way it deals with the struggle
that comes with it, and finally the emphasis on civil society with the value attributed to
the public sphere, which is positioned opposite to the political sphere, along with the
contrasting relations established within the social matrix.

In the first place, in the Gramscian approach, which uses oppositions to examine

concepts from a binary perspective, a dialectical balance between power and consent is
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essential to life (Loyal and Malesevic 2021, chap. 4; Thomas 2010, 235; Dural 2012,
311). However, culture is the main field of inquiry within this dialectic. As Lears notes,
Hegemony, as a term offering a chance to intertwine concepts within the ‘’Social Matrix,”
cannot be accurately described by a single definition, but the concept is the expression of
culture and power in the capitalist system and occurs ‘’when the Weltanschauung, or
worldview, of the ruling class, is consented to as the cultural norm for society” (1985,
568-72; Herrmann 2017). Moreover, this cultural perspective significantly influences the
perception of power. Power, which is not hierarchical but discursive, is associated with
complex ideology and struggle in a hegemonic discourse and is questioned along with
“’the role of consciousness and intellectual” (Herrmann 2017, 1-3; Loyal and Malesevic
2021, chap. 4; Lears 1985, 570).

In literature, Hegemony is examined in relation to three terms intimately linked to
conflict theory: dominance, characterized by its deterministic nature; resistance, defined
by the relationship between power and discourse that creates a counter-hegemony; and
finally, an active, dynamic, dialectical struggle seen in Hegemonic terms as “’intellectual,
ethical, and philosophical” (Herrmann 2017, 2-3; Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011, 271;
Lears 1985, 569). ). And finally, for Gramsci, civil society is the sphere where hegemony
occurs and is positioned opposite to political society (Thomas 2010, 228; Dural 2012,
313). It establishes a dialectical relationship and becomes an integrating agent for the
'organic transition' of the dynamic relationship between the three dimensions of
hegemony: economy, state, and civic society (Thomas 2010, 115; Shadar, Orr, and Maizel

2011, 271).

Table 1. Gramsci's Theoretical Approach

Theorist Approach |Keywords
Antonio Neo- Civil society, Ideological struggle, Hegemony, Cultural
Gramsci Marxist influence
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2.2.3. Approaches to Social Conflict Theory: Critical and Analytical

Perspectives

With the beginning of the Industrial Revolution and the rise of capitalism during
the 19th century, significant shifts were dominant in the realms of technology, economy,
and social relations. The emergence of rapid industrialization and mass production
resulting from technological developments transformed working and daily habits
encouraged migration from rural to urban areas and led to an increase in population
density. Thus, the city itself has become predisposed to change and transformation due to
the influence of these dynamics.

Consequently, this circumstance has also led to an intellectual inquiry in the effort
to understand the changing dynamics. In response to these rapid changes and
transformations, an effort to understand the existing ground had emerged before delving
into the outcomes of the current period. These strong currents of thought, which surfaced
as a result of the effort to understand the structure of the changing society and the new
social relations, defined the process of ongoing change as an organic development and
began to suggest that it would bring about ‘’concomitant changes in social organization™
(Kuhn 1970). Thus, as Lefebvre's explanation of the “urban fabric’® that precipitated the
emergence of a perception of the city as a multifaceted ecosystem, the current perspective
integrated not merely the physical edifices but also the social practices, conflicts, and
daily dynamics occurring within these constructs (1996, 8).

Surrounded by all these debates and strong ideological expressions, the concept
of conflict has started to be redefined by considering its present conditions. As one of the
strong critiques, Karl Marx drew attention to the economic inequalities and class
differences that came with the rise of capitalism and addressed it as the primary driver of
social change. Thus, the foundation of conflict theory is established. Indeed, the theory
of conflict began to be used in a similar line with Marxism, and scholars who contributed
to the interrogatory established a school, enabling the characterization of the inquiry as a
contemporary theory (Wallace and Wolf 2022).

However, although the concept was initially associated with economy and class
inequality, the idea developed through the approaches of significant intellectuals such as

Max Weber and Georg Simmel, who offered conceptually distinctive perspectives that
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questioned concepts such as power, status, culture, and society through interdisciplinary
interactions in the new order of the changing and transforming world of hegemonies.

How has the interpretation of the theory changed the idea from traditional to
contemporary approaches through the social, political, and cultural order of the New
World order, and how does understanding those changes in Conflict Theory enlighten its
relevance, application, and possibility in today's world? This inquiry is essential for
exploring how the application of this theory in practice reflects contemporary potential.
The suggested analytical approach seeks to comprehend how conflict theories have
evolved due to various factors, including the influence of the new world order. It
interrogates the shift from traditional to contemporary approaches. This shift underlines
the positive aspects of conflict in fostering change and innovation. Throughout this
process, discussions have included Marxist, neo-Marxist, and modern approaches, thus
enriching a field of knowledge by articulating today’s potential. Consequently, since
Marx's interrogation, the theory has accumulated cumulative knowledge.

In addition to categorizing according to classic or modern approaches, researchers
have used different distinctions to make a historical reading, drawing attention to the
differences and similarities between the main approaches. Wagner-Pacifici and Hall
described these debates with a greater emphasis on analysis in the sociology of conflict
through the two main focuses as “‘structures of conflict resolution’® and “process and
procedures (2012, 187).

Wallace and Wolf, on the other hand, basically divided into two categories “‘the
critical approach” and ‘’the analytical approach” prioritizing the production of outputs in
their book Contemporary Sociological Theory: Expanding the Classical Tradition; for
them, these approaches constitute a “school” (2022, 78). At this juncture, following
Wallace and Wolf’s categorizations, the study intends to examine the conflict approaches
of selected classic and modern theorists to step into the realm of contemporary
phenomena. According to them, the general conflict orientation has three basic
assumptions: first, humans have some fundamental common interests; second, Power is
prevalent in the context of social relations; and finally, third, “values and ideas’* are used
as a means to achieve goals (Wallace and Wolf 2022, 77). The differentiation comes from
the theorist’s view of social science in whether conflict can ever be precluded (Wallace

and Wolf 2022, 78).
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2.2.3.1. Critical Perspectives: Karl Marx, Neo-Marxism, and

C. Wright Mills

From a critical perspective, the ideal social order is seen as possible through the
social criticism of state, class, and institutions. The distribution of power, wealth, and
status in society is the primary objective of their criticism, and their perspective tends to
see society as an exact and horizontal division into strong and weak parts (Wallace and
Wolf 2022). Basically, Marxist philosophy forms the basis of the thought of the theorists
in this group.

For this reason, the study examines the critical theorists: Marx as a classical
theorist and Mills as a modern approach. First of all, Marxist tradition identifies
“’deprivation” as a fundamental phenomenon that constitutes the conflict approach,
asserting itself as a principal factor in promoting class consciousness (Allan 2007, 216).
According to this perspective, all individuals possess a fundamental sense of “’self-
interest”. When Conflicts of interest occur between communities with distinct conflicts
of interest, a class society with similar interests tends to unite and promote social change
(Wallace and Wolf 2022). ). An interpretation centered on economic-based reading
follows. Marx emphasizes that social change and the proletariat's power could only come
with such consciousness. He stresses that technological advances and injustices over
property, together with transformations in modes of production, play a crucial role in
forming social classes and conflicts. According to him, the class struggle determines the
essential character of society (Wallace et al. 2012).

Neo-Marxists, on the other hand, contribute to the modern period of the theory by
articulating political and cultural elements within this inquiry. As mentioned earlier,
Gramsci is the most influenced by the critical approach and brings the study of conflict
to the cultural dimension. Also, the philosophy expands with the ideas that come with
social movements that address the class struggle together with gender, race, environment,
and even the city itself. In the modern period, scholars continue to be influenced by the
critical approach. As one of them, C. Wright Mills brought the phenomenon of historical
society to the forefront of his criticism, underlining the absolute difference between
personal disputes and public issues (Wallace and Wolf 2022). He indicated that

bureaucracy objectifies the world for use and pushes society into alienation, condemning
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it to ““modern bureaucratic capitalism’* while sharing the emphasis of Marxist and neo-
marxist views on alienation and mentioned the impact of mass media in the modern world

on this issue (Wallace and Wolf 2022, 290).

Table 2. Approaches to Critical Perspective

Theorist Approach|Keywords

Class conflict, Proletariat, Deprivation, Dialectical Change,

Karl Marx | Classic Social Change, Economy, Structural Changes

C. Wright Modern Criticism of social order, historical society, Public issues,
Mills Alineation, Mass Media and Conflict

2.2.3.2. Analytical Perspectives through the influence of Simmel:
Weber, Coser, Dahrendorf, and Collins

In contrast to the didactic Marxist narrative on social structure and its emphasis
on change, Simmel was the first to address conflict from the perspective of “society’*
(1964). While he was mainly interested in ““abstracting forms of social reality’‘ and based
his inquiry on the ‘“mathematics of society,’* he recognized the coexistence of groups
with conflicting interests as well as the close relationship between them (Wallace and
Wolf 2022; Turner 1975). Simmel was also the first to see the phenomenon of conflict,
which Marx regarded as horizontal blocks of hostilities, as natural and necessary for
society (Allan 2014; Wallace et al. 2012). He even defined conflict as “’a way of
achieving some kind of unity, even through the annihilation of one of the conflicting
parties,‘’ seeing it as ‘’positive, constitutive and socially necessary and contains valuable
relational elements®’ (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012; Simmel 1964). Thus, the
foundations of analytical conflict theory were laid. From an analytical viewpoint, the
phenomenon of conflict, which was seen as a “source of social change and
disintegration,”* began to be seen as a natural and necessary phenomenon of society
(Allan 2014). In the analytic approach, conflict is seen as part of social life. They oppose
the critical approach's conflation of social science and political action, believing that
society's more complex stratification pattern regarding the distribution of power and

status and conflict perspective is necessary to develop scientific sociology (Wallace et al.
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2012). The conflict is natural and inevitable. Hence, ‘’social order is achieved and built
around conflict issues” (Allan 2014).

For this reason, to incorporate their contributions, the study selects analytical
theorists: Classical conflict theorist Weber and modern theorist Coser, Dahrendorf, and
Collins. First of all, the most emphatic additions to the Marxist analysis debate came from
Max Weber, whose views are seen as the most significant contribution to the analysis of
the analytical school (Wallace and Wolf 2022). According to his schema, which was
shaped by the emphasis on legitimation, the phenomenon of conflict was associated with
the “’state,” and the class system was addressed in a more complex way. With the
Weberian approach, the environment for discussion on different factors of social
inequality is created, and the sources of conflict are identified in “>Weber's three systems
of stratification” on class, status, power” (Wallace and Wolf 2022, 107; Allan 2014,
161; 2007, 213; Bartos and Wehr 2002, 30; Weber 1966). For him, “every individual sits
at a unique confluence’® of these “crosscutting stratifications’* that constitute various
contradictory interests (Allan 2014, 161). These ‘’stratified” systems produce social

3

change if there is a “’perceived correlation among class, status, and power” (Weber
1966; Allan 2014, 165). Thus, social change is influenced by the complex interplay of
culture and social structure, which is always a *’simple segment of reality’ and social
relations constitute the contextual plane of this production (Allan 2014, 218). Based on
this contextual analysis, Weber emphasized that different social goals and values need to
be understood in the event of a conflict, and conflict that creates social change is at the
level of the culture that Gramscian describes through hegemonies (Wallace and Wolf
2022).

On the other hand, Coser, influenced by Simmel's arguments, continued the
analytical approach by considering the ““functional consequences’® of conflict (Allan
2014). He stated that it is “’far from being necessarily dysfunctional” and that ¢’ a certain
degree of conflict is an essential element in group formation and the persistence of group
life” (Allan 2014). This position, which offers a counterargument to the generally
negative portrayal of conflict as a negative phenomenon, considers a potential for
coexistence and regards it as vital for the formation and sustainability of social groups.
According to him, conflict is an “instinctual’® and dynamic phenomenon for human
beings with variations; it ““can fluctuate’* with both integrating and disintegrating effects

(Allan 2014). In his book The Functions of Social Conflict, he defines a ‘’conflict
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network™ “‘that sustains the social fabric and fosters both struggles and engagements
(Wallace and Wolf 2022). This most important view distinguished him from other
theorists and brought him closer to today's potential for struggle and change. Also, He
studied under which conditions they would be “divisive, divergent, creative or unifying,’
focusing on the different possible outcomes of conflict, noting that the outcomes would
change all conditions (Wallace and Wolf 2022). He emphasized human psychology and
emotions and questioned the “’concept of hostility.”” Coser divided conflicts into two
parts: internal conflict, which is the conflict within the individual or group, and contrast,
external conflict, which refers to the conflict between groups or organizations, and he
believed that the distinction between the two was critical.

As another modern contribution, Dahrendorf constructs his work in two main
areas, social theories and conflict factors, while examining the conflicting communities
produced by social institutions and the ways they organize and mobilize (Wallace and
Wolf 2022, 170). For him, conflict is the structuring force of society, a normal part of
building social structure, and three technical conditions must be met for a group to
mobilize (Allan 2014, 226-351). These are ‘’technical conditions,” which include
ideologies, norms, and actors; “’political conditions,” which define the ability to meet,
organize, and access the physical environment; and ‘’social conditions,” which comprise
all forms of communication (Allan 2007, 226; 2014, 357; Dahrendorf 1959). The impact
of this structural change varies directly to the intensity and severity of the conflict.
Conlflict intensity determines the depth of structural change, while intensity affects the
pace of change (Allan 2007, 229-30). Power, for him, is an ‘’'unavoidable feature of all
social relations™ and a “’lasting source of friction (Dahrendorf 1968, 138; 1959; Allan
2007, 213). Referring to Weber, he explains authority as legitimate power (Dahrendorf
1968, 166). Accordingly, the distribution of power is the most crucial determinant of
social structure (Wallace and Wolf 2022, 171).

Lastly, Collins analyzes conflict micro sociologically through “’social practices”
and changes during the classical theory with a modern approach in the book Conflict
Sociology as one of the most comprehensive books on theory (Wallace and Wolf 2022).
He draws attention to ’emotion and rituals in conflict,” argues that it is also possible to
examine it geographically, and discusses the conflict together with the concept of
geopolitics. He follows Weber in dividing the distribution of resources that give origin to

conflict into economic, power, and cultural resources and provides ¢’concrete
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propositions that their use results in different social behaviors and institutions” (Wallace
and Wolf 2022, 197; Allan 2007, 235). He also uses the utilization and deployment of
resources to explain the continuation and resolution of conflicts. Potential conflicts turn
into actual conflicts and “’endanger subsequent conflict’ to the point that opposing parties
are mobilized through the provision of material resources for the organization in an
“’emotionally motivated, moral justification, and symbolically united” society (Allan
2007, 235-236). Thus, the “’material”” and ‘’emotional, moral, and symbolic”” domains

became the ‘’main weapons used in conflict” (Collins 2009, 59).
In conclusion, as Allan said, the definition of ‘“unequal distribution of scarce
resources’‘ varied through the theorists of conflict, and the theory continues to interact

with various disciplines from the classical to the modern period (2014).

Table 3. Approaches on Analytical Perspective

Theorist Approach Keywords
Conflict in society, Social life, Competition, Positive
Georg . . .
. Classic and negative effects, Functional consequences of
Simmel .
conflict
Max Weber [Classic Class-Status-Power, Power-Authority, Legitimation,
State, Cultural questions
Functional consequences of conflict, Instinctive
Lewis Coser |Modern conflict, Integrative effects, Internal-External Conflict,
Network density
Ralf Meo-Marxist / |Conflict as structuring force, Power, Class distinction,
Dahrendorf |Modern Role of social institutions, Intensity of conflict
Randall Modern Symbolic goods, Emotional solidarity, Rituals and
Collins symbols, Global level conflict, Intensity of conflict
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CHAPTER 3

ARCHITECTURAL SPACE, RESISTANCE AND
CONFLICT

The conceptual expression of the public space has been examined in several
disciplinary fields since antiquity. Accordingly, various definitions have arisen to
comprehend the public space in light of different cognitive approaches. Since the 18th
century, with increasing momentum, academics who have enhanced the general
understanding of contemporary society and the formation of the notion of the public
sphere have constructed their theories from several perspectives, including political,
social, and cultural approaches. With its sociological aspects, public space is regarded as
a platform where social norms and values are discussed and reformulated. From a political
standpoint, it served as a public good, including democratic participation and civil
dialogue. Philosophically, it provided a space for the expression of collective
consciousness, ethics, and values. From the knowledge of urban planning and
architecture, it is defined as a designed space that fosters social relations in a practical
manner. Therefore, its symbolic and physical stance served as a nexus where the fields of
knowledge from various disciplines are intertwined.

Defining public space as a nexus node demonstrates the integration of theoretical
fundamentals with practical implementations by highlighting public space's complex and
multilayered characteristics. In this context, the thesis analyzes three perspectives on the
public sphere, as Habermas, Sennett, and Lefebvre proposed. These interpretations
critically examine the social functions and issues of the public sphere using different
interdisciplinary approaches. Furthermore, their discourses on the public sphere reveal an
underlying understanding of conflict. Habermas asserts that the public sphere is a
platform for democratic discussions and disagreements within a logical framework.
Sennett examines the public sphere via a psychoanalytical lens, emphasizing the impact
of growing anonymity and isolation in contemporary urban life on conflicts within the

public sphere and the influence of an individual's self-perception. In contrast, Lefebvre's

34



emphasis lies on space as the arena where conflicts arise in capitalist production
processes, the emergence of rights associated with the utilization of space, and the act of
producing space itself. This highlights that the public sphere serves as a primary platform
for conflict and societal transformation.

Furthermore, the thesis explores the concept of the Right to the City to investigate
the conceptual framework of spatial conflict. The critique of the theory of spatial conflict
is defined through the concept of the right to the city. The Right to the City, taken as the
theoretical expression of spatial conflict, provides the basis for understanding spatial
conflict and efforts to develop an integrated theoretical and practical approach. In this
context, ignoring urban reality not only leads to a failure in the production of space but
also violates the right of the urban inhabitants to have a free say over space. Accordingly,
these rights shape physical environments and directly influence existing power relations.
Urban strategies that claim rights over public spaces, which are expressed as a platform
for the citizens, are formed.

The study of existing practices plays a critical role in formulating urban strategies.
With this conceptual framework, the thesis turns to the knowledge of space, examining
how architecture reproduces and reinforces social cohesion. In addition, the chapter tries
to understand how conflict theory may provide a basis for forming spatial practices by
opening up the discourse of conflict. Pointing to the synthesis of conflict theory with the
knowledge of space, the chapter evaluates the contribution of theoretical knowledge to
practical knowledge by addressing the physical space of conflict or public space as the

physical expression of conflict.

3.1. The Stage of Resistance: Public Space

The contemporary idea of public space emerged due to the historical and social
transformations in the 18th century. The debates regarding the concept began to expand
in the 20th century within the theoretical framework established on historical and
sociological grounds by the German philosopher Jiirgen Habermas. As one of the scholars
of the Frankfurt School formed by Marxist tradition, he bases his definition of the public

space on ideological and rational grounds within critical theory in his book The Structural
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Transformation of the Public Sphere, published in 1962 (Habermas 1997). The book
combines philosophical and empirical elements by examining the historical
transformation of public space, its evolving interpretations, and the diverse conflicts and
socio-historical transformations that provoked the space (Roberts and Crossley 2004). In
the formulation, d&ffentlichkeit (the public sphere) is the stage of political and social
changes, accessible to all individuals, between the state and the private space (Roberts
and Crossley 2004, 3; Habermas 1997). Therefore, the public space, which creates a
collective space for debate around public opinion, is an analytical tool with normative
implications (Habermas 1997).

For Habermas, the space where ““private individuals gather by forming a public
body’ is conceptualized by synthesizing economic and political foundations with the
Marxist understanding of civil society (Ozbek 2004, 26-95; Habermas 1997).
Accordingly, civil society, which the Marxist view considers together with the
relationship between the state and capitalism and which Gramscian views as a critical
space for establishing and maintaining the hegemony of the dominant class, coexists with
the public sphere. Also, the power of political expression in his discourses addresses the
effects of media and mass communication on social space. His principle of the public
sphere is realized through critical and communicative reason within the framework of
equal and free participation (Habermas 1997). Accordingly, the public sphere is
established within the principle of publicity.

Another critical aspect of Habermas' definition of the public sphere is that it
emphasizes the dynamic nature of the public sphere. The public sphere is not a “’stable,

b

static, or unchanging system;” instead, it is in constant transformation (Bruns and
Highfield 2015, 104). Therefore, stating the existence of the public sphere, which is also
changing today's conditions, coincides with Habermas' definition of the public space. As
highlighted by McCarthy in the introduction of The Structural Transformation of the
Public Sphere, contemporary public space is defined ‘’as where organizations based on
different compositions, bases, and interests are negotiating and compromising with each
other and with the state”(Ozbek 2004, 92). This shift away from publicness leads to the
question of whether this realm could be restored in today's socio-economic, political, and

cultural circumstances, an inquiry that can be examined through the perspective of

Habermas.
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In contrast to Habermas's public sphere, which he defines as a constantly
transforming platform for debate guided by critical and communicative rationality while
remaining between the state and the private sphere, the American sociologist and historian
Sennet defines the public sphere as a concrete concept with a socio-cultural dynamic by
addressing the falling of publicity with a psychoanalytic framework. He centers on topics
such as personal identity and the evolution of public life in contemporary society. Above
and beyond emotional and perceptual aspects, Sennet defines public space as a concrete
space.

Public space, derived from the Greek agora, represents a physical realm
characterized by its architectural elements, roads, bridges, and open spaces (Telli 2021,
188). However, in the modern era, the social structure of the public space has transformed
in conjunction with the evolving patterns of human interaction. Transforming in a
transitional area has lost its relevance (Sennett 2013). According to Sennet, an absence is
created between social engagement and individual character with the cosmopolitan entity
of the public realm, and “’public space has become a derivative of movement” (2013, 14;
Telli 2021, 194). Publicity as an integral component of societal equilibrium divided
among the public space, which exists alongside the private sphere, is ambiguous (Sennett
2013, 125). Consequently, the public sphere “’as a space of critical political ground” and
“’as a space for egalitarian dialogue” has entered a moment of collapse with the loss of
altitude of democratic life (Telli 2021, 188). With the disappearance of the public person,
the public space is dead; Narcissism and the issues of ‘’community’’ emerge in the
“intimate societies” (Sennett 2013, 285). In this context, Sennet emphasizes the
significance of ‘’reawakening meaningful public space and public life in the city as a
whole” by contrasting the enhancement of community cohesion at the municipal level
with the revitalization of notable public spaces and communal experiences throughout the
entire city (2013, 309).

Lastly, Henri Lefebvre's definition of public space is based on the production of
space. According to him, space is part of social production and is oriented towards the
relationship between private and public space (Lefebvre 2014, 178). The vital elements
of social identity and interaction must be democratized and accessible to all. In this
context, the production of space occurs via a dialectical process based around lived space,
perceived space, and conceived space: Lived space is the space of everyday life that

contains individual and collective memory. At the same time, Conceived Space is the
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space expressed through theoretical and abstract concepts, plans, and designs. On the
other hand, perceived space is physically experienced, often shaped by urban planners,
social engineers, and political forces (Lefebvre 2014, 67-85). Within scientific practices,
“’the separation of the perceived, conceived and lived dimensions of space corresponds
to physical, mental and social spaces respectively” (Avar 2009). Therefore, the public
space is defined as a dynamic and constantly transforming structure that ‘’interpenetrates
and/or overlaps”(Lefebvre 2014, 112). Also, ’everyday life includes political life: the
public consciousness, the consciousness of belonging to a society and a nation, the
consciousness of class” (Lefebvre 1991, 92).

Thereby, according to Lefebvre, the city is connected to a ““strategy of knowledge
that cannot be separated from political strategy,’ and its possibilities need to be
comprehended. On the other hand, the Right to the City is the prerequisite for a revitalized
humanism and democracy (Lefebvre 2014, 13).

In conclusion, all three scholars engage in a critical reading that allows for an
interpretation based on conflict theory. In the context of the conflict, Wolf discusses
Habermas' contribution to contemporary conflict theory, influenced by the work of Marx
and Weber (Wallace et al. 2012). In this context, Habermas' public space of social
deliberation and communicative rationality is critical to conflict theory because it reflects
the ground that actors present and criticize their arguments to reach a common
understanding or consensus. Here, the main problem in the context of conflict is defined
as public rather than social or political (Ozbek 2004, 144). For Habermas, the public
sphere is a place of perpetual conflict and where nonviolent interventions are concluded.
Habermas is, therefore, aware of the potential for radical transformation of social conflicts
(Ozbek 2004, 85). The newness of Habermas' view of conflict is in the *’conflict-shift
from capital-labor to the 'seam between system-lifeworld,” that “’may spark public-
sphere generating social movements” (Roberts and Crossley 2004, 114). On the other
hand, Sennet emphasizes democratic participation and political space, and thus the
significance of civil society, as a basis for looking at the contexts of conflict that will
emerge with the erosion of the public sphere. He addresses the conflict between individual
and collective identity, considering psychoanalytic influences (Sennett 2013, 338).
Lefebvre, on the other hand, states that the city, which is directly a means of production,
continues to exist ’through conflicts, thanks to them, in spite of them’ and talks about

the idea of a “’multi-conflict” and ‘’multi-valued” space (2014, 114,286,375). He posits
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that private consciousness, representing one's internal realm, and public consciousness,
encompassing societal expectations, norms, and declarations, engage in continuous
dialogue and conflict (Lefebvre 1991, 195). This interaction determines the individual's
field of action through the strategies of the space. As a result, as Mitchell points out, the
public sphere occupies an essential but contested position in democratic societies, basing
its discourse on the public frontier in order to create a democratic society (Ozbek 2004).
Here, the public space is seen as the sphere of social relations where movements are

visible and where the city dweller can claim them.

3.2. The Concept of ’Right to the City”’

With its socio-cultural and economic realm, the city is a political ground where
structural transformations occur. It leads to the creation of both physical structures that
contain public or private spaces and social interactions where relationships and
collaborations are formed based on conflict or consensus. Consequently, it is the habitat
of a social structure that contains knowledge, technique, and space; therefore, it is an
oeuvre with its own words, language, and writings (Lefebvre 1967). Thus, the city, with
its multi-layered structure (physical, social, economic, cultural, and political), defines a
process that is constantly changing and progressing with factors such as the Industrial
Revolution, rapid industrialization, and technological developments of the modern age.
With the rapid urbanization processes influenced by these factors, the physical structure
and social fabric of the urban space were redefined. Thus, it is necessary to produce a
theoretical and critical ground on the social problems that emerge in cities.

Within the critical framework, it is seen that the notion of the city is often analyzed
in terms of the critique of urbanization. The concerns of uncontrolled urbanization
included the privatization of public spaces and the resulting commodification of space, as
well as the decrease in urban diversity and the formation of social injustices contrary to
the principle of sociality. In this context, scholars utilized theoretical thinking to address
these urban challenges in order to facilitate the development of practical solutions. The
task of theoretical thinking here is to redefine social needs for urban society (Lefebvre

1967, 119). As Lefebvre points out, this can only be achieved through a critique realized
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through the unity of theory and practice because this unity is inevitable for the radical
critique of urban philosophy and ideological urbanism (1967, 61). “’The critical
examination of this social practice cannot allow theory to resolve a theoretical difficulty
arising from a theory which has separated itself from practice’’ (Lefebvre 1996, 23; 1967,
57).

In the context of the theoretical approaches to the problems of urbanization, David
Harvey focuses on the impact of capitalism on urban space and the globalization process.
He states that commoditized cities that are increasingly composed of “’fortified
fragments, of gated communities and privatized public spaces’’ lead to transformations
in urban life, threatening ‘’ideals of urban identity, citizenship and belonging, already
threatened by the spreading malaise of the neoliberal ethic’” (2008, 8-12). This
transformation's scale includes physical space and extends globally (Harvey 2008, 7).
With a similar approach, Lefebvre mentions the state's attempt to absorb the public space
(Lefebvre 1967, 111). The public sphere, exclusive to urban space, has progressively lost
its distinction from the private sphere, and the “’dream of a perfectly ordered city’’ has
created a space where the city has alienated itself (Lefebvre 1967, 112; Harvey 2008, 13).
The city can only be revitalized when it focuses on producing and reproducing urban life
(Lefebvre 1967, xvi). Similar to Sennet's metaphor of the ‘’falling of a public man,’” the
metaphor of “’death’” appears in Harvey's and Lefebvre's analysis. <’ The traditional city
has been killed by rampant capitalist development’” (Harvey 2013, xv). However, in an
increasingly conflictual manner, ‘‘modern’’ society in its current form cannot provide
solutions to the urban problem other than “’techniques that maintain the status quo’’
(Lefebvre 1967, 93). As Harvey states, ” we also increasingly live in divided, fragmented,
and conflict-prone cities’’ (2013, 15).

At this point, Lefebvre formulates the concept of the right to the city as a collective
stance. It is a practical concept against the critique of the city, public space, and
urbanization as the right to a renewed urban life (1967, 132). Through the strong stance
of Marxist discourse, the right is systematized through the critique of participation.
Limiting a group or individual the opportunity to engage fully in this collaborative,
“creative endeavor’’ denies citizens their urban rights (Butler 2012, 143). As previously
stated in chapter 3.2.1, Lefebvre argued that urban space is more than physicality; it is a
space where social relations, conflicts, and cultural values are produced. Then, the right

to city reflects “’the product of social objections in specific places at specific times’’
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(Mitchell 2020, 67). The capacity to realize policies rests on social power with the lead
of theoretical and critical positive basis of urban science (Lefebvre 1967, 132). Similarly,
David Harvey states the concept as a collective right and demand that exerts its power
over urbanization processes and a ‘’right to change ourselves by changing the city more
after our heart’s desire’” (2008, 2; 2013, 137). He considers the relationship between the
city and capitalism through a historical analysis. On the other hand, according to Don
Mitchell,"“’Social justice, rights, and relations of urban spaces cannot be determined by
abstract ideas, but rather through practical implementation’ (2020, 19). With the
intellectual ground that the Right to the City offers, three conflicting roles of rights could
be described: organizing power, opposing power, and determining the fate of power
(Mitchell 2020, 43). Accordingly, the right to the city constitutes an ideal that creates a
theorized framework. This conceptualization makes urban struggle ‘’organized and
conveniently visible’” (Mitchell 2020, 49).

However, the question is how and by whom the right to the city will be ensured.
According to Harvey, rights are achieved through democratic control over the distribution
of surpluses through urbanization, and urban social movements seek to reshape the city
with a distinct social image from the city shaped by the local state backed by financial
power (2008; 2013, 23). This argument restates the perspective of conflict theory, which
shows that conflict is inevitable for reshaping the existing urban order and that this
process can lead to positive outcomes. In this context, Harvey gives examples of an
emerging right to the city movements in India, Brazil, China, Spain, Argentina, and the
United States. His issue is that such movements exist but are not yet unified (2008, 14).
Conversely, Marcuse structuralizes his narrative on three significant questions on the
demand for a right to the city: ©”Whose right is it about, what right is it, and to what city?”’
by interrogating four terms in the critical urban theory. So, with three steps that a new
critical urban theory could take its position, he formalizes the tactics through the
“’exposing, proposing, and politicizing’’ as a ‘’key issue that could move us closer to
implementing this right’> (Marcuse 2009). Here, capitalism and Marxism are seen as an
investigation and underlined that critical urban theory can illuminate why this situation
exists (Marcuse 2009).

At this point, the emphasis should be focused on the urban strategies pointed out
through the critical ground. According to the theory of urban rights, the city can only be

committed to a strategy that can take into account and disrupt existing strategies and
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accumulated knowledge while concretizing the expansion of urban life and the urban
problem on the morphological, material, practical-sensory basis of urban society, through
the groups that can take the revolutionary initiative to realize (Lefebvre 1967, 100-127).
According to Lefebvre, this urban reform program encompasses models of urban
strategies for urban space and time, with short, medium, and long-term proposals, without
any concern for utopianism (1967, 129). “’The state’s interventions in space must be
turned against itself through ‘“’counter plans and counter-projects designed to thwart
strategies, plans, and programs imposed from above’ (Butler 2012, 142). The real
recapture of space requires a permanent transformation of everyday life (Butler 2012,
142). Moreover, Harvey mentions the application of termite theory, which refers to
creating revolutionary change by gradually eroding the foundations of the capitalist
system. According to this, “’the state's oppressive power can be “’withered away’’ as
oppositional movements of various sorts-factory occupations, solidarity economies,
collective autonomous movements, agrarian cooperatives, and the like - gather
momentum within civil society’” (Harvey 2013, 124). Building on the work of Lefebvre,
this view of collective rights, which advocates for a more equitable redistribution of urban
space, proposes alternative democratic vehicles: “’such as popular assemblies need to be
constructed if urban life is to be revitalized and reconstructed outside of dominant class
relations’” (Harvey 2013, 137).

As a result, the right to the city is perceived as a strong expression of spatial
conflict, with its collective stance and expression shaped on theoretical grounds and not
ignoring practical applications. As could be seen by Butler's echoing of Marxist
architectural historian Tafuri's critique of the reduction of architectural utopianism to the
imaginary, approaches that ignore social conflicts and existing institutional realities will
fail in practice (2012, 139). This indicates that a theoretical and practical framework of
the conflict context is being sought. As Don Mitchell states, *’the struggle for rights
creates space; rights themselves are part of creating space’’ (2020, 61). Therefore, it is
possible to state that the spatial critique of conflict theory defines itself through the

conceptual framework of the right to the city.
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3.3. Conflict Understanding and Response to the Social Tension

As stated in Section 3.1, public spaces have historically functioned as a platform
where social values and norms are negotiated, providing a ground for conflict and
reconciliation. In this context, the knowledge of space through the interdisciplinary
approach of sociological knowledge plays an essential role in producing the dialectic of
conflict and consensus as the interrogation of the public sphere and the representation of
the ideal of social life. According to Paul Routledge, as a center of political, economic,
and media power, the city is a particularly crucial site for conflict and potential social
change as a mobilizing resource for activists (2010). The city provides various discursive,
material, and practical resources for activists to advance the conflict, enabling pragmatic
linkages between different groups.

Within this framework, architectural knowledge is critical in producing social
coalitions and social cohesion, potentially preventing, resolving, and transforming
conflict by recontextualizing it (Allan 2007, 2020). It encountered the knowledge of
conflict and the knowledge of space, especially in property, dwelling rights, security,
accessibility, environmental sustainability, and social participation. Proactive approaches
generated theoretical and practical outcomes, including architectural knowledge,
discursive works, exhibitions, social designs, guerrilla movements, and sustainable
innovations. In this context, it is crucial to recognize the concrete outcomes of spatial
practices to the present day in order to understand the synthesis of knowledge of conflict
and architecture.

For this reason, the study first investigates the impact of space on the ground of
consensus, then exemplifies the concrete outputs of architectural knowledge in the
direction of conflict through an activist attitude by exploring spatial practices formed in
line with social cohesion. Finally, it concretizes how spatial knowledge is on the ground

with social conflict theory today.
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3.3.1. Investigating Spatial Influence on Social Consensus

As stated in Section 2.1.1, social relations shape social values and norms, while
social interaction patterns are formed. Here, Public space functions as a platform where
individuals and communities come together to discuss, negotiate, and reproduce social
values and norms on the grounds of conflict and consensus. Therefore, the spatial
practices that represent the physical and intellectual investigation of the public sphere
have examined the construction of a physically built environment and the idea of
consensus to represent an ideal social life. The discipline of architecture, which generates
knowledge about space, has utilized sociological knowledge through interdisciplinary
information exchange. Thus, architectural knowledge has played a significant role in
various disciplines throughout history, influencing their methodologies. It has become a
focal point in shaping urban spaces and the built environment with its creativity. It has
explored the social and spatial dynamics between conflicting and reconciling elements.

Conlflict, which expresses a natural element in a democratic social order, has been
hidden in the backgrounds of the public spaces of the city from time to time, and the
search for controlled order in daily life has caused the conflict to be perceived as a
sensation against the status quo and created the social questioning field of architecture.
(Piquard and Swenarton 2011, 10). In this context, architectural knowledge, which has
social, cultural, and even metaphysical tasks, has formed the ‘’concrete site” of social
tensions through ’Collective identities, symbols, values, ideologies, and power’’ (Shadar,
Orr, and Maizel 2011, 272; Willis 1991).

As Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher state, “’Due to the integral nature of problem-
solving and ethical expectations, architects are prepared to act as social reformers, even
in conflicted situations™ (2007, 520). Throughout the historical process, the intellectual
inquiry and ethical understanding of architecture have been supported by concrete
visionary ideas; these ideas have been embodied through the human-oriented approaches
of the Renaissance period, the rural and urban social reforms of the 19th century, the
social architectural inquiry of the 20th century, the design approaches of the Modern
period, such as Bauhaus, which produced with a social focus, and today's innovative
approaches based on social and environmental sustainability (Kanaani, Kennedy, and

Belcher 2007). Especially with the participatory design movements of the 20th century,
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which emerged as a reaction to the technical, rational, and dominant role of the designer,
the knowledge of architecture has recalled Alberti's question of what is "just and
appropriate" on architecture in the 15th century and has realized theoretical and practical
production on the problem of social consensus (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007;
Kambuj 1980). This contemporary production has created spatial practices that feel the
need to communicate with the user and has produced the search for social and spatial
justice.

Today, the social search for spatial thinking continues, and ’star’’ architects such
as Rem Koolhaas and Alejandro Aravena draw attention to the necessity of new searches
and paradigms of architecture in the social context (Schoonderbeek and Shoshan 2016,
1). According to Kroll, Architecture is a political act with a communication focus, a
reconstruction of the interface between ground and humanity (Terlemez 2018).
Architecture has expanded its influence by participating in many alliances for the ideal of
healthy urban life in the public sphere. It has created the expression of current needs and
demands by considering the public interest. In addition, the public sphere, which
constitutes the primary spaces where urban opposition is shaped, has become the site of
architecture's political action and urban rights demands. (Routledge 2010).

In conclusion, spatial thinking and architectural knowledge play a critical role in
analyzing social relations, not only as an extension of power relations but also as an
embodiment of social power dynamics and ideologies. Social harmony is reflected
through architectural knowledge in the public sphere and reproduced on critical ground.
Therefore, architecture is recognized as a creative actor in creating and sustaining the
ground for social consensus. As Kambuj points out, there is no absolute human being and
no absolute architecture; ‘’distinctions overlap and are often complex and continuously
evolving” (1980, 86). Accordingly, social interactions and architectural practices are
continuously reproduced with current queries, and spatial knowledge responds to ever-
changing needs with its physical and intellectual production within the ground of social

consensus and its unique dynamics.
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3.3.2. Designing for Social Cohesion: Productions of Public Space with

Spatial Practices

“’Without proactive research, architects are likely to be working on yesterday’s
concerns rather than on tomorrow’s” (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007, 530).
Activist architecture is a form of approach that seeks solutions for future needs by using
the knowledge of the past through proactive inquiry. As Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher
note, pro-positive research emphasizes the ’future.”” As Bernard Tschumi states, ‘’There
is no space without event, no architecture without a program; the meaning of architecture,
its social relevance, and formal invention cannot be dissociated from the events that
happen in it” (Willis 1991). Architecture is affected by the conditions of the day,
technological developments, global challenges, and technical and tactical innovations. In
this process, spatial inquiry, which encounters activism in the pursuit of social and
environmental change, has put forward various rights claims and produced and
reproduced them (Routledge 2010; Dikec 2016; Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007).

From a sociological standpoint, activism is seen as a catalyst for transforming the
physical environment and its impact on consciousness, which is described as an "ideal
moment" that occurs alongside material creation (Roth 2010). As Routledge notes, the
shift in decision-making power from urban citizens to institutional structures has paved
the way for the side of architecture that resists urban attacks and fights for better living
conditions. Many progressive and radical urban movements have emerged, and cities
have begun to be seen as a site of struggle (2010). In the neo-liberal period, which
continues with rapid urbanization, global interactions, and social disorder, democratic
rights have been protected, and issues prioritizing the public interest have revealed the
social aspect of architecture (Rowe, Gjata, and Roudbari 2020). Therefore, as a resource
for activists, the city has been the scene of struggles for the use, function, justice, and
rights of space while supporting sustainable collective actions. In this context,
architecture, which has created a professional field of knowledge in the production of
social space, shelter, and built environment for human welfare in its historical process,
has assumed the role of mediation with the hardware infrastructure that produces human

praxis and public interest (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007; Routledge 2010).
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Therefore, it has engaged directly with the dynamics of conflict and reconciliation and
produced concrete outputs.

Today, using the driving force of social struggle, activist architects of the 21st
century are working on ‘’agriculture, business creation, environmental cleanup,
emergency shelters, community engagement, political processes, potential conflict or
post-conflict situations, catastrophic mitigation, and defensive design,” and architecture
is transforming to prioritize social responsibility take into account concepts such as

b

“’strengthening civic ideals” and “’ensuring equal access,” as well as implementing
forward-thinking solutions like adaptable usage and energy efficiency and design is
transforming with a greater focus on social dimensions (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher
2007, 521; Findley 1991). Approaches that explore architectural knowledge with its social
dimension consider conflict resolution as a tool of architectural production, shape it
independently of hierarchical structures, and reveal a collective form of production
against the balance of power. Activist movements take direct action by producing an
oppositional architecture and appear ‘’confrontational or radical” while simultaneously

being produced in collaboration with all actors of society (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher

2007, 521; Kipfer 2002, 118).

In this direction, the public space demands of activist approaches could be listed

within the framework of;

e Property issues and the Dwelling Rights

e Safe and Appropriate living conditions

e Accessibility of public space within the framework of the principle of equality of
religion, language, race, and gender

e Environmentally Sustainability principles

e Democratization movements involving public participation in the public space

e Potential pre- and post-conflict configurations
Activist movements aiming to raise awareness by emphasizing the social

responsibility and social impact of architecture produce various concrete productions.

These concrete forms of production could be categorized under the headings of;
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e Discursive productions such as articles and publications produced with theoretical
foundations

e Innovative exhibitions that draw attention to social issues

e Socially engaged designs based on inclusive and functional practice

e QGuerilla Architecture realized quickly and tactically

e Sustainable architectural innovations based on climate crises

to look at exemplars of concrete forms of activist outputs of architectural knowledge.

In the context of discursive productions, Architectural Lobby, which foregrounds
the titles “’regroup, reorganize, and reinvent™, has supported the intellectual productions
of architecture by creating a database that contains the toolkit of many activist productions
from maximalist and activist positions by opposing the normative forms of spatial
practices (“The Architecture Lobby,” n.d.). On the other hand, SEED (Social Economic
Environmental Design), which is defined as one of the most noteworthy attempts to
structure architectural activism, has created a basis for activist architects by establishing
social, economic, and environmental criteria (Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007;

Rowe, Gjata, and Roudbari 2020; Schneider and Till 2009).

Architecture Beyond Capitalism Seheet
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Figure 2. Architectural Lobby, Architecture Beyond Capitalism Working Group
(Source: architecture-lobby.org)

In the context of innovative exhibitions, MOMA's 2010 Small Scale, Big Change:
New Architectures of Social Engagement exhibition referred to the socially engaged
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production of architecture with radical pragmatism by claiming ‘’novelty for a socially
relevant form of architectural practice” (Cupers 2014). Another example is the Uneven
Growth: Tactical Urbanisms for Expanding Megacities exhibition in 2015, where activist

criticism was realized through urban problems.
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Figure 3. MOMA's 2010 exhibition ‘’Small Scale, Big Change”
(Source:moma.org)

In the context of socially engaged designs, Shigeru Ban's Paper Log House for
social production after the earthquake, Kunle Adeyemi's Makoko Floating School for the
realization of educational function in deprived and wetland areas, Francis Kere's Gando
Primary School for the right to education are examples of activist architecture (Chapman

2016; Yusaf 2016; Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher 2007).

Figure 4. Makoko Floating School by Kunle Adeyemi
(Source: arcdaily.com)
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In the context of guerrilla architecture, Santiago Cirugeda's La Carpa Cultural
Center, where he emphasized the scales of local participation, public occupation, and
social design by using self-building techniques on an unused and idle area, and the civic
furniture built to emphasize the function of public use on the streets of Seville,

emphasized public criticism with sudden and effective movements (Yusaf 2016).

Figure 5. Santiago Cirugeda: Taking Back the Street (1997)
(Source: spatialagency.net)

Architect Vo Trong Nghia has endeavored to enhance the ability of agricultural
communities to achieve sustainability and self-reliance by creating affordable prototypes.
This work includes both green architecture and urban planning, seeking innovative
solutions to address the needs of farming communities while at the same time continuing
critical productions that address the right to nature (Markussen 2012; Cupers 2014;
Schneider and Till 2009).

Regardless of concrete outputs, activist architectural movements were also
supported within the academic field, and intellectual thought produced various manifestos
and toolkits of activist architecture. In Kanaani, Kennedy, and Belcher's Future of Activist
Architecture: A Manifesto for Action and A Five Point Action Plan, they propose the
following actions: (1) creating information networks for activist groups using an
interactive communication platform, (2) establishing a financial and operational
infrastructure to support collaborative action and activism training, (3) sharing existing
data on the built environment collected at national, regional, and global levels, (4)

analyzing feasible projects and developing a technical action plan in collaboration with
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civil society organizations, governments, and international organizations, and (5)
mobilizing design professionals to explore alternative models of implementation (2007).

As a result, architectural activism has redefined itself with increasing
technological innovations; whether it is a rebel, insurgent, provocative, or activist, the
movement represents architecture's new knowledge production area and interacts directly
with social relations and the community. As a result, architecture has proven that it has
the intellectual power to transform the social fabric not only through the production of
physical space but also by shaping social structures and interactions and producing

criticism.

3.3.3. The Theoretical Articulation on Space: Using ‘’Social Conflict
Theory through the Conflictual Spaces

As noted in Sections 2.1 and 3.1, the critical examination of social practice is
analyzed within the unified ground of theory and practice (Lefebvre 1967, 57). In this
respect, sociological theory has been used in various fields of knowledge to understand
and analyze the ambiguous order of society. It has become part of an interdisciplinary
form of mediation. As one of the definitions of this relationship, spatial production has
also been included in social inquiry, influenced by the interdisciplinary aspect of
sociological knowledge. Since buildings and societies cannot exist without the human
environment, social sciences, especially sociology, have been instrumentalized in
architectural knowledge production (Gutman 1975). In this direction, architecture has
also become a subject of sociological research in recent years, and design has become a
means of translating abstract values and collective identities into concrete through
expression and symbolization (Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011).

Sociological theory, which is basically the knowledge of investigating social
structures, has three aims: describing, explaining, and predicting. The primary framework
of conflict inquiry, which also utilizes the function of redefinition from these three main
objectives, has been to explain the social structure (Wallace et al. 2012). In the late 19th

century, the conflict theory, which originated from the works of Marx and Weber and
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focused on the distribution of “’wealth, prestige, and power,”” was further supported by
Gramsci's concept of hegemonies.

This concept was applied to different areas of study, such as Culture, and led to
the establishment of a new field of investigation. In this direction, spatial studies, which
realize their production between the grounds of conflict and reconciliation, have tried to
understand the concept of conflict in the order of hegemonies in everyday life by
evaluating the conceptual frameworks of conceptual thought such as Marx and Gramsci
through Lefebvre's spatial perspective (Kipfer 2002, 119). The ideological and political
dimensions of architecture have become more visible, especially during periods of
political and hegemonic change. As Gramscian emphasizes, professionals have played an
active role in the processes of hegemonic decline by directing society in “’intellectual,
ethical, and philosophical” struggles (Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011, 272—-87; Jessop 2005,
1). ”Gramsci did not believe that space exists in itself, independently of the specific social
relations that construct it, reproduce it, and occur within it” (Jessop 2005). Therefore,
while space became the subject of sociological theories, it realized the intellectual
questioning of the knowledge of conflict theory.

According to Kambuj, Marx, the founder of Critical Conflict Theory, would
define architectural aesthetics as ‘’promoting, widening, enriching and ennobling the
existence of the laborer” and answer the question of ‘’what is appropriate’ as ‘’the
interest of the essential human being” (1980). Gramsci, who expanded the sphere of
influence of conflict theory in various disciplines with his hegemonic questioning,
addressed space in the context of the spatialization of power and its creation through
policies, the division of labor between urban and rural, "spatial imaginaries and the
representation of space (Jessop 2005, 5). In another instance, Bourdieu evaluated this
cultural production through 4 main elements: the work itself, the strategies of its
producers based on their habitus, the actors competing in the field, and its position in
society (Shadar, Orr, and Maizel 2011). Therefore, space as a field of intellectual
innovation has encountered sociological theories.

Conflict transforms by disrupting normality and challenging the root causes of
social problems, inequalities, and injustices (Piquard and Swenarton 2011, 3). In recent
years, spatial conflict theories have started to include reflections of various disciplines,

and architectural practices have put social problems within the context of conflict and
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opposition to capitalist restructuring processes at the center of design(Schoonderbeek and
Shoshan 2016, 1; Routledge 2010).

“’Conflict transformation and reconstruction obviously, working on architecture
and space alone cannot reduce or transform conflict, but understanding the spatial
dimension of conflict can be crucial in bringing about a comprehensive response to
conflict” (Piquard and Swenarton 2011, 7). In today's context, As Piquard and Swenarton
state, simply studying architecture and space is insufficient to decrease or change conflict.
However, recognizing the importance of the spatial aspect of conflict is essential in
developing a complete approach to addressing conflict (2011). As Learning From
Architecture And Conflict indicates, “’architectural creativity might play in post-conflict
transformation and can generate long-term solutions (Piquard and Swenarton 2011, 10).
According to Piquard and Swenarton and Boano's study, the need to understand the spatial
dimension of conflict is often neglected by activists and architects working on conflict
transformation, with architectural studies in the field focusing more on “’the destruction
of symbolic architecture and heritage, the politics of urban planning under occupation and
the physical rebuilding after conflict” (2011, 7). However, the potential that spatial
knowledge could offer for conflict transformation has not yet been studied through a clear
framework. In this context, architectural research that aims to take advantage of the
transformative power of conflict by adopting the provocative tone of conflict discourse
has the potential to benefit from the advantages of conflict that enable the voice to

resonate and to develop studies in this field increasingly.
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CHAPTER 4

CASE STUDY: iZMiR KULTURPARK

As part of Izmir's urban habitat, Kiiltiirpark contributes to the city's cultural
heritage and serves as a symbolic representation of public space within the urban
landscape. Since its opening in 1936 as a modernization project of the new regime, the
park has experienced many spatial breaks in its historical process, particularly after the
“Uluslararas1 izmir Fuarcilik ve Mimari Proje Yarismas1” (International Izmir Fair and
Architectural Project Competition) held in 1990 and generated debates on the topics of
the preservation, utilization, and purpose of public space, turning the park into a platform
for such discussions. Currently, Kiiltlirpark has created a context of open conflict in line
with the ongoing public space debates and the incompatible goals of urban actors.

At this point, in order to understand and interpret the symbolic and spatial
transformations that the park has undergone, it is critical to understand its place in the
urban memory as a public space and its concrete expression today. Furthermore,
comprehending the context of the case is critical to understanding the present and future
existence of Kiiltiirpark.

For this reason, Chapter 4 firstly focuses on the brief history of Kiiltiirpark,
understanding its historical process and its periodic expression, and then focuses on the
present day, focusing on the debates on the use of public space and the demand for the
right to the city that has been going on since the 1990s with the methodology of
sociological knowledge. By synthesizing the literature on the right to the city and public
space with the interdisciplinary aspect of sociological knowledge through the spatial
dynamics of Izmir Kiiltiirpark, it reads the case study with the analytical conflict theory
that sees conflict as a natural and constructive element of society. It defines Kiiltiirpark
as a public area of conflict in the context of reflecting urban actors' incompatible goals
regarding the space's future. Analyzing the spatial struggle of the sample with the
"conflict mapping" technique, one of the contemporary conflict theory methods explores

the potential revealed by the conflict context.
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In this context, Section 4.1.1 reads Kiiltlirpark historically with its period up to
the 1990s, while 4.1.2 defines Kiiltiirpark as a conflict area by identifying goal
incompatibilities built on the case study. Subsequently, section 4.2 uses the technique of
“’Conflict Mapping,” a modern underpinning of social conflict theory in Bartos and
Wehr's Using Conflict Theory, published in 2002. In this direction, it analyzes the struggle
for public space in Izmir Kiiltiirpark through (1) the context of Kiiltiirpark, (2) Parties and
Actors, (3) Causes and Consequences that cause conflict, (4) Goals and Interests of urban
actors against the use of public space, (5) Conflict Dynamics of Kiiltiirpark covering the
period from 1990 to the present day, (6) positive functions and (7) potentials that stand
out in the context of conflict.

With this reading, the study intends to reveal the potential of Kiiltiirpark on the
democratic participation in the production of space shaped by the emphasis on social
solidarity and urban belonging in the context of the right to the city. Also, it examines
the positive functions of the case as a place of social interaction and free thought,
highlighting its inclusive political nature in the context of public space. Furthermore, it
searches for constructive power through its dialectic of conflict and reconciliation, which
promotes social change in conflictual space. Finally, It aims to reveal its potential within
the framework of solidarity networks and normative reconstruction within the public

space in the context of hegemonies.

4.1. From Theory to Practice: The Case Study of izmir Kiiltiirpark

Kiiltlirpark is an open green public space representing the ideals of modernization
in the city after the Great Izmir Fire. The park, established with the vision of a People's
University inspired by the Moscow Gorgi Park, has undergone functional transformations
in its historical process. With its establishment, it has been the expression of the public
ideals of the founding will, including the value of “’culture,” the entertainment culture
between 1950-1980, and the synthesis of Fuar and Kiiltiirpark in the period until the
2000s. Taking into account the functional and spatial transformations that the park
underwent under the influence of the globalizing new world order, the ‘’Uluslararasi

[zmir Fuarcilik, ve Mimari Proje Yarismas1” was organized in 1990, and following the
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competition, discussions on the use of public space and the right to the city began among
the city's actors. In today's process, due to factors such as contested resources, role
incompatibility, and value incompatibility, goal incompatibilities have emerged between
the actors over the public space, leading to Kiiltiirpark becoming a conflictual space.
Analysis through conflict mapping, which the thesis conducts, requires an
understanding of the historical context of the sample and an acknowledgment of an
existing conflict situation. In order to establish the framework for the conflict mapping
technique, section 4.1. will examine the historical development of Izmir Kiiltiirpark until
the 1990s, then identify the reasons for incompatible objectives in public spaces, aiming
to demonstrate the existence of conflict. To address the issue of incompatible goals, the
research will focus on the contested resources, role incompatibility, and value
incompatibilities. In addition, a theoretical framework defined as the ’causes of
incompatibility goals™ scheme will be created in Kiiltlirpark to assist in the case study

research.

4.1.1. The Brief History of izmir Kiiltiirpark

Izmir Kiiltiirpark is an urban park established due to the city's reconstruction
efforts after the Great Fire of [zmir and designed with the vision of a “’Public University”
reflecting the modernization ideals of the republican regime. In line with the Prost-Danger
plans that reflect the principles of the Ecole de Beaux-Arts, the park is centrally located
in the city plan and is surrounded by a geometric order of boulevards and squares, creating
a hierarchical system. Supported by integrated green areas, this layout has been preserved
through multiple city plan revisions. Notably, it aligns with Le Corbusier's report on
'modernist spatial standardization,' based on CIAM principles, which was delivered ten
years after the initial consultancy in 1938 (Yanar 2014; Karpat 2009; Uluengin and Turan
2005, 411; Fikret and Yetkin 2002). The construction of Kiiltiirpark, which was initiated
after Deputy Mayor Yurdkolu presented the example of Moscow Gorky Park to Mayor
Behget Uz, was designed to include social and educational areas with a vision
symbolizing a healthy urban life of the new society based on the vision of the ‘’Public

University” (Karpat 2009; Gonliigiir 2015b; Amygdalou 2015, 88; Uluengin and Turan
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2005, 412) 156,000 square meters of green tissue was integrated into the park design,
which included “’a ceremony area for 5000 people, an outdoor swimming pool, various
restaurants, theater and cinema halls for children, five museums, a botanical garden, an
animal garden and sports centers” (Amygdalou 2015, 77; Karabag et al. 2022; Nakip and
Karadag 2022, 76; Kayin 2015, 42). In addition to the vision of a public university as a
precursor of modern urban life, Kiiltiirpark became a stage for national and international
interaction with the ideal of a comprehensive fair, taking into account the effects of the
1929 Economic Crisis and the deficiency of the Dokuz Eyliil Fairs (Kayin 2015, 42).
The park, whose construction started in 1935, the foundation of the wall was laid
in 1936, and the construction was completed in the same year; was designed with 60.000
m2 and increased to 360.000 m2 in 1936 and reached 420.000 m2 in 1936, then the area
surrounded by walls was framed by five gates referring to the story of the establishment
of the regime (Sahin and Cevik 2020; Karpat 2009; Amygdalou 2015, 88; Karabag et al.
2022, 77; Nakip and Karadag 2022; Gonliigiir and Sezer 2021, 405). With the advice of
President Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk on its planning and the use of videotaping for its
opening, a first for public construction in Turkey's history, Kiiltiirpark became an
exhibition of a healthy urban life where, according to its founding president Behget Uz,
“’citizens will breathe,” and ‘’plants will be recognized” (Karpat 2009; Altan 2015, 167;
S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023). With its fair function integrated with the vision of a
public university and pedagogical space perception, it has gained an ’international
character” with its exhibition, etc. elements in the new globalized world order and
reflected the founding fiction in the context of the ideological transfer platform as a part
of the globalization and industrialization periods as an exhibition space. Moreover, it has
become a venue where architectural debates of the period are made visible through the
use of technology and the design of temporary and permanent pavilions (Gonliigiir 2015a;

2015b; Karpat 2009; Uluengin and Turan 2005, 413).
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Figure 6. The early years of Kiiltiirpark
(Source: Izmir Kalkinma Ajans1)

As Amyhdalou notes, ‘’despite the successive moves of the actors to define the
past and future of the city on their own, different urban and architectural forms did not
take refuge in fixed interpretations” but went beyond them, and Kiiltiirpark, as the
“’showcase of republican ideals™, harbors the traces of the transformation of urban life in
its historical process (2015, 80; Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016, 74—-76; Kayin 2015, 66).
Accordingly, in its historical process, it became a typical stage of the public sphere
established with the nation-state understanding. It played a role in the city's *’international
character socioeconomic development and prestige” with the "equestrian sports club,
swimming pool, artificial lake, foundations pavilion and zoo" added to the area in the
1940s. (Karpat 2009). 1951, the Izmir Archaeology Museum was relocated, and in 1956,
the registry office was opened (Kayin 2015).

The modernization project, which continued until the 1960s, became a part of the
new economic policies, an exhibition area and showcase of import technology with the
effect of the new “’search for a planned economy” and “’rapid urbanization questions”
that increased in the post-1960s period (Gonliigiir 2015b; Kayimn 2015, 53). In the ongoing
process, the park's association with culture began to diminish after the 1960s, and the
“’fair identity”” came to the forefront (Karpat 2009; Kayin 2015, 57). In the 1970s, it
started to form a new layer of memory with the “’era of casinos and entertainment
culture,” and the transformations that came with industrialization, the tram line and the
addition of the archeology museum brought the fair function to the forefront (Kayin 2015,
66; Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016, 74-76; Karpat 2009). As Durgun underlines,
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Kiiltiirpark, which was a “’major public event” and a place of experience throughout the
country until the 80s, became, in the words of Edogan and Giiner, ‘’the only socialization
opportunity in the region” (Durgun 2018, 71; S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023, 675) In this
context, the expansion of the city and the increase in opportunities to meet local needs
have influenced the change in the user profile of Kiiltiirpark and Fair (Karpat 2009).

In the 1980s, the relationship between landscape structure and built environment
was damaged, and political, economic, and social transformations within the public space
led to changes in the number and profile of Kiiltiirpark users (Kayin 2015, 61). The space,
which constituted a sampling base for urban memory discussions until the 2000s,
underwent a physical transformation with the relocation of the zoo to Sasali, the
restoration of the Ada and Gol casinos, and the reconstruction of the gates. Especially
with the relocation of the specialized fair function to Gaziemir's new fairground in 2015,
a new discussion environment has emerged on the future imaginations of Kiiltlirpark
(Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016, 76). In Kayin's words, Kiiltiirpark became a ‘’showcase
of'ideals” from its beginnings; where entertainment culture came to the forefront with the
erosion of these ideals between 1950-1980, and where the function of Kiiltlirpark
remained in the background of the Fair with the green improvement works in the period
until the 2000s entered into new searches with the effect of changing socio-economic
conditions in the post-1990s period. In 1990, with the *’Izmir Fuar Kiiltiirpark Cevre
Diizenlemesi ve Fuar Kompleksi Mimari Proje Yarigmasi” the elements such as the
congress center, etc., which were functionalized in addition to this area attracted the
attention of urban actors on the issue of ‘’overbuilding and functionalization problems”
and created the Right to the City issue, which continues today and causes Kiiltiirpark to
be called a conflict area (Kayin 2015; Karpat 2009; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin 2015).

In this context, Kiiltiirpark, which constitutes the “’spaces of cultural practices
defined by the new state,” was declared as a 2nd degree natural protected area and a
historically protected area in the 1990s and has continued its spatial transformation until
today by being affected by the hegemonies of the period while “’transitioning to the
international arena in cultural, political and economic terms’ (Altan 2015, 187; Alpaslan
2017; Erkan and Arslan Avar 2017; Durgun 2018, 73; Gonliigiir 2015b; Gonliigiir and
Sezer 2021, 396; Karpat 2009). However, the discussions on the use and utilization of
public space could not settle on a common ground by the city actors since the 2000s; “’a

new layer of memory could not be created” on Kiiltiirpark (Kayin 2015, 66).
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4.1.2. Kiiltiirpark as a Conflictual Space

According to Bartos and Wehr, defining a conflict situation requires presupposing
the existence of conflict and understanding the dynamism and potentials of conflict before
identifying critical and analytical approaches, defining destructive or constructive
conflict, and exploring the future production potentials of conflict (2002). At this point,
there is much evidence that the case of Izmir Kiiltiirpark, which is seen as a struggle for
the right to the city, is defined as a site of conflict.

[zmir Kiiltiirpark, which has encountered many fractures in its historical process,
is an urban open space defined by its geometric boundaries within the center of the city.
The case study exemplifies the modernization principles of the early Republican era,
which has undergone rapid urbanization and the impacts of globalization. Over time, it
has turned into a public space for observation, moving away from the ideal of the Public
University, which was its founding mission (Kayin 2015, 57; Gonliigiir and Sezer 2021;
Amygdalou 2015; Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016). The debates that increased with the
concern that the public space would be damaged after the *’Uluslararas1 Izmir Fuarcilik
ve Mimari Proje yarigmas1™ reached its peak with the struggle of the city actors against
the underground parking lot that was added to the Kiiltiirpark area in the 90s and the
separation of the fair function from the Kiiltlirpark area in 2015.

Furthermore, the interventions targeting the public space have generated strong
opposition from professional chambers, civil society organizations, and citizens because
of their negative impact on the city's infrastructure, skyline, and environment.
Consequently, citizens have established platforms to raise awareness and advocate for
preserving Kiiltiirpark's public space (Alpaslan 2017) (Appendix B).

In the process, issues related to the public space, such as the demand for the
demolition of the existing hangars, the desire to build a congress center in the area, the
destruction of carrying capacity and green space, and governance problems have come to
light. Even though various panel search conferences and reporting processes have been
carried out with the cooperation of actors, no consensus has been reached on the public
space (Kayin 2015, 65; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin 2015; Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023)
(Appendix A).
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After the 2000s, the public space function in Kiiltiirpark, which is now regarded
as an “"urban void” and started to be characterized as an idle area, has remained in the
background of the book fair, amusement park function and the international fair held once
a year. Also, the pedagogical perception of the public space during the early period has
been lost due to the disruptions in urban memory caused by multiple demolitions and
spatial reconfigurations (S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023; Amygdalou 2015).

These changes and transformations have not only led to the destruction of urban
memory by altering the space itself but have also caused the formation of incompatible
goals among various actors at the level of social relations, thus creating a space for
rational discussions, conflict, and reconciliation dynamics of the socially produced public
sphere. As noted in Section 2.1, conflict is defined as the disagreements arising from
social relations between actors with incompatible goals. As Simmel notes, in a conflict
situation, the actors involved in the conflict not only show a forced coexistence but also
establish close relations with each other that support social production (Wallace et al.
2012, chap. 3; Simmel 1964). The motivational forces resulting from these relationships
lead to the emergence of goal incompatibilities between different individuals or groups,
which are defined as “’prerequisites for the onset of conflict”” (Schmidt and Kochan 1972).

Here, identifying goal incompatibility brings with it the precondition of
acknowledging the existence of conflict. Therefore, the technical identification of
incompatible goals within the sample is mediated by defining the conflict situation and
identifying the conflict context, dynamics, positive functions, and potentials. Tracing goal
incompatibility is not only ‘’challenging and creative,” as Bartos and Wehr describe it. It
is also a multifaceted form of research that should be used without ignoring sociological
modes of knowledge production (2002). As one of the primary purposes of social theories,
providing definitions creates a field of investigation on the sample with the emergence of
causal factors.

In order to make this identification, Bartos and Wehr (2002) propose a 3-stage

analysis that includes the Causes of Incompatible Goals;
e Contested resources

e Incompatible roles

e Incompatible values
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Accordingly, defining the sample as a conflict area must first determine whether
the goals are incompatible. Resource research, which is the cause of the origin of the
conflict, conflict actions, and conflict dynamics, is necessary to conduct research on the
present and future potentials of the conflict (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 29-49).

In this context, Figure 7 illustrates the causes of incompatible goals, providing a
base for further investigation by conflict researchers. According to Bartos and Wehr, if
the research is concerned with predicting incompatible goals and cause-effect
interactions, it proceeds from left to right. However, when investigating the origin and
dynamics of a dispute, the examination should be conducted from right to left (Bartos and
Wehr 2002, 55)

Therefore, it became critical to utilize the deductive method to analyze the origins
and dynamics of the conflict over public space in order to direct attention toward the

future possibilities of the conflict in Izmir Kiiltiirpark.
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Figure 7. Bartos & Wehr’s Causes of Incompatible Goals
(Source: The Book Using Conflict Theory)
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4.1.2.1. Goal Incompatibility of Kiiltiirpark

The idea of the right to the city includes demands for property and dwelling,
access to and use of public space, the right to participation, and social and environmental
justice. When these demands are brought into the public sphere, which allows equal and
unrestricted participation and discussion of shared concerns, existing conflicts become
more visible (Habermas 1997). Thus, Habermas defines the public space as a democratic
ground where disagreements and conflicts can be expressed and states that the dialectic
of compromise and conflict will bring about a resolution within the public sphere (1997,
Ozbek 2004). It supports the analytical conflict theory's view of conflict as a naturally
occurring phenomenon that develops society while defining the public sphere as a space
for expression.

At this point, Kiiltlirpark, which includes the definition of public space as the
space of social interactions in Section 2.1.1, the ideological production of social inquiry
in Section 2.2.2, the free communication platform in Section 3.1.1, and the space of
struggle in Section 3.1.2; defined as a commons in the context of access to and
participation in the public sphere within academic studies, as Kalonya and Oztiirk point
out, it has reinforced the ability of the commons to bring forth a wide range of rights
claims and has exposed goal incompatibilities between the struggling parties (Kalonya
and Oztiirk 2021; Penpecioglu and Aydmer 2023). Kiiltiirpark was characterized by
Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin as ‘’a stage that reflects the tensions between remembering and
forgetting” and attracted attention to the threat of overbuilding on public space in the
present day (Karpat 2009; Kuru 2015; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin 2015; Alpaslan 2017;
Kayin 2015). According to Calikoglu and Bilsel, the Kiiltiirpark has highlighted several
fundamental issues that are often criticized by those involved in the urban rights struggle.
These issues included problems related to ownership and privatization, a lack of
consideration for public interest, and the development of proposals and projects that
damage the Kiiltiirpark habitat and historical urban context (Calikoglu and Bilsel 2019).
On the other hand, Penpecioglu and Aydiner have also noted that conflicting views on the
management and function of the area have led to a conflictual process involving the
municipal administration, various capital groups, professional organizations, and civil

initiatives(Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023).
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As the literature on Kiiltiirpark shows, the discussions on public space in the case
study formed the ground for conflict, and the public space became the place where, in
Kluge's words, ‘’struggle is practiced in non-war ways”’(Ozbek 2004, 213).

In this context, on the current situation and future scenario of Kiiltiirpark, goal
incompatibilities have occurred between the urban actors consisting of local

administration, professional organizations, civil initiatives, and capital groups through;

e Functional Transformation of Space

e Spatial Interventions And Construction Processes

e Urban Heritage and Memory

e Social Participationiln Public Space and Urban Rights
e Ecological and Environmental Rights Struggle

e Protection of Public Space

issues and these incompatibilities have become concrete within the process dynamics

through;

e Press statements on demands for public space

e Public actions taken in response to the escalation of conflict intensity
e Formation of platforms for sustainability and conservation of space

e Filing legal actions against spatial decisions taken

e Consultation meetings to build consensus among city actors

which is realized in the case of the struggle instances of the public sphere (Appendix A).
For instance, the local administration's plan to build an underground car park in
Kiilttirpark has faced opposition from professional organizations and civil initiatives and
is rooted in the struggle for ecological sustainability and environmental rights. Thus,
various actions have been taken to stop the construction site, such as spatial interventions,
construction process interventions, lawsuits, sit-in protests, and press statements. On the
other hand, the projects planned to be realized in the zone were shared and consulted with
the city actors by the local administration. However, in cases where consensus could not
be achieved, the parties in conflict expressed their disapproval through press releases and

non-violent protests (Appendix A).
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In this respect, identifying and uncovering the causes of incompatible goals is
critical to understanding the state of conflict, exploring its potential, and determining the
current and future expression of these forms of struggle. For this reason, the three main
topics that cause the formation of incompatible goals through the Kiiltiirpark case, the
investigation of contested resources that constitute the central origin of the parties'
claims, incompatible roles that express the competence areas of urban actors with
different hierarchical structures, and incompatible values that express the priorities of
different actors on public space, provides the basis for the mapping method to be realized

in order to read the struggle for the right to the city in Kiiltiirpark.

4.1.2.1.1. Contested Resources

Fundamentally, the conflict resource is the main component that generates
tensions between opposing actors. In the context of a conflict, discussions over limited
resources are driven by claims to rights or power struggles. In this context, establishing a

resource balance, fair sharing, and mutual consensus leads to conflict resolution.

According to Conflict Theory,

In classical theory, the distribution of scarce sources is based on Weber's
classification of wealth, power, and prestige (Wallace et al. 2012; Allan 2014; Bartos and
Wehr 2002). In approaches that include the evaluation of classical theory through modern
theory, Collins defines these resources as "economic," which includes material conditions,
"power," which refers to social positions, and "status, prestige or cultural" resources that
produce rituals of in-group solidarity (Allan 2014, 234). In classical and modern
approaches, these resources focus on power distribution and prestige shaped by

hegemonic orders, power struggles, and commodity value.

65



According to Bartos and Wehr,

In addition to Weber's tripartite classification, "injustice, deprivation, and
belligerence" concepts affect resource dynamics by causing contested resource
formations(Bartos and Wehr 2002). Injustice and the feeling of deprivation, whether
absolute or relative, are the main factors that cause social conflicts, while belligerence, as
a “’disposition toward coercive action,” tends to affect resource dynamics, influenced by
various cultural values and personalities (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 37). In this context,
deprivation is of two types: absolute and relative. As noted in section 2.2.3, Marx's critical
theory uses the concept of absolute deprivation to denote a state of total deprivation,
whereas modern conflict theory emphasizes the concept of relative deprivation, which

leads to a critical awareness and denotes a state of disadvantage. (Allan 2007, 216; 2014).

In the context of the Right to the City;

Two main factors could be mentioned as possible sources of conflict: access to
and use of space and democratic participation against space (Lefebvre 1996; Harvey
2008). According to Harvey, justice is a tool used to resolve conflicting claims, while
concepts such as social justice and the pursuit of urban rights are principles to be used to
resolve conflicts arising from the necessity of social cooperation (1988). If there is an
unequal distribution of power, prestige, and power, there will be injustice, invoking the
concept of deprivation, which varies and is influenced by different cultural and
hegemonic processes (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 34). This deprivation leads to two primary

sources of conflict: the use of space and democratic participation in space.

When the sources of conflict are evaluated through the case study of Izmir

Kiiltiirpark;

According to Conflict Theory,

Economic resources in the case study point to the commercial potentials that may
be obtained from the public space, which shows the commodity and use value of

Kiiltiirpark. On the other hand, power resources are the decision-making mechanisms in
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the current management model of Kiiltirpark, including its decision-making and
implementation. Finally, status resources reveal the symbolic meaning of Kiiltlirpark in

urban memory, which indicates its historical, social, and cultural significance.

According to Bartos and Wehr,;

As Section 4.2.5 indicates, the concepts of ’Injustice, deprivation and
belligerence” are reflected in the case as a sense of injustice on the right of the city and
indicate relative deprivation, on the other hand. However, conflict actors tend to develop
conflict behaviors within conflict dynamics and are not actively involved in the case due
to the absence of a violent conflict environment. For example, meetings were organized
with the Izmir Metropolitan Municipality, professional chambers affiliated with
TMMOB, and civil initiatives at certain intervals during the process. They formed forms
of social relations based on cooperation for reconciliation (Arama Konferansi, Kiiltiirpark

Calistaylar1) (Appendix A).

According to the Right to the City,

When the use of space and democratic participation towards space is evaluated, it
is seen that there is no source of conflict regarding access to space. At the same time,
there are conflicts between urban actors based on democratic participation in space.
Accordingly, publicness is still defined as a common space accessible to urbanites from
all walks of life and, therefore, does not indicate a state of absolute deprivation. However,
the demand of the urbanites to participate in the management of the public space, together
with the struggle actively displayed by various actors on the current function and future
scenarios of Kiiltlirpark, reveals a relative deprivation situation by revealing the violation
of the right to the city. For example, Kiiltiirpark is described as a location where
individuals from diverse backgrounds engage in their daily routines. However, it stresses
that the local administration holds the authority to decide on the future of Kiiltiirpark
(Appendix C).
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Table 4. Sources of Conlict over Kiiltiirpark

Evaluation through the case of

Conflict Sources Kiiltiirpark
Economic The commodity and use value of
Kiiltiirpark
According to; Contemporary p Decision-making mechanisms on
Conflict Theory ower Kiiltiirpark
Status/Cultural Hlust(.)‘rlcal, social and cultural context of
Kiilttirpark
Injustice Sense of Injustice on Rights in the City
According to; Bartos and Denrivation Perception of Relatively Deprived Urban
Wehr P Rights
Belligerence Conlflict behaviors in the process

Access and use of [|[Equitable access to public space for

, _ the space citizens on Kiiltiirpark
According to; Right to the
City Democratic The right to engage in democratic
participation engagement for future scenarios to be
against space implemented at Kiiltiirpark.

4.1.2.1.2. Incompatible Roles

Actors are individuals or groups that form social relations shaped by modern
social roles. Bartos and Wehr argue that actors may hold opposing roles due to their
distinct social positions, which they classify into two primary categories: horizontal and
vertical differentiation (2002, 37). Vertical differentiation, defined as the relationship
between subordinates and superiors, points to a hierarchical order and provides
coordination benefits but may also lead to role conflicts. On the other hand, horizontal
differentiation points to differentiations between roles, indicating the different tasks of
defined actors and thus involves a state of social cohesion. In this context, Dahrendorf,
similar to Durkheim in contemporary conflict theory, posits that society is sustained by
roles, norms, and values. He explains conflict through vertical differentiation by
describing it through power dynamics in contrast to Marx's emphasis on private property.
(1958; Allan 2007, 225; Bartos and Wehr 2002, 39).

When the Kiiltiirpark case study is analyzed, it is possible to identify six main
actors in the urban struggle of Kiiltlirpark, including Local Government, the Kiiltiirpark

Platform, Professional Chambers affiliated with TMMOB, Local Capital Actors, Other
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Civil Initiatives, and Urban Citizens. While the local government is the leading actor with
decision-making power as an element of vertical differentiation, the professional
chambers affiliated to TMMOB, which express their professional opinions on the field,
have differentiation between roles with their areas of knowledge and expertise. While
civil initiatives tend to develop a collective working identity by adopting a horizontal
rather than vertical differentiation model, local capital actors may have horizontal and
vertical differentiation. On the other hand, the urban citizen is in the position of a
secondary actor who is only a user and does not develop an organized movement.

When the current situation of Kiiltiirpark is evaluated in this context, social
relations formed due to horizontal and vertical differentiations support conflict theory in
the context of creating various layers and different power dynamics in the social structure
and supports the public space literature in the context of revealing the power of political
expression by mediating between the state and the private individual (Biger Olgun 2017,

48; Roberts and Crossley 2004, 3; Habermas 1997; Dahrendorf 1958).

- Primary parties «———* Secondary parties
Actors in the -Local Government -Urban Citizens
struggle for -Kiiltiirpark Platform

the right to the city

in Kilfiirpark -Professional chambers

affiliated with the TMMOB
-Local Capital Actors

-Other civil initiative actors

Figure 8. Actors in the Struggle for the Right to the City in Kiiltiirpark
(Source: Produced by Author)

4.1.2.1.3. Incompatible Values

Basically, incompatible values refer to the priorities of opposing actors in an active
conflict toward the source of conflict. Accordingly, in a conflict, actors manage
incompatible values through divergences of opinion and different group identities,

leading to incompatible goals (Bartos and Wehr 2002).
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When considered in the context of conflict,

Bartos and Wehr describe the factors that lead to incompatible values through the
concepts of ‘’separation, group identity, community and systems values and role
differentiation” (2002). According to this perspective, different groups may develop a
sense of collective identity by emphasizing distinct values and generating diverse
outcomes due to role differentiation (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 41-47). In this particular
situation, conflicts between parties occur due to the difference between communal values,
which correspond to the values of a community, and system values, which relate to social
and bureaucratic priorities (Bartos and Wehr 2002).

Communal and system values are the two primary arrangements recognized in
classical sociology to explain how societies function and their effects on individuals
(Huynh and Klein 2004). Communal values emphasize the values of solidarity within the
community, whereas system values are defined as rational value norms determined
through the theoretical and bureaucratic framework of the society. As Bartos and Wehr

point out, roles emphasize these values in society and the case of a conflict (2002, 47).

When evaluated in the context of the right to the city;

Incompatible values refer to the distinct values that urban actors attribute to the
everyday and future usage of public space. In processes involving right-to-the-city
debates, actors tend to create their own conflicting identities by developing different
cultures. In the case of an urban claim in a situation of relative deprivation, bureaucratic
parties and local governments tend to act on system values, while civic formations and
urban discourses struggle on communal values.

At this point, Habermas, discussing the conceptual framework of the public space,
draws attention to a complex and dynamic social order by arguing that both system and
communal values, which refer to the values of ‘’Gemeinschaft” (Community) and
“Gesellschaft” (Society), exist within society, and emphasizes that the difference
between social and system values could be a source of conflict (Bartos and Wehr 2002,

47; Huynh and Klein 2004).
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Incompatible Values when evaluated over the Kiiltiirpark;

In the context of conflict, ‘’separation, group identity, community and systems
values, and role differentiation,” and in the context of the right to the city, incompatible
values arising from the attributions against the daily and future use of public space could
be mentioned in the Kiiltlirpark case.

Within the framework of separation in Kiiltiirpark, due to the group identities and
role differentiations developed by the actors, separation could be seen in the decisions
taken. However, since the urban actors, who were frequently seen to cooperate in the
process, did not create a limited structure close to cooperation in their organizational
models, they did not create a significant separation between the actors.

Within the framework of group identities, the dynamic conflict included periods
of escalation and de-escalation, as well as periods of increased and paused cooperation
between actors with different objectives on the use of public space. Within the framework
of defined values, actors who could not obtain the rights they expected developed a group
identity (Appendix B, Appendix C).

Within the framework of community and system values, while the fact that the
scenarios to be created for the future of Kiiltiirpark include the participation of local
initiatives and citizens in cooperation strengthens community values, the development of
policies by institutional structures on the management and planning processes of the
public space has strengthened system values.

However, within the conflict dynamics, Kiiltiirpark actors have differed in their
emphasis on communal and system values, leading to incompatible goals. For instance,
realizing that the local administration does not share common ideas on using the public
space, the urban citizen established the Kiiltiirpark platform in 2016, making the grounds
of conflict visible through an urban quest for rights.

Within the framework of role differentiation, the approach of urban actors
producing discourse on the park to Kiiltiirpark has shown variability within the
framework of the differentiation of the social roles of the actors.

As the case study demonstrates, while the Local Government acts as a policy
maker in the planning and management of Kiiltlirpark, Professional Chambers aftfiliated
with TMMOB make evaluations based on their professional competence and technical

knowledge, and Local Capital Actors deal with the public space from an investment-
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oriented perspective. While the Kiiltiirpark Platform and other Civil Initiatives build
social solidarity by promoting accessible and sustainable urban use rights, the city dweller
is often a passive observer unless involved in the struggle.

In the context of the value attributed to the public space in Kiiltlirpark, urban
rights, access to space, and the right to democratic participation have come to the fore,
especially in the post-1990 period. Following the announcement of the specifications of
the "Uluslararas1 Izmir Fuar Kiiltiirpark Cevre Diizenlemesi ve Fuar Kompleksi Mimari
Proje Yarigsmasy," debates on the spatial organization and prospects of Kiiltlirpark have
increased (Appendix A).

Therefore, it has been made visible that pursuing the right to the city is only
possible by realizing the unity of community and system values. This integration has
demonstrated that the development of open spaces may occur not only through extensive

planning and rules but also through collaborative initiatives.

Table 5. Incompatible Values on Kiiltlirpark

Evaluation through the case of

Incompatible values Kiiltiirpark
Through the *’separation * the opposing perspectives of urban actors,
Context of roup identit communi‘; » communal values indicating solidarity and
Conflict §n d fys temns z;lues and ro}ie system values emphasizing the political
Theory differentiation.”’ framewprk, . . .
* role differentiation resulting from social
positions.
Through the contrasting . S
antext of values attributed to the Collectlvg urbaq spllqarlty
Right to the present and future usage of * Democratic participation in space
City . * Struggle over the right to the city
public space

In this context, the research has listed the conflict events that have been realized
in the public space of Kiiltiirpark since 1990, and according to these events, it has

identified 11 primary forms of action, including;

e Press Releases
e Non-violent actions,

e Signature Campaigns
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e Publishing Open Letters

e Complaints and Lawsuits

e Formation of Initiatives

e Organizing Forums and Workshops
e Conciliation Meetings

e Reports and Research

e Informative Talks

e FEvents and Exhibitions

As examples of the types of struggle for the protection, use and future of the public

space. These actions are grouped under four main objectives;

e Providing information,
e realizing the pursuit of legal rights,
e Creating a basis for consensus,

e Making conflict visible by escalation

Therefore, according to the research conducted by the study through primary
(existing Kiiltiirpark literature, semi-structured interviews of Kiiltlirpark Platform, local-
national media news) and secondary sources (Kiiltlirpark Platform documents, existing
reports of chambers affiliated to TMMOB);

During the struggle for the right to the city and public space that constituted the
Kiiltiirpark conflict, over 30 press releases; 7 concrete non-violent action initiatives,
including protests, marches, leaflet distribution, banner unfurling, and sit-ins; 4 signature
campaigns on social media and public space; 4 lawsuits for rights demands during the
process; 5 reports; 6 meetings; 3 civil initiative platform organizations; 2 forums; 11
researches; 2 workshops; over three interviews; 4 open letters; 1 exhibition (Appendix A)

(Table 6).
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Table 6. Events on the Kiiltiirpark Conflict through the Objectives

Objectives on Conflict
E\.f.enj:s on the ) Providi Pursuiting |Creating a Malﬁl.ng Count of
Kiiltiirpark Conflict |[Providing 1o, 00017 |basis for | cOnthet Actions

information | , visible by

rights consensus | . lation

Press Releases [ ] ] 30+
Non-violent actions, ] 7
Signature Campaigns [ | 4
Publishing Open Letters [ 4
Complaints and Lawsuits [ ] 4
Formation of Initiatives [ | 3
Organizing Forums and
Workshops [ | [ 4
Conciliation Meetings [ ] 6
Reports and Researches [ 16
Informative Talks [ ] 3+
Events and Exhibitions [ | [ 10+

In classical sociological theory, a sense of deprivation is seen as a catalyst of social
transformation through conflict, while in modern approaches, the concept of relative
deprivation fosters social awareness and social mobility (Allan 2007, 216). Through the
examination of the Kiiltiirpark case, it appears that there are differences in objectives
regarding the usage of public space as a resource, incompatibilities due to role
differentiation, and urban actors' value incompatibilities between the system and
communal values.

According to Figure 9, discrepancies over the source of conflict were caused by a
sense of injustice over the relative deprivation in the context of the right to the city, and
no legitimate use of force or belligerence over the source was detected. In addition, role
incompatibilities emerged due to the task specializations of urban actors and the
governance scheme of Kiiltiirpark. Finally, the divergence between the community and
system values of the urban actors towards Kiiltlirpark and their different objectives for
future decisions led to the determination of value differences.

The active separation among urban actors was not apparent due to the efforts to

create a ground for consensus on the usage of public space in the process. Consequently,
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it is observed that the incompatible goals of kiiltiirpark's public space struggle are
constituted by contest over resources, incompatibility of roles among urban actors, and
incompatibility of values in Kiiltiirpark as underlined by Using Conflict Theory (Bartos
and Wehr 2002, 55). Within this perspective, the study demonstrated that Kiiltiirpark is a

space of conflict.

Perception of

Relatively
deprived
Urban Rights \ Sense of
’ ___—» injustice
o ' on Right
to the City
Contest over
resources
Governance of
Kiiltiirpark
i \' ibili Incompatible Goals of
differentiation) Incompatibility

* Kiiltiirpark's Public Space

of roles among
Task / Urban Actors Struggle

specialization

between

Urban Actors

Separation ~ » Incompatibility
' S of values on

Differences ", Community- / Kiiltiirpark

in the approach —* system

to public space incompatibility

Figure 9. Causes of Incompatible Goals in the Kiiltlirpark’s Public Space Struggle
(Source: Produced by Author)

4.2. Conflict Mapping of izmir Kiiltiirpark

“’For conflict theory, the essential insight is that human beings are sociable but conflict-
prone animals. Why is there conflict? Above all else, there is conflict because violent coercion is
always a potential resource, and it is a zero-sum sort. This does not imply anything about the
inherence of drives to dominate; what we do know firmly is that being coerced is an intrinsically
unpleasant experience, and hence that any use of coercion, even by a small minority, calls forth
conflict in the form of antagonism to being dominated (Collins 2009, 21)”
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As noted in Section 2.2, conflict is a natural part of social life and all the
phenomena that make up the social structure. Like Hegel's dialectic and Newton's rule of
action and reaction, conflict arises from compromises and disagreements, manifesting in
the reactions under certain social circumstances. This dialectical relationship between
conflict and compromise constitutes a complex social interaction (Bartos and Wehr 2002).
In this context, conflict resolution requires technical knowledge due to its complex nature.
As Dahrendorf states in his conflict theory, “’conflict joins role allocation, socialization,
and mobility as one of the “’tolerable” processes which foster rather than endanger the
stability of social systems’’ (Dahrendorf 1959, 207). However, establishing and analyzing
these forms of tolerance is critical, as conflict dynamics tend to change rapidly and in
ways that are difficult to track and tend to “’lead to confusion” (Bartos and Wehr 2002,
67). As underlined in the conflict mapping methodology, uncertainties about actors' goals
may arise; social interaction patterns may change due to emotional or cognitive factors,
social, political, and economic damages, and inefficient use of resources may occur
(Bartos and Wehr 2002). By affecting inter-actor cooperation, this can influence the
choice of whether the conflict takes a “’cooperative or coercive path,” as Deutch,
Coleman, and Marcus state in The Handbook of Conflict Resolution (Deutsch, Coleman,
and Marcus 2006). Therefore, the process, which is challenging to follow, requires the
methodology of theoretical knowledge when evaluated from a sociological perspective.

In this context, the technique of conflict mapping was first conceptualized in 1979
in Paul Wehr's book Conflict Regulation with the opening statement “’to intervene in a
conflict to resolve it effectively, one must be able to analyze it properly.” In 2002, Bartos
and Wehr revisited it in detail and developed it by analyzing theoretical knowledge on
practical grounds. (Greco Morasso 2008, 3). Thus, the method is designed as a creative
“’road map”’ that could be used by ‘’any conflict actor, neutral third parties and mediators,
conflict researchers who want to work in the literature” to work on sustainable and
effective interventions appropriate to the process (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 67; Greco
Morasso 2008, 3). In the early stages, the method's function of understanding and analysis
comes to the fore. At the same time, in the development phase, it is also used to identify
dynamics gaps and formulate possible intervention strategies (“Conflict Mapping,”

2017).
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The conflict mapping method, which is a cognitive and diagrammatic tool rather
than a physical mapping, follows seven main headings as embodied in the book Using

Conflict Theory;

e Specifying the context;

e Identifying the parties,

e Separating causes from consequences,
e Separating goals from interests,

e Understanding Dynamics,

e Searching for positive functions

e Understanding the regulation potential

Each heading includes an assessment of the sample in its historical, social,
political, and economic contexts. The conflict's ideology, behavior, solidarity patterns,
and coercive and noncoercive actions are examined through the mapping method, and
conflict dynamics are evaluated through the events leading to escalation and de-
escalation. In this context, the conflict mapping method fulfills the explanatory purpose
of sociological theory and provides an expanded framework for modern conflict theory
from today's framework.

At this point, the study, which will be conducted in the specific case of izmir
Kiilttirpark, aims to read the complex conflict dynamics and their potentials in the context
of spatial production through the “’conflict mapping technique’ by using the theoretical
underpinnings of analytic conflict theory, Gramsci's concept of hegemonies and theories
of public space and the right to the city.

Accordingly, the case is reconsidered within a scientific and analytical framework
by combining theoretical knowledge with practice. In this direction, the study aims to
explore the potential benefits of conflict within society as viewed through an analytical
lens. Specifically, it seeks to examine how conflict can contribute to the demand for urban
rights at present and in the future. Additionally, it aims to reassess the role of conflict

concerning issues such as access to space, participation, and production.
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CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE

| Phaset | | Phase2 | | Phased | | Phase4 | | Phases | | Phases | | Phase7 |
>

Specifing Parties Causes & Goals & Conflict fsc*g‘-'!‘.it'i'g Understanding

the Context & Actors Consequences Interests Dynamics ForiCeiets the Potentials

Figure 10. The Phases of the Conflict Mapping Technique
(Source: Produced by Author)

The first step involves analyzing the physical and organizational context of Izmir
Kiiltiirpark, which has undergone significant spatial and ideological changes and become
a site of conflict, particularly since the 1990s. The next step is identifying the parties and
determining the primary and secondary actors. In the third and fourth steps, the causes
and consequences that tend to interfere will be examined, and then goals and interests
will be distinguished from each other in the context of the struggle for urban rights, and
a discussion will be conducted based on the existing literature. In the fifth step, a static
approach will be challenged, and the focus will be on how the conflict dynamics evolve,
the breaking points that affect the course of the current struggle for the right to the city,
and the factors that cause them will be analyzed and escalation and de-escalation periods
will be identified. In the sixth and seventh stages, research will construct a theoretical
framework that examines the potential benefits of regulation from a comprehensive

viewpoint. This will involve addressing whether conflict can lead to positive outcomes.

4.2.1. Specifying the Context

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE

[wer ] [t ] [rower] [rwer] [roows ] [romnc] [oe ]

v

Specifing
the Context

Figure 11. Phase one: Specifying the Context through Conflict Mapping
(Source: Produced by Author)
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The struggles for the right to the city address the public space as a platform for
democratic sharing through critical and communicative intelligence (Habermas 1997), a
stage for social interactions experienced through social masks (Sennett 2002), and a space
for the promotion of everyday life and urban experience (Lefebvre 1967). Hence, efforts
to claim public space could broaden their scope of impact beyond the boundaries of time
and geography (Bartos and Wehr 2002). To analyze the progression of the urban rights
movement, it is crucial to construct a contextual framework that identifies the first stages,
periods of increased operation, and the current status. The conflict mapping method
involves first understanding the conflict background with all its contexts. When the
historical, physical, and organizational environments of the conflict are evaluated through
the example of Izmir Kiiltiirpark, it is possible to examine the contextual framework

through seven dimensions;

e Historical Context,

e Social Context

e (Cultural Context

e Ideological Context

e Environmental Context
e Economic Context

e Political Context

Accordingly;

In its historical context;

Kiilttirpark is an urban park that played an essential role in transforming the city,
with both its static and symbolic meaning after the Great Fire of Izmir. It was realized by
the vision of a public university. It is a public space and urban commons that has
represented, in Amygdalou's words, "the pedagogical perception of social space" and has
been able to create a layer of memory not only on a national but also on an international
scale with its historical character (Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2015; Karpat 2009).

Throughout its history, the International Fair has been a leisure space for the city

dweller as a prerequisite for a "hygienic, modern life" with its cultural, sports, and
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recreational facilities open to the public(Karabag et al. 2022, 77). The fair has come to
the forefront with its cultural and artistic function and contributed to the city's socio-
economic development, which has been affected by radical transformations in the country
since the 50s. In the 60s, entertainment culture came to the forefront, and with the
acceleration of industrialization until the 80s, it started to undergo both spatial and
functional transformations. (Karpat 2009; Kayin 2015).

In the post-80s period, the functions of Kiiltiirpark and the Fair began to interfere
with each other with the mechanism of consumption, and in this direction, it became a
conflicting space among all actors of the city in the period starting with the Izmir Fair
Kiiliitrpark Landscaping Fair Complex Competition opened by izmir Metropolitan
Municipality in 1990.

The park, which was registered as a 2nd degree natural and historical site by Izmir
KTVKK No. 1 in the 90s, has experienced fractures in urban memory with the relocation
and demolition of its symbolic spaces (Animal Zoo, Pavilions, Some Casinos, and The
Pond) in the post-2000 period. (Alpaslan 2017; Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021; Karpat 2009,
171-75; Durmaz Drinkwater and Can 2015, 343; S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023).

Figure 12. Foundation period of Kiiltiirpark
(Source: kulturparkizmir.org)
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In its social context;

Kiilttirpark is not only a physical interaction space but also an open public space
where social life is shaped and daily life practices are experienced and accessible to users
from all walks of life. The park, which creates a social identity with its “’activities such
as eating and drinking, entertainment, concerts, excursions, sports” and ‘’physical spaces
such as casinos, tea gardens, pavilions, theaters, amusement parks”, reflects a *’collective
Izmir identity independent of ethnic, sexual, cultural and class differences” (Durmaz
Drinkwater and Can 2015, 30). The area, seen as the "only equivalent" of leisure time in
the public space with its functions such as “’casino, tea garden, zoo, Izmir International
Fair" in historical dynamics, has come to the agenda with the question of “’whether it
will be sufficient to produce a common urban space that is attractive for all segments of
the society and sustainable throughout the year” with the transfer of the fair function to
Gaziemir fairground between 2013-2015 (Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016, 76; S. K.
Erdogan and Giliner 2023, 688). According to the user profile research conducted in 2020,
the park is currently mainly used as a walking, sports, seasonal activities, and transit
place, and its social use varies according to the days and hours of the week (Sahin and
Cevik 2020). In this context, the park, which reflects the “’social production of space,”
has started to be perceived as a "transitional space" today with the discussions on its

function, supporting Sennett's critique of public space (Lefebvre 1996; Sennett 2002).

Figure 13. Social Usage of Kiltirpark
(Source: Izmir Biiyiliksehir Belediyesi)
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In its cultural context;

As seen in the Moscow Gorky Park, which is the design case study of the park,
cultural parks reflect the function of being seen as a stage for collective transformation
while supporting social interactions with recreational areas, educational initiatives, and
cultural activities (Shaw 2011). The Kiiltiirpark, which was designed with the idea of
having a multifaceted cultural context as recreation and recreation areas, cultural activity
venues, and a platform for education and awareness, today constitutes the interrogation
area of the concept of “’culture”, which Geert Hofstede defines as ’the collective
programming of the mind” (2011). As Shaw emphasizes, it also reflects the inherent
tensions and paradoxes of the acculturation process that arise from the deterministic
balance between culture and consumption (2011). As Gramsci points out, culture is an
expression of society's values, beliefs, and norms (1984). Today, the case of Kiiltiirpark
exists not only with its physical space but also with its function as a public open space
where social and cultural dynamics interact, but it is seen that the cultural function has

fallen into the background. (Appendix C).

Figure 14. Indoor and outdoor exhibitions on Kiiltiirpark
(Source: Produced by Author)

Kiiltiirpark in its ideological context;

As the modernization project of the early republican period, Kiiltiirpark has
entered into not only a national but also a transnational interaction with its ’entertainment
facilities, sports, recreation, fair/exhibition, and green areas” in the globalizing world

order, which has been the “’stage of identity changes” with various ‘’construction and
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demolition processes” and has been affected by current ideologies (Sahin and Cevik
2020, 44; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin 2015, 10; S. K. Erdogan and Giiner 2023; Durgun
2018, 73). As Kayin characterizes it as ‘’a strong representation of the search for and
preference for new modes of governance,” it has entered into the sphere of influence of
hegemonies that shape social structures, norms, and values on a broad scale (Kayin 2015,
40). Accordingly, the ideological meanings of Kiiltiirpark shaped by sociocultural
dimensions have become a representative space not only for modernization but also for
the democratization of public spaces, the protection of cultural heritage, and the

dissolution of class relations within society.
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Figure 15. Local Newspaper Headline on Kulturpark
(Source: MedyaEge.com)

In its Environmental Context;

Located in the city center, Kiiltiirpark is the largest green area in the city. The
spatial transformations it has undergone in its historical process have significantly
affected the environmental dynamics of izmir Kiiltiirpark, and the pressure on the natural
habitat of the park has led to the ecological balance deterioration and created a threat to
its flora and fauna. (Erdogan et al. 2020; N. Erdogan et al. 2020). Studies conducted by
taking into account ‘’air-soil-water and microclimate conditions’ have defined the park

s “’Ecologically Degraded” and underlined that it “’cannot perform its ecological

functions at full capacity’” (N. Erdogan et al. 2020).
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The area, established as a second-degree natural and historical protected area, has
emerged as ecological conflicts and the assertion of the right to nature. Thus, the conflicts
arise from issues such as mitigating the urban heat island effect, promoting sustainable

use of the park, and protecting green spaces.

Figure 16. Aerial view of Kiiltiirpark in izmir, Turkey.
(Source: commons.wiki)

In its Economic Context;

Since its foundation, Kiiltiirpark has been the scene of an international fair
function not only for its cultural and recreational value but also as a symbol of the city's
economic history, with the desire to minimize the adverse effects of the Economic Crisis
of 1929. (Alpaslan 2017; Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021; Sahin and Cevik 2020). The
separation of the fair function from Kiiltiirpark in 2015, which functioned as a tool for the
improvement of the national economy and the ‘’construction of a balanced economic
system” that came with global interaction, has caused fractures in its economic context
(Gonliigiir 2015a; 2015b; Karpat 2009; Kayin 2015). In this context, if political and social
interventions do not shape public space, it can also be an agent of economic value
creation, and every step taken may increase conflict (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023).
Based on this phenomenon, it is seen that today, civil initiatives and professional
chambers oppose the commodification of the area, and Kiiltiirpark has become an area of

economic conflict with the urban rent system.
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Figure 17. Congress Center Proposal, Internet News
(Source: yapi.com)

In its Political Context;

Shaped by political and social conditions, public spaces have become recreational
spaces, spaces where politics is legitimized, and the space of the political ground (Telli
2021, 188). In this context, kiiltiirpark is a specific space shaped by civil society as well
as a representation of the power of political expression (Ozbek 2004, 27; Biger Olgun
2017, 48). In its current position as a reflection of political processes, the park has
undergone spatial transformations under the influence of urbanization policies and local
government strategies in its historical process. Urbanites and civil society organizations
have frequently criticized the interventions it has undergone, and the conflictual process
of park management has been described as ‘’'multi-layered, uncertain and contradiction-
laden” (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023, 4). As Harvey points out, much political energy
has been spent on the ideals of the right to the city, which have led to both spatial and

socio-political transformations (2008).
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Figure 18. Protest by the Kiiltlirpark Platform against political decisions
(Source: Kiiltiirpark Platformu)

Accordingly, the historical, social, cultural, ideological, environmental, economic,
and political contexts of Kiiltiirpark have defined the park as both a site of conflict and a
struggle for the right to the city.

If the study examines the specificities of conflict and the right to the city in further

depth within a theoretical framework,

Kiiltiirpark as a space of conflict;

The two main conditions for defining an open conflict are the ‘’formation of
conflict groups” and the occurrence of a ’sequence of events that ignites conflict action”
(Dahrendorf 1959; Bartos and Wehr 2002, 70). The context research indicates that the
Kiiltiirpark Competition and Revision Project, which came to the agenda in the 90s,
triggered debates on the use of public space and paved the way for an open conflict
environment. Currently, it is seen that these debates continue with various dimensions. In
2015, with the relocation of the Izmir specialized fair from the area to Gaziemir, despite
the potential for a decrease in commercial and economic activities and an increase in
recreational and social use features within the public space, the incompatible goals
between the actors regarding the use of the space in the process caused Kiiltiirpark to be
characterized as an idle area, leading to an increase in the defined discussion environment
and thus a conflict situation. Various civil initiatives, including the Kiiltiirpark Platform,

were established in the context of the struggle defined in the Kiiltiirpark example. Also,
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professional organizations, local administrations, and capital groups generated discourses
of intervention and struggle in the area.

Accordingly, in the process, micro and macro-scale events have affected the
conflict dynamics, and significant events have created breaking points in the urban
struggle of Kiiltiirpark. Moreover, actors have developed conflict behaviors and conflict
identities in the process, forming conflict groups and taking part in a series of events that
ignited the conflict situation with their discourses and interventions in the field. Today,
although it is one of the most critical common areas of the city, Kiiltiirpark is defined as
a stalemate due to uncertainties regarding its use and contradictions/tensions between
actors (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023; Sahin and Cevik 2020). Therefore, the park, which
meets both conditions of a clear definition of conflict, is a problem of urban rights and a

site of conflict when evaluated with all these contextual dimensions.

Kiiltiirpark as a struggle for the Right to the City,

The right to the city is a collective struggle for rights that involves democratic
control and participation and is shaped by social power and civil initiatives. As a form of
struggle in which the practical implementation of abstract rights and social relations are
made visible through the public sphere, it involves creating alternative urban strategies
and plans against the current situation. It also supports the right to participate in the
production and use of space and the notion of spatial justice through the equitable
distribution of urban space resources (Lefebvre 1996; Harvey 2008; Mitchell 2020). As
could be seen when Izmir Kiiltiirpark is examined in the context of the right to the city,
the area, which is located in the central transportation hub of Izmir and is open to the
access and use of the city dwellers by hosting various social and cultural events, fulfills
the condition of the use of space. It supports Habermas, Sennett, and Lefebvre's
definitions of public space in terms of providing an egalitarian and fair space where
different socio-economic groups can come together and participate in social and cultural
activities. Nevertheless, it is a conflicted area that does not establish a space for
consensus. However, the site has successfully created a mechanism of collective
resistance and solidarity to preserve and sustain its cultural heritage and public value. At
this point, Kiiltiirpark is a right to the city problem since it cannot be a space of

reconciliation despite being a production space and democratic space for the free
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discourse of different groups. The actors' right to participate in the use and decision-
making of the area is not realized, and the failure to preserve its spatial, historical, and
natural features results in environmental, social, cultural, economic, and political

conflicts.

4.2.2. Parties and Actors

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE
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Figure 19. Phase two: Identifying Parties and Actors through Conflict Mapping
(Source: Produced by Author)

Conlflict arises from the purposeful interaction of actors (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall
2012, 183). As Simmel notes, in a conflict situation, the actors involved in the conflict
not only show a “’forced coexistence” but also establish close relations with each other
(Wallace and Wolf 2022). This also explains the concept of conflict solidarity, which, as
Dahrendorf emphasizes, arises from conflict groups with incompatible goals. According
to Dahrendorf, such groups have four primary characteristics: “’(1) has leaders committed
to the conflict, (2) has a conflict ideology, (3) is free to organize for conflict, and (4) has
members who can communicate with each other’ (Dahrendorf 1968; Bartos and Wehr
2002, 70; Dahrendorf 1958; 1959). These characteristics reinforce solidarity within the
group and shape the dynamics of conflict.

According to the conflict mapping methodology, actors are divided into three
categories according to how they are involved in the conflict context and affected by its
outcomes: primary, secondary, and third parties. Accordingly, primary parties are *’direct
competitors” who have developed “’conflict identities and behaviors” and directly benefit
from conflict outcomes; secondary parties are “’allies of primary parties’ and “’indirectly

affected” by conflict outcomes; while third parties include various entities such as
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consultants and mediators who intervene to provide solutions and are not directly affected
by the conflict process (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 67). Understanding how these different
groups of actors interact and shape conflict outcomes requires using Modern conflict
theory, particularly in the context of the right to the city. Each type of party plays a distinct
role, contributing differently to the dynamics of the conflict and potential intervention
strategies, supporting theoretical knowledge by reflecting the outcome-based aspect of
practical knowledge on the balance of power.

As Kiling, Yilmaz, and Pasin state, in the process of Kiiltiirpark's
“’dissolution/reconstruction,” the defined actors are formed by ‘’many collective actor
identities” in addition to the urban citizens (Yilmaz, Kiling,and Pasin 2015, 10). When
conflict development is analyzed through the case study, system, and communal values
are determined within the group, conflict identity is developed, various horizontal and
vertical hierarchy models are adopted, and positions are actively taken. In this context, in
the Kiiltiirpark case, while Local Government, Kiiltiirpark Platform, Professional
Chambers aftiliated to TMMOB, Local Capital Actors, and other Civil Initiatives are in
the position of the primary party, the urban citizens who are not involved in the power
struggle and is indirectly affected by the socio-cultural dynamics of the conflict with
relative knowledge and awareness about the struggle for the right to the city, is in the
position of the secondary party. Although the third party cannot be identified within the
context of the conflict, it could be characterized as intellectuals who have carried out
literature studies on the historical ruptures of Kiiltiirpark. The goals and interests of the
identified actors within the conflict context influence the course of the process and ensure
the continuation of the struggle.

Accordingly, the urban actors participating in the process of claiming urban rights to

Kiiltiirpark;

e Local Government (primary)

e Kiiltiirpark Platform (primary)

e Professional chambers affiliated with the TMMOB (primary)
e Local Capital Actors (primary)

e Other Civil Initiatives (primary)

e Urban Citizen (secondary)
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1- Local Government;

Local governments are actors with bureaucratic structures in which power
dynamics are more pronounced. They adopt a vertical hierarchy model that enables
decisions to be made quickly and effectively and have differentiated roles within their
structure with various departments and units. Local Government Actors, which allow
citizens to participate and represent the city administration in various decision-making
processes, also define a dynamic of changeable actors due to their political space. As
Penpecioglu and Aydiner point out, izmir Metropolitan Municipality is classified as the
"lead actor" among the actors in the Izmir Kiiltiirpark sample with its legal jurisdiction in
the context of both ownership and power dynamics (2023, 11).

Within the case study, it is stated that the conflictual process regarding the use and
function of public space has evolved into a situation that is “’difficult to manage” with
conflict escalations, and the essential duty of Local Government actors is perceived as
protecting and developing the valuable assets of the city and handing them over to future
generations in full” (Interviewer 1) (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023, 11). During the
period of Yiiksel Cakmur (1989-1994), steps were taken for the transformation of
Kiiltiirpark in the process that started with the *’International izmir Fair and Architectural
Project Competition,” 60,000 square meters of space was reclaimed through concrete
reduction works, and spatial changes were continued during the period of Burhan
Ozfatura (1994-1999) (Karpat 2009). During the period of Ahmet Piristina (1999-2004),
Kiiltiirpark and the fair function coexisted on public space, and efforts to increase the
green area continued, while during the period of Aziz Kocaoglu (2004-2019), the local
administration which set out with the slogan ‘’We have built a dream, we want to redesign
Kiiltiirpark and carry it to the future,” set agendas such as various zoning plan changes,
construction of an underground parking lot, Kiiltiirpark revision project, relocation of
specialized fairs to Gaziemir, and allocation of IZFAS building (Karpat 2009). During the
tenure of Tunc Soyer (2019-2024), the local government supported ’searches for
participatory democracy,” various search conferences and Kiiltiirpark workshops were
held, and the outputs were shared with the public under the headlines ’Katilimci
Demokrasi Izmir’de basliyor,” ‘Arama Konferans: ilk meyvesin verdi,” and ¢ Izmirli
Kiiltiirpark i¢in ses Verdi’’ (2019). In the period of Cemil Tugay (2024), there has not yet

been a fundamental conflict argument in the context of local governance. Although no
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official draft project on Kiiltiirpark has been shared, counter-actors describe Izmir
Metropolitan Municipality Mayor Cemil Tugay's attitude towards Kiiltiirpark as

"positive" and "promising" through press statements (Interviewer 4,8) (Appendix C).

2- Kiiltiirpark Platform;

Kiiltiirpark Platform is a voluntary, flexible umbrella organization formed by
various components with the participation of local citizens, various non-governmental
organizations, former members of professional chambers, members of city councils, and
even former fair managers who see Kiiltiirpark as a city park with the vision of a public
university. (Calikoglu and Bilsel 2019; Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021; Penpecioglu and
Aydiner 2023) (Appendix B). The Platform was founded in September 2016 with the
support of environmental organizations, city councils, people's assemblies, and
professional chambers aftiliated with TMMOB, following the Kiiltiirpark Forum held at
the Chamber of Architects. The Platform was formed in response to the criticism of
“creating a park from scratch by negating the existing values” against the Izmir
Kiiltlirpark report and Project, which were announced during the collaborative tours in
2014 (Appendix B). In the period following its establishment, the Platform announced its
urban rights demands with the hashtag #KiiltiirparkBizimizmirBizim via mass media,
Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram, and became one of the main actors in demand for the
use of public space in the cultural park.

In this context, the Platform defined the importance of Kiiltiirpark in the context
as “‘a contradictory conflict area’ (Interviewer 3, 5, 7), “an urban park created out of
nothing’* (Interviewer 1,5), “’an old and tired public space” (Interviewer 1, 2, 7), ““a social
interaction area’* (Interviewer 2, 7), “an ecological area’* (Interviewer 5, 2, 4, 7, 8) Also,
KP stated that the current state of Kiiltiirpark is uncontrolled in terms of construction,
function and security (Interviewer 3, 6, 8) (Appendix B). The platform, which supports
the development and protection of Kiiltiirpark rather than its transformation,
characterized the main problems in the current pursuit of urban rights as “the conflict of
governmental demands with urban needs, which is one of the main problems of the

26 66

conflict society,”* “the perspective towards the city and Kiiltiirpark,’* “not giving enough
importance to the Park’* and “‘the problem of profits’* with the commodification of the

public space. (Interviewer 2, 1, 5, 4, 7) (KP Chronology) (Appendix C). The organization
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consists of 47 active members within its governance scheme and adopts a horizontal
hierarchy model that fosters council organization and intra-group solidarity (Appendix A,
B).

In addition, the Platform summarized its perspective on the grounds of conflict

and consensus, struggle together, and the quest for the right to the city as;

“’Seeking rights is actually at the top of the heading, but we are also trying to reach a
consensus, as I explained. We are also trying to create alternatives. When we look at the
chronology, it is also possible to trace how many times we came together with counter-actors, our
coercion, and our open letters sent through the press. From time to time, we try to compromise;
from time to time, we try to get things done by escalating the conflict; from time to time, we try
to get someone on our side by saying that they are telling the truth, but in general, we define a
search for rights (Appendix B)”

It summarizes KP's current activities as continuous, with face-to-face meetings
held once a month and continuous communication. In this context, the Platform continues
to advocate for preserving Kiiltiirpark by organizing various activities. These acts include
breakfast meetings, gatherings with surrounding city councils, collaborations with diverse
associations, professional organizations affiliated with TMMOB, and professional groups
such as the Chamber of Medicine and the Bar Association. Additionally, the Platform
organizes poster and brochure distributions, participates in youth theater activities, and
hosts “’a cheerful day in Kiiltiir Park™ events. Activities also include meetings for retired
women's groups, T-shirt printing, festivities on the landscape, participation in the
metropolitan assembly, banner actions, open letters, interviews, signature campaigns, and
press releases. Also, this approach has been further strengthened by the 12,000 signatures
collected for the Basmane pit, the <’Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz” workshop organized
in 2018 with the support of professional chambers affiliated with TMMOB, and the
Arama Konferans1 and Workshops held in 2019 (KP Chronology).

3- Professional Chambers Affiliated with the TMMOB;

The professional chambers affiliated with TMMOB are the actors that mediate a
scientific consensus by staying in contact with the local administration, Kiiltiirpark
platform, and other Civil Initiatives. The Chamber of Architects, City Planners,
Landscape Architects, Environmental Engineers, and Forestry Engineers, especially those
affiliated with Izmir, follow the struggle and support it in light of their disciplinary

knowledge (Interviewer 7) (Appendix C). Since the 1990 International Izmir Fair and
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Architectural Project Competition and Kiiltiirpark Revision Project discussions, the
professional chambers, which have prepared various reports by making evaluations on
the projects developed on Kiiltiirpark, have also assumed the role of a consultant in the
demand for the use of public space in Kiiltiirpark.

In the period following 2019, the izmir Metropolitan Municipality, taking into
account the views of the Izmir Chamber of Architects, commissioned scientific studies
on various aspects of Kiiltiirpark. These studies include the contributions of Kiiltiirpark
to the urban ecosystem, the Usage-User Profile of Kiiltiirpark, the Evaluation of
Kiiltiirpark's Carrying Capacity, Kiiltiirpark as a Disaster Emergency Assembly Point, the
Inventory of Structures in Kiiltlirpark, the updating of Kiiltiirpark's Flora, the Fauna of
Kiiltiirpark, the Contributions of Kiiltlirpark to the Urban Ecosystem, the Sculptures in
Kiilttirpark, and the identification of structures and sculptures to be preserved, as well as
the inventory and conservation of urban art and design elements such as artificial lakes
and pools (Mimarlar Odasi Izmir Subesi 2021). Reports were prepared with titles such as
“’carrying capacity, building density, zoning planning process, protection of ecological
structure,” and meetings were held with opposing actors on the future of Kiiltiirpark
(Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023, 16).

In the current process, the professional chambers that have been reviewing the
situation have issued the following statements: The Izmir Chamber of Architects has
acknowledged that the 1990 Kiiltiirpark competition had played a critical role in the
development of the park’s present condition. The Chamber of Landscape Architects has
underlined the significance of Kiiltlirpark as a significant green fabric, with its historical,
cultural, economic, and social values. Therefore, any intervention in the area must have
been methodically examined. The Chamber of City Planners has stressed the importance
of making decisions regarding interventions in the city's memory spaces through a
participatory decision-making process and managing the process by principles of
transparency. The Chamber of Environmental Engineers has pointed out that time has
been working against the park's aging and weary structure. In this context, they have
called on local government actors to take decisive steps to preserve the natural and
cultural values of Kiiltiirpark (TMMOB Cevre Miihendisleri Odast 2021; TMMOB Sehir
Plancilar Odast 2023).
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4- Local Capital Actors;

In the context defined by the case study, local capital actors are considered from
three perspectives. Firstly, in the economic context, local capital actors, local businesses,
and entrepreneurial investments express their contributions to economic growth.
Secondly, within the context of the Right to the City, local capital actors have the potential
to support the development of public spaces as well as to mediate the commodification
of these areas. Thirdly, in the context of Conflict Theory, Local Capital is positioned as
an actor involved with economic resources in Weber's triad of “Power, Money, Prestige’‘.
When evaluated through the example of Kiiltlirpark, the involvement of various business
sector representatives had become evident. In particular, stakeholders from the tourism
and hotel management sectors, as well as the Izmir Chamber of Commerce, actively
supported the revision projects designed for Kiiltiirpark. Also, local capital actors
advocated maintaining the commercial function of such a valuable area in the city center
while ensuring it integrated smoothly with the urban environment. In addition, they had
advocated for the creation of facilities such as a congress center and fair organization
within Kiiltlirpark, further highlighting their vision for the park's diversity (Sol TV 2016;
Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023, 14). In this context, IZFAS, which was integrated with
the administration in 1990 and is currently located within the Kiiltiirpark area, defines
Kiiltiirpark as ‘“nourished by the spirit of the Izmir International Fair” and makes
statements supporting its function as a “congress center (Karpat 2009, 174). Although
discussions regarding functions intensified with the Kiiltiirpark revision project, which
was published by the Local Government in 2014 outlining scenarios for the
transformation of the space, they subsided after the Cultural and Natural Heritage
Conservation Board's decision to implement a conservation zoning plan on Kiiltlirpark in
2017. However, it is observed that discussions about the congress center and fair

organization are still ongoing in 2024 (Turizm Ajans: 2024).

5- Other Civil Initiatives;

Civil initiatives are actors that are formed voluntarily without assuming any
political identity. Through non-violent actions, they protect the interests of the collective

and adopt a horizontal organizational scheme that supports struggles for urban rights.
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(Oztas 2017). Today, in addition to the Kiiltiirpark Platform, various civil initiatives take
part in the struggle for urban rights in izmir Kiiltiirpark as urban opposition actors. Among
these actors, Izmir Yasam Alanlari, the largest ecology group in Izmir, was established
from within the components of the Kiiltiirpark platform and expanded the sphere of
influence of the struggle by increasing the scale. IYA established a parliamentary
framework to advocate for ecological and cultural principles (Appendix B). In addition
to this, EGECEP (Aegean Environment and Culture Platform) supported the struggle for
the protection of natural and cultural assets and supported the struggle to ensure unity of
power; Doga Dernegi has supported the principles of the Kiiltiirpark Platform in various
press releases (Appendix B, C). In addition, the Ataorman Kiiltiirpark Protection and
Sustenance Association, founded by Behget Uz, the founding mayor of Kiiltiirpark before
his death, is one of the actors supporting the demand for urban rights in Kiiltiirpark
(Interviewer 4) (Appendix C). In addition to this, City Councils, which support Lefebvre's
practice of the right to the city in the direction of creating a democratic and participatory
urban life, have also taken part in the process and have been involved in the intellectual
production of the public sphere as democratic structures and governance mechanisms
formed jointly by “’central government, local government, professional organizations
with the qualifications of public institutions and civil society’, where ‘’development
priorities, problems and visions™ of the city are discussed, and ‘“common sense and
consensus are essential”” (“Kent Konseyi Yonetmeligi,” n.d.). Within the Kiiltiirpark case
study, the Konak City Council and Aegean City Councils Union supported the Kiiltiirpark
Platform and contributed to press releases in joint texts and announcements (Appendix

Q).

6- Urban Citizens;

The city dweller participating in the public space is positioned as a secondary
party, indirectly affected by the dynamics created during Kiiltiirpark's public space
struggle and its outcomes. In fact, they are the leading actor who answers the question,
“What kind of Kiiltiirpark do we want?’‘ and are the primary determinants of
consumption and usage preferences. The citizens, who constitute the user experiences,
currently see Kiiltlirpark as a recreational and sports area in addition to its green open

space functions and participate in periodic activities (Sahin and Cevik 2020). Thus, the
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park's diversity of usage is enhanced by organizing periodic events, concerts, and sporting
activities in the neighborhood, promoting a stronger connection between city dwellers
and the park.

Although they are secondary parties, urban dwellers affected by conflict
dynamics, especially during periods of conflict escalation, may be influenced by urban
search scenarios through social media, local media, and other communication channels
and may get involved in and disseminate these studies. At this point, city dwellers
participate in the public space, primarily through mass media, support groups, signature
campaigns, and even various non-governmental organizations, neighborhood
associations, and volunteer platforms, thus actively engaging in the struggle for
Kiiltiirpark. As a result, while urbanites are the primary parties whose demands should be
considered in decision-making processes regarding the future of Kiiltiirpark, they are

defined as secondary parties in the event of an active conflict.

4.2.3. Causes and Consequences

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE
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Figure 20. Phase Three: Separating Cause and Consequences through Conflict Mapping
(Source: Produced by Author)
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Causes &
Consequences

According to Bartos and Wehr, in a social conflict situation, causes and
consequences tend to be confused. While “causes” are the direct trigger of the event,
“reasons’‘ refer to the justification of the event (2002, 68). When incompatible goals form
conflict groups, actors are influenced by conflict dynamics to form conflict solidarity and
behaviors, and these behaviors cause the balance between cause and effect to become
ambiguous. According to the conflict mapping method, in order to understand the current

situation and clarify the dynamics of the conflict, the causes and consequences of the case
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should be separated from each other, and the conflict solidarity and conflict behaviors
that affect them, if any, should be investigated (Bartos and Wehr 2002). “If the level of
conflict solidarity within a group increases, the chances that it will engage in conflict
behavior increase as well” (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 8).

According to Bartos and Wehr; * Incompatible goals, Solidarity, Organization,
Mobilization, Hostality, and resources’ are the main reasons for conflict behavior and
“Free communication,” which leads to the emergence of the concept of solidarity that
develops with the “interaction, similarity, Liking” trilogy in Homans' theory, “Hostality”
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which is influenced by “Grievances and frustration,” “conflict ideology” which represents
the conflict culture of groups, and “organization and mobilization” which emerges with
the sense of solidarity are the sources of conflict solidarity (2002, 70-78).

In this parallel, in the context of the right to the city, public goals constitute the
ideology of conflict, while incompatible goals regarding the use, function, or conservation
of space increase conflict solidarity and lead to the formation of communal values and
forms of in-group organization. In struggles for the right to the city, the behavior of
urbanites who want to make their voices heard through the organization of non-violent
actions may vary according to the counter-actors. As the conflict escalates, cooperative
approaches may evolve into discourses that increase the struggle. This situation reveals
the complex nature of the conflict and affects the resolution processes of defined urban
rights struggles.

As emphasized in the contextual analysis in Section 4.1.2, the historical, social,
cultural, ideological, environmental, economic, and political dimensions of Izmir
Kiiltiirpark reveal the fundamental reasons underlying the demands for the right to the
city and the spatial interventions and discourses that develop in the process shape the
conflict dynamics. As Karpat points out, the transformations occurring within the case
study ‘’should be analyzed in the context of the spatial, social, economic and functional
elements that caused the transformation; its causes and consequences” (Karpat 2009,
200).

In the process of spatial transformation of Kiiltiirpark since the 1990s,
incompatible goals between actors have emerged. Accordingly, group identities and urban
opposition actors have developed a high level of conflict solidarity. The conflict has
proceeded based on influence and reaction, while factors such as injustice and frustration

have influenced the combative attitudes of civil initiatives and accordingly caused a
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change in the basis of conflict behavior. Although hostile relations did not emerge during
the process, discussions on the use and protection of public space continued between the
grounds of reconciliation (Arama Konferansi, Kiiltiirpark Calistaylari, meetings and
collaborations between actors) and conflict (press releases, non-violent actions) on the
demand for rights over the public space, and social interactions for reconciliation and
cooperation were shaped.

At this point, the prominent topics on the main factors at the level between cause
and effect are changing conflict dynamics and goal incompatibilities (Interviewer 5, 6),
the way Izmir Kiiltiirpark is perceived (Interviewer 1, 2), the danger of commoditization
of the area with rank-oriented approaches (Interviewer 2, 4, 7), the function and use of
public space (Interviewer 3, 5, 6) and the lack of solidarity in the context of social struggle
(Interviewer 8) (Appendix C).

Also, Calikoglu and Bilsel highlight the “’privatization of municipal property,
disregard for public interest, proposals that disrupt the historical urban fabric, and projects
that may harm the natural life in Kiiltiirpark™ as contributing factors (2019). Erdogan,
Eksi, Kayli, and Cavdar identify “’conflicts of use” as a critical issue (2020, 23), while
Penpecioglu and Aydiner attribute the leading causes of conflict to ’governance problems
of Kiiltiirpark™ (2023, 22). Currently, alongside managing public space and geographical
interventions, the construction of group identities and the emergence of conflict solidarity

can also be considered significant factors contributing to conflicts.

4.2.4. Goals and Interests

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE
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Figure 21. Phase four: Separating Goals and Interests through Conflict Mapping
(Source: Produced by Author)
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Throughout the historical development of Izmir Kiiltiirpark since the 1990s, a
range of discussion issues have arisen, with each new focus influencing the fundamental
aspects of the process. The conversations over the future of Kiiltliirpark have been
centered around the divergent and occasionally conflicting objectives among parties. The
primary focus of these discussions has been the utilization of public space and the
framework of urban rights. The arguments around Kiiltiirpark have not only engaged the
individuals involved but have also reached the public through local and national news,
highlighting the public significance of the park. In this context, when the struggle for
Kiiltiirpark is analyzed historically, the debates that have come to the agenda in the

process and are still ongoing could be classified as follows:

Discussion topics that have taken place in the historical process of Kiiltiirpark;

e International izmir Fair and Architectural Project Competition and Kiiltiirpark
Revision Project

e “Basmane Pit’‘ in physical relationship with Kiiltiirpark

e Underground parking lot built afterward in Kiiltiirpark

e Relocation of the fair function by separating it from the spatial context of

Kiiltiirpark

The topics of discussion that continue to be carried out over Kiiltiirpark today;

e Overbuilding and reduction of Green Areas

e As a 2nd degree natural and historical protected area, protection of its cultural
heritage

e The vision of the People's University forgotten with the dual identity debates
between Fair/Culturepark

e Allocation and settlement of Kiiltiirpark to several actors

e Spatial question marks on Hangars, Ada and G6l Gazinos, and Gates

e Functional features such as the Producer's Market (Uretici Pazar1) operating in

Kiiltiirpark
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The Kiiltiirpark Project Competition and the subsequent discussions concerning
the revision project of Kiiltiirpark have highlighted the use and function of public spaces.
Notably, the competition specifications that suggested incorporating facilities like a
convention center and profit-oriented establishments within Kiiltiirpark have recurrently
surfaced over the years. These proposals have created a ground for differentiation among
stakeholders. While local government and local capital have supported these
developments, professional chambers and civil initiatives have criticized them, sparking
debates over the objectives of spatial production and defining goal incompatibilities
(Karpat 2009). Along with this, the discussions on the “Basmane Pit’* within the
interaction area of Kiiltiirpark came to the agenda with urban and public rights demands.
The construction process of the Kiiltlirpark underground parking lot, which lasted for five
years, emphasized the demands for rights in the context of the protection of Kiiltiirpark,
which is registered as a 2nd degree natural and historical protected area. In addition, the
relocation of the Izmir Specialized Fair to Gaziemir Fairgrounds in 2015 brought along
question marks, debates, and goal incompatibles regarding the spatial use of Kiiltiirpark
(Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2015).

In this context, the current debates on Kiiltiirpark, designated as a second-degree
natural and historical site, continue to address the use of public spaces in conjunction with
debates on environmental and ecological conservation. These ongoing debates, enhanced
by the restoration and reconstruction projects focused on Ada and Go6l Gazinos, Hangars,
and Gates, outline a context of struggle. Also, civil society organizations and professional
chambers express contrasting perspectives, highlighting a different separation of goals
and interests and clarifying the distinctions between these aims and interests.

The debates were concretized through theoretical research as urban rights
demands began to emerge on the practical level of the People's University and the cultural
context of the forgotten area. The current studies on Kiiltiirpark focused on urban planning
processes and architectural qualities (Altan 2015; Giirel 2015; Pogiin-Zander 2015),
green infrastructure characteristics, carrying capacity, and urban heat-island analysis (N.
Erdogan et al. 2020; Erdogan et al. 2020), Research into usage (Sahin and Cevik 2020),
Urban identity and memory studies with their historical, symbolic and ideological
representations (Kayin 2015; Amygdalou 2015; Gonliigiir 2015b; 2015a; Gonliigiir and
Sezer 2021; Durmaz Drinkwater and Can 2015; Baydar 2015; S. K. Erdogan and Giiner
2023; Durgun 2018; 2015), Future imaginaries and approaches (Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz
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2016; Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin 2015), urban commons debates (Kalonya and Oztiirk
2021), and governance issues of Kiiltiirpark (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023).

In the case of Kiiltiirpark, the goals underwent modifications during the process,
and these alterations impacted the collaboration procedures. In this context, underlining
the goals and interests helps to understand the mechanics of the process. According to the
definition, the term Goal refers to the outcome or accomplishment that one's efforts are
aimed at, whereas interest is described as a personal involvement or concern for a
particular cause, benefit, or duty. At this point, while the goal points to a result-oriented
action plan, interests emphasize an ideological position and related motivations. In line
with this, Bartos and Wehr underline that while goals are “immediate’‘ phenomena with
positive returns for the parties, interests encompass all positive returns and indicate deeper
social relations such as ‘’security, respect for justice” (2002). When the Kiiltiirpark case
is evaluated, while the specific demands of the parties (Kiiltiirpark revision project,
construction of underground parking lot, efforts to increase green areas, removal of
hangars, etc.) determine the objectives, the protection of public space and the struggle for
the right to the city are categorized as interests. Thus, these objectives and interests
sometimes conflict with each other and sometimes overlap.

When examining the specific objectives of the actors within the sample, the local
government defines its primary goal as “’preserving Kiiltiirpark by enhancing its natural
texture and carrying its mission forward in line with the city’s memory.” This is
articulated through adopting an “inclusive consensus’‘ ideal within their management
scheme (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2020). Concurrently, during the process, the local
government has been generating projects for Kiiltiirpark (Kiiltiirpark revision project),
making decisions about the functionality of the area (relocation of the fair to Gaziemir),
and engaging in interventions aimed at the production and renewal of the space
(Kilttirpark Producers Market, Ada and G6l Gazinos restoration, and Kiiltiirpark Fair
Gates reconstruction) (“Kiiltiirpark Yenileniyor” 2024; “Yerel Uretici Pazarlar1” 2024).

The objectives of the Kiiltiirpark platform include ensuring that Kiiltiirpark is
perceived not merely as a fairground but as a city park that preserves its cultural functions
and the vision of a forgotten public university, maintaining its status as a second-degree
natural and historical site (interviewer 4, 2). Additionally, there is a focus on removing
commercialization and profit-oriented functions from the space (Interviewers 1, 4, 6, 8§,

7), dismantling the existing hangars in Kiiltiirpark (Interviewers 1, 4, 8), and considering
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the current carrying capacity during events (N. Erdogan et al. 2020). There are calls for
“all public institutions and organizations to be relocated out of the Kiiltliirpark area’*
(interviewer 2, 7), “ending existing constructions to ensure processes are transparent and
clear’® (source 2), and not forgetting the function of green areas (interviewer 7, 1, 2, 6,
8). Furthermore, specific to Kiiltiirpark, there is an emphasis on ¢’transparent,
autonomous, democratic’’ management, with decisions being made collectively with all
stakeholders and creating an “open collective assembly’* (interviewer 2, 5, 6, 7, 8)
(Appendix C). According to KP, to support the urban rights struggle at Kiiltiirpark, one of
the most critical strategies involves enhancing visibility through effective media
management, supported by press and media outlets (interviewer 2).

Furthermore, unity and organization (interviewer 4) and the involvement of
professional organizations and unions from various disciplines are essential (Interviewers
2,3,4,5, 6, 7). The incorporation of mass communication tools increases engagement in
the social struggle (interviewer 3). For KP, this approach highlights the current short- and
long-term objectives and the strategies identified to achieve them. Specifically, it
emphasizes the “’right to the city and particularly the right to life, focusing on the macro
goal of defending the space as an urban commons.” Meanwhile, it acknowledges that
“micro objectives may vary according to the discussion agendas throughout the process”
(interviewer 5) (Appendix C).

The professional chambers affiliated with TMMOB prioritize their main goals for
the future of Izmir Kiiltiirpark, *’preserving the historical, sociological, ecological and
urban values of the park and increasing its existing values’ and emphasize that the park
should be addressed “’with an integrated approach within the scope of its internal
dynamics and its relations with the city” as well as its modern architectural heritage
(TMMOB Il Koordinasyon Kurulu 2016). This holistic approach shows that Kiiltiirpark
should be protected and developed not only as a green space but also as an urban and
cultural heritage.

Local capital actors, on the other hand, tend to evaluate izmir Kiiltiirpark in terms
of economic opportunities and investment potential, emphasizing its “’tourism and fair”’
functions. In fact, the Izmir Chamber of Commerce's views on the Kiiltiirpark Project
focus on the goal of transforming Kiiltlirpark into a multifunctional cultural and social

center. (Izmir Ticaret Odas1 2014).
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Other Civil Initiatives generally support the struggle for Kiiltiirpark within the
framework of their own visions and take part as supporting actors alongside the
Kiiltiirpark platform. Lastly, it is observed that the urban citizen does not set a primary
goal in the process and is more of a passive spectator as a second-order actor. This

situation reveals the limited scope and depth of the citizen's interaction and participation.

4.2.5. Conflict Dynamics

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE
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Figure 22. Phase Five: Understanding the Conflict Dynamics
(Source: Produced by Author)

Space is the realm of free-act and fields of social conflict influenced by social and
psychological dynamics. In the context of the right to the city, space, which signifies
publicness for use, also constitutes the dynamics of social interactions with its physical
and symbolic meanings. Therefore, beyond its physicality, space is seen as a structure that
shapes society's interactions, relations, and conflicts and, in this process, is attributed to
its symbols and meanings. According to the conflict mapping method, identifying the
main factors that cause conflict escalation or de-escalation and understanding the effects
of the change of these factors on public space contributes to a deeper understanding of
conflict dynamics while examining the changes in the mechanics of social relations in the
process makes it possible to analyze the self-knowledge of the space within the resolution
of the conflict (Bartos and Wehr 2002). At the same time, examining recurring cycles of
behavior and assessing key events encourages more coherent and functional spatial

production for the use of public space, both on a theoretical and practical level.
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In the case of Kiiltiirpark, conflict dynamics in the period from 1990 to the present
day could be analyzed under nine main headings in terms of the events in the period they

cover and their impacts on the space;

e Spatial Intervention And Construction Processes With The Functional
Transformation of Space: “Uluslararast Izmir Fuar Kiiltiirpark Cevre
Diizenlemesi ve Fuar Kompleksi Mimari Proje Yarismasi™ (1990-1992)

e Conservation, intervention, and changes of function on public space: Kiiltiirpark's
registration agenda (1992-1995)

e The struggle for Urban and Ecological Rights in public space: Kiiltiirpark
Underground Parking Discussions (2004-2009)

e Discussions on the functional transformation of Kiiltiirpark: Gaziemir izmir New
Fair and Congress Center Project (2010-2014)

e Kiiltlirpark's Struggle for the Right to the City: Discussions on Kiiltiirpark
Revision Project (2014-2016)

e The Kiiltiirpark Conflict in the context of public space, urban and ecological
rights: The establishment of the Kiiltiirpark Platform and the Conservation Plan
(2016-2017)

e Efforts for social consensus on public space:: "Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz"
workshop and *’Arama Konferans1” period (2018-2019)

e Conflict dynamics: The process of Conservation Zoning Planning (2020-2022)

e Kiiltiirpark's Demand for the Right to the City: Kiiltlirpark Conflict (2022- present

day)

4.2.5.1. Spatial Intervention And Construction Processes With The
Functional Transformation of Space: Competition of Izmir

Kiiltiirpark (1990-1992)

When the urban claims on Izmir Kiiltiirpark are analyzed historically, the first
breaking point is the announcement of the specifications for the Kiiltiirpark Architectural

Project Competition, which was published in February 1990 and caused disagreements
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between the actors. The local government, which was the decision-making actor before
this declaration, integrated the fair management with IZFAS in January 1990, and
Kiiltiirpark was declared a Grade 2 Natural Protected Area by the Conservation Board
(Erkan and Arslan Avar 2017). According to the specification, the former power plant
garage area was included in the Kiiltiirpark site, and the functions of “stock exchange,
congress center, open exhibition areas, parking lot with a capacity of 800 vehicles, rent
facilities’* were added; this decision was criticized by professional organizations in the
context of “‘the danger of commodification of the area,’* and concerns were raised among
the city actors about the protection of the public area, which has “natural, cultural and
historical’“ values, as a result of the excessive construction to be carried out (Karpat 2009,
170; Erkan and Arslan Avar 2017, 156; Kayin 2015, 61; Pasin, Kiling, and Yilmaz 2016,
76). Thus, the competition specification, published in 1990, has given rise to discussions
regarding the public space over the period extending to the present day, in the contexts

of:

e Usage
e Transformation
e Functionalization

e Risks of commodification

Furthermore, the content of the specification and the implementation decisions of
the winning project have facilitated the dynamics of intervention and struggle within the
framework of urban rights throughout the process up to today.

As a result of the concerns, Izmir Chamber of Architects announced in April 1990
that it had filed a lawsuit against the competition specifications in the context of the
struggle for the protection of public space, urban and ecological rights, and in April 1990,
when the Conservation Board divided the construction area into “A (Kiiltlirpark and
Recreation Area), B (Fair Complex), C (Hotel and Congress Center) zones,’* protests,
press statements and marches were organized by the actors of the city (Erkan and Arslan
Avar 2017; Karpat 2009). Following the reactions in the context of the conflict area and
reactions, The local government postponed the competition until the court's decision was

made in response to the reactions in the context of the conflict area.
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The competition was then resumed in September 1990 after the court overturned this
decision, and it was concluded in December of that same year (Erkan and Arslan Avar
2017, 156). According to the explained conclusion, the basic principle of the first design
is " While enriching the geography and topography of Kiiltiirpark; to ensure that the
facilities are hidden within this topography and blend with nature;" accordingly, in August
1991, the "1/5000 scale master development plan" based on the winning project was

approved (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014; Erkan and Arslan Avar 2017).

4.2.5.2. Conservation, Intervention, and Changes of Function on Public

Space: Kiiltiirpark's Registration Agenda (1992-1995)

After the competition, the “New Specialized Fairs Buildings’* (Hangar), which
consisted of 5 halls, were built at the entrance of Basmane Gate. In 1992, in line with the
criticisms received, ““initiatives to rid the Kiiltlirpark area of concrete’* started, “with the
demolition of Manolya Tea Garden, Caravanserai, Ekici Over, and Sarapevi 60,000 m? of
concrete was reduced (Karpat 2009; izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014). In November
1992, Kiiltlirpark was registered as a Grade 2 Natural Protected Area + Historic Site by
the Izmir KTVKK Board No. 1. In addition, in December 1995, Kiiltiirpark site was
changed as “’1st and 2nd Degree Metropolitan Activity Center with the change in the
1/5000 scale master development plan’’ and become the scene of protection, intervention

and function changes on public space (Erkan and Arslan Avar 2017).

4.2.5.3. The struggle for Urban and Ecological Rights in public space:
Kiiltiirpark Underground Parking Discussions (2004-2009)

In July 2004, the local administration made a ‘’change in the 1/5000 conservation
zoning plan to allow underground parking’’ on Izmir Kiiltiirpark, and in September 2005,
this decision was passed by the city council. It marked yet another breaking point for the

park and started conversations on underground parking within the framework of
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Kiiltiirpark's struggle for ecological and urban rights (Karpat 2009; Tiirkyilmaz 2014;
TMMOB Sehir Plancilar1 Odasi izmir Subesi 2016).

In the historical process, the underground parking lot tender was announced in
May 2006, and urban actors initiated another struggle for urban rights in the context of
the protection of public space urban and ecological rights, arguing that the change to be
made against this decision would destroy the ecological values of the area and negatively
affect its habitat. (Karpat 2009, 175; Alpaslan 2017). On the other hand, the local
administration described the investment as “’an attempt to meet the need for parking lots
without destroying the urban fabric” and stated that with vehicle entry control, the
ecological balance of Kiiltiirpark would be protected from exhaust fumes. Thus, the area
would become a “’breathing space” for pedestrians ([zmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2006;
Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2009)

As a counter perspective, professional organizations affiliated with TMMOB have
expressed serious concerns regarding constructing an underground parking lot at
Kiiltiirpark. They foresee ‘’an irreversible threat to Kiiltlirpark's open green space and
cultural function,” demanding a scientific assessment due to the risk of ecological
imbalance during the parking lot construction and calling for the urgent creation of the
city's Transportation Master Plan. Furthermore, they assert that the green area gained
post-construction will contribute “minimally to the ecological integrity of Kiiltlirpark,’
emphasizing that proceeding with the Kiiltiirpark Underground Parking construction
without adequate research is contrary to urban planning principles, the (conditional)
decisions of the Conservation Board, environmental health standards, and the public
interest (/zmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2006; Pakkaner, n.d.; TMMOB il Koordinasyon
Kurulu 2016). In May 2006, professional chambers affiliated with TMMOB announced
that they would file a lawsuit against the cancellation of the zoning plan and the
suspension of the tender for the underground parking lot, and civil society organizations
such as the TEMA Foundation Izmir Representative Office and the Izmir'i Sevenler
Platform supported this struggle (Pakkaner, n.d.; Karpat 2009). In August 2006, following
the approval of the Conservation Zoning Plan by Izmir KTVKK No. 1 and the request for
a scientific report against the implementation, all urban actors opposed to the underground
parking lot plan organized sit-in protests at the construction site (Karpat 2009).

As the conflict escalated within the series of events and the parties developed

conflict solidarity, in August 2006, the local government announced that construction
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work had been stopped. In October 2006, a scientific report prepared by Dokuz Eyliil
University at the local government's request was published approving the project (Karpat
2009). In December 2006, Izmir First Administrative Court allowed the construction of
the underground parking lot in Kiiltlirpark was halted ‘’due to allegations that it would
disrupt the natural structure and cause great damage to the environment,” and the local
administration stated that ““all necessary permits have been obtained and the plans have
been approved’® and that ‘’the people of Izmir will benefit from this project if the
judiciary decides in favor of it” (Milliyet 2006; Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2007; Karpat
2009). In February 2008, the court annulled the plan for the underground parking lot.
While this decision strengthened the struggle of urban actors for urban and ecological
rights, the local administration appealed the decision. In September 2009, the Council of
State accepted the objection, and the struggle for the right to the city was extinguished.
In January 2009, the underground parking lot, which was *’built on an area of 16 thousand
square meters with a capacity of 594 vehicles”, was officially opened with the emphasis

that it “’increased the green texture of the fair”. (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2009).

4.2.5.4. Discussions on the functional transformation of Kiiltiirpark:
Gaziemir izmir New Fair and Congress Center Project

(2010-2014)

With the changing world order and the importance of specialized fairs as of 2003,
the current spatial capacity of Kiiltiirpark has become insufficient for the fair function,
and plans for the relocation of the fair function in Kiiltiirpark have started to emerge
(Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014). In February 2010, faced with the “difficulties of
having two opposite functions as both a City Park and a Fair,”* the new government
introduced a new " Gaziemir Izmir New Fair and Congress Center Project Tender has
been realized (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014). In September 2010, the components
of the TMMOB Provincial Coordination Board underlined the ecological contribution of
Kiiltiirpark to the city with a press release titled “The Density of Construction in
Kiiltiirpark Should Not be Increased, It Should be Protected as an Open Green Area.’*
They emphasized that they oppose the transformation of the space with ““functions that
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will bring intensive construction such as the Congress Center.’* The press release
emphasized that the process should be carried out transparently within the current agendas
of Kiiltlirpark and the sensitive ecological structure of Kiiltiirpark should be protected
(Mimarlar Odas1 Izmir Subesi 2010). The functional change discussions on the park have
continued since 2010. In September 2014, the TMMOB Izmir Provincial Coordination
Board renewed its view that “Kiiltiirpark should be preserved as a green area after the
fairgrounds relocation’® with a press release. The specialized fair was relocated from
Kiiltiirpark to the Gaziemir Izmir New Fair and Congress Center, which was officially

opened in March 2015 after its foundation was laid in February 2013.

4.2.5.5. Kiiltiirpark's Struggle for the Right to the City: Discussions on
Kiiltiirpark Revision Project (2014-2016)

Following the Kiiltiirpark competition, based on the winning project, the
“Kiiltiirpark Report’* was published by the local administration in May 2014, and the
“Kiiltiirpark Revision Project’* was prepared (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014).
Consequently, the discussion platforms established by the Kiiltiirpark competition project
in 1990, concerning the use, function, and risks of commodification of public spaces,
have once again come to the forefront. During the process, “Ortak Akil Turlar’’* on the
project was organized in izmir Havagazi1 Factory with the participation of academicians,
representatives of professional chambers, non-governmental organizations, and local
capital actors with the emphasis on the participation principle of local government (Lzmir
Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2016). The report recognized that [zmir Kiiltiirpark is an essential
environmental asset with its natural vegetation and its contribution to the microclimate of
the city, emphasized the importance of cooperation between urban actors in urban park
management by referring to international examples such as Central Park and Hyde Park,
stated that after 24 years following the conclusion of the competition project, the space
should be reconsidered by considering the criteria of high space quality, safety, and
calmness, and proposed ‘’a new vision of Kiiltiirpark to be shaped with the contributions
of all actors™ (Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi. 2014). Underlining the need to achieve a

“social consensus’‘ in the operating scenario, the report drew attention to the following
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topics: “’Entertainment and recreation functions (recreation), Sports functions, Museum
and natural site functions, Art activities, Consumer-oriented fair activities.”

In July 2014, the Izmir Chamber of Commerce, one of the local capital actors,
published a report with recommendations for functional and spatial transformation within
the area in support of the Kiiltiirpark revision project, demanding that the name of the
park be changed to “Culture and Congress Park;’‘ the demolition of the perimeter walls
and the design of the exterior facade of Kiiltiirpark to give the building stock a ‘“modern
structure’* (Izmir Ticaret Odas1 2014). In the draft project published in 2016, it was stated
that “increasing the amount of green by 21 thousand square meters by reducing building
density. The topics of ‘’removing the existing halls and replacing them with green

2% ¢

building designs,” ‘’restoration of the building stock that needs to be preserved in a way
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that preserves its originality,” “’expansion of the lake in the fairgrounds,” “’increasing
sports areas” came to the fore, and Prof. Dr. ilhan Tekeli underlined that a participatory
method was followed ([zmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi 2016). In the following period, the
city's actors held evaluation meetings with various views on using the space and sought a
common consensus (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023). In April 2016, the submission of the
Kiiltiirpark Revision Project to KTVKK and the relocation of Fuar Izmir to Gaziemir
increased the debate on the function between actors. In this context, urbanites and civil
initiatives opposed to the revision project created the ’Kiiltiirpark'a Dokunma group” on
social media. Twenty thousand people liked the page and conducted a Change.org
signature drive, gathering 12,000 signatures. These signatures were sent by civil
initiatives to the Central Government, Local Government, Conservation Board,
Ministries, and MPs (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023) (KP Chronology).

In this process, where the conflict over the use, function, and protection of public
space has entered an escalation period, TMMOB Izmir Provincial Coordination Board
published the “’Kiiltiirpark Project Evaluation Report” in June 2016 and made its
evaluations of the draft public via the press. The report emphasized the necessity of
preserving and assessing green spaces at various scales, given the strategic position and
ecological value of Izmir Kiiltiirpark. It noted that the analysis of the building stock
needed to be conducted within the context of “’modern architectural heritage”
(specifically the Cultural Pavilion, Foundations Pavilion, Parachute Tower, and Ada
Gazino) and reconsidered in an interdisciplinary manner and highlighted that

functionalities such as a convention center would impair the spatial integrity of the area

110



and criticized the project’s action plan for containing “’excessive spatial intervention.” It
also pointed out the incompatibility of the picnic area function included in the project
with the use of public space. It was argued that Kiiltlirpark should be managed and
organized as a public park, independent of local capital actors, with a plan that integrates
its immediate surroundings. The process should be entirely transparent (TMMOB 1l
Koordinasyon Kurulu 2016). During this process, the local government used *’virtual
hostess, touch screen and video mapping technologies’ at the Pakistan Pavilion to

promote the project to the citizens(“*Yeni Kiiltiirpark” Sizi Bekliyor” 2016).

4.2.5.6. The Kiiltiirpark Conflict in the Context of Public Space, Urban
and Ecological rights: The Establishment of the Kiiltiirpark
Platform and the Conservation Plan (2016-2017)

In September 2016, as the spatial conflict in Kiiltiirpark intensified, incompatible
goals emerged among urban actors regarding the use and conservation of public spaces.
Consequently, conflict solidarity and conflict ideology began to emerge. In order to
oppose the Kiiltiirpark Revision Project, the relevant city actors have come together
during the period and organized the Kiiltiirpark Forum. In the forum, where concerns and
solutions for the project were discussed, various presentations and briefings emphasized
that ’Kiiltiirpark is not an idle area.’” Discussions included activities and action proposals
aimed at engaging the public, and it was highlighted that “’the struggle involves a three-
dimensional process with scientific, legal, and public aspects”(Evrensel 2016). Following
the forum, the Kiiltiirpark Platform, one of the most concrete outputs of the struggle for
urban rights in Kiiltiirpark, was established in September 2016, and 12,000 signatures
collected for Basmane Pit and Kiiltiirpark were delivered to the Izmir Metropolitan
Municipality by the KP (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023) (KP Chronology).

In the process following its establishment, the platform aimed to raise awareness
with non-violent actions and drew attention to the Right to the City and the use of Public
Space by distributing posters, banners, brochures, and t-shirts and organizing
“Kiiltiirpark'ta Neseli Giinler’* events. These struggles and activities emphasized the
importance of Kiiltlirpark as a public space and a social meeting point and were covered
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by national and local media. With the increasing struggle, in September 2017, TMMOB's
application to the Ministry of Culture and Tourism for a Conservation Zoning Plan was
finalized, and KTVKK decided to make a conservation zoning plan for Kiiltiirpark (/leri
Haber 2017). According to Penpecioglu and Aydiner, this process led to the “shelving’
of the Kiiltlirpark revision project (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023).

4.2.5.7. Efforts for social consensus on public space: ‘’Nasil Bir
Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz” Workshop and “’Arama Konferans1”

Period (2018-2019)

With the deflating of the discussions on the Kiiltiirpark revision project, the
conflicts over Kiiltiirpark have entered a period of de-escalation, and collaborations and
searches for solutions have started between all actors of the city. In this context, in April
2018, Kiiltiirpark Platform decided to organize a workshop in Kiiltiirpark in cooperation
with other actors of the city in order to *’establish the demands for KAIP on a more solid
basis and to create them by discussing them” and conducted a survey in Kiiltiirpark in
April 2018 in order to form the basis for this workshop (Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021). In
the survey, 306 individuals answered ‘’questions about the urban experience and the
future of Kiiltiirpark.” As a result of the answers, it was seen that it came to the forefront
with its “green texture’‘ and that the citizens stated that the activities that emphasized the
cultural function were decreasing (Survey Report). In May 2018, a “Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark
Istiyoruz?’¢ workshop was organized. The future vision of Kiiltiirpark was discussed with
73 participants from the chambers affiliated to TMMOB, Chamber of Forest Engineers,
Landscape Architects, Urban Planners, and Architects; academics from the fields of
Public Administration, Political Science and Law, artists, Izmir Metropolitan
Municipality and Konak Municipality representatives (Kiiltiirpark Platformu 2018;
Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021; Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023) (KP Chronology).

In the process following the struggle for the public space of Kiiltlirpark, in July
2018, the outputs were transformed into a report by the Kiiltlirpark Platform and
published with a press release. The report stated that during the five workshops held,
discussions covered ‘“‘the park's vegetation and fauna, its historical and cultural values,
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environmental interactions, public space management, and the functional roles of
Kiiltiirpark.”* Findings suggested that Kiiltiirpark should be perceived as a “public urban
park;’¢ its walls, as “historical value’* and “knowledge of labor,’ should be preserved;
no commercial functions such as a “‘convention center’ should be allowed, fitting the
“Public School’* theme of a “city park’‘; the hangars should be dismantled for the area
to be turned into a botanical garden; structures with historical and architectural value
should be preserved while those lacking such value should be demolished; the area should
be considered in planning alongside its surroundings; and that *’Kiiltlirpark management
should adopt an assembly model open to participatory democracy” (Kiiltlirpark Platformu
2018). The report also stated that the struggle for the urban right to Kiiltiirpark should be
expanded and that urban actors will be ‘““‘the subjects of the process and followers of the
issue’* in all decisions regarding the future of Kiiltlirpark (Kiiltlirpark Platformu 2018).
In line with this, the Izmir Branch of the Chamber of Architects made a press statement
in August 2018, stating that the works carried out by the Izmir Metropolitan Municipality
in Kiiltiirpark do not follow the law and may harm the original qualities of the area.
Furthermore, previous warnings by professional chambers and civil society organizations
were not considered. It was emphasized that the local government should adopt more

participatory and democratic processes (Mimarlar Odasi Izmir Subesi 2018).

Kulturpark Izfas Building Allocation Agenda;

Kiiltiirpark Platform initiated a social media campaign in response to the plan to
assign the IZFAS building in Kiiltiirpark to a private foundation institution. However, in
November 2018, izmir KTVKK approved the allocation agenda. Subsequently, the
conflict continued to escalate, and Kiiltiirpark Platform aimed to make its voice heard to
the local government by organizing a banner opening action in the Metropolitan Council.
The then-metropolitan mayor agreed to meet with the platform after an appointment was
made (Appendix C). The KP, which has increased its level of struggle, organized a banner-
raising action on the SODEV allocation agenda with the participation of the local
administration in March 2019 and delivered the files they prepared in the context of the
struggle for urban rights on Kiiltiirpark to Tung Soyer, the mayoral candidate of the Izmir
metropolitan municipality at the time. In the same month, a forum was organized with the

participation of the Chamber of Architects, Chamber of Urban Planners, and academics
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on what kind of Kiiltiirpark is desired. In April 2019, after the local government elections
and the change of the mayor, the protocol for allocating the Kiiltiirpark building to the
private foundation university was canceled (Ege’de Son S6z 2019) (KP Chronology).

The de-escalation period of conflict: Compromise and Cooperation in the struggle for

public space;

In May 2019, a meeting between the Kiiltiirpark platform and the local
government facilitated the transition to a de-escalation period in the conflict trajectory.
This meeting was attended by the then Mayor of [zmir Metropolitan Municipality, Tung
Soyer, his deputy Abdiil Batur, and ecology advisor Giiven Eken and emphasized the
preparation of conservation-oriented zoning plans for Kiiltlirpark, adopting participatory
and transparent processes, preserving and enhancing the green fabric, strengthening the
public and educational functions of the park, and preserving and developing the
architectural inventory. Additionally, it highlighted the continuation of park management
through a democratic and pluralistic model to ensure that the park remains accessible and
participatory for all residents of Izmir (Appendix B, C). During the meeting, the
Kiiltiirpark Platform recognized that their goals aligned with the local government's goals.
The outcome of the meeting was a decision to organize a search conference on
Kiiltiirpark, followed by a workshop in collaboration with the local government and other
city actors (Appendix B, C). This cooperation, which increased the speed of de-escalation,
became one of the essential breaking points of the kiiltiirpark urban rights demand, and
the call for participation in the conference, which was open to everyone, was published
in national and local newspapers (Haberler.Com 2019). (Appendix B, C).

In June 2019, a search conference meeting was held with nearly 400 participants,
which was “’an important part of the quest to ensure the participation of all segments in
the decisions to be taken about the city.” After the 3-hour meeting, the meeting report was
prepared and shared with the public. According to this report, discussions on Kiiltiirpark
were organized under the main headings of ‘’Management, Structural Condition, Sports,
Culture and Arts, Services, Public School Mission, Fair, Flora-Fauna.”” and served as a
foundation for the upcoming workshop. This situation has demonstrated the necessity to
preserve this perception while preparing the Conservation-Oriented Zoning Plan, as

Kiiltlirpark, being a common space, supports the urban rights claims related to the use of

114



public spaces(Kalonya and Oztiirk 2021; Penpecioglu and Aydmer 2023) (Appendix B,
C). With the outputs of the process, the local government called professional
organizations in Izmir for KAIP.

On July 30, 2019, following the "Search Conference," the "Kiiltiirpark Workshop"
was held, with active participation from local government representatives, professional
organizations affiliated with TMMOB, local capital representatives, and civil initiatives,
among other city actors. During the workshop, which included five sessions, various
opinions on the use and function of public spaces were heard. However, due to diverging
views, a “’common consensus’’ could not be reached. In response, the local government
stated that the matter would be referred to the public for a decision (Appendix B, C). In
addition, during the process, upon the proposal of the local administration, it was decided
to temporarily move Dokuz Eyliil University Faculty of Fine Arts and the State
Conservatory to the halls in Kiiltlirpark Fairgrounds; the actors of the city criticized this
decision; later this project was canceled (Cumhuriyet 2019). The Kiiltiirpark platform
evaluated the workshop results as "pre-planned" for commodifying the public space. In
this process, the conflict ended its de-escalation course and moved to the escalation course
due to the opening of the Producer's Market in the Kiiltiirpark area in October 2019
(Appendix B, C).

Debates on intervention in public space: The escalation period of conflict and the claim

to urban rights;

Following the failure of reconciliation efforts in 2018, urban actors began to
express their disagreements. In December 2019, the Chamber of Urban Planners issued a
press statement emphasizing the importance of the conservation-oriented zoning plan for
constructing a museum and marketplace at Kiiltiirpark. They stated that the process
should be conducted based on scientific data and with a participatory approach, noting
that planning such as establishing a producers' market and a museum before the plan was
finalized caused public concern. They also declared their readiness to provide the
necessary support to the local government during the planning process (TMMOB Sehir
Plancilar1 Odas1 2019). TMMOB, on the other hand, included the Kiiltlirpark revision
project in its map of urban crimes and recognized the current discussions on Kiiltlirpark

as an "urban crime"(Hazar Kalonya and Yildirim 2020).
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In the ongoing process, the Izmir Metropolitan Municipality announced the
restoration of the Ada and Go6l Gazinos on its website in January 2020. In reaction to this
spatial intervention, the platform published an open letter to the local government, while
the chambers affiliated with TMMOB emphasized the importance of demolition
inspections and the inventory of Kiiltiirpark within the intervention processes (KP
Chronology). In addition, in the process, due to the pandemic in January 2024, there was
an agenda to allocate Kiiltlirpark hangar areas to the Ministry of Health, and there were

proposals from the central government party to make a nation garden for Kiiltiirpark.

4.2.5.8. Conflict Dynamics: The Process of Conservation Zoning

Planning (2020-2022)

The conservation zoning plan studies conducted from 2020 to 2022 have
demonstrated the continuance of the Kiiltliirpark case study through increased conflict
dynamics, cooperation, and disagreements. In this context, at the council meeting held in
Ahmet Adnan Saygun Art Center in December 2020, the mayor of Izmir Metropolitan
Municipality stated that the “1/5000 scale Conservation Master Plan and Plan Report
proposal and 1/1000 scale Conservation Implementation Master Plan and Plan Report
proposal’¢, which were revised within the framework of the opinions and suggestions of
NGOs and professional chambers, were sent to the relevant units (Izmir Biiyiiksehir
Belediyesi 2020). In response to the statement by the then-mayor Tung¢ Soyer that the
“Constitution of Kiiltlirpark’* was written with the participation of all city actors, the
Kiiltiirpark Platform has countered that they were not part of this “common mind’‘ and
that their opinions were not sought in interventions made to the public space. Meanwhile,
the professional organizations affiliated with TMMOB have noted that since 2019, they
have held “11 meetings with the local government’* and conducted scientific studies for
the preparation of reports on “Contributions of Kiiltiirpark to the Urban Ecosystem,
Usage, and User Profile of Kiiltiirpark, Assessment of Kiiltlirpark's Carrying Capacity,
Kiiltlirpark as a Disaster Emergency Gathering Site, Inventory of Buildings in Kiiltiirpark,
Update of Kiiltiirpark's Flora, Kiiltiirpark's Fauna, Contributions of Kiiltiirpark to the

Urban Ecosystem, and Kiiltlirpark Sculptures.’* Based on these analyses, a 39-item list of
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recommendations for Kiiltiirpark has been presented to the local government, which
shared the findings with the chambers in December 2020. In addition, TMMOB has
emphasized in a press release that the Conservation-Oriented Zoning Plan (KAIP)
assessment has resulted in “significant ecological gains’* and that the chambers' requests
have been considered. They have reiterated demands for ““the immediate initiation of the
registration process for the buildings to be preserved,’* ““the complete removal of hangars
without replacement construction,’* and “‘justification of the construction ratio based on
the area's carrying capacity and the needs of a contemporary 'knowledge society' vision’*
(TMMOB IZMIR i1 Koordinasyon Kurulu 2020). At this point, while the Kiiltiirpark
Platform and civil initiatives felt the need to escalate the conflict, the professional
chambers maintained a conciliatory stance while voicing their urban demands. During
this period, the Chamber of City Planners organized educational activities to advocate
preserving Kiiltiirpark as a public space. These included YouTube presentations titled
“What Happened in Kiiltiirpark? A Park, a Fair, a Pit” and °What is Happening in
Kiiltiirpark Today, and” izmir Yasam Alanlar, ‘Kiiltiirpark - An Oasis in Izmir.”

In the process of the struggle for the right to the city that emerged as a result of
the debates on the protection, use, and function of the public space, the local
administration stated in January 2021 that “’it may not be possible to please everyone
because everyone may have something else in mind, idea, and dream about Kiiltiirpark.”
It underlined that the relevant process was created with the professional chambers and the
local government bureaucracy in response to the criticisms of the citizens and civil
initiatives (Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023; A3Haber 2021). In February 2021, the Izmir
branch of the Chamber of Architects issued a press release on the Kiiltiirpark Report and
Activities, thanking the local government for their collaboration. The chamber has
emphasized the need to highlight the City Park function in the Conservation-Oriented
Zoning Plan, which currently does not include definitions for 'Fair, Exhibition, and
Festival Area.' They have affirmed their commitment to monitoring the process (Mimarlar
Odas1 izmir Subesi 2021).

During this time, conflict solidarity has increased in response to groups' conflict
ideologies and coercive reactions. In February 2021, the Kiiltiirpark Platform distributed
materials prior to the council meeting where the KAIP vote was scheduled and launched
social media and signature campaigns. In July 2021, the Izmir 1st Region Conservation

Board of Cultural and Natural Assets requested that necessary scientific studies be
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conducted on Kiiltiirpark. Following the approval of the Kiiltiirpark Conservation-
Oriented Zoning Plan by the Izmir Metropolitan City Council for the second time in
December 2021, the plan was approved by the KTVKK in April 2022 (KP Chronology).

Following the process, in December 2021, the Kiiltiirpark Platform issued a press
release titled Metropolitan Municipality Approves Opening Kiiltiirpark to Construction.
It stated that the new KAIP was no different from the previous withdrawn plan, noting
that the local government had occupied the hangars within Kiiltiirpark. They argued that
demolishing the Celal Atik Sports Hall, known as an architectural heritage for the city,
was incorrect, that the precedent decision was exceeded, and that a management and
operation plan had still not been established. After the escalation, the Platform met with
the then-mayor Tung Soyer in March 2022 to express their concerns. During the meeting,
Soyer addressed the platform’s “’harsh language,” suggesting that communication could
be conducted directly rather than through the press, and expressed his appreciation for the

Kiiltiirpark Platform's urban rights struggle (KP Chronology) (Appendix B, C).

4.2.5.9. Kiiltiirpark's Demand for the Right to the City: Kiiltiirpark
Conflict (2022 - Present)

Throughout the periods extending to the present day, the spatial transformation of
Kiiltiirpark continues and is still evolving. In July 2022, the local government conducted
reconstruction works on the Lozan Gate, a registered immovable cultural property based
on its original 1938 state. Additionally, in May 2023, restoration works were carried out
on the 9 Eyliil and Montrd Gates (Ege’de Son S6z 2022; Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi
2023). Additionally, in 2020, when the Ada and G6l Gazinos restoration was announced
along with a change in management, city actors emphasized the importance of sharing
the restoration and reconstruction processes with the public through press statements. In
September 2022, TMMOB IKK highlighted in a press release titled Yorgun Park,
Kiiltiirpark! that interventions in the area had transformed Kiiltiirpark into a "construction
site" and that activities exceeding its carrying capacity had damaged its habitat. In July
2023, the Chamber of Architects Izmir Branch, the Chamber of City Planners Izmir

Branch, and the Kiiltlirpark Platform jointly emphasized in a press statement that ’like
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all our cultural heritage, the preservation and restoration of Modern architectural heritage
should be prioritized without demolition, and reconstruction should not be resorted to
without solid justifications.” They also noted that transparency in these processes had
been overlooked. (“Kiiltiirpark Basin Agiklamasi” 2023; Tiirk Miihendis ve Mimar
Odalar1 Birligi Izmir i1 Koordinasyon Kurulu 2022). In the process, the interaction of the
actors continued, and a Kiiltiirpark meeting was held in October 2023 with the joint
participation of the local administration, the presidents of the Chamber of Architects and
Chamber of City Planners, Ataorman Kiiltiirpark Association and Kiiltiirpark Platform,
and an exchange of information on current interventions on Kiiltiirpark was realized (KP
Chronology).

During this period, the urban rights struggle for Kiiltiirpark continued to evolve
through different channels. The Kiilden Medeniyete Kiiltiirpark Fotograf Sergisi,
described as a project to raise awareness about passing Kiiltiirpark on to future
generations as a ‘’site of memory,” was opened by the Izmir Photography Art Association
at the Kiiltiirpark Atlas Pavilion. By December 2023, the foundation for the reconstruction
of the Go6l Gazinos was laid. In January 2024, the Kiiltlirpark Platform issued a statement
including a seven-point veto, declaring their rejection of approaches within Kiiltiirpark
that do not offer alternatives, allow for a marketplace, are inappropriate for restoration in
the Ada and GOl Gazinos, destroy modern architectural heritage at the gates, perceive
Kiiltiirpark primarily as a venue for entertainment, and compromise the park’s ecology
(Ilk Ses Gazetesi 2024). In this context, today, there is still a struggle against the danger
of the commodification of Kiiltiirpark, and the area is still seen as an idle space that can
be used as a congress center. In January 2024, in support of this argument, the Aegean
Association of Touristic Enterprises and Accommodations issued a press release stating
that “’Izmir tourism is in great need of a comprehensive and well-equipped congress
center, and the most suitable area for this is Kiiltiirpark™ (Turizm Ajans1 2024). Urban
actors, still actively engaged in the struggle for urban rights, have recently marked June
5, World Environment Day, by organizing a program titled ‘’Solidarity Against
Ecological Destruction and Plunder in the City.” Collaborating with the Izmir Bar
Association, Izmir Medical Chamber, TMMOB Izmir Provincial Coordination Board,
Aegean City Councils Union, Konak City Council, EGECEP, and Izmir Yasam Alanlar,
they have issued a joint press release to raise awareness and generate solutions for urban

crimes, addressing the current state of Izmir Kiiltiirpark as an urban crime. Additionally,
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the Kiiltlirpark Platform has issued a press release on positive actions taken concerning

urban rights in Kiiltiirpark. Also, they have thanked izmir Metropolitan Mayor Cemil

Tugay for removing the iron cages within the permaculture area and cleaning up

construction sites. They have also announced their expectation of support for removing

the producers' market, improving the casinos' condition, and reinforcing the Parachute

Tower.

Table 7. Periods of Conflict Dynamics According to Public Space Approaches

Year (Periods of Conflict ||Approach to Public Space
Within Dynamics -
Functional Spatial Urban Social Ecological |Protection
Transformation | Interventions |Heritage |Participation [Rights of Public
of Space and and in Public Struggle Space
Construction [Memory |Space and
Processes Urban Rights
1990 - ||Process of
1992 |'Uluslararasi [zmir
Fuar Kiiltiirpark
Cevre Diizenlemesi | | | | |
ve Fuar Kompleksi
Mimari Proje
Yarigmast'
1992- ||Kiiltiirpark's - m
1995 |lregistration agenda
2004- (Kiultiirpark
2009 [ Underground [ | | u
Parking Lot Debates
2010- |Gaziemir Izmir New
2014 | Fair and Congress | |
Center Project
2014- |[Kiltiirpark Revision
2016  ||Project discussions u . " - "
2016- [ The establishment of]
2017 |the Kiiltiirpark
Platform and the u " - - .
Conservation Plan
2018- [I'Nasil Bir
2019 (Kilttrpark Istiyoruz'
! n al
and 'Arama
Konferansi' period
2020- |[Conservation
2022 ||Development Plan [ | [ ] [ | | |
Process
2022 - [|Kiltiirpark's
Present| Demand for Urban
Rights: Kiiltiirpark u u u u u
Conlflict
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Analyzing conflict dynamics in the context of the right to the city,

Bartos and Wehr argue that a detailed analysis of the historical background of the
conflict allows for the identification of triggering sequences of events, which in turn
provides a basis for reflection on shaping response processes (2002). The struggle for the
public space of Kiiltlirpark has continued for 34 years, starting in the 1990s, and the public
space has evolved into a site of conflict. Although the 'common sense tours' organized for
the first time in 2014 during the Kacoglu period can be defined as a positive attempt to
create a ground for reconciliation, the transformation of Kiiltlirpark into a “depressed
area’* continued in the process of conflict between actors (Yilmaz, Kiling, and Pasin
2015; Penpecioglu and Aydiner 2023). According to the research on dynamics conducted
through Kiiltiirpark, in the context of the struggle for urban rights, civil initiatives have
engaged in ‘“‘conflict behavior’* and adopted “non-violent resistance ideological
principles,’* leading to ““unilateral escalation’ actions. This has resulted in producing a
conflicting ideology as a consequence of prolonged conflicts.

Additionally, it has been observed that the struggles for urban rights involve
spatial interventions and functional transformations, social participation and public space
disputes, urban memory and heritage, and ecological sustainability and environmental
rights. Throughout the process, the conflict behaviors of the actors have impacted the
outcomes of interventions in public spaces.

As Bartos and Wehr point out, in the process, the increasing frustration with the
slow progress of the struggle for the right to the city and the growing sense of injustice
led to escalation periods of conflict behaviors that included a confrontational discourse
(2002).

During this process, the “unilateral escalations’* that emerged became “‘reciprocal
escalations’* during increased communication problems between actors. Generally, issues
such as lack of communication, distrust between actors, competition, and disagreement
have been identified as factors that lead to the escalation period of conflict. Conversely,
processes like reconciliation, negotiation, trust-building, and collaboration have been
found to encourage movement toward a de-escalation period. As indicated in the conflict
mapping method, preconflicts have included a cooperation period ’with the adversaries
tried to persuade or reward each other” but ‘’despite attempts at cooperation, since the

conflict groups are created, an open conflict" is started with the *’Spark That Ignites’
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(Bartos and Wehr 2002, 79). It was also observed that conflict tends to deescalate during

periods when the conflict is in an equilibrium state.

4.2.6. Searching For Positive Functions

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE

| Phaset | | Phasez | | Phases | | Phased | | Phases | | Phases | | Phase |

r . - r - . . b

Searching
for Positive
Functions

Figure 23. Phase Six: Searching for Positive Functions of the Conflict
(Source: Produced by Author)

“’The basic premises of the conflict approach are that everyone pursues their own best
advantage according to resources available to them and to their competitors and that social
structures- whether formal organizations or informal acquaintances- are empirically nothing more
than people meeting and communicating in specific ways. The outlooks people derive from their
past contacts are the subjective side of their intentions about the future. People are continually re-
creating social organization. Social change happens when the balance of resources slips one way
or another so that the relations people negotiate over and over again come out in changed form
(Collins 2009, 44)”

As Collins' conflict theory suggests, social relations are reproduced through
conflict dialogues in which past experiences create future intentions. The described
process of reproduction invokes social change and catalyzes innovation. At this point,
conflict has a positive meaning corresponding to its agnostic nature. This analysis defines
it by its fundamental function in the progress of social structures beyond its appearance
as a divisive force. According to Bartos and Wehr's conflict mapping method, identifying
the positive functions of conflict creates a whole new area of synthesis outside of coercion
on the way to the parties' goals (2002). In this context, the inquiry into the current status
of the parties within the framework supports the uncovering of positive functions by
fostering searches for alternative solutions, new methods of cooperation, and higher-level
evaluations. Moreover, the analysis of conflict dynamics contains a pattern solution that

describes the specific intervention needed to resolve the disagreement.

122



In this context, positive outcomes of conflict refer to any outcome with a positive
return (Bartos and Wehr 2002). Identifying the positive functions of conflict is based on
Simmel's intellectual inquiry, which forms the foundations of his analytical conflict
theory. According to Simmel, conflict is a natural, constructive, and necessary element of
society that should not be seen as a negative phenomenon (Turner H 2013; Allan 2014;
Wallace and Wolf 2022). Illuminating this conceptual foundation is essential to explain
the effects of conflict on social structures and its potential benefits.

In this context, Section 4.2.6 aims to identify the outcomes of the conflict process
through Kiiltiirpark and to search for the future potentials of the public space by

examining the positive functions through the following topics:

e Defining positive functions in the context of conflict theory
e Defining positive functions within the framework of urban rights

e Evaluating positive functions through Kiiltiirpark

For this purpose, the study first investigates the definitions of positive outputs
within conflict theory and urban rights. It clarifies these definitions through the lens of
the struggle process in Kiiltiirpark. Through this explanation, it discusses the positive
outcomes that arise during the conflict process, focusing on both process-oriented and

outcome-oriented aspects.

4.2.6.1. Defining Positive Functions in the Context of Conflict Theory

As noted in section 2.2.3, the analysis approach to conflict sees conflict as natural
and inevitable. Social order is maintained and built around conflict issues (Allan 2014).
Therefore, conflict, a part of social order, is also necessary for social structures to remain
dynamic and reproduce. In this context, it is critical to understand the positive function
definitions of Simmel, Weber, Dahrendorf, Collins, and Coser, the pioneers of analytic
conflict theory, to understand and interpret the perspectives of urban rights conflicts over

public space.
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According to Simmel, the conflict has positive functions as a "unifying force," a
trigger for social change, a precursor to social awareness, and the potential to involve the
interrogation of social relations. Conflict provides social balance by regulating intergroup
relations and interactions between individuals. It is considered positive because it
challenges society's static and unchanging nature (Wagner-Pacifici and Hall 2012; Turner
1975).

According to Collins, conflict is a unifying element in society that provides moral
and symbolic unity through social organization. This unity through emotion and rituals
defines a positive function as a precursor to social change. (Wallace and Wolf2022; Allan
2014; Collins 2009).

According to Weber, conflict promotes reconstruction by making interactions
between social strata visible. In this context, it reveals different social goals and values
and has the potential to trigger and reshape social change (Wallace and Wolf 2022; Allan
2014).

According to Dahrendorf, the conflict has the potential to eliminate divisive
elements and determine stabilizing outcomes through its dynamic interactions. In this
regard, conflict is described as an integrative component that facilitates resolution
following the disruption of social relationships (Dahrendorf 1959, 207).

According to Coser, conflict “’prevents the ossification of the social system by
exerting pressure for innovation and creativity” (Dahrendorf 1959, 207). In this way,
conflict encourages social change and adaptation and defines a positive space by enabling
existing social structures and norms to be constantly questioned and re-evaluated.

According to Bartos and Wehr, conflict is constructive and healthy when
evaluated from the perspective of social cognition with its theoretical background.
Therefore, “’a tolerance for "healthy" conflict” should be encouraged (2002).
Accordingly, “’attraction and repulsion between groups” support the structural structure
of social relations, while “’A healthy society, organization, or group maintains a balance
of cooperative and oppositional relations” (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 149). However,
society tends to overlook and suppress the positive context of conflict rather than utilizing
it. In this context, constructing a positive use of conflict requires the synthesis of
theoretical and practical knowledge and an analysis that makes it visible.

In conclusion, a non-violent conflict of ideas facilitates the synthesis of diverse

perspectives, enhancing self-awareness and prompting a questioning of consciousness.

124



Through its analysis, it identifies weaknesses and assesses the status quo, thereby

delineating a positive space.

4.2.6.2. Defining Positive Functions within the Framework of Urban

Rights

David Harvey, in his book Rebel Cities, in which he takes an activist approach to
Lefebvre's right to the city framework, emphasizes that urban spaces have the potential
to organize in ways that challenge existing political and economic forces (2013). In this
context, a public sphere in conflict is a platform for social change and a catalyst for
resistance against power dynamics. Harvey's view is concretized by Dahrendorf's
analytical approach. ’Conflict within and between groups in a society can prevent
accommodations and habitual relations from progressively impoverishing creativity”
(Dahrendorf 1959, 207). Accordingly, the free platform within the public sphere formed
with conflict has the potential to support a public production with its creative elements.
In this context, public space stands out not only as a physical space but also as a
component of the city as the epicenter of social change and conflict dynamics. Therefore,
public space is essential as a space where the dynamic structure of society can be

preserved, and its preservation is fundamental.

4.2.6.3. Evaluating Positive Functions through Kiiltiirpark

When the post-1990 period covering the search for the right to the city is analyzed
through the case of izmir Kiiltiirpark, even though a common ground of consensus could
not be formed between the city actors on the production and future of the space in
contradictions, the conflict has existed in the context with its positive functions. Within
the struggle process of Kiiltlirpark, the conflict has led to a dynamic inquiry that
encourages cooperative efforts, positive problem-solving, and an environment of
creativity that reflects the assertion of urban rights. In the process, the search for spatial
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intervention in the space has created a transformative effect for the city of Izmir, including
the use of space and social participation.

Throughout the struggle, various conflict contexts from different regions of [zmir
have shaped their strategies using the insights gained from the Kiiltiirpark struggle.
During this period, as an extension of the Kiiltiirpark platform, Izmir Yasam Alanlar
initiative has emerged, and this formation has developed overarching strategies for
protecting the city’s ecological and cultural values (Interviewer 4,7; Appendix C).
Additionally, the process has supported constructive solution-seeking, productive
foundations, and dynamic inquiry with its positive functions, creating a platform for
expressing urban rights through public spaces.

In this context, the Kiiltiirpark Platform has played a critical role in making the
conflict visible and monitoring the ongoing struggle through its activities and information
campaigns that overlap with the demand for urban rights in Kiiltiirpark, catalyzing new
formations with its organizing potential in areas of conflict and reconciliation. Its
evaluations of the consequences of the conflict have been significant.

In the ongoing process, the Kiiltlirpark Platform has indicated that the struggle has
not ended with concrete gains and that this process will continue (Appendix C).
Concurrently, the current achievements are identified by KP as the increased visibility of
the struggle (interviewers 2, 5, 6), the differentiation of Kiiltiirpark’s function from its fair
function (3), the comprehensive information infrastructure created for Kiiltiirpark (5), and
the prevention of speculative, profit-oriented ventures in the area (7).

On the other hand, the losses are addressed by KP as damages to Kiiltlirpark’s
ecosystem and the reduction of green spaces (Interviewer 2,5), lack of activities and
unclear functionality (2), insufficient security measures within the area (2),
unsustainability of the physical structure that has not been preserved (interviewer 4,7,8,3),
and non-transparent processes regarding democratic participation (Interviewer 7,8).

Additionally, the platform has focused its current energy on the struggle, stating
that there needs to be an increase in public awareness and civil attention (Appendix C),
yet notes that the local community regards Kiiltiirpark as its forgotten cultural function
(Interviewer 4, 6).

According to this, during the conflict process, support and collaboration
opportunities have been formed with various actors such as pedestrian associations, [zmir

Yasam Alanlari, EGECEP, professional organizations (Interviewer 3, 4, 6), local
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government (Interviewers 2 5), the bar association (5), and universities (5). The
participation of various actors within the context of conflict has enabled the struggle to
be addressed in multiple dimensions and facilitated strategic collaborations.

As a result, the positive aspects of the conflict have emerged, supporting larger-
scale environmental struggles (Interviewer 1, 4, 6), strengthening initiatives for raising
public awareness (Interviewer 2), preventing profit-oriented approaches to public spaces
within the context of urban rights (Interviewer 3), and highlighting the sustainability of
questioning whether an egalitarian, liberal space is possible (Interviewer 5).

Consequently, a “positive’* function of a conflict is defined as "any consequence
that has a positive payoff for one or both parties (Bartos and Wehr 2002). In this context,
it is possible to conduct the sample analysis from two perspectives: (1) outcome-oriented
positive functions and (2) process-oriented positive functions.

The outcome-oriented approach is based on specific spatial decisions taken in
Kiiltiirpark, while the process-oriented approach is defined as positive outputs resulting
from conflict dynamics.

Regardless of whether the struggle is won;

If it is defined in the context of the positive outputs obtained through the pattern
of conflict dynamics created in the historical process of the struggle with a result-oriented

approach;

e In 1990, urban actors' sensitivities against the specifications of the ““International
Izmir Fair Kiiltirpark Environmental Arrangement and Fair Complex
Architectural Project Competition’* were made visible through various protests
and marches.

e In 2006, local government changes to the 1/5000 scale conservation-oriented
zoning plan, which facilitated an underground parking lot, prompted the struggle
of urban and ecological rights advocates. This led to the construction being
temporarily postponed and supported by scientific reports due to the necessities
highlighted during the process.

e In 2014, the Izmir Kiiltiirpark Report and Kiiltiirpark Revision Project organized
by the Local Government were addressed in joint assessment meetings with urban

actors visible in the context of urban rights.
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e In 2017, the struggle over Kiiltiirpark indirectly influenced the decision of the
Cultural and Natural Assets Preservation Board to create a conservation-oriented
zoning plan for Kiiltlirpark, marking a step towards preserving the public space.

e The 2018 “Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz?’* workshop supported Kiiltiirpark's
struggle within the context of democratic participation and production of the
space.

e In 2019, the “Arama Konferans1’* and “Kiiltiirpark Calistay1’* brought together
all city actors to create a democratic platform for exchanging various opinions
about the public space within a common discussion ground.

e In 2020, technical analysis and reporting within the scope of Conservation-
Oriented Zoning Planning created a database on the Kiiltlirpark example.

e In 2022 and 2023, following search conferences and workshops where a common
consensus was not reached, meetings between opposing actors continued, and
dialogue was maintained.

e By 2024, with the change in local government actors, the dialogue environment

was re-established, and the Kiiltiirpark conflict was reframed with its potential.

If the process-oriented approach is defined in terms of the unifying and
consciousness-raising effect of conflict on the community, transformative effects on
spatial intervention policies, and the construction of consensus and participation

principles;

Positive outcomes on the Kiiltiirpark;

e Enhancement of ownership awareness over the public space of Kiiltiirpark
through solidarity in conflict and social awareness initiatives.

e Formation of new collaborations by urban actors during the process.

e Creation of a platform for free thought through social relations produced within
the context of the right to the city, influencing the public space.

e Visibility of diverse opinions on the production of space through conflict
management and collaborative processes, influencing spatial changes.

e Development of an informational foundation on Kiiltiirpark through a focus on
learning and development established throughout the process.
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e Emergence of the right to the city as a primary interest alongside the specific goals

of the parties involved.

e Expansion of the influence of Kiiltiirpark’s struggle on urban conflicts within the

city, broadening its scope of impact.

is defined. Accordingly, the conflict regarding production, use, and democratic

participation in Kiiltiirpark has resulted in several functional benefits. These include

social ownership, new collaborations, accessible communication, spatial visibility,

knowledge accumulation, interest in the right to the city, and an expanding impact of the

struggle. During this process, concrete outcomes regarding the conservation of

Kiiltiirpark have been achieved. In this context, Kiiltiirpark has positively defined its

critical functionality in public space and urban struggle.

Table 8. Positive outcomes and their impacts on Public Space

Positive Outcomes

Impact on Public Space

Functional
Transformation
of Space

Spatial
Interventions
and
Construction
Processes

Urban
Heritage
and
Memory

Social
Participation
in Public
Space and
Urban
Rights

Ecological
Rights
Struggle

Protection
of Public
Space

Results-oriented Approach

The concerns of urban actors
regarding architectural
project competition initiated
urban struggle through acts
of civil disobedience

1990

The defense of urban and
ecological rights delayed the
Kiiltiirpark underground
parking project by
highlighting process
requirements and scientific
reports

2006

Collaborative discussions
made on the Izmir Kiiltiirpark
Revision project increased
visibility in the context of the
Right to the City

2014

The struggle for Kiiltiirpark
indirectly influenced the
conservation zoning plan for
the park

2017

Organizing the 'Nasil Bir
Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz?'
workshop to promote
democratic engagement in
urban areas and involvement
in spatial development

2018

(cont. on next page)
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Table 8. (cont).

'Arama Konferansi' and
'Kiiltiirpark ¢alistaylart'
assemble urban actors
establish a democratic forum
for the exchange of various
perspectives on public space

2019

Technical analyses and 2020
reports within the
Conservation Development
Planning efforts have created

a database on the Kiiltiirpark

Despite the absence of 2022
consensus achieved in the -
search conferences and 2023
workshops, contact between
opposing parties through
conversations was
maintained

The dialog environment was |2024
re-established, and the
Kiltiirpark conflict started to
be re-framed with its

potential

Positive Outcomes

Impact on Public Space

Functional
Transformation
of Space

Spatial
Interventions
and
Construction
Processes

Urban
Heritage
and
Memory

Social
Participation
in Public
Space and
Urban
Rights

Ecological
Rights
Struggle

Protection
of Public
Space

Process-oriented Approach

Enhanced consciousness of
belonging over the public space of
Kiiltiirpark through the conflict
solidarity and social awareness
activities

New collaborations established by
the urban actors through the
conflict dynamics

Creating a platform for free thought
through social relations and public
space produced in the context of the
Right to the City

Through processes of conflict
management and collaboration,
different views on the production of
space gain visibility and impact
spatial transformations

Formation of a knowledge basis on
Kiiltiirpark with the learning and
progress focuses established
throughout the process

The focus on the right to the city as
an interest alongside the specific
goals of the parties

The struggle for Kiiltiirpark
influencing urban struggles within
the city and expanding its scale of
influence
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4.2.7. Understanding the Potentials

CONFLICT MAPPING TECHNIQUE
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Understanding
the Potentials

Figure 24. Phase Seven: Understanding Potentials Through Conflict Mapping
(Source: Produced by Author)

As Sections 2.1 and 4.2.6 emphasize, not all conflicts defined within the social
order can be defined as positive, nor is every conflict context defined as unfavorable. The
construction of social reality is influenced by the dialectical production of social relations
between conflict and compromise and is reproduced within the space between social
structure, norms, and values. Accordingly, positive conflict is defined as concrete
outcomes and evaluated according to developments in the process. Therefore, potential
refers to the long-term outcomes of the conflict, and in the process, it generates a wide
range of outcomes such as rights gains, public innovation, and positive urban rights
practices.

Each conflict map contains strategic potential. In this context, section 4.2.7
provides a basis for forming potentials and strategies within the conflict and includes an
assessment of the balance between the feasibility and sustainability of conflict resolution
methods. When evaluated through the case study, the aim is the question of how the public
space of Izmir Kiiltiirpark could be formed.

Using the underlay of conflict mapping on future scenarios may support the
adoption of innovative approaches in the resolution process or integrate past approaches
on a new basis by extracting positive functions that are not apparent.

For this reason, the section follows the processes of;

e Identification of potentials using conflict theory
e Definition of potentials using Urban Rights
e Evaluation of conflict potentials through Kiiltiirpark
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and in the last step of the 7-step conflict analysis, it identifies the potentials in the context
of;

e Social Conflict Theory

e Urban Hegemonies

e Public Space

¢ Right to the City

through the case study of Kiiltlirpark.

4.2.7.1. Identification of Potentials Using Conflict Theory

In the context of conflict, “potential’‘ is defined as the future manifestations of
positive outcomes resulting from the process and outcome of the conflict. According to
Bartos and Wehr, low-intensity conflicts have the potential to support the development of
social structure through their controllable nature (2002, 149). The utilization of potentials
is described through 4 basic strategies; ‘’Balanced Association, Consultation, Effective
Communication, and Reconciling potential conflict groups through free interaction”
(Bartos and Wehr 2002, 149). As a first step, Balanced Sociation aims to promote
cooperation and education in a way that makes conflict visible in the public consciousness
while promoting mechanisms where the tension between cooperation and conflict
supports social relations, such as ‘’nonviolent social movements; institutional third
parties such as court systems and mediators”, which Coser calls the “’safety valve”
(Bartos and Wehr 2002, 150). Secondly, Consultation involves eliminating power
inequalities by increasing social relations between actors. Thirdly, Effective
Communication addresses the importance of fostering healthy communication within the
process (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 151). Finally, “’Reconciling Potential on Conflict
Groups’® increases support for constructive dialogue in a free communication
environment (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 159).

Basically, conflict theory points out that conflict can have potential through the

control of escalation periods. “’Getting adversaries to change their power strategies;
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introducing third-party intervention such as mediation; and using self-limiting escalation
methods" such as strategic unilateral de-escalation processes and the Gandhian method”
could be used (Bartos and Wehr 2002, 165-71). Accordingly, the potential for conflict is
based on positive outcomes in processes and outcomes while promoting a consensus-

oriented approach.

4.2.7.2. Definition of Potentials Using Urban Rights

As noted in Section 3.1, the right to the city, as a collective right, encompasses all
those who participate in the reproduction of everyday life with the diversity of social
spaces, aims to ensure social cohesion, and creates a complex order by defining forms of
civic organization (Harvey 2013, 137). In this context, rights struggles define the potential
for the use and protection of public space by making urban problems visible. In this
context, the struggle is seen as a prerequisite for ’change the world, to change a life, and
to reinvent the city more after their heart's desire” (Harvey 2013, 25). Civil inattention,
formed by unresponsiveness on public conscience, constitutes increasing violations of
urban rights, transforms into an active intervention strategy through civil disobedience,
and defines the authority of urban residents to shape and protect their living spaces (Bal
2019).

As an examplar, Gandhi's tactic of civil disobedience, known as Satyagraha,
illustrates ‘’both balanced sociation and safety valve conflict.”” Satyagraha as a "clinging
to truth; civil or non-violent disobedience or resistance" describes conflict's "escalation
control" (Gandhi 1961). As Bondurant described, “‘nonviolent action (antithesis) engages
established structures of power (thesis) in a truth-seeking struggle leading to a more just
and truthful relationship between the parties in conflict (synthesis)’¢ (Bartos and Wehr
2002).

In conclusion, the activist, urban perspective that promotes the construction of the
social structure is centrally positioned in societal processes through dialogues that support
the development of social relations, employing the dialectic of conflict and consensus. It
shapes the primary dynamics of social change, thereby outlining the potential for the

future.
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Table 9. Definitions of the term ¢’Potential.”

Definition of the term ''Potential."

Definition According to;
Etymology Conflict Theory Right to the City
Potent (being able) + The process of conflict and [|Possibilities for making urban
Potantia (power) = the subsequent emergence of ||problems visible and prospects for
Capable of (being) or positive effects in future using, protecting, and transforming
(becoming) periods. public spaces

4.2.7.3. Evaluation of Conflict Potentials Through Kiiltiirpark

After conducting a contextual and actor analysis, understanding its cause-etfect
relationships, target interests, and dynamics, together with determining its positive
functions, the final part of the process involves identifying the potentials of Kiiltiirpark
conflict. To achieve this objective, the study initially examines Kiiltlirpark through the
lens of sociological conflict theory and subsequently evaluates it from the standpoint of

urban rights to list the potentials that have been realized through the context of;

e Social Conflict Theory
e Urban Hegemonies

e Public Space

e Right to the City

In this context, if the subset of conflict theory is considered;

Conlflict could be “’limited and controlled by institutional forms, social roles,
social norms, rules for conducting negotiations, and specific procedures” (Bartos and
Wehr 2002). In the case of Kiiltiirpark, the spatial transformation processes for the future
have been impacted by institutional structures, which have involved decision-making
actors. Together with this, urban actors with distinct social role definitions participated in
the social production processes of the public space. In this process, social norms have

influenced how urban actors negotiate and handle procedures in the process of conflict.
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Furthermore, Bartos and Wehr's four key points described in section 4.2.7.1
“’balanced association, consultation, effective communication, and reconciling potential
conflict groups through free interaction’* were noted in the Kiiltiirpark.

Kiiltiirpark conflict in the context of ‘’Balanced Sociation” has brought together
urban actors from various usage practices and disciplines with public space discussions
in search of a common consensus and has paved the way for the formation of cooperation
processes on spatial change, especially between 2018 and 2019 with the “’Nasil Bir
Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz” workshop (2018), followed by the Search Conference (2019) and
Kiiltiirpark Workshop (2019).

Kiiltiirpark conflict in the context of ‘’Consultation;” created a potential ground
for cooperation by setting the stage for the attempts of all actors of the urban actors to
participate in the planning processes within the process covering the period of Kiiltiirpark
Revision Project (2014) and Kiiltiirpark Conservation Zoning Plan Studies (2020) as part
of the formation of plans for the future production of the space; however, a permanent
cooperation environment could not be achieved in the context of ensuring the production
of the space with the participation of the city dwellers under democratic conditions.

Kiiltiirpark conflict in the context of “’Effective Communication” during the
2018-2019 period, especially within the collaboration processes, the failure to establish
an effective communication environment has negatively impacted the conflict process
due to the lack of transparent communication among urban actors. It observed in several
key projects and agendas in Kiiltiirpark, including the ‘International Izmir Fair
Kiiltirpark Environmental Arrangement and Fair Complex Architectural Project
Competition’* (1990), Kiiltiirpark Underground Parking Lot (2004-2009), Kiiltiirpark
Revision Project (2014-2017), the allocation agendas of structures within the Kiiltlirpark
area (2018, 2019), the Producers' Market (2019), and the discussions involving restoration
and reconstruction activities (2020-2024).

Kiiltiirpark conflict in the context of ‘’Reconciling Potential of Conflict Groups™;
although it has supported the production of spatial discourses on the future of the park by
supporting a free-thought platform, a potential reconciliation between the actors could
not be defined due to the lack of ground for reconciliation within the conflict environment
created by the park.

Throughout the struggle, the Kiiltiirpark platform has strategically utilized the

potential of conflict to provide a foundation for various urban struggles; it has positively
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defined the conflict by considering the potentials involved in the process. The role of
conflict in decision-making processes and its impact on the scope of influence (1), the
formation of urban components during the conflict and the emergence of collaboration
opportunities (2), the redefinition of a healthy urban life within the process (3), and the
exemplification of the form of social struggle created by Kiiltiirpark in supporting
environmental struggles within the city (4, 6, 7), and the influence of the struggle on the
decisions regarding the transformation of the space as its impact area expands (1), have

been identified as holding potential for the future of Kiiltiirpark.

Additionally, if the subset of the right to the city is re-visited;

It is observed that the conflict has created a social unity among urban actors
regarding the use, protection, and future of the public space. In the process, the
observation of negative mobilizations regarding the transformation and sustainability of
the space has led to civil disobedience actions as a form of social action by creating
attempts to increase the visibility of the spatial struggle of Kiiltiirpark. The conflict has
also impacted struggles at various urban scales and served as a precedent for asserting
urban rights.

According to Harvey, the potentials of urban rights lie in the 21st century's urban
movements that have not yet been able to form a coherent opposition (Harvey 2013, 25).
When the Kiiltiirpark Struggle is evaluated within the framework of his approach, by
supporting the environmental civil initiative formations in izmir, it has carried the
struggle to the upper scale of the city and strengthened the democratic right on public
space. While the struggle continued on a larger scale in the city, studies on civil
disobedience were carried out in Kiiltlirpark, and these studies were strengthened by the
use of civil disobedience strategies emerging from the context of the conflict.

Furthermore, if Section 3.2 is revisited, it becomes possible to analyze Marcuse's
expose proposes politicized strategies for urban rights demand within the framework of
Kiiltirpark. In the process of struggle, Urban Citizens, Kiiltiirpark Platform, TMMOB
affiliated professional chambers have exposed the process by publicly disclosing their
urban rights assessments regarding the transformation of the space, periods of cooperation

on the spatial production of Kiiltiirpark have proposed various ideas on the use and
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function of the public space, and steps have been taken on politicization that have not

achieved concrete success in cooperation processes.

When evaluating the process of conflict,

“Balanced association’ was provided for the promotion of an open conflict, while
a potential ground for consultation was created through participation initiatives in
planning processes; however, “Consultation’* could not be encouraged due to the lack of
a permanent cooperation environment in the context of democratic participation in the
production of space. While “Effective Communication’* was ensured in the cooperation
processes on the future scenarios of Kiiltiirpark between 2018-2019, the lack of
transparent and open communication with the public during the escalation periods of the
conflict negatively affected the spatial transformation processes. Therefore, although
Kiiltiirpark offers a free platform environment that produces spatial discourses on the
transformation of the space, its “Reconciling Potential’¢ could not be supported by its
inability to create a ground for consensus in the current conflict environment. Of the
"three main tools for dealing" with conflict defined as "overwhelming force, negotiation,
and the tit-for-tat strategy", only negotiation was used in the case study (Bartos and Wehr
2002, 178). Despite the lack of a consensus ground, opposing actors, including the local
government, have emphasized the importance of the struggle for urban rights by stating
their support for Kiiltiirpark's spatial struggle (Interviewer 2). In the case of Kiiltiirpark,
institutional structures shaped spatial transformation, urban actors with different social
roles participated in discussions on the production of space, and social norms shaped
negotiation and procedural management. In the context of urban rights, the spatial
production efforts in Kiiltiirpark concerning public spaces (thesis) have encouraged the
support for democratic use of the space (synthesis) through the conflict environment

created by the urban rights struggle represented in the process (anti-thesis).
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SYNTHESIS
Democratic usage
and participation of
space
THESIS ANTI-THESIS
Spatial production The conflict
practices related to environment created
public space of ... by the struggle for the
Kiiltiirpark right to the city

Figure 25. Thesis, Anti-Thesis, and Synthesis on Kiiltlirpark
(Source: Produced by Author)

Based on these outcomes, it is conceivable to classify and list the potentials of
Kiilttirpark's urban rights struggle on spatial practices within the framework of Conflict
Theory, Urban Hegemonies, Public Space, and Urban Rights. According to the analysis

of conflict mapping, the potentials are identified as follows;

Potentials in the Context of Conflict Theory:

e Supporting the view of conflict as a natural and creative element of society with
its positive outcomes.

e Redistribution of power and status balance among opposing actors through
collaborative initiatives.

e Encouraging constructive conflict within the dialectic of reconciliation.

Potentials in the Context of Urban Hegemonies:

e Promoting solidarity networks and hegemonic reconstruction processes.
e Implementation of normative reconstruction efforts in the context of spatial
production and transformation.

e Creation of public resistance and identity construction in relation to space
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Potentials in the Context of Public Space:

e Supporting social interaction and the space for free thought within public spaces.
e Establishing public spaces as inclusive democratic arenas.
e Creating a knowledge domain for preserving and transmitting public spaces to

future generations.

Potentials in the Context of Right to the City:

e Encouraging democratic participation in the use and production of space.
e Formation of a collective identity through the phenomenon of spatial justice.

e C(Creating city belongingness through social solidarity.

Therefore, recognizing conflict as an inherent and innovative aspect of society,
redistributing power and status among conflicting parties through collaborative efforts,
and encouraging productive conflict within the reconciliation process have become
essential components of social change. Additionally, promoting solidarity networks and
hegemonic reconstruction processes, as well as implementing normative reconstruction
efforts in the context of spatial production and transformation, have altered the outcomes
of the process and established public resistance and identity related to space. Furthermore,
within the context of conflict, the public space has been designed to support social
interaction and free thought, creating an inclusive democratic arena to preserve this area
as a knowledge domain for future generations. Lastly, in the context of the right to the
city, encouraging democratic participation in the use and production of space, forming a
collective identity while addressing spatial justice, and reinforcing urban belonging
through social solidarity have articulated the fundamental dynamics opposing space
transformation.

As a result, the conflict context has created a potential ground for the activation
of social interventions on the transformation of urban space and the realization of the

ideal of public space by supporting the democratic participation of the city.
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CHAPTER S

CONCLUSION

This thesis aims to reveal the positive outcomes of “’conflictual spaces” in the
context of public space and urban rights with the basis of ‘’social conflict theory.” In this
direction, it investigates the relationship between the concept of conflict and spatial
practices by conducting a case study on izmir Kiiltiirpark. It deals with the knowledge of
space and conflict by synthesizing interdisciplinary scientific methods and analyzing
them within the unified ground of theory and practice. Within the scope of the thesis, the
main concern was to question whether a social theory-based analysis offers a potential
methodological framework for the present and future concrete manifestations of
Kiiltiirpark.

For this purpose, the theoretical basis of the study is based on the literature on
Social Conflict Theory, Urban Hegemonies, Public Space, and Right to the City. The
practical ground was realized through Bartos and Wehr's ““conflict mapping method’ to
analyze the spatial conflict of Izmir Kiiltiirpark. Accordingly, the conclusion of this thesis

is structured in 3 primary phases;

e Structural analysis of the thesis research
e Key outputs of the Kiiltiirpark conflict map

e Speculation on Izmir Kiiltiirpark

First of all, in Chapter 2, the thesis focused on the concept of “social interaction’*
that constitutes the essential components of conflict, which it considers a natural
phenomenon of everyday life, and addressed conflict with its role in supporting social
questioning mechanisms by disrupting the static structure of society. In this direction,
conflict is analyzed with the concept of consensus, establishing a dialectical relationship.
Subsequently, it has been revealed that the concept, which primarily constituted a
mechanism of questioning in the face of economic inequalities in the 19th century, has

become a subject of cultural scrutiny through hegemony debates and intersected with the
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field of knowledge of space. Besides, the thesis conducted a historical analysis of the
"social conflict theory" by examining its relationship with the concepts of "struggle" and
"power," with which the concept of conflict has established the most basic conceptual
relationship today and grounded its historical analysis in the classical and modern
approaches.

In Chapter 3, the study focused on the public space literature to explore how the
cities where contrasting perspectives merge and social interactions take place are linked
to the concept of conflict through public spaces. Using the frameworks developed by
Habermas, Sennett, and Lefebvre, public space is characterized as a platform for social
production where values and norms are negotiated within the ground of conflict and
consensus. Subsequently, the study discussed the Right to the City perspective, which
forms the conceptual framework of spatial conflict through the works of Lefebvre,
Harvey, and Mitchell. In conclusion, the thesis demonstrated that the Right to the City,
defined as the right to participate in and produce space, is a theoretical expression of
spatial conflict. Furthermore, emphasizing the synthesis of theoretical and practical
knowledge on the production practices of space exemplified the concrete outcomes of
these spatial practices and their connections with social consensus. In conclusion, within
the framework of its relationship with ’social conflict theory,” the study has
demonstrated the advantages of space in amplifying the voice of conflict and highlighted
the potential for expanding and enhancing research in this area.

Finally, Chapter 4 synthesizes the conceptual framework established through the
literature on Social Conflict Theory, Urban Hegemonies, Public Space, and Right to the
City with the practical knowledge of the “conflict mapping method’* and concretizing it
through the case of Izmir Kiiltiirpark. Initially, it conducted historical research and then
examined Kiiltlirpark within the context of the right to the city, which was framed by
conflicting goals. It demonstrated that using public space as a resource involves
incompatibilities in goals emerging from role differentiation and differences between
systemic and societal values among urban actors, thereby proving that Kiiltiirpark is an
urban area of conflict. Subsequently, the study followed the seven fundamental steps of
the conflict mapping method to perform its conflict analysis. The research categorized 99
events that shaped the dynamics of the Kiiltiirpark conflict under four main objectives -
Providing information, realizing the pursuit of legal rights, Creating a basis for consensus,

Making conflict visible by escalation- identifying their effects as escalation, notr, and de-
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escalation (Appendix A). At the end of the research, through the pattern he created, the
study revealed the positive outcomes of the conflict within the framework of the struggle
for the right to the city and listed the potentials offered by Kiiltiirpark within the historical
process of Kiiltiirpark. Accordingly, the outputs are based on the fundamental
underpinning provided by the conflict mapping method;

1- Specifying the Context;

Kiiltiirpark has created a layer of memory in the city with its historical, social, and
cultural contexts, daily life practices, and leisure activities on a national and international
scale; however, its "public university vision" has faded with the processes it has
undergone. With its ideological and political contexts, it has come to the fore as a public
space reproduced in its historical process by entering the field of interaction of urban
hegemonies. It has undergone spatial and socio-political transformations in line with the
ideals of the right to the city. In the economic context, the area has come under the threat
of commodification due to the economic value attributed to it. In the process, the rent-
oriented approach to planning was met with a reaction from urban actors. Finally, in the
environmental context, it has been observed that its fauna and flora have been damaged
by spatial interventions without scale and activities exceeding its carrying capacity, and

today, it is defined as an "old and tired park."

2- Identifying the Parties;

Six main actors who played an active role in the process of Kiiltiirpark's urban
rights struggle have been identified. Accordingly, Local Government, Kiiltiirpark
Platform, Professional Chambers affiliated to TMMOB, Local Capital Actors, and Civil
Initiatives were found to be in the position of primary actors in the context of being actors
whose conflict identities and behavioral patterns have developed and who are in follow-
up on the results of the conflict. At the same time, the urbanites are in the position of
secondary actors in the context of being indirectly affected by the outcome of the struggle.
On the other hand, no tertiary actors were observed in the status of mediators and

consultants who were not directly affected by the conflict process.
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3- Separating Causes From Consequences;

It has been observed that spatial interventions and discourses within the demand
for urban rights shape conflict dynamics and lead to conflict behaviors with additional
and reactionary reactions. In the process, the leading causes of conflict have been goal
incompatibilities and spatial interventions in public space; besides, it has led to the

formation of group identities and conflict solidarity.

4- Separating Goals from Interests;

When the discussions that have taken place in the historical process of Kiiltiirpark
and are still ongoing are listed, it is observed that the main interest is the use of public
space and the realization of the right to the city. At the same time, the objectives are
shaped around the individual attitudes of urban actors. Whereas the primary purpose of
the local administration is shaped by the governance and urban policies of Kiiltiirpark,
the primary purpose of the Kiiltiirpark platform has been defending the space as an urban
park as an urban common with a proactive attitude and has received support from Civil
Initiatives; At the same time, the professional chambers affiliated with TMMOB have
frequently underlined the protection of the park's urban and cultural heritage through
scientific information. Local capital actors have focused on the investment potential,
while the citizens have remained limited regarding the scope and depth of their interaction

and participation.

5- Understanding Dynamics;

Starting in the 1990s and continuing for 34 years, discussions on the use and
protection of public space have continued between the grounds of reconciliation (search
conferences, Kiiltiirpark workshops, meetings, and collaborations between actors) and
conflict (press releases, non-violent actions), and social interactions for consensus and
cooperation have taken shape (Appendix A). Dynamics were analyzed over nine essential
periods; elements such as spatial interventions, functional transformations, social
participation and struggle for public space, and actors' conflict behaviors were observed

to affect the outcomes of interventions in public space. Looking at the dynamic outcomes,
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it is revealed that while communication deficiencies, mistrust, competition, and
disagreements cause conflict escalation, processes such as reconciliation, negotiation,
trust-building, and cooperation help to de-escalate the conflict. In addition, spatial reports

and opinions based on scientific knowledge were positively evaluated by all actors.

6- Searching for Positive Functions;

In the conclusion of the analysis, the fundamental proposition of Simmel’s analytical
theory, that conflict has natural and positive outcomes, is reiterated. During the conflict
mapping, process and outcome-oriented positive functions were achieved concerning

e Functional transformation of space

e Spatial Interventions and construction processes

e Urban Heritage and Memory

e Social participation in public space and Urban Rights

e Ecological and Environmental Rights Struggle

e Protection of public space

According to these results, the outcome-oriented positive functions have made the
struggle visible through a proactive tone and have achieved the spatial interventions that
damage public spaces have resulted in

e to be stopped
e to prolong the construction process and make it evaluated

e to cancel and revise

On the other hand, the process-oriented outcomes are defined in terms of their
unifying and enlightening impact on the community, transformative effects on spatial
intervention policies, and the construction of principles of reconciliation and

participation;

e With conflict solidarity, there is an increase in activities related to urban belonging
and social awareness

e Formation of collaborations among urban actors

e Creation of a platform where the free thoughts and diverse views of urban actors

in public spaces gain visibility
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e Influence of conflict management and collaboration processes on the underlying
structure of spatial transformation

e Formation of a knowledge base focusing on learning and development directed
towards Kiiltlirpark

e Besides the specific goals of the parties, the focus on urban rights as an interest
coming to the forefront

e Expansion of the influence of the Kiiltiirpark struggle affecting other urban

struggles within the city

7- Understanding the Regulation Potentials;

The conflict potential shown by the conflict mapping method is specific to the

Kiilttirpark case study;

Regarding the Context of Conflict Theory;

e Creating a platform for equitable discussion by increasing creativity towards
conflict resolution: Non-violent actions during the conflict process turned into
creative searches and led to outputs such as the "Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark Istiyoruz"

workshop, which paved the way for collaborations among urban actors

e Mediating the redistribution of the balance of power and status between
opposing actors through cooperation initiatives: In 2014, with the "Ortak Uzlas1"
meetings and especially in 2019 with the "Arama Konferans1" period, urban actors
were recognized as a component of Kiiltiirpark. It has demonstrated the
management potential of Kiiltiirpark with the democratic participation of the

urbanites.

e The reconciliation ground formed during the process demonstrates the
importance of constructive conflict promotion: The de-escalation periods of the
conflict provided positive outputs such as search conferences and joint workshops
in the context of the production of space and democratic participation in space,

and the potential for constructive conflict encouragement was realized.
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Regarding the Context of Urban Hegemonies,

Encouragement of solidarity networks and hegemonic reconstruction
processes in urban rights struggles: In response to urban policies, the struggle has
highlighted the necessity of policy reformation and demonstrated their production

potential.

Support for normative reconstruction efforts in the context of the production and
transformation of space: The public space, affected by hegemonic processes, has
presented an independent urban vision free from dominant ideologies through

collaborations formed due to conflicts.

Creation of public resistance and identity through resistance to space: The
struggle for Kiiltiirpark has demonstrated the potential for various urban actors to

come together and gain a public identity against authoritarian governance.

Regarding the Context of Public Space;

Supporting the potential of public spaces as realms for social interaction and
free thought: Urban actors have made their voices heard, becoming critical
components of the space; various opinions have become visible through

collaboration processes and in local and national media.

Formation of an inclusive democratic space definition through public spaces:
The struggle has been articulated through the public spaces of Kiiltiirpark and
social media groups dedicated to Kiiltiirpark, demonstrating the potential of public

spaces as democratic platforms.

Development of a knowledge base for preserving and transmitting public
spaces to future generations: The process has established a foundation of
knowledge about Kiiltiirpark through press releases and legal actions, defining

requirements for conservation-oriented urban planning and reporting.
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Regarding the Context of the Right to the City;

e Emphasizing and promoting the importance of democratic participation in the
use and production of space: The collaborative process has recognized urban
actors as stakeholders in the decision-making mechanisms concerning the spatial
future of Kiiltiirpark, revealing the potential formation driven by the demands of

the Kiiltiirpark Council.

e Strengthening the concept of spatial justice to foster a collective identity
regarding the city: Through discourses and awareness-raising activities related to
Kiiltiirpark, the process has demonstrated the potential to achieve spatial justice

in public spaces through legal actions and activism.

e C(reating urban belonging through social solidarity: Urban belonging has
evolved from a process solely controlled by the municipality as the single
decision-making body to one potentially under the continuous control of the city's

residents, shaped through multiple struggles by urban actors.

Speculations on Izmir Kiiltiirpark:

Throughout Kiiltiirpark's struggle for public space and urban rights since 1990,
the conflict has catalyzed social change and is a factor in raising social awareness. It
has created the potential to evaluate the status quo, find its weak points, break the static
functioning of urban dynamics, and encourage creativity for reproduction and solution.
Although positive outputs are defined with all these contexts, Kiiltlirpark today is defined
as an "old and tired" urban park, far from the ideal of a "public university" that was the
purpose of its establishment; the scene of incompatible goals of urban actors and
individual discourses on the production of space; where the discourse of struggle
between ruptures and continuities persists. The theoretical and practical underpinnings of
the study show that there is a lack of an internal perspective that will understand, interpret,
and reproduce the conflictual environment of Kiiltiirpark through the knowledge of the
space.

In this direction, if speculations on Kiiltiirpark are to be defined through the four

primary theoretical grounds of the study,
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Social Conflict Theory: Spatial reproduction infrastructure based on

cooperation and consensus in conflict areas;

The study has shown that over 34 years, the struggle for urban rights in Kiiltiirpark
has consistently revolved around the functional transformation and interventions
of the space, urban heritage, preservation and memory, democratic participation,
environmental rights, and the right to the city. At this point, Kiiltiirpark has
become a representation of a continual state of conflict. Therefore, this continuity
creates an active situation for preserving public interest in the context of the unity
of the following urban actors.

Furthermore, Kiiltiirpark's struggle for urban rights has expanded its strategic
potential by influencing urban rights demands at various scales. It has been shaped
through the critique of urban reality and proactive approaches. In this context,
there is a need for efforts to enhance the visibility of the foundational struggle

provided by Kiiltlirpark as a public space.

Regarding the Context of Urban Hegemonies; Public resistance, and Identity

formation through Spatial Struggles and Normative Reconstruction processes;

The struggle process has demonstrated that Kiiltiirpark is within the sphere of
influence of hegemonic interaction processes in public spaces. The Kiiltiirpark
conflict has shown that the hegemonic perspective will persist with its continuity.
However, spatial struggles have shaped the formation of identities and the context
of public resistance, with decision-making processes in public spaces showing a

bottom-up diffusion against urban policy and governance authority

Regarding the Context of Public Space: Planning and forms of expression in

the public space as a place for social interaction and free thought;

The proactive framework of discussions on Kiiltiirpark has been centered around
struggle; no proactive design approach has been developed for the space
throughout the process. Due to the absence of a proactive design foundation, the
struggle has taken the form of ongoing discussions based on past debates (such as
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the removal of hangars, restoration and reconstruction operations, allocation
processes within the park area, and halting activities that exceed carrying
capacity). In this context, it is critically important to undertake strategic public
space planning at various scales that highlight the knowledge of the space with a
"'public university' status; these plans should be addressed with an interdisciplinary
approach and utilize the accumulated knowledge base on Kiiltlirpark. In this
regard, developing research on Kiiltiirpark through comprehensive research

projects is also essential for future processes.

Regarding the Context of Right to the City; Democratic Production of Space:

Interactions between Collective Identity, Urban Belonging and Spatial Justice;

The conflict map indicates that sharing decisions about public spaces with the city
through transparent processes and the use of alternative democratic tools (such as
the Kiiltiirpark Council) for decision-making on the transformation of public
spaces within the framework of urban rights supports the right to democratic
participation in space and has the potential to minimize conflicting goals among
urban actors.

Utilizing and promoting the potential to increase collaboration and harmony
among parties through a dialectical perspective within the conflict and
reconciliation ground, which directs spatial discussion dynamics towards
consensus rather than antagonism, is critical in shaping the spatial future of

Kiiltiirpark and achieving urban rights through decision-making actors.
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APPENDIX A

SCHEME OF STRUGGLE IN THE CONTEXT OF
THE KULTURPARK CONFLICT
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Kiiltiirpark Cevre Diizenlemesi ve
Fuar |
Kompleksi Mimari Proje
1990, Subat Yarismasi sartnamesinin ilani

Mimarlar Odasinin yarisma
sartnamesine karsi dava actiginin O |
1990, Nisan basim yolu ile duyurulmasi

Koruma kurulunun yapilasma alanini
A B.C bolgelerine ayirip yapilagma

kosullar1 getirmesi ile beraber O | H N
protesto, basin agiklamalari ve
1990, Nisan yiiriiyiiglerin gergeklestirilmesi

Yerel Yonetimin yarigmayi erteleme

1990, Temmuz |karar . O oo
Mahkemenin erteleme kararinin
iptali ile yarismanin yeniden

1990, Eyliil baslatiimasi

1990, Arahik Yarigma sonuglarmin acgiklanmasi ]

Kazanan projeye dayanan 1/5000
Olgekli Nazim Imar Planinn [ |
1991, Agustos |onanmast

(cont. on next page)
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1992, Kasim

Kiiltiirpark T.C. izmir 1.No'lu
Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varhklarim
Koruma Kurulu tarafindan
2.Derece Dogal Sit + Tarihsel Sit
alam olarak tescil edilmesi

1995, Aralik

Kiiltarpark arsa alaninin 1/5000
olgekli nazim imar planindaki
degisiklik ile 1. ve 2. Derece
metropolitan aktivite merkezi olarak
degistirilmesi

2004, Temmuz

Yerel yonetim tarafindan
1/5000'ik koruma amach imar
plaminda yeralti otoparkmma imkan
saglayan degisikligin yapilmasi

2005, Eylil

Koruma amagl imar plani kararinin
Konak Belediyesi Meclisinden
gecirilmesi

2006, Nisan

Yeralt1 otopark: thale duyurusunun
yapilmasi

2006, Mayis

TMMOB'a bagli odalarin imar plani
iptal ve yeralt1 otopark: thalesine
durdurulmasina karsi dava
acacaklarim duyurmasi

2006, Agustos

Izmir 1 Numarah Kultir ve Tabiat
Varliklarim Koruma Kurulu'nun,
Koruma amagli imar planina onay1
ile beraber Yeralt: Otopark'inin
uygulamasina kars1 bilimsel rapor
talebi

2006, Agustos

Santiye alaninda oturma eylemi

2006, Agustos

Izmir Biiyuksehir Belediye
Bagkaninin alandaki ingaat
¢alismalarinin durduruldugunu
belirttigi basin demeci

2006, Ekim

Yerel Yonetimin Dokuz Eyliil
iniversitesi'ne basvurusu sonucunda
olusturulan bilimsel raporun projeye
onay niteligindeki ilan

2006, Aralik

Izmir 1. Idare Mahkemesi, telafisi
gii¢ zararlara yol acacagini belirttigi
koruma amagli imar plani ve
yiiriitmenin durdurulmasi lehinde
karar vermesi

2008, Subat

Izmir 1. idare Mahkemesi tarafindan
yeralti otopark: planinin iptali

2009, Ocak

Yerel yonetimin karara itirazi ve
Danistay tarafindan itirazin kabuli

2009, Eylil

Karar sonrast devam eden yeralt1
otoparki projesinin resmi agilist

O

(cont. on next page)
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2010, Subat

Gaziemir izmir Yeni Fuar ve
Kongre Merkezi Proje Ihalesinin
gerceklestirilmesi

2010, Eylil

TMMOB 11 Koordinasyon Kurulu
bilesenleri "Kiiltiirpark'ta Yapilasma
Yogunlugu Arttirilmamali, A¢ik
Yesil Alan Olarak Korunmalidir”
baslikhi basin agiklamasi

2013, Subat

Gaziemir Izmir Yeni Fuar ve Kongre
Merkezi temelinin atilmasi

2014, Mayis

izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi
tarafindan izmir Kiiltiirpark
Raporunun yayimlanmasi

2014, Mayis

Ortak akil turlar kapsaminda
akademisyen, meslek odalari, stk
temsilcileri ve yerel sermayenin
katilimi ile Havagaz: Fabrikasinda
Kiiltiirpark toplantis

2014, Temmuz

Izmir Ticaret Odasi'nin Kiiltiirpark
ile ilgili énerilerini I¢eren raporun
yayimlanmasi

2014, Eyliil

TMMOB Izmir il Koordinasyon
Kurulunun, "fuar alanimin
taginmasinin ardindan Kiiltiirpark’in
yesil alan olarak korunmasi
gerektigi" griisiinii iceren basin
toplantisi ile tepkisini kamuoyuna
duyurmasi

2015, Mart

Gaziemir Fuar Alanimin acihs ile
Kiiltiirpark icerisinden ihtisas
fuarimn tasinmasi

2016, Nisan

Kiiltiirpark Revizyon Projesi Kiiltiir
ve Tabiat Varliklarim1 Koruma
Kuruluna sunulmasi

2016, Mayis

Paydaslarin projeyi degerlendirme
toplantilar

2016, Haziran

Sosyal Medyada Kiiltiirparka
Dokunma grubunun olusturulmasi

2016, Haziran

Kiiltiirpark Platformu tarafindan
Change.org araciligi ile Kiiltiirpark
miicadelesine dair diizenlenen imza
kampanyasinda 12.000 imzanmn
Merkezi Yonetim, Yerel Yonetim,
Koruma Kurulu, Bakanliklar ve
Milletvekillerine gonderilmesi

2016, Haziran

TMMOB izmir il Koordinasyon
kurulu tarafindan Kiiltiirpark
Projesi Degerlendirme raporunun
yayimlanmasi

2016, Eyliil

Pakistan Pavyonunda proje tanitim
calismalari

(cont. on next page)
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2016, Eylil

Mimarlar Odasinda diizenlenen
Kiiltiirpark Forumu

2016, Eyliil

Kiiltiirpark Platformunun
kurulugu

2017, Subat

Basmane Cukuru ve Kiiltiirpark igin
toplanan 12.000 imzanin {zmir
Biiyiiksehir Belediyesine teslimi

2017, Haziran

KP tarafindan pazar diizenlenmis
'Kiiltiirparkta Neseli bir Giin'
etkinliklerinin ilki

2017, Eylil

Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar Koruma
Kurulunun Kiiltiirpark iizerine
Koruma Amagli imar Plani
Yapilmasi Karar

2018, Nisan

Kiiltiirpark Platformu tarafindan
Kiiltiirparkta anket calismalan
gerceklestirilmesi

2018, Mayis

Kentin tiim aktorlerinden 73
katilime ile 'Nasil Bir Kiiltiirpark
istiyoruz' cahstaymmn
gerceklestirilmesi

2018, Temmuz

Kiiltiirpark Platformu taratindan
Mimarlar Odasinda Calistay ve
Anket sonuglarina dair basin
aciklamasinin gergeklestirilmesi

2018, Agustos

Mimarlar Odas1 Izmir Subesinden
'[zmir Kiilttrpark Alani Korunarak
Yasatilmalidir' basin agiklamasi

2018, Agustos

Kiiltiirpark icerisindeki IZFAS
binasmin vakif iiniversitesine
tahsis giindemi

2018, Eyliil

Kiiltiirpark Platformu tarafindan
karar hakkinda sosyal medya
kampanyasinin baslatilmasi

2018, Kasim

Izmir Kiltiir Varliklari Koruma
Kurulunun tahsis giindemine onay1

2018, Kasim

Kiiltiirpark Platformu Biiyiiksehir
meclisinde pankart agma eylemi

2019, Mart

SODEYV etkinligi Kiiltiirpark
Platformu eylemi

2019, Mart

Nasil Bir Kiitiirpark Istiyoruz
Forumunun ger¢eklestirilmesi

2019, Nisan

izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediye
baskam tarafindan Kiiltiirpark
binasmmn vakif iiniversitesine
tahsis protokoliiniin iptah

2019, Mayis

Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediye baskan1
ve Kiiltiirpark Platformu gériigmesi

(cont. on next page)
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2019, Haziran

Kiiltiirpark icin 400 kisilik
katihmei ile Arama Konferans:
toplantisinin gerceklestirilmesi

2019, Haziran

Giizel Sanatlar Fakiiltesinin gecici
olarak Kiiltiirpark alamina
tasmnma haberi

2019, Temmuz

Kentin tiim aktorlerinin katilim
ile Kiiltiirpark Cahistayimn
gerc¢eklestirilmesi

2019, Ekim

Kiiltiirpark Uretici pazarmimn
acilmasi

2019, Aralik

Sehir Plancilart Odast 'Kiiltiirparka
miize ve pazar yeri yapimi'
hususunda koruma amagl imar
planinin 6énemini vurguladig: basin
demeci

2019, Arahk

Kiiltiirpark revizyon projesinin
TMMOB'"in yaymladig: kent
suclart haritasinda yer almas:

2020, Ocak

izmir biiyiiksehir belediyesinin
internet sitesinden ada ve gil
gazinolarinin restorasyon
islemlerini duyurmasi

2020, Ocak

Ada ve Gol Gazinolarindaki yapin
siireglent hakkinda Kiiltiirpark
Platformunun basin agiklamalan ve
devaminda A¢ik Mektubu

2020, Ocak

[zmir Mimarlar Odasimin yikim
denetlemelen ve kiltiirpark
envanterinin ¢ikarlmasinin énemini
belirttigi basin demeci

2020, Mart

Pandemi nedeni ile Kiiltiirpark
hangar alanlarinin Saglik
Bakanligina tahsis giindemi

2020, Ekim

Kiiltiirpark iizerine Sehir plancilar
odasmin Miicadelenin sirecegine
dair basin agiklamasi

2020, Ekim

Merkezi yonetim partisinden
Kiiltiirpark'a yonelik millet bahgesi
yapma énerisi

2020, Arahik

Ahmet Adnan Saygun Sanat
Merkezinde gerceklesen meclis
toplantismda dénemin izmir
bityiisehir belediye baskaninin
'Kiiltiirparkin Anayasasi'min’
(KAIP) kentin tiim aktérlerinin
katilimlari ile yazildigina dair
aciklamasi

(cont. on next page)
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2020, Aralik

Kiiltiirpark Platformu tarafindan
agiklanan KAIP siireci ile alakali
'ortak aklin' hi¢ bir yerinde
olmadiklarina dair basin agiklamasi

2020, Aralik

Sehir Plancilar1 Odast {zmir subesi
tarafindan youtube kanalinda
'Kiiltiirparkta Neler Oldu? Bir Park,
Bir Fuar Bir Cukur' séylesisi

2020, Ekim

TMMOB Izmir il Koordinasyo
Kurulunun Kiiltiipark Koruma
Amach Imar Plam calismalarina
kars1 39 maddelik "TMMOB Izmir
IKK &nerilerini iceren Rapor siireci
hakkinda basin agiklamasi

2020, Arahk

izmir Biiyiik Sehir Belediyesinin,
izmir Depremi sonrasi Ana
Hizmet Binasi bosaltarak
Kiiltiirpark icerisindeki Hollere

gecis yapmasi

2020, Aralik

Kiiltiirpark Platformu KAIP iizerine
2. Ag¢ik mektubunun yaymlanmasi

2021, Ocak

Sehir Plancilari Odasi Izmir Subesi
youtube "Kiiltiirparkta Bugiin Neler
Oluyor? soylesisi

2021, Ocak

[zmir Yasam Alanlari tarafindan
youtube'da 'Kiltiirpark - Izmir'de
Bir Vaha soylesisi'

2021, Ocak

Kiiltiirpark Platformu 4. Agik
Mektubunun paylasilmasi

2021, Ocak

'"Tung Soyer’den Kiiltiirpark
aciklamasi: Herkesi memnun etmek
mimkiin olmayabilir"

2021, Subat

[zmir Mimarlar Odas1 Kiiltiirpark
Raporu ve Caligmalan iizerine Basin
Aciklamasi

2021, Subat

AASM'de yapilnus olan IBB KAIP
oylamasinin yapilacagi meclise
Kiiltiirpark Platformu eylemi brogiir
dagitimi

2021, Subat

Kiiltiirpark Platformu tarafindan
sosyal medya kampanyasinin
baslatilamas1

2021, Mart

Koruma Kurulu éniinde Platformun
basin ac¢iklamasiin okunmasi

2021, Haziran

Tirkan saylan 6niinde Kiiltiirpark
Platfomunun 6niinde imza
kampanyasi

(cont. on next page)
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2021, Temmuz

[zmir 1 No.lu Kiiltiir Varliklarim
Koruma Bélge Kurulu iBB'ye
gonderdigi yazida Kiiltiirpark
iizerine gerekli calismalari
yapilmasin talep ettigi kararin
agiklanmasi

2021, Atalik

Kiiltirpark Koruma Amagh Imar
Plani'min Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediye
Meclisi'nde ikinci kez onaylanip
Kiltir Varliklart Koruma Bolge
Kurulu'na gonderilmesi

2022, Mart

Kiiltiirpark'in Kent Hakka
Miicadelesine yonelik Kiiltiirpark
Platformu ve Tung Soyer goriismesi

2022, Nisan

Kiiltiir ve tabiat varhklarm
koruma kurulu tarafindan
Kiiltiirpark Koruma Amach imar
Planmi Calismasim onaylamasi

2022, Temmuz

Lozan Kapismm iBB’nin
calismalan ile 1938 tarihli 6zgiin
haline gore rekonstruksiyon
¢ahsmalarmmn yapilmasi.

TMMOB IKK, "Yorgun Park,
Kailtiirpark!" bashikl basmm

agiklamasi
2022, Eylul

9 Eyliil ve Montrd Kapilar:
2023, Mayis restorasyon calismalari

2023, Haziran

Gol Gazinosu isletmesi ile birlikte
Ada ve Gol gazinolarimin
restorasyonlar {izerine Kiiltiirpark
Platformu basin agiklamasi

2023, Temmuz

Mimarlar Odas: Izmir Subesi, Schir
Plancilar1 Odas1 Izmir Subesi,
Kilttirpark Platformunun Kiilttrpark
kapilari restorasyon ¢aligmalari
iizerine ortak basin agiklamasi

2023, Ekim

IBB baskam Tunc Soyer ve ekibi,
mimarlar odasi sehir plancilan
odasi baskanlari, Ataorman
Kiiltiirpark Dernegi ve
Kiiltiirpark Platformunun ortak
katilim ile Kiiltiirpark
Toplantismm gerceklestirilmesi

2023, Aralik

Bir hafiza mekam olarak
Kiltiirpark in gelecek nesillere
aktarilmasi yoniinde bir farkindalik
yaratma projesi olarak nitelendirilen
Kiilden Medeniyete Kiiltiirpark
Fotograf Sergisi fzmir Fotograf
Sanat1 Dernegi tarafindan Kiiltiirpark
Atlas Pavyonunda agildi

(cont. on next page)
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2023, Aralik

Gol Gazinosu rekonstriiksiyonun
temelinin atilmasi

2024, Ocak

Kiiltirpark Platformunun 7
Maddelik Kiltiirpark agiklamasinin
yayinlanmasi

2024, Ocak

Ege Turistik Isletmeler ve
Konaklamalar Birligi (ETIK)
Baskannnin 'Tzmir turizminin
kapsamli ve donanimli bir kongre
merkezine bityiik ihtiyag duydugunu,
bunun i¢inde en uygun alanin
Kiltirpark oldugunu' belirten basin
aciklamasi

2024, Mayis

Izmir Biyiksehir Belediye Baskam
Cemil Tugay'in Kiiltiirpark'taki
uretici pazarinin taginmasi ve meveut
Lunapark'in kaldinlmast iizerine
réportaji

2024, Haziran

izmirde Kent suclar: baglammda
Kiiltiirpark érneklemi, S Haziran
Cevre Giinii kapsaminda ""Kentte
Ekolojik Yikima, Talana Kars:
Dayamigsma var'' baghkh program
ile Izmir Barosu, fzmir Tabip
Odasi;, TMMOB izmir il
Koordinasyon Kurulu, Ege Kent
Konseyleri Birligi, Konak Kent
Konseyi, Ege Kiiltiir ve Cevre
Platformu ve Izmir Yasam
Alanlarimn ortak basin agiklamas:

2024, Haziran

Kiiltiirpark Platformu, Kiiltirpark'ta
Kentsel Hak tizerine yapilan pozitif
icraatler tizerine basin agiklamasi

Kiiltiirpark Yarigsmasi Giindemi

Yeralti Otopark: Tartigmalari Gundemi
Islevsel degisim, Yeni Gaziemir Fuar Alam Giindemi
Kiltiirpark Revizyon Projesi Giindemi
Arama konferanst dénemi, Is Birligi Stregleri
Uretici Pazan Tartismalan Gindemi
Kultirpark'a tonelik Tahsis - Taginma Guindemleri

Alanda Restorasyon, Rekonstritksiyon Caligmalar Giindemi
KAIP Siireci ve Tartigmalari Giindemi
Kaltirpark Miicadelesi Giincel Gindemleri

Iil Aktorler
@ Kargit Aktorler
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APPENDIX B

SEMI-STRUCTURED PRE- INTERVIEW TEXT OF
“jZMiR KULTURPARK PLATFORMU”
(TURKISH)

Tarihce ve Olusum siireci

1- Kiiltiirpark platformu ne zaman, hangi amagc ile kurulmustur?

Platform hem bireylerden hem de kurumsal yapilardan olusuyor. 2016’nin mayis ayinda donemin belediye baskani
Aziz Kocaoglu’nun tepeler, géletler, inisler, ¢ikislar iceren projesi; Pakistan pavyonunun icerisinde bir pazarlama alani
ile sunuldu. Nasil harika bir kiiltiirpark yapilacaginin anlatildig1 bir ¢aligma bagladi. Bunun iizerine odalar, basta
Alsancaklilar olmak tizere, Kiiltiirpark’1 hakikaten Kiiltiirpark olarak algilamaya calisan, ¢ogunlugun o siralar fuar
olarak diye tarif ettigi o alana sahip ¢ikmak i¢in yan yana geldik, bir araya geldik. Ilk toplantimizi agustos ay1 igerisinde
parca parca gruplar ile mimarlar odasinda yaptik. Ama genis bir forum diizeyindeki ¢agri, 5 eyliil 2016’da mimarlar
odasinda 300’1 askin kisinin katilimi ile isteyen herkese de hakki verilecek sekilde; yani muhtardan mimara,
Alsancak’ta yasayan bakkaldan su tesisatgisina izmir’de yasayip da kent hakkimin bir pargasi olarak kiiltiirpark1
algilanlara, kent konseyine, ¢evre orgiitlerine kadar son derece genis bir katilim ile olustu. Ve ilk ¢agr kiiltiirparka
dokunma adr altinda bir grup ile yapildi. Odalar destegini verince bilesenleri olduklari kent konseyine ¢agri yaptilar.
Yani boyle bir zincir olusum meydana geldi. Ve orda énemli bir hareketin baslamak tizere oldugu hissediyordu,
goriililyordu. Bu arkadaslarin bir kismi1 2000’11 yillarin ortalarinda dogmaya baglayan yeralt1 otopark: miicadelesini de
yasamis olan kisilerdi. Bir kismi odalarm eski yoneticileri idi, kiiltiirpark meselesine daha fazla sahip olan. Hatta dnceki
donem fuar midiirleri vardi bu grubun iginde. Boylesi bir grup ile yola ¢ikildi. Ve dendi ki Kiiltiirparka dokunma
facebook grubu altinda iletisim kuracagiz ve aziz Kocaoglu ve Kemal Kiligdaroglu basta olmak iizere (donem
baskanlar1) ona dosyalar hazirlayacagiz ve dosyalarda da kiiltiirpark a sahip ¢ikilmasi gerektigi ve de niye gerektigi
detaylar ile aktarilacak. Ekim aymin basinda 2016’nin sonbaharinda Kemal Kiligdaroglu’nun izmir’de bir programi
vardi. Ona o dosyay1 ulastirmak {izere baya bir cambazliklar yaparak (¢iinkii yanastirmiyorlardi bizi) kargo ile
yolladigimiz dosyalar1 bir de elden vermeye calistik. Izmir milletvekillerine, Izmir’de sozii “’gegen’’ gazetecilere
ulastik. Arkadaslar Aziz Kocaoglu ile bir goriisme yaptilar. O goriismede (ki bu ilk bulugmay1 ya da eyliil bulugmasini
izleyen maksimum bir bucuk ay1 izleyen siirecte idi) bir kirilma noktast oldu. Dedik ki biz bir platform olusturuyoruz
ve durmak yok miicadeleyi yiikselterek devam edecegiz. Boylelikle ekim 2016°da platform olustu. Bir kahvalt1 yaptik
kiiltirparkta ¢oluklu ¢ocuklu dogal olarak orasinin yasanilan bir alan oldugunu, terkedilmis bir alan olmadigini,
yapilanin son derece yanlis oldugunu sdéylemeye doniik. Ondan sonra da 2016’dan bu yana buraya kadar geldi.
Kiiltiirpark hakikaten de sehrin merkezinde ve sehirlinin itiraz ettigi ¢ok net bir seyleri yapmaya ¢alistiklar: bir mekan
haline doniistii.

2- Platformun kurulusunun ardindan gerceklestirdigi ilk faaliyet, ve devaminda gerceklestirdigi
onemli eylemler nelerdir?

Devaminda Basmane gukuru geldi hemen. Biz de onun iizerine belediyeye karsi; burada koruma amagl imar plani
yapacaksiniz bir, ikincisi de o arada folkarta verilen, ya da verilmeye calisilan tamamen Izmir’in siliietini alt {ist edecek
olan 100 kiisiir katli hatta Kadifekale nin yiiksekligini gegen bir binaya kars1 10 bine yakin bir imza topladik, iyi bir
rakamdi. Kocaoglu’nun meclisine biz katildik, katildik derken her vatandas gibi elimizi kolumuzu sallaya sallaya girdik
tek bir pankartimiz vardi kiiltiirparktan elinizi ¢ekin diye. Bir de koruma kurulunda gergekten buraya koruma amagh
imar plani yapmaniz gerekir diye itiraz gelince o zaman ister istemez durmak zorunda kalindi. Folkart ¢ok biiytik bir
hataydi o bize ¢ok biiyiik bir yine tirnak i¢ine altyorum miicadele alani yaratt. Ve Izmirliyi bizim arkamiza toplad.

3-Platform tarihindeki kirilma noktalari nelerdir?

Daha sonraki siiregte sonra Kocaoglu'nun gittigi her yerde biz pankart agmaya basladik “’kiiltiirparktan elini ¢ek,
kiltiirpark sahipsiz degildir’’ diye. 2019’un ocaginda Tung Soyer’in agiklanmasi izlenen veya adi gecen fakat ne
olacagi belli olmayan déneminde mimarlar odasinda ya SODEV’in ya da sosyal demokrat bir vakfin toplantisi vardi.
Biz platform olarak oraya katildik, biliyoruz ¢iinkii hem Kocaoglu hem de Soyer gelecek. Kocaoglu bizi gormedi, Tung
Soyer kalbimizdesiniz birlikte basaracagiz seklinde bir sekilde gegti yanimizdan. Arkasindan Tung Soyer’e
dosyalarimizi orada verdik. Bir sekilde platform ile iletisim kurdu. Hi¢ merak etmesinler birlikte basaracagiz seklinde
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mesajimizi aldik biz. Her sekilde platformun baskan destekleme gibi bir seyi yoktu ama Tung Soyer zaten CHP nin
adaytydi. Martin sonunda seg¢imler oldu Tun¢ Bey kazandi. Hemen nisan aymda ock 6nemli bir adim att1 koruma
kurulundan dosyay1 geri ¢ekti. Aziz Kocaoglu’nun verdigi dosyay1 geri ¢ekti ve kiiltlirparkin anayasasini ilgili aktorler
ile yazacagiz dedi. Bu arada atladigim bir sey 2018’de bundan tam 1 sene dnce. Biz odalar ile birlikte burada ¢iktisini
da sana getirdigim bir calistay yaptik. Ve sozlimiizii lafimizi kiiltiirpark ile baglantili olarak hani ana basliklar1 orada
tarif ettik tanimladik. Mayis ayinda, Soyer bana cigek cikolata getirmeyin kitap getirin diyordu, 300’1 askin kitap
toplayip Tung Soyer ile goriismeye gittik ardindan da konak belediye baskani Abdiil baturdan randevu aldik. kisine
birden goriismeye gittik. Tung bagskan danismanlarindan birisi Gliven Eken yanindaydi. Giiven benim sag kolumdur
dedi kiiltiirpark meselesini kendisi ayn1 zamanda doga derneginin kurucusu ve yasaticisi, kiiltiirpark meselesini ben
ona emanet ediyorum. Sizden istegim haziran aymin ortast gibi giiven ile bir arama konferansi diizenleyin sonra bir
calistay yapalim dedi. Sevindik. Esit bir sekilde masaya oturuyoruz Giiven bey’i Kiiltiirparkta izmir sanatin iistiindeki
bir odada ziyaret ettik. Bir sene dnce yapmis oldugumuz ¢alistaydan bahsettik. Ayni yontemi izleyebiliriz dedik. Arama
konferansi ile baglantili olarak (ama su arada da mimarlar odasi sehir plancilart odas1 peyzaj mimarlart odasi hep
birlikteyiz) 19 Haziran olabilir Izmir sanatta bir arama konferansi, izmir sanat 300 kisiliktir iist koltuklara katar her
noktasi doluydu. Ve onlarin bizde ses kayitlarinin ¢6ziim falan da var. Herkes bir sey soyledi. Ve soyle diyelim ki 80
kisi konustu 80 kisinin 76s1 orasinin park ve sakin bir mekan olarak korunmasindan yana oldugunu ifade ederken 4 kisi
bunlar da fuarcilik ve otelcilik dernekleri ya da iste odalarindan temsilen gelenler bunlar ile orasinin izmir ‘ign turizmi
acisindan ¢ok o6nemli oldugunu o yiizden buraya bir ingaat yapilip kongre merkezi yapilmasi gerektigini, aziz
Kocaoglu’nun kendilerine bu s6zii verdigini ve bu sdzden geriye doniilemeyecegini soyledi. Giiven eken ile calismaya
basladik biitiin notlar da durur hala. Calistaya kimleri ¢agiracagimizin listelerini yaptik. Dedi ki Gliven bey, Tung beyin
ad1 ile ¢agirahm. Belediye ve platform olsun. Biz onun nedenini ¢alistaya geldigimizde 6grendik. Bu ¢alistayin
temsilcilerinden /5 ayr1 masa vard: bir tanesi kiiltlirparkta ne tarz etkinlikler olmali masasiydi. O masa tamamen
sermayeden insanlarla, IZFAS, odalar vs onlar ile doldurulmustu. Sonucta en azindan mutabik kalinmad: dedirtebildik
ama az daha orada kongre merkezinin kararini ¢ikartacaklardi. Cikartamadilar. Tunc Soyer geldi sonucuna, son derece
mutsuz, anladigim kadarryla dogru diizgiin bir karar ¢cikmamis dedi. Dogru diizgiin karar kongre merkezi, Pazar yeri,
butik miizeler. 3 sey istiyordu Soyer. Referandum yapar halka sorarim dedi ve gitti. Sonra bizim 2019’un 30
temmuzundan sonra bizim tung soyer ile diyalogumuz koptu denebilecek noktaya geldi.

Aktor ve katihhmcilar

1- Platformun kurulusunda etkili olan kisi ve kurumlar kimlerdir?

Tabi bilgi birikimi ve tarihsel siire¢c hakkinda odalar oldukga etkili; mimarlar odasi, peysaj mimarlari odast, spo; kald
ki peyzaj mimarlar odasinin daha dnceden yapilmis 2 kiiltiirpark {izerine bir ¢alismasi vardi yine bir ¢alistay1 vardi;
tamamen bitki agirlikli ve parkin yasami ile ilgili. Hatta TMMOB Izmir koordinasyon kurulu da kiiltiirpark
miicadelesini destekler konumdaydi. Toplamda TMMOB a baglh odalar, tabipler odasi kesinlikle isin icerisindeydi,
baro vardi yoktu ama barodan tek tek hukuke¢u arkadaslar vardi, baro kurumsal olarak daha farkli bir yerde duruyordu.
Kiiltiirpark platformunu biraz fazla sert buluyordu ama tabipler odasi her zaman bizim ile birlikte miicadelenin
ierisindeydi. Kent konseyi tabi kiiltiirparkin konakta olmasinin da bir artis1 vardi. $dyle bir artis1 vardi {zmir kent
konseyleri birliginin bakanligi da konak kent konseyinin bagkamnin ukdesindeydi dolayistyla miicadele izmir’deki
biitiin kent konseylerine de tasinabildi. Konak kent konseyi bir de giiglii bir konsey, bir muhtarlar meclisi var bir itiraz
ya da eylem yapildiginda muhtarlardan da katilan arkadaslarimiz olabiliyor dylesi de bir destegi de olabildik. Odalar
kurumsal olarak, kent konseyi, o déonem ilk kurulusta gezinin sonrasinda olusmus olan halk meclisleri vardi ya da
Bornova, Karstyaka halk meclisi ya da platformu yine ayn1 donemde giizelyalida, onlarin katkilar1 bireysel olarak
devredeydi. Diyorum simdi mesela hepsinden birer ya da ikiser arkadas var halk platformu dediklerim su an forum. Bu
noktada tabi bireysel bir isim vermek dogru degil

2- Olusum kendi yonetisim semasini nasil olusturmustur?

Aslinda sdyle, tam bir meclis yapisi gibiyiz. Kendiligindenci goriiniiyor ama olmayan 47 aktif iiye var. Tamamen meclis
yapisi olarak hareket ediyor, bir gazeteden bir bagvuru geldiginde gruba atilir arkadaslar kim uygun, kim uygunsa o
katilsin seklinde. Kimseden ses ¢ikmazsa sen yapar misin diye birisi birisine yazar. Facebook sayfamizi biraz arsiv gibi
kullantyoruz. Bir de ek olarak kronoloji var 2016’dan beri baslayan giin giin bir kronoloji var.

3- Kiiltiirpark Miicadelesi ¢ercevesinde, platform hangi aktorleri temsil etmektedir?

Platform igerisinde tabi odalar var, muhtarlar var kent konseyleri var. Odalarin sdyleyemediklerini de temsil ediyor.
Bazen ¢ok sert kaliyoruz. Halktan daha ¢ok bence kiiltiirparktaki yasami daha ¢ok temsil ediyor. Bunu demek daha
dogru, ¢ilinkii halk baska bir sey isteyebiliyor oradaki yasami géz etmeden. 2 ekimde tung soyer ile bir gériismemiz
oldu benimle basin iizerinden iletisime geciyorsunuz dedi biz de ¢iinkii sizinle yiizyiize gelemiyoruz dedik. Yapmayin
benimle direkt konusun. Bir ise yaramiyor dedik ¢iinkii dedi siz bu koltukta oturmuyorsunuz. Biz burada kimsenin ne
adamiy1z ne bir seyiz disaridaki yasami temsil ediyoruz. Dogal olarak da Izmir’in halki da oraya geliyor ama ne kadar
farkindalar bilmiyorum

4- Siirec icerisinde katilimel profili nasil degismistir?

Tiirkiye gibi, artma ¢ok tekil tekil. Kopup bir kenara ¢ekilme ya da basin agiklamasi varsa ¢agirin gelirim ya da farkli
bir iretmeye zaman ayirmayan gibi gibi. Tiirkiye’de aslinda miicadele de ¢ok geriledi. Kiiltiirpark anlaminda da &yle.
47°nin 151 ¢ok aktif ¢cok aktif dedigim her an her toplantiya gelir. Ayda bir kere yiizslize toplantimiz var. Bazen
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birbirimize sdyleniyoruz fazla sert olduk diye. Acik her seyi konusabildigimiz tartisabildigimiz alindigimiz kavga
ettigimiz bir yapimiz var. Ama aktif bir bilylime yerine etki alanimiz daha biiyiik.

5- Kiiltiirpark platformunun c¢evre topluluklar ile iliskisi nasildir? Hangi kesim ve aktorlerden
destek almmaktadir?

Cogu zaten iginde, mesela kiiltiirpark platformu Syle de bir seye 6rnek oldu ki izmir Yasam Alanlart Meclisi diye
izmirin su anda en biiyiik ekoloji grubu, izmir yagam alanlar1 o da bir meclis yapisidir. Kiiltiirpark platformundan
dogdu. Su anda onun 150’yi askin aktif 6znesi var. Bir meclis yapisi. Sunu gordiik biz hakikaten farkli farkli
siyasetlerden. Cogumuz 78 kusagiyiz hakikaten farkli farkli siyasetlerden, cogumuz o miicadele ortamindan gelen
insanlariz. Teknik anlamda odalarla da desteklenmis olan miicadeleyi sokaktan bilen geziyi yasamis olan insanlariz
ama sOyle bir durum var. A siyaseti B ye bakmaz C A ile konusmaz. Ama kiiltiirpark platformunda bunlarin hepsi
kirtlldi. Bir sag ile sol partilisi yan yana birlikte kavga verebileceklerini gordiiler. Daha Oncesinde hep siyaset
miicadelesi yapilirdi. izimdeki daha farkli olusumlarda da. Oyle olunca platformun igerisinden 10 15 arkadas biz bunu
genele tastyalim dendi o da 5 yasina girecek. Bu aslinda kiiltiirpark platformunun potansiyellerinin de bir somut
ornegidir aslinda

Platformun vizyon ve misyonu

1- Kiiltiirpark platformunun hedefleri siire¢ icerisinde nasil evrilmistir?

Kocaoglu ile basladigimiz déonemde oniimiize koydugumuz is gercekten bir koruma amagli imar planinin, garip ¢izimli
projelerin devre digt birakilip, yaptirilmastydi. Ciinkii Kiiltiirparkin kurtulusunun koruma amagh imar planinda
oldugunu goriiyorduk, ya da bize bu 6gretildi odalar tarafindan. Ya da odalar tarafindan 6grendigimiz bir sey oldu orast
bir kiiltiirpark, biz oraya fuar diyorduk. Fuar diyenlere de artik diyoruz ki arkadasim oras1 fuar degil. 365’in 355’1 bagka
bir sey oras1. Soyer déneminde de gordiik ki KAIP de yetmiyor. Ger¢ekten kamudan yasamdan yana bir bakis agis1 ile
kurgulanmis olan ve tanimlanmis olan bir koruma amacgli imar plani lazim buraya. Aziz Kocaoglu tepeye dogru
yiikselen kongre merkezi yapiyordu tung soyer yana yatip 5 katli bir sey yapiyor aziz Kocaoglu onu yikiyor muydu
yikmiyor muydu hatirlamiyorum ama. Mimarlar odasinin raporlari var burast 1950lerde yapilmis ve o ddnemin mimari
ozelliklerini tasiyan bir alan. Bunlar1 buradan ayiklarsak sahane bir yer olacak. Peyzaj da diyor ki buray: yikarsaniz
ingaat koyarsaniz buradaki sarmasiklar ekoloji tamamen gider. Ama otorite insaat istiyor. 2 ekimde tung soyer ile
toplantiya girdigimizde mimarlar odasi bagkani da bizler ile birlikteydi sehir plancilari odasinin su anki bagkani o zaman
2. Bagkandi. Ne yapiyorsunuz hicbir sey bilmiyoruz bizimle basin iistiinden konusmayin diyorsunuz dedigimizde.
Mimarlar odasina haber vermediniz mi dedi.

2- Platform, catisma baglamina nasil bakmakta, anlasmazlhik, miicadele, hak arayisi ve uzlasma gibi
kavramlari nasil ele almaktadir?

Hak arama aslinda en {ist baglikta ama uzlagsmaya da ¢alisiyoruz anlattigim gibi, alternatif yaratmaya da ¢alisiyoruz.
Zaman zaman uzlasi, zaman zaman c¢atigmayi tirmandirarak, is yaptirmaya ¢alismak, zaman zaman dogru sdyliiyor
bunlar diyerek birilerini yanimiza ¢ekmeye ¢alismak ama en genelde bir hak arayis1 tabi.

Mevcut durum

1- Platform su anda nasil faaliyet gostermektedir?
Her giin whatsapp tizerinden iletisim devam eder, ayda bir kere yiizyiize toplantilar yapilir. Basini diirtiiyoruz bazen

2- Platformun giincel finansal destek ve kaynaklar nelerdir?

Higbir sey yok tamamen kendimiz ve imece usulii. Giderimiz pankart ya da poster yapmak bazen fotokopiler bazen
kent konseyinden destek aliyoruz. Onun diginda tamamen goniilliilik

3- Siirec icerisinde Platformun yapisinda ve etkilesimlerinde nasil degisiklikler olmustur?

Diger sorular igerisinde aslinda yanitlamis olduk.
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APPENDIX C

SEMI-STRUCTURED INTERVIEW TEXT OF
“jZMiR KULTURPARK PLATFORMU”
(TURKISH)

Interviewer 1

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kiiltiirpark 6nemli; ¢iinkii Kiiltiirpark, Cumhuriyet donemi Izmir’in tekrardan yapilanmasi siirecinde yoktan var
edilmis bir kent merkezi. Ve tek basia da var edilmemis bu arada, ¢ok ciddi bir planlama yapilip etrafindaki dokuya
etki edecek ve oradan etkilesim alacak bir sekilde planlanmis. Daha sonra gelen yonetimler bu planlamanin disina
cikmis. Ornegin; denizden gelecek olan bir yesil kusak plani varmis Behget Uz un. Bu nedenle denize dogru acilan bir
plan ile ¢ok yiiksek yapilarin yapilmamasi, onerilmis, uygulanmis ve halka agik birtakim birimler ile doldurulmasi
planlanmigtir. Bu da mekani inga eden ve kullanan yonetimler ile goriis farkliliklarini gdsteriyor. Burada tek bir sey
sOyleyebilirim, Kiiltiirpark Izmir’in simgesi. Kiiltiirpark bir park. Baska etkinliklere de amaglara da hizmet etmis bir
park. Ve artik yorgun bir park.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin mevcut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Her yerden saldir1 altinda. Hem korunmasi hem kullanmasi gerekenler tarafindan saldir1 altinda. Soyle anlatayim,
belediyenin en asli en 6nemli gorevlilerinden bir tanesi kente ait degerli varliklarin korunup gelistirerek gelecek
kusaklara eksiksiz olarak teslim edilmesidir. Bu isin yapilmadigini gozlemliyoruz. Park su anda yorgun. Alt1 ise
oyulmus durumda, altina otopark yapildi.

3- Kiiltiirpark 6rneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalari nelerdir?

Cok partili iktidar kesinlikle ilk kirilma noktasi. Beraberinde tabii degisen belediye yonetim ve belediye anlayisi. Gene
énemli bir kirim noktas1 izmir fuarmin Kiiltiirpark’in igerisindeki varhigi. Bagka bir kirilma noktast da gene ayni
donemde fuarm yap1 degistirmesi. 70’lerde 80’lerde de eglenceye yonelmesi. 90’lardan itibaren de fuarciligin sistem
degistirmesiyle birlikte hala bu konuda israr edilmesi. Aslinda {i¢ adet kirilma noktasi var; birincisi sermayenin
getirilmesi 1950’ler, ikincisi 1970’ler ile eglence kiiltiirii, ligiincii ise artik fuarcilik bitti denmesine ragmen siirdiirmek
icin 20 yildir harcanan caba.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilasilan temel problemler nelerdir?
Zihniyet. Tamamen hakim zihniyet ile miicadele veriyoruz burada.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlar:
veya Ozel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Kimlerin sesini duyuyoruz? Oncelikle belediye sesini duyuyoruz. Belediyenin yaninda sermaye gruplarinin sesini
duyuyoruz. Ugiincii olarak Kiiltiirpark platformu dérdiincii olarak ise bu konuda bilgili odalar var. Ve biitiin bunlarmn
disinda da bir de bunlara bagimli olarak harigten gazel okuyan bir siirii insan. Aslinda olmas1 gereken sudur; izmirde
yasayan insanlar ve belediye. Yani aslinda Kiiltiirpark paltformuna ihtiya¢ olmamali.

2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimani nedir?
Behget Uz 80 sene 6nce zaten tanimlamis, Kiiltiirpark.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Benim gordiigiim kadariyla su ana kadar sehrin ortasinda bosluk ve arazi var, aman kullanalim goriisii var. Ag¢ikgasi
sonunu ben Bursa'daki Kiiltlirpark gibi olmasindan korkuyorum. Hepsi iyi amagli yapilmis binalar fakat ortada bir park
kalmamisg
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4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?
Yerel medya, hatta yazili degil internet {izerinden yayin yapan kuruluslar.

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda one ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Fuar. Hakikaten 19501i yillardan itibaren gerek sdylemlerde gerek basin demeclerinde fuar olarak isimlendirilmeye
basladi. Hala belli bir yasin lizerindeki insanlar Kiiltiirpark diyemiyorlar, fuar diyorlar. Fuarda kostum, fuarda bulustum,
fuarda igtim, fuarda dolastim. Hayir fuar senenin sadece 10 giiniinle orada yapilan bir eylem orasi fuar degil orast
Kiiltirpark. Zaten platform olarak ilk yapma karar1 aldigimiz sey kendi dilimizden fuar1 uzaklastirmak. Degisim dnce
dilde basliyor. Oras1 Kiiltiirpark, fuar ise Gaziemir’de.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsiniz?

Dogrudan birincisi tabii ki fuar isimlendirmesi. Bunun igerisinde bir park bilincinin olmamasi senede sadece 10 giinliik
bir eglence ve gezinti mekam olarak goriilmesi. ikinci olarak su anda i¢inde yasadigimiz ¢agda cogulcu demokrasi
kullantyoruz maalesef. Cok fazla el kaldiran grubun istedikleri oluyor. Ama ¢ogulcu demokrasinin ciddi sikinti
sakincalar var. Ingallah katilimciy1 da &grenecegiz. Orta yolun ve dogru ¢oziimlemenin ancak bu sekilde ¢oziime
ulagilacagi gibi birtakim seyler var. Sorun burada halkin anlayip anlamamasindan ¢ok bu isten anlayan insanlarm bunu
yapmasi gerektigi. Maalesef ii¢ bagkan degisti fakat biz hala buradayiz.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuclar1 ve bu sonuglarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Izmir kentin tam ortasindaki vaha gibi bir araziden mahrumdur. Miicadele kaybedilirse ileride ¢ocuklarimiza burasi
boyleydi diye anlatiriz. Isler olmasi gerektigi gibi olur ise beton olanlar azaltilir, yesil olan gogaltilir. Parkin etrafindaki
alanlar da buna uygun olarak diizenlenir ve diizenlenmeye devam edilir. Su yesil kusak projeleri lafta ¢ok giizel ama
uygulamadigmiz zaman higbir ise yaramiyor. Glizel yesil herkesin yettigi, yasayabilecegi ve gokyliziinii gérmek i¢in
basimizi yukariya kaldirmadigimiz bir sehirde yagama imkani sahip oluruz.

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuglari neler olabilir?

Ben hemen hemen 40 senedir iklim meselesinin, yapilmasi gerekenleri farkindayim ama 40 senede bunlarin higbirisinin
yapilmadigini gériiyorum ve en sonunda son 10 senedir artik gelecek kusaklarin isyan etmeye basladilar. Ben kendi
kusagimi bile anlatamadim. Benim kusagimda kafalar hala evlerin ¢atis1 beyaza boyar giines 15131m1 geri yansitir bakis
acisindalar. Yapmasinlar, daha az araba kullanilsin. Her neyse yani su an gelecek kusaklar bu konuda ciddi kavgalar
veriyorlar. Umarim basarili olurlar. Bu kavgalarin bir pargast da kentinin elindeki alanlarmn, Kiltiirpark gibi alanlarm
korunmasi ve hakikaten gelistirilerek gelecege aktarilmasi. Umarim belediyede bunu yakin bir zamanda destekler ve
bizi devreden ¢ikarir. Ben yoruldum artik.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan bashica zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Zorluklar, alanin farkinda olmayan Izmir. Kimler farkinda, alanin etrafinda yasayan bir azinlik. Benim {zmir’e
tasinmamin temel sebeplerinden biri idi Kiiltiirpark.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek i¢cin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Sesimizi duyurmak en énemli kaynaklardan bir tanesi. Sesimizi duyuracak her tiirlii araca ihtiyacimiz var. ikincisi ise
insan kaynagina ihtiyacimiz var. Bu kadar isi bir avug insan yapiyor. Cok degil 100 kisi olsak kim bilir neler yapacagiz.
Platform olduguna bakmayn aktif katilim 6nemli ¢ogunlugu platform notlarindan takip ediyor.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashca basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢iktilar
nelerdir?

Baglica basaramiz kiiltlipark’1 ¢ikartip ortaya koyabilmek. Cikartip ortaya koyabilmek, bizim baslica bagarimiz bu.
Bunu bir sorun olarak algilabilmek, yaptiklar1 diizenlemelerin, planlamalarin birer sorun oldugunu ve gelecek kusaklara
cok ciddi sikintilar yaratacagini gézlerinin dniine koyabilmek. Bu bizim basl basarimiz. Basarisizigimizda bunu Izmir
capinda yapamamak. Evet belediyeye gosterdik, fakat kentliye gosteremedik.

4- Platformun kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

Fuar olmasin diyen bir kitle degiliz. Fuar olsun fakat isin igerisine sermaye sokulmasin. Ve en énemlisi de o hangarlar
kalksimn artik. Izmir’in ¢ok giizel bir fuar kompleksi var artik onlara ihtiyaglar1 yok. Kiiltiirparkin yorgunlugu artik
dillere destan biitiin odalar ayni seyi soyliiyor. Belediye de aymi seyi sdylemeye basladi. Bu yorgunlugu daha da
artiracak olan igler yapilmasini artik. Yani 50.000 kisilik konser organize etmeyin orada. Tavrimiz ise belediyenin parka
olan bakis agist ile dogru orantili. Biz kavga etmek degil birlikte ¢alismak istiyoruz. Artik enerjimizi yapamazsin
demeye degil yapalim demeye harcamamiz lazim. Siire¢ olumlu ilerlerse kavga etmekten neye ihtiyaciniz var sorusuna
dogru evriliriz. Birlikte is yapmaya daha yatkin insanlariz.
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v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklari tanimlanabilir mi?

Kiiltiirparkin bir araya geldigi, 6nce Kiiltiirparkta dokunma grubu ve onun icerisinden ¢ikan Kiiltiirpark platformu,
¢linkii biz dokunma demiyoruz. Dokunma oldugu gibi birak anlamina geliyor. Biz tam tersine koru, diizenlestir ve artik
yorgun yapiy1 yenile ki Kiiltiirpark 6lmesin diyoruz. 2016-2017 yilinda kiiltiirparkin orta yerine ¢imen ile kapl bir sergi
saray1 kurulmaya ¢alisildi. Modern yontemler ile gergeklestirilecekmis bu. Hemen herkes kostu. Uzun bir siire hem
eglencesiyle hem eylemi ile. Hem calgisiyla sozliisliyle sesimizi gayet icra ediyorduk ve o projeden vazgegilmek
durumunda kalind1. Tkinci kirilmayi ise Tung Soyer déneminde yasadik. Basta cok olumlu olan Izmirliye soracagiz
baslikli arama konferansi sonrasinda degiskenlik gosterdi. Orada bir koruma amagli imar plani sorunu yasadik. Koruma
amaclt imar planma goére korunmasi en Onemli yapilardan biri olan Spor Salonu yikilip yerine daha moderni
yapilacakmis. Ustelik mimarlar odasi ¢esme tasmin kullamldigi ender yapilardan bir tanesi oldugunu, artik ¢esme
tasinin kalmadigini ve korunmasi gerektigini belirtti. Baslica bir kirilma noktasiyd: arama konferansi. Benim anladigim
kadariyla Kiiltiirpark platformu ile sorun yasayan baskanlar gérevde kalmiyor. Yatisan zaman araliklari ise her zaman
var. Giinlimiiziin dayatilan anlayislari; ¢cogulcu demokrasi, efendime sdyleyeyim, bir dikey hiyerarsisi falan olmasina
ragmen bizler bunlarin tam tersine ¢alisan yatay hiyerarsiyi 6nceleyen insanlariz. Kiiltlirpark i¢in calisan tiim birimler
ile goriis aligverisi igerisindeyiz. Her ne kadar aktorler arast ¢atigma hali olsa da hedeflerimiz ayn1 amaglarimiz ayni.

2-lgili aktorlerin catisma karsisindaki yaklasimlari siireci nasil etkilemistir?

Olumsuz ilgili aktorlerden 6zellikle yonetim ve insanlarin davranis bigimleri ciddi anlamda olumsuz etkilemistir.
Yapilmas: gerekenler su anda 10 senelik, 18 senelik bir gecikme ile yapiliyor. Ozellikle sundan bahsedecegim, 2009
yilina geldigimizde Kiiltiirparkta kiiglik kiiciik konserler film gosterimleri, agik havada tiyatro oyunlari, ¢imlilerin
tizerinde danslar goriiyoruz. 2010°da edremite geldim geri gelip 2014 yili civarinda buraya ne olmus dedim. Boyle bir
yerde oraya bir yap1 kondurulmadan 6nce ne yapilir diye diisiindiigiimde, orayi ilk 6nce fonksiyonsuzlastirirsin.
Bellekte unutulur. Ondan sonra tekrar yapilir. Neden o siirelerde higbir aktivite yapilmadi burada.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?

Bizim birlikte ¢alisacagimizi zannetmemiz. Olaylar tirmaniyor. Uretici pazari yaklasimina karsi cikip orasinin
fonksiyonu o degil dedigimizde istemezci oluyoruz. Aslinda olay:r biiyliten bu. Kimsenin kimseye tahammiilii
olmamasi.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Odalar ile siirtiistiigiimiiz zaman dilimleri oldu. Dilimizi ok sivri buldular. Ben burda kendi acimdan konusacagim. Is
yanlissa yanlis demenin neresi yanlis? Hepsini anliyorum. Odalar da gerektigi yerde belediyeler ile is birlikleri yapryor.
Yaklasimlari anliyorum ama yanlisa yanlis dogru ya da dogru diyebilmeliyiz. Maalesef siirecte ¢ok giizel yapilan bir
iki ig var diyebilirken hatalisiniz dedigimiz ¢ok sey var. A¢ik¢asi platformun da bakis agis1 kendi 6z bakis agis1 degil,
harmanlanmis bir bakis agis1. Biz bir taraftan ¢evre mithendisleri bir taraftan sehir bolgeyle konusuyoruz, sehircilikle
konusuyoruz. Bir taraftan mimarlarla konusuyoruz. Konusarak da bu alanda bilgi biriktiriyoruz. Uretmek icin kafa
yoruyoruz. Belediyenin de pozitif yaptig1 birkag sey oldu. Hastalikli agaglar kesildi. Miidahale edildi. Yapilmayabilirdi.
Orasin1 sadece Kiiltiirpark olarak diiginmemek lazim. Zamaninda tiim konsolosluklardan fidanlar istenmis.
Biyogesitlilik kurulmus. Bir seyler var ama ara bosluklar1 su an dolduramiyoruz. Ornegin buraya ait olan bir bitki,
Hayit, yok. Oysa ¢ok uygun bir ortam 1slah edilmesi i¢in.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya cikan en o6nemli kazamimlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Hicbir sey kazanilmadi, kayiplart azaltmak i¢in ugrasiyoruz. Olumluya giden hicbir sey yok. Daha fazla olumsuz
olmamas1 adina direndik.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢lenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?
Yeterli degil, ¢linkii enerjimizi direnmek i¢in kullaniyoruz. 8 sene igerisinde benim aramiza kazandirabildigim 2
arkadasim oldu. Cok zayif. Hangisini yapabilecegiz?

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazamlan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakhklar nelerdir?
Olustu tabi ki; yaya dernegi bir tanesi. Insanlar geliyor gruplar geliyor neler yapiyoruz diye bakiyorlar. Hep aktif katilim
gosteren ise 10 kisi civarinda oluyor. Ama hepimiz takip ediyoruz.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Sunu sdyleyebilirdim, takim degismeyecek kurallarimizi tanimlanmis olan kentsel hak arayisindan ¢ikarttik zaten.
Hepsi evet vardi, bir araya geldiginde ise kent hakki ile fena halde 6zdeslestigini gordiik. Hatta, ¢ok enerjimiz var ya,
bunu kentin genelinde bir ihtiyag olarak goriip enerjimizi oralara yaymaya calistik. 6 sene 6nce de Izmir Yasam
Alanlarint kurduk. Bu da platform icerisinden ¢ikip daha genis perspektifli bir kazanim oldu. Bu miicadele bir park
6zelinden bir kent 6zeline dogru da evrildi.
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vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Aslinda en basta tanimladigim gibi. Oncelikle belediyenin bakis acisini degistirip parki park olarak tanimlayabilmek
ve bir park ne gerektiriyorsa onu bir an dnce faaliyete gegirip bir an 6nce hayata gecirilmesi. Bir numara hangarlarin
kaldirilmasi, belediyenin oradan ¢ikmasi. Aslinda belediyedeki insanlar da bizimle ayni hedef, var olan1 korumak
gelistirerek gelecek nesillere aktarmak, igin ¢alistyor. Bu tanimi bana belediyede ¢alisan bir arkadagim sdylemisti. En
iyi ¢oziim senaryosu bir Park olarak tekrar diisinebilmektir. Su bile disiiniilmilyor, zamaninda bir otopark alani
yapilmig fakat {izerinde ¢im alandan baska hicbir sey yetisemiyor. Mevcut sahalar ve kortlar oraya tasinsin ve kalan
alan yesillendirirsin. Bunu kimse diistinmiiyor. Bu herkesin kabul edebilecegi bir diisiince. Ha yesile boyamisiz ha ¢im
ekmigiz.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Benim kafamda ¢ok giizel bir sey var, Belediyeyiden bagimsiz belediye ile birlikte ¢alisacak. Ve odalar ile birlikte
calisacak, sermaye gruplarin bu isin igine koymak istemiyorum ¢iinkii clizdandan yana konusmak istemiyorum, parkin
gelistirilmesi ve gerceklestirilmesi igin gerekli olan seyleri yapabilecegi bir grup olusturulmast. Bunun adina meclis
olmasi, efendime sdyleyeyim, Kiiltiirpark ¢alisma grubu olmasi, Kiiltiirpark sevenler dernegi olmasi vesaire dnemli
degil. Yeter ki hepsi birbirinin haberli bir sekilde esgiidiimlii bir ¢alisma yapilabilmesi. bu aslinda ¢ok giizel bir yenilik.
Nasil bir yenilik? Aslinda bizim buldugumuz bir yenilik degil. Yurtdisinda biitiin parklarda yapilan bir ¢6ziim 6rnegi.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?
Aktorler arast is birlikleri gelismeye basladiginda bir 6nceki dneriye gelinmis olunuyor zaten. Ondan sonra ise bir yer
kiralayip oturup konusmak. Seffaflik bu sayede saglanmis oluyor.

4- Siirec icerisindeki ¢iktilar géz oniine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Cok kesin bir potansiyel var aslinda, bu tarz catigsmamasi1 gereken ve ¢atigmaya giren durumlarda kiiltiirparka zarar
verecek bir ¢atigsmay1 kabul eden hicbir anlayigin bir sansi olmadi. Yonetim degisikliklerini de getiren buydu.
Bakarsaniz; Behget Uz vefat etmeden dnce son roportajlarinda son depremde yikilan alani 6nermis fuar i¢in. Clinki
depreme dayaniksiz bir alan ve zaten yapilasma yapamayacagiz. En giizeli orada fuar alani olusturmak. Hem de {izerine
zaten konut yapamayacagimiz bir alani doniistiirmiis oluruz. Su anda Kiiltiirparktaki ¢cokg¢a sert zeminin sebebi fuar.
Araclar rahatca girip ¢ikabilsin, yiik getirebilsin diye. iceride mermer fuari yapiliyor. 20 senedir boyleydi.

Interviewer 2

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kiiltiirpark: kentin bir vahasit olarak goriiyoruz. Yani 420.000 metrekarelik alanda kurulmus herkesin her etkinligi
yapabilecegi her yastan insanin kendisini bulabilecegi rahat nefes alabilecegi kurucusu Behget Uz’un deyimiyle bir
halk Universitesi. Insanlarin sosyallesebilecegi degisik sportif etkinlikleri, kiiltiirel sanatsal etkinlikleri olan sosyal bir
alan olarak goriiyoruz.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin meveut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Koétii, parkin mevcut durumu su anda kurulusundan itibaren bir hayli siire gectigi icin. Yagh ve yorgun. Eski insan
kalabalik ile su anki insan kalabaligi bir degil. Demografik yapi farkli. Kiiltiirparkin yasli ve yorgun yapisi, asirt
etkinligi veya asir1 kalabalig1 kaldirmakta zorlaniyor. Orada sadece insanlar yasayamiyor. Cesitli bortii bocektir, agactr,
bitkidir, ¢igektir, ¢imdir, ¢imendir, karincadir, kaplumbagadir, sincaptir, kustur kargadir kedidir, kopektir, onlar da
yastyor. Bir de sunu unutmamak lazim, Kiiltiirpark ikinci derece tarihi ve doga sit alanidir. Bu baglamda bakildig:
zaman su andaki mevcut durumda hala daha ingaat yapiliyor. Insaatlar gesitli teneke bariyerlerle kapatiyor insanlarmn
gormemesi icin. Biz kiiltiirparkin degismesinden doniismesinden yana degiliz, gelistirilmesinden korunmasindan
yanayiz. Herhangi bir etkinlik i¢in direkt gozler kiiltiirparkin {izerinde. Bu noktada sermayenin gozii de Kiiltiirpark
iizerinde oluyor. Istegimiz dogrultusunda degil ama bunun i¢in miicadele vermeye ¢alisiyoruz. Mevcut durum istenilen
durumda degil fakat miicadele verilmeye ¢alisilyor.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalar nelerdir?

Tarihsel siire¢ denilince tasit kiiltlirpark bir yangimin kiillerinden olusan bir yap1. Kiiltiirparkta bir siirii kirilma noktasi
var. Yesil alanin azaltilip tas betonlarin ¢ogaltilmasi, insaatlarinin ¢ogaltilmasi, parkin icerisindeki yerlesmeler, tagima
kapasitesinin tizerindeki etkinliklerin oray1 talan etmesi... Hala kiriliyor. Daha yeni, kitap fuarinin oldugu ikinci giinii
sergilenmesi igin arabalar geldi. Kitap fuar ile arabayi nasil bagdastiracagiz? Deniyor ki; adi {izerinde kiiltiir,
Kiiltiirparkta kiilttirel etkinlikler yapilmali. Iyi de kiiltiir kiiltiir nedir? Kiiltiir insanin {irettigi her seydir. Araba da bir
kiiltiir oyuncak da bir kiiltiir camasir da bir kiiltiir. Bunun sinirt nedir? Kitap fuari ok masum goziikiiyor. Evet, bence
de masum ama ben sana baska masum sdyleyeyim, oyuncak fuari olamaz mi1? Olabilir bu da. Camasir fuari olamaz mi?
Olabilir, bu da masum ve bunun disinda kalem fuari olamaz mi? Olabilir. Bu da masum ve bu masumlugun sinir1 kim
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belirleyecek? Mesela iiretici pazari kuruldu. Haftada bir giin yapiliyor orada. Tyi de yarm iiretici pazar1 haftada bir giin
ne olacak? Haftada bir giin iyi de ben size sunu sdyleyeyim, haftada 2 giin olsun ne olacak? Hafta nasil olsa 7 giin hadi
2 giin oldu. 3 giin olsun ne olacak? Birer giin aralikl1 olsun. Peki bunun sinirii kim belirleyecek? Bugiin iiretici pazarini
gezdiniz mi bilmiyorum. Yiyecek satiliyor, sebze satiliyor, meyve satiliyor. Yarim bir giin igte bir bardak iirettim. Ben
ireticiyim. Ben de bardak satacagim. Her giin bir {iretici pazari kurulmasinin dniindeki sinir1 kim belirleyecek o zaman.
Sunu diyoruz; bilimsel teknik verilere gore hareket edilsin. Platform hig¢bir zaman bilimsel verilere karsi olmadi. Her
zaman bilimsel veriler ile hareket etti. Bu sebeple birden fazla kirilma noktasi tanimlanabilir. Ozerk demokratik bir
yapilanmanin olugmasi gerekli.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilasilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Oncelikle yonetim oray1 her tiirlii etkinligi yapabilecegi bir alan ve siginma yeri olarak goriiyor. Merkezi bir yer olarak
her etkinligin yapilabilecegi alan olarak Kiiltlirpark akillara geliyor. Halbuki orasi 2. derece dogal ve tarihi sit alani.
Bir ¢ivi bile cakilmamasi gerek. Temel problem olarak yapilagsmanin olmasini istemiyoruz. Ayrica basmane ¢ukurunu
kiiltiirpark’in bir pargasi olarak goriiyoruz ve orada yapilasmanin olusmasini istemiyoruz. Kiiltiirparki cevresi ile
birlikte bir Kiiltiirpark olarak diisiiniiyoruz.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlari
veya oOzel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Sivil toplum kuruluslar ile baglanti i¢erisindeyiz. Mimarlar Odas1 Sehir Plancilar1 Odas1 Peyzaj Mimarlar1 Odast
bunlara dahildir. Bunlar disinda dernekler, partiler vakiflar ve bireysel katilimcilar gibi ¢esitli bilesenler mevcut.
Olumlu ya da olumsuz her tiirlii goriislerini almaya galisiyoruz. Bunlar1 da siirece katmaya galistyoruz. Kiiltiipark
platformu burada demokratik yatay yapilanmanin oldugu bir kurulus. Ilkelerini benimseyen herkese kapisi agik.
Toplantilar katilima acik bir sekilde gerceklesiyor. izmir’deki sivil toplum kuruluslartyla baglant1 halindeyiz ve onlarin
da goriislerini her tiirlii konuda bilimsel teknik alanda aliyoruz.

2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?

Kiiltiirpark platformunun temel argiimani kiiltlirparkin korunmasi, gelismesi ve dogalligimin bozulmamasidir.
Kiiltiirpark herkes i¢indir. Herkese agik, kamusal alan olarak insanlarin sosyallesebilecegi ve hosca vakit gegirebilecegi
bir halk iiniversitesi olmasi gereklidir.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktoérlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Maalesef iilkemizde doganin yesilini degis paranin yesilini seven bir yap1 var. Buna kars1 miicadele ediyoruz. Dogal
ve tarihi bir sit alani olarak degerlendirilmesini ve yapilacak uygulamalarin bunlar takip etmesini bekliyoruz.
Elestirildigimiz gibi her seye karst degiliz. Mesela basit bir 6rnek vereyim; Kiiltiirpark igerisindeki tarihi parasiit kulesi.
Su anda kullanilmryor. Tabi ki, teknik ve miihendislik konularin da dikkate alinarak aslinda uygun bir sekilde miidahale
edilmesini istiyoruz. Korunmasini ve gelistirilmesini istiyoruz fakat yikilip yeniden tiretilmesine karsiy1z.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?
Medya kuruluslart; giinliik gazetelerdir, basilt yayindir. Ulusal ve yerel gazeteler.

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Her tiirlii ticari ya da rant saglayan unsurlar. Tiim canlilarin yasayabilecegi bir alan olarak korunmasini istiyoruz.
Kurucu Baskan Behget Uz’un son réportajlarinda da dedigi gibi tiim fuarcilik aktivitelerine son verilmesini istiyoruz.
Eski kalabaliklar ile su anki kalabaliklar bir degil. Gaziemir var. Oraya kimse gitmiyor. Metro, toplu tagima ulagimlari
cezbedici aktiviteler ile insanlart o alana getirmek gerekli. Karsilasilan temel problem bu. Merkezde diye akillara ilk
once Kiiltirpark geliyor ama giiniimiizde her alan sehrin merkezi konumunda. Ayrica koruma amagli imar planinin
bilimsel ve teknik olarak giincellenmesi

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsimz?

Dedigim gibi her seye kars1 degiliz. Asfaltin azaltilmasi, orada herkesin kendisini bulacagi bir etkinlik yapilmasi,
bilimsel alanda insanlara danisilmasini destekliyoruz. Kiiltiirpark kiiltiir park olalt son donemdeki fuarlardan ¢ektigi
kadar hicbir seyden ¢ekmemistir diye diisiinmiiyorum bu noktada.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuglari ve bu sonuclarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri

neler olabilir?

Kiiltiirpark miicadelesi bitmez. Gelistirilmesi veya korunmasi noktalar: goriislerimizi hep sdyleriz. Halk katilimina agik
olmalr kiiltiirpark. Kiiltiirpark: izmir vahasi ve bir halk okulu olarak gordiigiimiiz i¢in herkesin kendisini bulabildigi bir
alan olarak goriiyoruz. Bunun icin dzellikle ikinci derece dogal ve tarihi sit alan1 yapisinin korunmasini istiyoruz. Bu
noktada ileride yerel halk tizerindeki etkisi ne olabilir? Vallahi ¢ok giizel olur. Hala daha cesitli canlilar bir arada
yasayabiliyor, durabiliyor. Ondan sonra yerel yonetimler de temizligini yapar, bakimini yapmaya devam ederse gelecek
olumlu olur diye diisiiniiyorum.
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4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuclari neler olabilir?

Sehir plancilar1 ve mimarlar odasi dahil olmak iizere bilimsel ve teknik konularda odalardan ve sivil toplum
kuruluglardan bilimsel ¢aligmalarin neler olabilecegi konusunda bilgi aliyoruz. Bilim ne diyorsa onun iizerine bir sey
sOylemiyoruz ya da teknik ne sOyliiyorsa onun iizerine bir sey sOylemiyoruz. Yani onlarin sdyledikleri bizim
kabuliimiizdiir. Tabi ki korunmasi ve gelistirilmesi varken yikilip degistirilmesini istemiyoruz. Son dénemlerde
kiiltirparkin kapilarinda Yasar yasananlar gibi... bir parasiit kulesinin yikilip yeniden yapilmasini istemiyoruz.
Tehlikeli ise tabii ki bilimsel ve teknik kosullarda raporlar dogrultusunda yikilmasi gerekiyorsa yikilir. Fakat daha
ekonomik olma kosulu ile yikilip yenisinin yapilmasi ve ucuza mal edilmesi mantigini kabul etmiyoruz

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan baslica zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Herkese ulasamiyoruz. Maalesef goniilli Yasam alanlart savunmacilari parmakla gosterilecek oranda. Bizim
kiiltirpark miicadelesini her kesime daha yiiksek sesle anlatmamiz gerekiyor. En biiylik sorunumuz bu. Sesimizi
duyurabilmek, kendimizi dogru anlatabilmek. Bunun i¢in ozellikle medya, basin yaym kuruluslarinda destegini
yanimiza alabilmek, bunlarla sesimizi duyurabilmek 6nemli.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek icin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?
Basin yayini ya da sosyal medyay1 daha iyi kullanmak gerekiyor. Bunlarin tabii ki desteklerini almak gerekiyor. Her
glin yeniden, yeniden, yeniden bilimsel ve teknik bir dil ile anlatmak gerekiyor.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashca basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢iktilar
nelerdir?

Ben basar1 ya da basarisizlik lizerinden nitelendirilen anlayisa karsiyim. Kiiltiirpark 6zelinden hareket edilecek olursak
tek basar ikinci derece dogal ve tarihi sit alanmin korunmasi ve halk Universitesi vizyonunun yasatilabilmesi. Ciinkii
biz bir ma¢ yapmiyoruz, 90 dakikanin sonunda hi¢ kimseyi yenemeyecegiz. Bir sinava da girmiyoruz. 100 almayacagiz.
Miicadele siireklilik gerektiriyor ve kiiltiirpark 6ziine uygun bir sekilde varligini buluncaya kadar devam edecek.

4- Platformun kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

Giincel hedefleri dedigim gibi; bir IZFAS 1n ve tiim kamu kurum ve kuruluslarimin taginmast iki ingaatlarin bir an
once sonlandirilmasi ve siireglerinin agik ve seffaf olmasi. Kiiltiirparkin tiim paydaslariyla birlikte karar verilmesi,
bunda bilimsel teknik bir bilgilendirmelerin yapilmasi gerekirse iiniversitelerden yardim ve goriis alinmasi. Bizim
bilime olan, kiiltiire olan, sanata olan sayginligimiz sonsuz. Strateji olabildigince sesimizi duyurabilmek, olabildigince
yapilan yanlislardan geri doniilmesini saglamak ve kiiltiirparki goriiniir kilmak. Gerek sosyal medyada da gerek
gliniimiiz medyasinda, basinda sesimizi olabildigince duyurabilmek. Bunun yaninda tabii ki tim paydaslarin
gorislerine de yer verebilmek.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklar1 tanimlanabilir mi?

Bizim miicadelemiz hep bastan beri belli, bu konuda dinamikler degismedi. Ilkelerimiz devam ediyor. Kiiltiirparkin
yapisina zarar verecek faktor oldugunda biz de basin agiklamasi yapiyoruz. Yani tirmanisa gegtigi anlar tabi ki var.
Kazma gakildig1 zaman bizim i¢imiz yaniyor. Hemen gidiyoruz oraya onun iizerine etkinlikler yapmaya calistyoruz.
Iyi nitelikli uygulamalarda da destekliyoruz. Etki ve tepki durumu.

2-ilgili aktérlerin catiyma karsisindaki yaklasimlar siireci nasil etkilemistir?

[zmir'de yerel yonetimde bulunan kisiler ile, Biiyiiksehir Belediye baskanidir, Yardimeilaridir, goriismelerimiz oldu.
Biz goriislerimizin sdyledik, neden istedigimi sdyledik fakat onlar da sdylediler. Bizi tabii ki ciddiye aldiklar1 oldu.
Ondan sonra evet ¢alistaylarimiz oldu. Arama konferanslarimiz oldu. Basin agiklamalarimiz oldu. Aslinda bir dnceki
belediye baskaninin s6zii suydu, ¢ok agik bir net bir sekilde sunu soyledi, ben aslinda su anda oturdugum koltuktan
kalksam benim yerim platformun yaninda sizlerle beraberdir. Ama, su anda oturdugum koltuk bunu gerektirme.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?

Sermaye bazli etkinlikler. Halkin yararindan bahsediyoruz ve orada Halk Universitesi vizyonundan bahsediyoruz. Yani
orada insanlarin daha ¢ok ulasabildigi etkinlikler, bunun i¢in giivenlikli bir yer istiyoruz. Bu noktada platformun bir
Oznesi olarak sunu diyorum. Avrupa'daki tim parklar1 dolagtigimizda geceleri kapattiklarini goriiyoruz. Biz de
kapatilmasini istiyoruz. Buradaki maksat doganin korunmasi, hava almasi, yesilin korunmasi ve bakiminin yapilmasi.
Kendisini yenileme zamani olmasi. Bu baglamda kiiltiir park: insansizlastirmaya mi calistyorsunuz gibi elestiriler
aliyoruz. Hayir orada bir habitat olarak biitiin canlilarin bir arada yasayacagi bir ortam istiyoruz.
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4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglanmstir?

Tam olarak Platformun gergeklestirdigi aktiviteler ve davranis bicimiyle alakali. Platformun 6zneleri bilesenlerimiz
oluyor. Gerekli insan, gerek grupsal, gerek ise orgiitsel olarak bilisenlerimiz var. Bizim goriislerimiz bunlarin
goriislerinin toplamindan olusuyor. Tabii ki yani uyum da sagliyor. Bunlar ne istiyorsa bizler de tartistyoruz. Buna gore
kararlarimiz aliyoruz. Cozlim stratejilerimiz tabii ki bunlara yonelik degisiyor. Sivil toplum orgiitlerinde yonetimler
degisebiliyor bizler de ziyaretlerde bulunuyoruz, iletisimde bulunuyoruz. En son Mimarlar Odas1 ve schir plancilari
odast ile goriistiik. Tim iletisimimiz herkese agik bir sekilde gerceklesiyor. Herkesin ne diistindiigiinii soruyoruz. Her
seyimiz seffaf. Yardima, teknik destege bilimsel bilgiye her zaman a¢igiz.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya cikan en 6nemli kazamimlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

En 6nemli kazanim bence sudur ki kiiltiirpark platformu olarak kiiltiirparkin sorunlarini kentlinin duymasini saglamak
ve bunu da yayabildigimiz 6l¢lide yayabilmek. Kamuoyuna karst kentlerin yasamini sikbogaz eden anlayislara karst
oldugumuzu belirtmek. Platform 8 9 yillik bir siire¢. S6ziimiizii sdylityoruz, bazen ciddiye alintyor, bazen alinmiyor.
Yerel yonetimler tarafindan kabul gériiyor ya da gérmiiyor. Ya da bizi anlamaya calisiyorlar, biz onlar1 anlamaya
¢alistyoruz. Bu noktada kazanimimiz ciddiye alinmak. Kayiplar nelerdir? Daha 6nce belirttigim gibi bir dinlenme
zaman diliminin olmamasi, yesil alanlarin azalmasi ve yapilasmaya agik olunmasi. Dordiincii olarak da giivenlik
unsurlarint sayabiliriz. Giivenlik zafiyetinin giderilmesi gerekmekte. Bilim insanlarindan destek alinarak bu isin
¢oziilebilecegini diisiiniiyoruz.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢lenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Sesimizi duyurabildigimiz kadar duyurmaya calistyoruz, maalesef tiim Izmir’de yasayan kentli isin giindemine
sokamadik. Burasi ¢ok bityiik bir alan. Tabii ki sermaye ¢esitli projeler diisiiniiyordur. Fakat buradaki kurmaya y6nelik
yaklasimimiz devam edecek. Ama sesimizi ne kadar duyurabiliyoruz ne kadar basarili bir konuda sesimizi duyurabilme
konusunda ne kadar yeterliyiz, onu bilemiyorum. Bunu artik kamuoyunu takdirine birakiyorum.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?

Bizim ortaklarimiz kentli ve bilesenlerimiz. Onlarin goriislerimizi dikkate almasi ortak bir tartisma ortamini
yiiriitiilebilmesi bizim agimizdan bir kazanim. Yerel yonetimler de bizlere randevu verdiler. Hatta bir dnceki donemde
birlige bagkani yardimcilar ile ortak bir WhatsApp grubu olusturduk. Kiiltlirpark ile ilgili yapilacak tiim islemlerde
bizim de bilgilendirilecegimizi belirttiler. Bu duruma uyuldu veya uyulmadi. Yeni is birliklerimiz bunlardur. s birlikleri
tabi ki de devam edecektir.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Olumlu taraflart insanlar1 yagsam alanlari ve ekoloji konusunda bilinglendirmek. Yagam alanlarina daha ¢ok sahip
¢ikabilmek. Yagam alanlari denilince sadece yesil alan var ve doga akla gelmiyor insanlarin yasam alanlart i¢erisinde
¢ok genis bir yelpaze de yer alintyor.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Bizim ¢oziim senaryosu dedigimiz olay aslinda uygun bir sekilde kiiltiirparkini korunmasi. Yapilasma ve fuarcilik
faaliyetlerine son verilmesi, ticari her tiirlii etkinligin yapilmamasi. Seffaf 6zerk, demokratik bir yapilanma ile alinacak
kararlarin tiim paydasglar ile birlikte gergeklestirilmesi. Bu baglamda bilim insanlari ve tniversiteler ile iletisim
kurabilmesi. En iyi ¢6ziim senaryolar1 bu olur herhalde diye diistiniiyorum.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Yan tekrar tekrar iletisim ile is birligini stirdiirmektir. Farkli goriislere agi8iz, platformun bir 6znesi olarak sdylityorum.
Her zaman bizimle yan yana birlikte olabilirler.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?

Aslinda platform bunu yapiyor, randevular talep ediyor, miizakereye calistyor. Rutin toplanma giinlerimiz var. Ayda bir
defa herkese acik olacak sekilde toplaniyoruz. Yapilan bir olumsuz olumlu gelisme varsa bunlari giindemimize aliyoruz.
O noktada yapmamiz gereken, atilmasi gereken adim varsa onlari atmaya calistyoruz. Yani yeniliklerin i¢in ben
muhafazakar degilim ama kiiltiirpark ile ilgili bir yenilik diistinmiiyorum. Alternatif yonlerden biri gece kapatilmasi
olabilir. Gaziemir fuarini canlandirmak olabilir. Tasima kapasitesini dikkate alarak etkinlikler diizenlemek olabilir.

4- Siirec icerisindeki ciktilar goz oniine alindiginda, ¢catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Yani bizim potansiyelimiz bilesenlerimiz, séziimiiziin sdylenmesidir. Isbirliginden bahsediyoruz. Catismay1 pozitif
anlamda kullaniyorum. Demokratik kitle orgiitleridir, Partilerdir, sendikalardir, vakiflardir, Bundan sonra Kiiltiirpark
sevdalilaridir... Sermaye sinirlandirmasi, kararlarin seffafligi ve paydas goriislerin dikkate alinmas1 6nemlidir.
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Interviewer 3

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Birinci 6ncelik saglik. Sonugta kent saglikli bir kent yasami yani ya da toplumsal yasam i¢in birgok boyut var bunlardan
birisi de genis alanlar. Genis alanlarin 6nemi sadece nefes almak falan degil, ayn1 zamanda insan yapisinini sinirlari,
kapsamlari, igerikleri ile de ilgili seylerdir. Sikistirilmig bir kent yasami ve sadece barinma amaci giiden yapilarda
insanin dogasina genellikle aykiridir. Saglikli bir kent bakis agist ya da sagliklt bir yasam alani dolayisiyla genis
alanlarin olmasi lazim. Diinya saglik orgiitiiniin tanimindan gidersek; ki bu fiziksel ruhsal, sosyal yonden tam iyilik
hali olarak tanimlanir, hem fiziksel saglik, hem ruhsal saglik hem sosyal saglik birbirine baghdir. Kente de bu acidan
bakiyoruz. Dolayisiyla fiziksel, ruhsal, sosyal yonden iyilik halinin ii¢liniin birden bulusabilecegi en 6nemli alanlardan
birisidir Kiiltiirpark. Fiziksel yonden niye, dogal bir ortam. Ikincisi ruhsal yonden toplanip belirli bir rahathigin
saglandig fiziksel bir alan. Ugiinciisii sosyal olarak bir arada olabilmenin saglandig1 yer. Bunun disinda tabi genis
alanlar var fakat kiiltiirel faaliyetler agisindan Kiiltiirpark daha 6zeldir. Kiiltiirel faaliyetler ile birlikte ticari faaliyetlerin
de ¢eligkili bir ¢atisma alanidir.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin meveut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Kabul edilebilecek bir durum degil. Neden? Hem yapilis amacina hem gegmisten gelis tarihine hem bugiinkii niyetler
acisindan olumsuz ve kontrolsiiz. Giivenlik sorunu ve yapilagma sorunu var. Anlattigimiz hani nefes alinabilen saglikli
bir alan olma yoniinde tehditleri var. Dolayisiyla savunulmasi gerekiyor. Giincelde, yeterince dnem verilemiyor,
oncelikler konusunda sikint1 yaganiliyor.

3- Kiiltiirpark érneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalari nelerdir?

Fuarlagsma kism1 basindan beri var, kiiltiirparkin kurulmasiyla birlikte fuarcilik da basladi. Bu kiiltiireldir, etkinlik olarak
uzun siire devam etti ve 6nemli ve bir gelenek olusturuldu. Ama fiziksel yapisinda biraz farkliliklar yaratti. Fuarciligin
ayrilmasi, her ne kadar zaman zaman asiliyorsa da bu bence bir kirllma noktasi. Olumlu bir kirtlma noktasi olarak
goriiyorum. Kotli bir kirilma noktast su an goérmilyorum. Belediyenin orada oluyor olmasi kirtlma noktasi
degerlendirilebilir mi tam olarak dyle diistinmemekle birlikte 6nemli sinirlamalar da getirdigini disiiniiyorum. Yerel
yonetimin miidahalesine agik hale geliyor. Onun disinda tabii en 6nemli seylerden biri Kiiltiirparki savunabilecek
insanlarin bir araya geliyor olmasi, platformlarin kurulmast.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilagilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Belgeleri incelediyseniz oralara da birgok seyin yazildigini gorilyorsunuz ama bu yazilan seylerin ne kadar derli, toplu
ve ne kadar tartisilmis; insanlari kapsayacak bir tarzda olup olmadigi tartisilir. Baska alanlarda da boyle. 100 kisiyi bir
toplamaya calisirsiniz. Hedefinizi 150 kisidir, ¢ok az kisinin geldigini goriirsiiniiz. Bilenler ile bilmeyenleri
ayiramazsiniz, kararlar da yeterince tartisilmanis olur. Aydinlatilmis onam giizel bir kavramdir. Bu birincisi idi. Ikinci
de tabii ki yerel yonetimin ¢ok fazla aktor tarafindan bask: altinda oldugu.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlan
veya 0zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

En belirgin Kiiltirpark platformu. Bununla birlikte Meslek orgiitleri ve buna benzer orgiitler. Goriis bildiriyorlar fakat
ne kadar aktivist olabileceklerini tartigabiliriz. Cevre gruplarinin, entelektiiel kapasitesi olan aktorlerin 6n planda
oldugunu gériiyoruz. Dolayisiyla belirgin aktdrlerden yerel yonetimi ise zaten sdyledik. izmir Yasam Alanlar1 Olusumu
var. Tabip odas1 6n planda degil fakat mimarlar odasi, sehir plancilari 6n planda.

2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?
Saglikli, modern, cagdas bir kent yasamu.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlari Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?
Odalar sonugta kendi alanlariyla ilgili temel olarak birtakim seyler sdyliiyorlar ama Bence tiim meslekler bizim
saglikcilarin temel cercevesinde dolasiyor. Saglikli bir kent yasami temel alintyor. Belediye ise popiilist bir yap1 olmak
zorunda. Kentte yasayan tiim insanlarla ilgili kendisine gelen tepkileri, onerileri, itirazlar1 gz oniine almak zorunda.
Zaman zaman degiskenlik gostermek ile birlikte bizim gibi gordiikleri diisiincesinde degilim.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?

Gordiigiim kadari ile sehir plancilart odas1 ve mimarlar odas1 bunu yapiyor. TMMOB demek daha dogru olur. Izmir
tabip odasi da var. Dernekler ve sendikalar konusunda bir sey diyemeyecegim. Soylemsel olarak tabii ki destekliyorlar
fakat aktivasyon konusunda daha ¢ok destek¢iler. Medyanin ilgisinin ise oldugunu diistinmiiyorum. Daha ¢ok yerel
medya olmak tizere, ilgi yaratiliyor.
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iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?
Yerel yonetimin iktidar alanidir. Santyorum il 6zel idaresi de igine giriyor mu, bilemiyorum.

2- Catiyma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsiniz?

Politik faktorlerde iki sey soyleyebilirim, yerel politik yapilar belirleyici. ikincisi ise kent ve iilke insanlar1. Ekonomi
ise belediyeye bagli. Miicadeleyi veren insanlar da belediye yapsindan 6teye gidemiyor. Kullanim olarak da halkin
mutlaka bir goriisii vardir. Kente mal olmus bir alandir. Sosyal olarak kullanimi konusunda ise eksik olarak
degerlendirebiliriz.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuclar1 ve bu sonuglarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Sehir iizerinden etkileri oluyor zaten ama uzun vadede su yonde degisir, bu yonde degisir diyemem. Bu ¢abalara bagli,
dengelere bagl iste... Bugiinden baktigimizda yerel yonetimlerin tavirlarinin netlesmesine bagli. Bu tavir da
kendiliginden netlesmeyecektir, platformun gosterdigi aktiviteye bagli. Benim goriisiim su anki durumun kétiiye gittigi,
zaten platform da miicadeleyi de yiikseltme geregi hissediyor platform 3-5 yil 6ncesine kadar. Miicadele su an yerel
yonetimlere kars1 yliriitiiliiyor olarak goziikiiyor, halka karsi degil. Bu iglii bakis agisinin, platform, halk ve yonetim,
ne kadar ortligiip Ortiismedigi tartigilir. Belediye oradan ¢ikar, saglikli bir kent alani lehine kararlar alinirsa, floro ve
hayvanlar korunursa durum iyiye gider.

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuglari neler olabilir?
Hepsi olasilik. Miicadele ve ¢atigmanin taraflarinin daha organize olmasi gerekiyor. Miicadeleye devam eder. Catisma

alani olarak varligini devam ettirir ama bir ¢6ziime yakin dénemde ulasamaz.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan bashca zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Simdi zorluk olarak bir sey ifade etmeyecegim ¢ilinkii sonugta hani bir iste catisma ve miicadele dedigimiz zaman zaten
zorlugu kabul ediyor olmak lazim. ille de sdylemek gerekirse bence miicadele yapisinin igindeki durumlar, pozisyonlar
ve tartismalardir. Siirecin kendisi ise bir firsat. Bir siire¢ olarak kabul edersek 5-10 yil olarak degerlendiremeyiz.
Siirecin kendisi bir firsattir. Sizin 6niinlize gelen her sorun ayni zamanda bir firsattir. Clinkii niye, kendinizi anlatirsiniz.
Miicadeleyi yiikseltirsiniz. Tepkileri degerlendirme, bunlar1 yonlendirme firsat1 veriyor. Basariyla sonuglanmis, kismi
de olsa iste ne bileyim gdl gazinosu bizim dedigimiz gibi oldu. Bu da bir firsattir. Bagar1 atmosferi olusturarak katilimi
artirir.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek icin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Eksikleriniz siralarken artik aslinda ihtiyaglari da sdylemis oluyoruz bir 6lgiide ama burada daha net sdylememiz
gerekiyor. Katilimin artmasi tabi temel ihtiyag. Mali durum ile ilgili bir ihtiyag, harcama yapilacak bir durum yok.
Ikincisi, meslek orgiitlerinin sendikalarin isin icerisinde daha aktif olabilmelerini saglamak. Dogal bir ihtiya¢ olarak
degerlendirilebiliriz. Siirecin tamaminda bu ihtiyaglar degismez. Yogunlugu azalip artabilir. Bu organize edilebilirse
ancak ihtiyaglar saglanabilir. Kendiligindenlik beklenilirse olmaz.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashca basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ciktilar
nelerdir?

Ben ¢ok uzun siireli tarihi iginde yer almadigim igin ¢ok net sdyleyemem. Onerilen seyin hem yerel ydnetimin
kabullenip yapmasi ya da geril ¢cekilmesi anlaminda her tiirlii sey ben kazanim olarak séylilyorum. O zaman ¢ok sayida
kazanimdan bahsedebilirim. Benim i¢in Kiiltiirparkin varligin siirdiirebiliyor olmasi en biiyiik kazanim.

4- Platformun kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?
Oneri yapabilirim ama stratejilerin ne olup dogrusu ben de bilmiyorum. Ciinkii yapmin kendisinden kaynaklanan
homojenlik ve fikir birligi yok. Yani zaman zaman tartigmalarda farkli goriisler ileri siiriilebiliyor. Ben platforma
disaridan bakabildigim i¢in bir stratejiye gerek duydugunu séyleyebiliyorum. Angaje olmus bir kisi degilim platform
igerisinde.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢atismanin tirmanmisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklar1 tanimlanabilir mi?

Tarihini tabii iyi degerlendirmek lazim. Hani biraz dnceki soruya verdigim yanit gibi bir yanit verme durumunda
hissediyorum. Kirilma noktalariyla sanki ortiigiiyor gibi geliyor bana bu. Yani fuarlagmadaki degisimler, yapilasmayla
ilgili unsurlar etkiliyor ve bu alanin i¢inde yerel yonetimin barinmasi tabi ki. Fiziki olarak i¢ine niifuz etmis oluyor
dolayistyla aslinda oraya ele gegirmis oluyor.
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2-ilgili aktérlerin catiyma karsisindaki yaklasimlar siireci nasil etkilemistir?

Kent artik ¢ok degisti. Biitiin ¢eperde kiiltiirpark'a benzer ama tam bir kiiltiirpark olamayacak yapilar olusuyor.
Alandaki miidahaleler ise olumsuz olmustur. Ciinkii tarihinden gelen dogal hali olumludur. Dolayisi ile koruma amagh
yapilan miidahaleler olumludur. Bundaki aksakliklar ise olumsuz degerlendiriyor. Aktdrlerin kendi igerisinde de zaman
zaman hatalar, eksik kalinan noktalar olmustur ama miicadele baglaminda hep olumludur. Kentlinin etkisini
degerlendiremeyiz ¢iinkii kentli kullanim odaklidir.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?
Yerel yonetimlerin; birincisi yapilasma digeri ise alan kullanimu ile ilgili tasarruflaridir.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Gordiigiim kadariyla oldu. Gegmisi savunmak degisimin olmadig1 anlamina gelmiyor. Baslangigta platform daha ¢ok
daha c¢ok kentlinin daha bdyle kadir dediginiz devletle de yerel yonetimlerle de daha ¢ok iliskisi olan entelektiiel
kisileriyle yiirliyen bir alanken, daha ¢ok kisisel iliskilerle yiiriiyen bir alanken simdi biraz daha miicadeleci bir alana
gecis yapti. Ama temel yapisi ve temel argiimani degismedi.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya c¢ikan en onemli kazammmlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Kazanimlarda hiyerarsik siralama yapmam miimkiin degil. Ciinkii ben ¢ok biiyiik kazanimlar oldugu kanisinda degilim.
Bu daha ¢ok gidis gelisler tarzinda giden bir sey. Mesela basmane ¢ukurunun korunuyor olmasi ¢ok biiyiik bir kazanim
olarak degerlendiriliyor. Ama genel gériis 6yle degil. O baglantiyr kurarak anlatmak zor. Ikinci kazanm miicadelenin
bir parcasi olarak degerlendirilemeyebilir ama fuarlagmanin oradan ¢ikmasi olmustur. Onun disinda hani ufak tefek
seyleri ¢ok sdylemeyecegim ama kayiplar ne diye sorarsak; yapilasmanin su anki hali ile bile korunuyor olmasi en
biiyiik kayip. Ikincisi kapilar, ¢ok biiyiik kayip. Kontrolsiiz bir sekilde gergeklesmesi kayp.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢clenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?
Toplumsal bilinglenme gormityorum. Agirlikli olarak entelektiiel kapasitesi yiiksek kisilere ulasabildi. Halka yonelik
olarak baktigimiz zaman yine hi¢bir sey géremiyorum ya bu sifir anlamina gelmiyor.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?
Mesela meslek orgiitleri ¢ok isin i¢inde degildi, bildigim kadariyla. Kurumsal olarak katilmasi giizel bir sey.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Olumlu yon oranin hala korunuyor olmasi. Olumlu y6n bu. Floraya bakarsak, hayvanlara bakarsak geriye gittigimiz
zaten sOylilyorum ama elimizde rakamlar yok. Ciinkii platform bu yonde bir ¢alisma yapacak bilimsel zemini aktive
edebilmesi lazim. Dolayisi ile olumlu bir yone gittigini sdyleyemeyiz fakat korunuyor bile olmasi yeterli.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?
Platformun ¢izdigi ¢izginin yerel yonetim tarafindan kabullenilip geriye ¢ekilmesi, yani en iyi senaryo bu. Bu tirnak
igerisinde halka devredilmesi demek. Evet belki halk bu isin i¢erisinde aktif bir aktor olarak yok fakat varligi zaten bir
aktor demek. En iyi senaryo bu diye diisiiniiyorum.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Stratejik ve taktik biitiinlik i¢inde ifade etmek gerekirse; orgiitsel yapilar belirleyebilmesi lazim, netlestirebilmesi
lazim. Bu konuda daha konsolide olmas1 lazim. Bdyle genis yapiyla; ¢linkil birisi iste kitap fuari olmasin derken birisi
kitap fuar olsun derken orada bir yol alamaz, bir kazanim da elde edemezsin. Stratejik ve taktiksel bir sey olmasi lazim.
Onun i¢in de mesela kiiltiir parkinin ne yapida oldugunu bilimsel olarak da ispat edecek bir seyin olmasi lazim.
Caligtaylarin bu hususta ¢ikt1 sagladigini gormedim.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?

Evet, iste stratejik ve taktik konularda bu veya stratejisi nedir? Kiiltiir parkin bilimsel ¢ercevede, iste bunun icine
mimarlik giriyor, ingaat giriyor, mekanik giriyor, saglik giriyor, bagka seyler giriyor, ne kadar ¢cok soz sdyletebilirsek
bunlar1 bir araya getirebilmek sart. Platformun gorevi budur. Bu bir stratejidir. Bunu yapabilirse meslek orgiitlerinin
stireg icerisinde aktif yer almasi saglanabilir. Bunun i¢in onlarin kendilerini rahat hissetmeleri ve temsiliyeti
algilayabilmeleri gerekir. Su anda bir temsiliyet sorunu var platformda. Dolayzst ile taktik acidan da temsiliyete yonelik
yapilar igermesi gerekiyor.
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4- Siire¢ icerisindeki ¢iktilar goz o6niine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin i¢erisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Su potansiyel var, onun digindaki her seyin ¢ok anlamli oldugunu diisiinmiiyorum. Potansiyelin zaten, ¢atigmanin
stirmesinin ve ¢atisma taraflarinin inat ediyor olmalarinin nedeni de bu; saglikli bir kent. Teorik ve genel ifade tarzinin
pratikte i¢i doldurulmadig: igin artik genel kavramlarin i¢i bosalmis hale geliyor. Bu da platformlarmn kendini
elestirmesi gereken noktalardan biri. Bu 6rnegi ¢okg¢a veriyorum. Biliyorsun yiiriiyiisciiler, genel olarak izcilikten de
bilinir, bir énciisii bir artgis1 vardir kaba olarak. Onciiniin rolii hiz1 ayarlamakken art¢inin rolii en arkada ekip dagilmasin
diye ugragmaktir. Biz sosyal yasamda hep oncii olmak isteriz. Art¢1 ise ¢ok daha 6nemlidir. Onun i¢in herkes oncii,
bizim art¢ilarimizi, geri planda duranlari iyi segmemiz gerekir. Bu sebeple bir organizasyon ve toplulukta art¢ilarin da
olmasi gerekir.

Interviewer 4

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kiiltiirpark, Cumhuriyet tarihinin izmir’e armagani. Kurucu iradenin Izmir’e bir hediyesidir. Oras1 yangin alamdur,
Ermeni Mahallesi’dir vb. bir siirii sey var ama gercek olan tek sey sudur ki; savagin hemen bitme dogru 9 eyliilden
itibaren biiyiik bir yangin ¢ikiyor. O bélge oldugu gibi yaniyor. Bunun iizerine tartisacak degiliz ama Cumhuriyet’in
kurucu iradesi burada ne yapmis, bu yangin yerini bir vahaya ¢evirmis, ¢ok biiylik emekler sarf ederek bir park yaratmas.
Neredeyse 100 yillik bir gegmisi var. Bu 100 yillik gegmis igerisinde hem tarihi hem de dogal sit alan1 olma 6zelligi de
koruma kuru tarafindan da kabul edilen bir ekosistem olusturmus kendisine. Kuslartyla kurdu ile bortii bocegi ile
insanlar1 ile bir ekosistem var. Ve bu kentin tam orta yerinde. Nereye bakarsak bakalim, Giiney’e, kuzeye, doguya,
batiya baktigimiz zaman, her yerden insan oraya tek bir araba tek bir vesait ile gelebiliyor. Bu nedenlerle Kiiltiir Park’1
sehrin kalbi olarak goriiyoruz.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin meveut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Felaket, Kiiltiirpark kurucu iradeye sahip ¢tkmayan yoneticiler tarafindan yonetilmis donemlerde hep geriye gitti. Hatta
bunun farkinda olan Behget Uz vefat etmeden evvelki son zamanlarinda bir dernek kuruyor. Atatiirk orman ve
Kiiltiirpark: koruma dernegini kuruyor. Buraya sahip ¢ikin diyor. O da dnemini ve gidisati fark ediyor.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalar nelerdir?

Bence kirllma noktasi agildigi yillardaki Izmir’deki iktisat kongresinden sonra. Bir fuarcilik dénemi olsun istediler ve
yilda bir sefer panayir yapilarak bu kullanilmaya bagladi. Bu durum siireg igerisinde gittik¢e enternasyonal fuarlarina
doniistii. O zamanlar gayet ilgi de gordii. Fakat 2000 yilindan sonra diinyada fuarcilik anlayisi da degisiklikten sonra
buranin islevin artik kalmadi. O nedenle Izmir’e bir fuar alaninin yapilmasi konusulmaya basladi. Hatta Behget Uz un
soyle bir sdzii var, ’biz 0 zaman bile uygun bir yer aradik”. Izmir o zaman kiiciik bir yer oldugu i¢cin uygun bir yer
bulunamads, dyle siirdii gitti. Iste ilk kirilma noktas: budur; Kiiltiirparkta panayirla baslayan fuarciliktir, ikincisi ise
2000 yilindan itibaren. Fuar alani yapilmasi konusunda ¢ok ugrasildi. Bunlarmn igerisinde en son geldiginiz Pirigtina
doneminde yer bile ayrildi. En sonunda Gaziemir’de bir fuar alaninin yapilmasina karar verildi. Bu siire igerisinde de
Kiiltiirpark igerisindeki yapilarin tasfiyesi istendi, ikinci kirilma noktast da budur. Buna gore iigiincii bir sey de
sOyleyeyim; eglence sektoriiniin cazip hale gelmesidir. Enternasyonal fuarinm Kiiltiirpark tizerindeki baskisi. Dediler
ki eskisi gibi fuarcilik yok. Kongre merkezi yapalim, otopark sorununu ¢ozelim gibi birgok islevlendirme yapilmaya
calisildi. Hatta kongre merkezi konusunda degigen belediye baskanlartyla sermayenin sozlii bir sekilde bir anlagsmalarin
oldugunu 6grendik. Bu konuda itiraflar1 da vardir; biz buraya 1.000.000 dolarlik yatirnm yapti oteller igin, buraya
kongre merkezini yaptiracagiz seklinde. Iste kirilma noktasindan birisi de budur. Kiiltiirpark islevsiz hale getirildi belki
de halkin dikkatini uzaklastirilmaya ¢aligildi. Burasi bos alan buraya bunlar1 yaparsak canlanir dediler fakat canlanmasi
Kiiltirparka bir hizmet degildir. Hangarlar i¢in belediyeden alinan ve gecici olarak yapildigma islevi bitince
kaldirilacagima dair kanit var. Bunu Noyan Ozkan’in kendi arsivinden arayip bulduk. Belediyeye de gosterdik. Su anda
hangarlar ile isgal altindadir Kiiltiirpark.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilasilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Tek bir temel problem var. Izmir’e yeterli énemin verilmemesi. Buraya hep atil alan muamelesi gosterildi. Rant icin
kullanma yol diistiniildii.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlar:
veya 6zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Simdi biz bunu calistaydi da belirttik. Orada alinan kararlardan birisi sudur, Kiiltirpark bir kamu alanidir. Kamusal
alandir burasi. Halka ait olan halkin olmalidir. Hatta ve hatta dedik ki burasi herhangi bir kurum tarafindan
yonetilmemelidir. Yonetim planini 6nerdik. Yonetim planinda dedik ki; burada kamu adina s6z sahibi olan merkezi
hiikiimetin temsilcileri olsun bunun ile birlikte ikincisi yerel yonetimler tigiinciisii sivil toplum 6rgiitleri olsun. Dort ise;
meslek odalar olsun. Bizim i¢in odalar ¢ok énemli. Bunun yanina Baroyu da ekledik. Bu kurumlarin da temsilcilerin
olacagi bir meclis yapist igerisinde drgiitlenip bu kamu alanina kamunun sahip ¢ikmast, hatta temsilcilerinin de burada
temsil edilmesini sOyledik. Fakat itirazlar geldi. Elbette kar elde edilsin. Fakat kar amaci ile yola ¢ikilirsa mahvedilir,
stispanseye edilmesi gerekir bunlarin oranin gelismesi i¢in.
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2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir? )

Kiilturpark bir Kent Parki olarak kalsin. Higbir kar amaci giidiilmeyen etkinlikler ile donatilsin. Ornegin yazarlar, sokak
sanatcilar1 katki koysun. Etkinlikler, spor faaliyetleri yapilsin. Orasi 6zellikle de yazin 1s1 farkinin 10 dereceleri buldugu
bir yer.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Odalar olsun halkin kendisi olsun higbir olumsuz tutum yok. Olumsuz tutum sermaye bazli bir tutum sergilendiginde
ortaya geliyor. Kiiltiirpark ilk kuruldugunda bilesenleri vardi; odalar da bu bilesenlerden biriydi. Bilesenleri biz karst
tarafa koymadik fakat 6yle goziikmeye bagladi. Bu kirilma Kocaoglu’nun son dénemlerinde basladi. Onlar da haklilar,
yari-kamu 6zelligine sahiptir meslek odalari, o nedenle bizim gibi aktivist bir dile sahip olmayabilirler. Fakat kent
hakkinin yaninda olduklarini hissettiriyorlar. Ozellikle mimarlar, peyzaj ve sehir plancilari odast.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?
Yerel gazetelerin birgogu goriislerimizi yayimladi.

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Miicadelede bir zorlukla karsilasmadik. Sadece karsilagtigimiz biraz maddi sorun oluyor. Hatta afisler bile cem
tarafindan yapildi ¢arsaf {izerine, para verip bir sey yaptiramadik. Neseli giinler etkinligimiz oluyordu. O etkinlige sag
olsun herkes destek oluyordu. Tek sikintimiz bize destek veren arkadaslarin zaman zaman diigmesi.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsiniz?

Bu anlayis. Tabii gliniimiizde her sey degisiyor. Her genglik kendi donemini yasar, kendi 6zliik haklarina sahip ¢ikar.
Kiilturparktaki durum da bu.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuglari ve bu sonuclarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Akil ve mantikli insanlarin yapmasi gereken olumlu seyleri desteklemek olumsuzlart da sdylemektir. Biz de bunu
yapmaya calistyoruz. Orasinin bir kent parki olarak algilanmasi tizerine ¢alisiyoruz

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuclari neler olabilir?
Daha 6nce sdyledigim konular tabi ki. Belediyenin oradan ¢ikmasi, orasinin bir kent parki olarak algilanmasi.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan bashca zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?
Birliktelik ve orgiitlenme {izerine. Firsatlar yine bu miicadelenin Fuar sOyleminden Kiiltiirpark séylemi olarak
degismesi.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek icin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Fikir olarak, bakis agisi olarak ¢ok netiz. Bunu destekleyen meslek odalarimiz var. Bu konuda da bir sikayetimiz yok.
Sadece bireysel olarak bize katki verecek kisilerin, hele genclerin bizim yanimizda olmasindan baska bir sey
istemiyoruz. Arsiv desen, arsiv var; bakis agimiz ve talebimiz desen talebimiz var. Ciinkii bizim higbir hedefimiz yok.
Hedefimiz sadece orasinin kent parti olarak yasamasimin saglanmasi onun i¢in de fiziki olarak genglerden destek
bekliyoruz

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashica basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢ciktilar
nelerdir?

Arama konferanslarinda ¢cok umutlandik. Belli bir siirecten sonra Kiiltiirpark imajin degisti. Dénemin bagkaninin bizim
sOylemlerimizi destekler nitelikte basin demecleri de var. Yeni bagskandan da beklentimiz o yonde, bizi destekler
nitelikte agiklamalar1 var. Bir goriismemiz talebimiz de olacak. Bir goriisme de saglayacagiz. Kendisine olumlu
yapabilecekleri konusunda biz de destek saglayacagiz. Dileriz ki bu sdylemler hayata gecsin. Boyle olur ise
bahsettigimiz kazanimlar1 elde edebiliriz ancak. Diger bir konu ise belediyenin tasmmasi. Ikincisi ise yap: stoku
tizerindeki revize. Koruma amacli imar planinin tekrar gézden gecirilmesi. Olmasi gereken seviyede yap1 envanterinin
olmasini istiyoruz.

4- Platformun Kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

Bekleyip gorecegiz ama bu uzun miiddet devam edecegine bariz. Biz kendi hazirligimizi yapryoruz. Yatip
beklemiyoruz. Kamuoyu giindemine nasil tasiriz onlarin planlamasini yapiyoruz.
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v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklari tanimlanabilir mi?

Su andan bakacak olursak; bir bekleme siirecindeyiz, biraz evvel gerekgesini anlattim. Belediye baskaninin basina
verdigi demegler bizi mutlu etti. Umut var. Fakat umut olmadig1 dénemlerde miicadelenin dozu artiyor.

2-ilgili aktorlerin catisma karsisindaki yaklasimlari siireci nasil etkilemistir?

Vallahi soyle etkiledi, ben bunu hep Soyer donemi {izerinden 6rnek veriyorum. Kendisi de bu isten zarar gordi. Biz
gidip bazi konularda randevu aldik, gérlismeler yaptik. Goriismelerde taleplerimi sdyledik. Arama konferansin gibi
¢iktilar ¢ikt1. Beni elestirebilirsiniz dedi. Hatta dedim ki ben sert elestirebilirim, sert elestirebilirsiniz bagimizin tizerinde
yeriniz var dedi. Fakat basin demeclerimizdeki dilimiz sertlestikce, iste onun sebeplerini biraz evvel konugmustuk,
randevu alamamaya bagladik. En son gittigimizde siireci yiprattigimizi belirtti benimle basin iizerinden iletisime
geemeyin dedi.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?

Beklentilerimiz devam ediyor. Olumlu gériinen her tiirlii ¢ciktiyr destekleriz. Onerilerimizin hepsi yerine gelir mi?
Biiyiik olasilikla gelmeyecek, onun da farkindayiz. Gelmedigi zaman da biz bunu kaldirip da tastan tasa vuracak degiliz.
Olumlu taraflara da goérecegiz. Kamuoyuna bunu da anlatacagiz ama daha iyi olabilmesi icin basta sdylediginiz
yapilmasi gerekenler, olmasi gerekenleri talebimiz. Ornegin bunun igin en biiyiik sey buranin bir ydnetim planinin
¢ikarilmasi ve yonetimi buraya sahip c¢ikacak olan o argiimandaki o aktorlere birakilmasi bu onlar olursa, drnegin
Kiiltiirpark igerisinde o hangarlarin kaldirildigini diistinemiyor musunuz ve oranin giil bahgesi oldugunu diisiiniin. Bunu
hangimiz kars1 ¢ikabilir? Mesela sdyliiyor, lunapark kalkacak, oradan diyor yeni baskan, kim kars1 ¢ikabilir ki o kadar
giizel bir olay ki bu lunaparkin yerine harika bir bahge yapilabilir.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Olumsuzluklar gelistik¢ce bizim miicadele ¢izgimiz yiikseliyor ve dilimiz sivillesiyor. Ama olumlu seyler olduk¢a ama
oldugu zaman da biz bunu gérmeyecek insanlardan olusmuyoruz. Arkamiz da odalarin da destekleri oluyor. Platform,
odalar, bunlarin hepsi ¢ok iist diizeyde insanlar kendi alanlarinda. Bununla birlikte &rgiitlenme anlayisimiz gelisti.
Bunun da Kiiltiirpark bizim i¢in 6rnek olduysa, yatay orgiitlenme dayanismasina dayanmaktadir

vi) Pozitif Fonksivonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya c¢ikan en onemli kazammmlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Aslinda s6yle sdyleyeyim, Kiiltiirpark miicadelesi i¢erisinde somut bir kazanimimiz yok. Fakat suna bir kazanim olarak
gorebiliriz. Ornegin kiiltiir parkta ticaret fuarciligin olmamasi gerektigini toplumun biiyiik bir kesimi kabul etti. Ikincisi
farkli genis kitlelerin katilabilecegi konser ve etkinliklerin diizenlenmemesi konusunda da artik son dénemde
mutabakat olusmustur. Bu bir kazang. Ama Kiiltiirparkin fiziksel yapust ile ilgili ¢ok biiyiik kayiplarimiz var. Ozellikle
en son yapilan kapilar. Bir baktik ki ytkmislar yeniden yapiyorlar. Bunlar ¢ok biiyiik kay1p.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢lenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?
Heniiz istedigimiz seviyede degil. Ama yol almadik da degil. Biz bile artik Kiiltiirpark olarak konusuyoruz bu bile bir
gelismedir. Cevremizde fuar diyenlere dur bakalim diyoruz. Bu bile bir gelismedir.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?

O konuda pek basarili degiliz. Hala yerimizde sayiyoruz. Fakat odalari 6nemsedigim i¢in sdylityorum. Odalarin destegi
bir siirii yonetim degismesine ragmen hala devam ediyor. Ornegin en son segilen peyzaj mimarlar1 odas1 baskanyla
yaptigimiz hem tebrik gérlismesi hem de yaptigimiz toplantida ayni hevesle bizim yanimizda oldugunu hissettik. Buna
¢esitli odalardaki hocalarimiz da dahil.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Valla olumlu ydnii var m1 bilemiyorum. izmir yasam alanlar1 olarak da bunun ¢ok iyi farkindayiz, Kent talan ediliyor.
Elimizden kay1p gidiyor. Dokusu degisiyor, yapisi degisiyor. Burada Kiiltiirpark: kurtarabilirsek belki biiyiik bir kazang
elde edebilecegiz. Rant anlayisinin Kiiltiirparka etkisi olmasin diye ¢aba gdsteriyoruz. Kentin farkli noktalarindaki
miicadeleler de birbirini etkiliyor.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Valla zor bir soru. Ciinkii platform kent hakki arayiginin tam merkezinde yer aliyor. izmir igerisinde kent halkiin
haklar1 i¢in miicadele eden herkesi kapsamasi lazim. Kiiltiirparka sahip ¢ikarsa kentimize de sahip ¢ikmamasi
gerekiyor. Kentimizde sahip ¢ikilacak o kadar ¢ok alan var ki. Damlacik tutun basmane bolgesi. Buralar
soylulastirmaya calisilan bir miicadele igerisindeler. Var olan TARKEM' de tartisabiliriz kent haklari konusunda.
Gokdelenleri sayabiliriz. Hilton keza. Bunlarin hepsi kent sugudur. Kent suclarinin karsiligi verebilecekler, iyi
orgiitlenmis bir toplumsal yapu. Iste bu iyi 6rgiitlenmis toplumsal yapty1 becerebilmek icin biz devamli olarak catisma
icerisindeyiz. Yonetime aday olanlar yanimizda goziikiirken durumlar degisebiliyor. Kent suglarma kars1 Kiiltiirpark
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6zelinde yola ¢ikarsak ¢ok biiyiik basarilar elde edebiliriz. Onun i¢in de zaten bir ayak ileriye giderek yasam alanlarini
hayata gecirmeye ¢alisiyoruz.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Tek yol sudur ki; halkimizin bu sorulara gerekli duyarlilig1 gdsterebilmesi lazim. Yani bizim Kiiltiirparkta hem Izmir
yasam alanlarinda gosterdigimiz duyarliligi ne kadar genis kesimler sahiplenirse bu iler o kadar kolay olacaktir.
Alternatif yaratma konusunda kolay olacaktir. Yani sunu soyliiyoruz, 6rgiitlenmis halk: hicbir giic yenemez. Odalarin
cagrilarina da ses vermek gerekiyor.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?

Is birlikleri sdyle genis diisiinebiliriz. Orgiitler sunu diisiinmeyecekler hem sivil toplum 6rgiitleri hem partiler hem de
bu islere duyarli olan kesimler. Kazanimi diistinmeyecekler. Tek kazanim burada kamu. Kamunun kazanimi herkesin
kazanimi demek. Burasi kamusal bir alan. Politika iistii bir alan. Orgiitlere bu yansitilmamali. Meclislerde ast iist iligkisi
yok yatay orgiitlenme var. Bunu kazanirsak kazanimlarimiz ¢ok olacaktir.

4- Siirec icerisindeki ciktilar goz oniine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Kiiltiirpark platformunun gercekten Izmir’deki sivil miicadeleler konusunda katkisinin biiyiik oldugunu diisiiniiyorum.
Platform kuruldugu zaman bilesenlerden olusuyordu. Zamanla meclis yapilanmasini hayata gegirmeye basladik.
Herkes kendisini rahatlikla ifade edebildi. Izmir Yasam Alanlar1 kuruldu. Bu kiiltiirparkin arka bahgesi olarak olustu.
Olumsuz durumlar olustuk¢a ise bdlimlenmeler olustu. Ne oldu? O genis kitlede koptu. Fakat sdyleyebiliriz ki
platformun miicadele stratejisi iyi bir seymis ki karsiligini buldu.

Interviewer 5

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kent benim i¢in sosyal, kiiltiirel bir inga alan1. Bu alanin insas1 i¢in elimdeki biitiin seylerle, imkanlarla kendimi kentte
var etmeye ¢alistyorum. Kiiltiirpark oncelikle bir kent parki. Belki donem donem anlamlart degismis bir park.
Kiiltiirpark bir kent parki, kurulus noktasinda da referans verilen yerlerden bir tanesi de o. Referans alinan Gorki parki
orneginde oldugu gibi bir kentsel 6grenme alani, bir kentsel iste miisterek mekan. Yeni kurulmus bir cumhuriyetin
vatandaslik tanimimin da goriiniir kilindig1 yerlerden bir tanesi. Kiiltiirpark dolayistyla hayalleri ile hem iktidar icin hem
kentte yasayan insanlar i¢in bir soru ve ¢atigma alani ayni zamanda ve ben bu ¢atigmayi olumlu anlamda sdylityorum.
Ciinkii toplumsal dinamikler karsitlar ile etkilesim halinde ilerliyor. Boyle homojen birlesmis, imtiyazsiz bir toplum
gibi bir toplumdan bahsedemiyoruz. Bu hayalin ger¢eklesmesi igin neler yapilabilir kismi zaten miicadelenin kendisini
tanimliyor. Dolayisiyla Kiiltiirpark benim i¢in bir nefes alani, bir kent parki. Kizimla ekonomik bir sekilde zamanimi
gecirebildigim bir kent mekan1 dyle ¢ok biiyiik paralar harcamadan mutlu bir aile zaman1 ge¢irme mekani. Tabii ki bir
oksijen kaynagi

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin meveut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Mevcut durumu igin bir ¢ok agidan degerlendirilebilir ama bir atil mekan muamelesi yapilan bir mekana donligsmiis
durumda. Yine tarihsel bakarken zaman zaman giincele donmekte fayda var. Tarihsel referanslar vermek her zaman her
seyi agtklamaz. Cumhuriyetin bir hayalini bir vizyon projesi olarak kurulmus bir kent parkinin bugiin bir motivasyona
sahip olmadigin1 goriiyoruz. Yani iktidarin i¢in kullanigh bir ara¢ olmaktan ¢ikmis ya da bu iste ulus taylil diyelim
ulusun ingast diyelim, hani hayali bir cemaat olarak ulusun insas1 gibi diisiiniirsek. Biitiin atil mekanlarda oldugu gibi
once bir yikintt mekanina doniistiiriilmesi, ¢okiintii olmasi, iste eski rumellerin basina gelen durumlar, sonra bir ansizin
bir yangin ¢ikmasi. Ciinkii bir yangin alani iizerine kurulmus bir park dolayisiyla tarihinde zaten bir ¢okiintii alan
iizerinden tarifleniyor. Bir bakima iste Ermeniler, Rumlar, 6tekilestirilmis insanlarin mekanina bir ¢okme hali. Ama bir
yandan da kiillerinden yeni yeniden dogan Anka kusu misali aslinda bir yeni kent tanimi yapmanin da imkani olabilir.
Eger tabii ki bu kiiltiir parki igerigini, ¢atismali dedigim sey, egemenler bir sekilde tanimlamaya ¢aligsa da biz kent
sakinleri olarak onu daha eslik¢i, daha ¢ok kiiltiirlii hayal etmeye ¢alisiyoruz. Haliyle su anki atil ve ¢okiintii mekan
haline getirilmeye ¢abas, iste parkin bakiminin yapilmamasi sert zeminden armdirilmamasi bunlar o kadar kolay seyler
ki bunun icin koruma amach imar planina gerek yok. Ozel 6zel boyle projelere gerek yok. Sert zeminleri
kaldiracaksiniz. Toprak ya da yari sert zeminlere doniistiireceksiniz. Arag trafigi i¢in zaten alinmis kararlar var. Bunlart
uygulayacaksiniz. Bagta emniyet ondan sonra belediyenin kendisi zaten ¢okmiis durumda gibi bir sey Kiiltiirparka.
Kent bir ekosistem olarak, bir kent parki olarak aslinda kendisini onarma ihtimali var. Hala bir geri doniis sansimiz var.
Dolayisiyla su anki hali nedir dedigimizde mevcut durum onun gittikge betonlagmasina ya da iste egemenler agisindan
orasini bir iste residence, bir konferans merkezi gokdelenlerin arka bahgesinde kullanabilecegimiz bir after-party
alanina doniisecek gibi goriiniiyor. Dedigim gibi bu miicadele hep siirecek. Dinamik bir miicadele ¢iinkii kent hakki
miicadelesi. Biz de kent hakkinin bir pargasi olarak kiiltiir parki savunmaya devam edecegiz.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalari nelerdir?

Burada bir enformasyon yiginligi dokmekten ziyade bugiinii anlamanin yollarindan bir tanesi tarihsel referanslar
dolayisiyla tarih her seyi belirlemez diyorum ama bu referanslarla aslinda biraz gelecegi kurmaya ¢alistyoruz. Tarihinde
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de 6nemli kirtlmalar var. Elbette bir basta bir kere kiiltiirparkin kurulma siireci 6nemli kirilma noktalarindan bir tanesi
hep gozden kacan bir durum var. Kiiltiir parkla alakali olarak. Kiiltiipark m1 fuar m1 sorununa karst, kiiltiirpark maalesef
bunun yiikiinii ilk kurulus yillarinda ¢ekiyor. Aslinda bir kent parki olarak tasarlanan parkin kurulmasi i¢in o donemki
izmir panayiriin da bir sinerji, sermayenin de ufak destegiyle iste hani o donemki Ege’nin toprak agali sermayesi,
Kiiciik ticaret sermayesi bir miktar da iste uluslararasi sayilabilecek... Dolayisiyla bir kent parkini kurmak icin
sermayeden gegici bir siire aslinda talep edilen bir destek var. Sermaye destegi, ama sermaye ¢ok tipik bir sekilde her
zaman oldugu gibi gegici gelir ama kalic1 olmak i¢in oray1 kendi mekanina ¢evirir. Mesela Gaziemir’de bir fuar
olmasina ragmen, yani bu tarz organizasyonun yapacagi bir mekan olmasina ragmen, sermayenin hala ¢itkmamakta
direttigi anlamini bir kent parki olmaktan ¢ikardig: bir sey miicadelesi. Tarihsel referanslar dedigim bir kent parkinin
ingast icin sermayenin kullanilmasi, daha sonra sermayenin kalici hale gelmesi. Behget Uz’un agiklamalari var. O
dénem ki bircok projenin bir kere tasarlayicisi bir siirii mimar. Yani Izmir’in kent planinda ¢ok énemli yeri olan
arterlerden bir tanesi orasi. Paris’teki meshur sokaklarin birbirine ¢ikmasi, genis barikatlarin kurulmasini engellemek
icin genis genis caddelerin tasarlandig1 Napolyon tasarimiin bir bakima izmir rnegi. Yani Kiiltiirparka bakarsamz
biitiin yollar1 kentin ana arterleri ile birlegir. Kentin kurulus siirecindeki o kentsel tasarimin énemli noktalarindan bir
tanesi. Dolayistyla bir kent parki olarak amag ama orada sadece bir panel yeri, bir fuar alani, bir ticaret merkezi olarak
diisiinen bir sermaye ile bunu bir kentsel yeniden kurulus alani1 kentsel bir nefes alma alani, az 6nce séyledigim gibi
kiiltiirpark hangi amaglarla degerlendiriyorsak onun alana doniisiiyor. Bu kirilma noktalarindan birincisi bu. ikincisi
ozellikle bu fuarlar déneminin hareketliligiyle beraber. Ciinkii Ege’de yani fuar zaman1 seksenlere kadar, yani benim
cocuklugumda da 6yleydi. Biitiin Ege’nin geldigi, insanlarin bilet alip otellerde kaldigi, meshur sanatgilari gorme firsat
edindigi bir siirli nostaljik referans verilen bugiin bir parodiye bir eglence ve kutlama pratikleriyle egenin bir bir araya
gelelim dedikleri bir mekan. Bu kisim 6nemli kentsel bir kolektiviteye dahil olmak i¢in biitiin bunlar. O donemki
gazetelere bakarsaniz soyle ilanlar var; gazete ilan1 insanlara sapka kiraliyor. Dolayistyla gidiyorsunuz sirf kiiltiirpark
zamani kiraladiginiz sapkanizi giyip bir kentli olabiliyorsunuz. En azindan biitiin hayali cemaatlerde oldugu gibi bir
kentsel birlikteligin bir parcasi olma sans1 taniyor size kiiltiirpark. 90’11 yillara dogru artik bu uluslararas: fuarlar
meselesi giindemde oluyor. Paris fuarini diisiinsek iste cam saraylar inga ediliyor ve hani bir mekan tasariminin gok
6nemli seylerinden bir tanesi, binalarda cam kullanimu iste aciklik art1 teknolojik tiriinlerin sergilendigi bir alan. Benim
cocuklugumda da iste Sovyetler Birligi ve NATO arasindaki ¢ekismeyi gozlerdik. Sovyetler Birligi pardon giderdik
orada mutlu isciler kadinlar falan vardi. Amerikan parvonu bize flize falan gosterirdi. Orast ayn1 zamanda 2 kutuplu
diinyanin da bir ¢ekisme alaniydi. Bir ¢atigma diyoruz ya hep catisma biitiin dl¢eklerde kendini gosteriyordu. Ama
sermaye i¢in artik fuarlar anlamini kaybetmeye basladi. Dolayisiyla bu tarihsel kirtlma noktalar1 dedigimiz yerlerden
bir tanesi artik kapitalizmin dyle Fuarlar araciligiyla sermayesini bir kente soktugu, gerci hala bir serbest ticaret giimriik
falan avantajiyla kullandig1 bir seye doniisiiyor, giimriiksiiz mal satiginin yapildig: bir yerdi. Bir yani ile hala bir ticari
6nemi olsa da, asli olarak artik fuarlara ihtiyag duymadigi bir momente girdigimizde; kiiltiirparkin o zaman bir
islevsizlesmesi, bos alan muamelesinin yapilmasi, belki Tiirkiye’nin en 6nemli sermayesi olan ingaat sermayesinin
istahin1 kabartmast. Iste kediye ciger emanet etmek gibi bir durum s6z konusu. Dolayistyla kiiltiirpark bizim icin az
once sOyledigim anlamlari ifade ediyor ama sermaye igin bugiin bir ticaret ve fuar alan1 degil, bir ingaat sermayesi,
emlak sektoriiniin istahini kabartan bir yer hiiviyetinde. Catisma bu eksende sekilleniyor.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilagilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Temel problem aslinda catisma toplumunun temelindeki problemlerden bir tanesi. Yani sermayenin ihtiyaglartyla
kamusal ihtiyaglarin, toplumun sahibi ihtiyaglarinimn catigmast durumu. Sermayenin bir elde birikmesi ve art1 deger
teorileriyle bir birikim siirecine kars1 biitiin kentsel miicadelelerde oldugu gibi kamusal alanin miicadelesi temel
dinamik aslinda. Dolayisiyla baktigimizda 1800 lilerden beri kapitalizmin genel ¢catismasi. Ama bu kadar boyle makro
planda biiyiik laflarla yaptigimiz kirilmanin bir siirii mikro ¢atisma eksenleri de var, dinamikleri de var. Dolayisiyla
aslinda bunun giindelik dile ¢evirdigimizde kadinlarin kamusal alandaki goniilliiliiklerinin bir ¢atisma siireci de var.
Arti miilteci meselesinin ¢ok Onemli ¢atisma alanlarindan bir tanesine doniismiis durumda. Cok kiiltiirlii toplum
dedigimiz hikayenin kendisi Oyle. Dolayisiyla bir siirii mikro miicadele dinamiginin aslinda merkezi kapitalist
bloklagma igerisindeki yansimasini gérmiis oluyoruz.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlari
veya 6zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Ya bir kere tabii ki yasalarin verdigi tanimlanmais seyler var, kurumlar var. Yani izmir Biiyliksehir Belediyesi bunun asli
aktorlerinden bir tanesi. Baktigimiz zaman temel yiiriitiicii yonetici organ olmasi gereken kurum orasi. Mesleki tanimi
geregi odalarin zaten ¢ok temel bir sekilde bu kurum seyi igerisinde pay1 var. Yani bir kentsel tasarima yetkili ve bilgili
bir fikir, bilgi tiretmek durumunda olan kurumlar bunlar. Odalar bu noktada 6nemli iste sehir planci odasi, Mimarlar
Odast baktigimiz zaman. Dolayistyla hani bu tarz kurumlar disinda tabii ki STKlar bizim gibi daha boyle yatay
orgiitlenmeyi eksen almis kentsel miisterekler diyebilecegimiz yapilarin da ¢ok 6nemli pay1 var. Dolayisiyla gortintirlik
kazandirmis oluyoruz. Daha 6nce vatandaslar bir seyi protesto etti falan diye bir soyut kimlikle yapilan isin, Kiiltiirpark
platformu bir agiklama yapt: seklinde goriiniirlilk kazandigini goriiyoruz. Soyut vatandaslik tanimi disinda kendilerini
ifade edecekleri baz1 derneksel yar1 resmi kuruluslarin ortaya ¢iktig1 durumlar s6z konusu. Bir de sermaye gruplari var
tabi ki. Izmir Ticaret Odas1 gibi bizim igin sivil goriiniimlii gruplar var. Ve tabii ki bir siirii mikro aktdrden
bahsedebiliriz. Yani sokak hayvanlar1 da oralarda.
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2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?

Ya bu temel argliman siirekli degismekle beraber siirekli degismekten kastim yeni ¢aga ayak uydurmak; donem donem
kiiltiir parktaki temel argiiman degisiyor. Bir donem 6zel vakif Universitesinin tip fakiiltesi binas1 icin kiiltiir parkin
tarihi yapilarindan bir tanesini vereceklerdi. Bir donem benim de mezun oldugum okul giizel Sanatlar Fakiiltesi
kiiltirpark ¢okmeye ¢aligmistik ya o donem bazi hocalarla arkadaslarimizla da tartis hale gelmistik. Evet, bir okula
ihtiyacimiz olabilir ama bunu bir yanlis pahasina yapmaya gerek yok. Ciinkii bir kere 6nii ag1ldig1 zaman yani bir kent
park: hiirriyetinden ¢ikaracak bu tarz kullanimlara gegici izinleri 6zellikle sermaye baglantil izinleri kap agildiktan
sonra Onili alinamaz. 2 tane temel sey var, sit 6zelligi var, bir tarihi sit alani, tanesi de dogal sit alan1 olmasi. Bu temel
ozelligi atlamis oluyoruz ve kendi kisisel ¢ikarlarimiz i¢in bunlart atlamaya gerek yok. Dolayisi ile temel argiiman
kismi donem donem degisiyor. Su anda bir kent parki olmasi bizim temel argiimanimiz.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlari Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Ya bir kere mutlaka degerlendirmek zorundayiz. Biitiin catisan taraflar gatistigi seyi eger dogru tanimlamazlarsa o
zaman yanilmakta. Mahkumlar yanilmaya. Ciinkii bu don kisot'un yer degirmenligiyle savasi gibi bazen savastigimiz
seyi kendimiz tanimliyoruz. Bazen gercek hayatta karsilig1 yokmus gibi geliyor. Bazen de sahte catigmalarimn bir unsur
haline de getirilebiliyoruz. Izmir bu a¢idan bu sahte ¢atigmalara ¢ok uygun zeminlerden bir tanesi. Bu sahte ¢atismay1
aciklayayim. Aslinda toplumda sahici olmayan durumlar ile 6rnegin iste kentin kamusal kullaniminin isbirlik¢i yaninin
ortadan kalkmasi ya da sermayeyle esas olarak gelismesi gereken temel dinamigin ** hepimiz Atatiirk¢li degil miyiz
iste bakin her yerde Cumhuriyet Bayrami kutlamalar1 buna da mu karsisiniz” pek ¢ok sekilde girmeye calistigimiz
alan... Dolayisi ile bir Izmir tahayyiilii ve imaji1 var.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?

Bizim aktif olarak izledigimiz, tarafi oldugumuz igin bir Izmir Yasam Alanlari var. Bir kentsel miicadele aktérii olarak
onlarin bu alana iliskin gézlemleri ve resmi olmayan raporlastirma siiregleri var. Zaman zaman sizin gibi arkadaslarin
yaptig1 aciklamalar var. Basin agiklamalarini da dahil edersek. Dolayistyla hani aslinda ¢ok iyi raporlanan bir alan
oldugunu da séyleyemeyiz. Kendimizi de biraz elestirerek. Neyse ki cep telefonunun bir siirii islevi sayesinde goriintii
kaydederek raporlama, ses kayit yapma, fotograf ¢ekme gibi isler daha demokratiklesti. Kent sugu dedigimiz igi mikro
diizeyde de olsa belgelemek daha miimkiin oluyor ama bunlarin daha sistematik hale getirmesi lazim

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Temel sebebi az 6nce tanimlamaya calistigim cercevede bir ortada ¢atisma dinamiginin olmasi, yani bu ¢atigmanin
dedigim gibi farkli goriinler arz edebilir bazen. “’Ya hafta sonu iste ¢ikacak bir yer bulamiyoruz. Kardesim nedir bu”
catismast olabiliyor ve bazen bu catigmanin kendisi hezeyan barindirabiliyor. Dolayisiyla hani bu ¢atigmanin giindelik
goriintimleri degigse de aslinda temelde bir kentsel miisterek olmasi gereken bir kamusal alaninin sermayenin
ihtiyaglarin1 gére mi yoksa kamusal ihtiyaglari m1 gore mi planlanacagi konusundaki ¢atisma olmasi. Temel sebep
benim agimdan bu.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsimz?

Aslinda az az 6nce tammladigim seyde var. Ikinci soruda bu temel ekonomik sebepler iizerinde durmustum erkenden.
Dedigim gibi birinci soruda mikro goriiniimlii pek ¢ok catigma dinamigi var. Fakat bu temel dinamigi gérmeden de bu
mikro ¢atigmalari anlayamiyoruz maalesef.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuclar1 ve bu sonuglarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Bir kere en bastan beri bu ¢atismanin, az dnce saydim sokak sanatgilart dernegi bir sokak sanati dedigimiz hikayenin
yani kamusal mekanlarda kiiltiir sanat faaliyetinin dogrudan insanlarla bulusmasini isteyen bir faaliyet olarak sokak
sanatciligl lizerine kafa yormamizin sebebi bir kent parki olarak kiiltiirpark iizerindeki temel motivasyonumuz.
Buralarin insanlarin bir hayal kurma mekanina doniismesi. Simdi hayal kurma mekana dedigimiz alanlar ¢ok enteresan,
¢linkii hani Cumbhuriyet i¢in de bir hayal etme mekaniydi. Bizim agimizdan da smif sOmiiriisiiz, bir toplumda
olabilmenin, esitlik¢i iliskiler kurabilecegimiz yanilsamasini yasadigimiz da bir yer. Simdi niye yanilsama diyorum.
Ciinkii mevcut ekonomik iliskiler icerisinde biz ancak bunun ¢ok kiigiik drneklerini sergileyebiliyoruz. Ornegin neseli
giinler pratigi bizim agimizdan, Kiiltiirpark platformu birka¢ yaz boyunca kiiltiirel sanatsal faaliyetlerde bulunmustu.
Bizim sokak sanatgilari olsun baska gruplar olsun Kent hakki i¢in miicadele eden miizik gruplari kiiglik dinletilen
konserler verdiler 6rnegin. Ekolojik yasamla ilgili pek ¢ok seminerler, bulugmalar yapildi, kiigiik piknikler diizenlendi.
Cocuklarla etkinlikler yapildi. Nasil yasayabilecegimizi hayalimizi gosterebilecegimiz bir alan oldu. Esitlik¢i bir
diinyada kadinlara bir cinsel nesne muamelesi yapilmaz, ¢cocuklar kendilerini 6zgiirctigii ifade edebilecek platformlart
bulurlar. Bir kent parki temiz bir sekilde kullanilabilir ve buradan herkes esit bir sekilde faydalanabilirler. Ciinki
barmma hakk: saglanamadigi i¢in Kent’in parkini kullanan insanlar da oluyor. Neseli giinler dizisinde gelecek toplum
hayalimizi kurmus olduk. Nasil sonuglar dogurabilir kism1 bizim agimizdan, iste bunun bir hayal etme imkanina
doniismesi. Orgiitlenme dedigimiz seyde bizim igin bdyle bir sey. Yani her seyi ¢ozdiik demiyoruz sadece gelecege
iliskin bir hayalimiz var. Onu gériiniir kilmaya ¢alisiyoruz ve biliyoruz ki zaten hani su anki haliyle bu yaptigimiz sey
bir parodi.
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4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuclari neler olabilir?

Benim icin place ve space i¢ ice gecen seyler. Ciinkii place’i tanimlayan space. Hayal etme sahbemiz. Ornegin
belediyenin oraya bir ahsap sahne kurmasi bile bizim neseli glinler etkinliklerimizin goriiniirliik kazanmasi, en azindan
kentin aktdrliigiinden bir tanesi olan Biiyiiksehir Belediyesinin ya burada etkinlikler yapiliyor. Bizim de buna alternatif
sey yapmamiz lazim dedigi o donem igin iste bu catisma dedigimiz miicadele doneminde kars1 aktorlerin anlik ¢oziimler
iretmesi var. Tabii bu mekanin dinamigi anlasilmadan yapildi. Kullanimi gézetilmeyen sokak sanatgilari igin sahneler
yapilmist. Hani iste ¢lirliyen kentsel mobilyalar1 doniigiiyor onlar. Kente gergek anlamda antropolojik olarak caligilsa
anlanabilecek.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan baslica zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Kent parki kurulurken paraya ihtiyag¢ var. Baslica zorluklar olarak. Bir sermaye ihtiyaci var. Burada duvarlarin ingasi
bile bir problem. Yani o yikintilardan olusturulmus sembolik degeri olan bir duvar, tarihsel bir oldu var. Dolayisiyla
sermaye ihtiyaci bir temel ihtiyag. Bunu agmak i¢in iste bazi firsatlar kotii seylere doniisebiliyor iste sermayenin bir
kere girip bir daha ¢ikmamasi gibi. Fuarlar 6rneginde oldugu gibi. Firsatlar zorluklariyla beraber geliyor. Bir tarafinda
o firsatlart degerlendirmek var. Bir kentsel parkimiz var bunun yonetimi iste meclis tarzi bir yonetim olabilir bir yabanct
bir siirii 6rnegi var, iste new york'un meshur kent parkinda kentlilerin katildigr STK larin i¢inde temsil edildigi 3 yilda
bir kendi se¢imini yapan ve kent parkini yoneten bir agik kolektif meclis olusumlart var. Bizim de niyetimiz biz 6lsek
de bu siirecin kendisinin kisilerden bagimsiz olarak bir kent parkina kalici olarak kalabilsin diyedir. Dolayisiyla firsatlar
ve zorluklar i¢ ige gegiyor. Ve biiylik ihtimalle dyle bir garanti yok hi¢bir zaman. Ciinkii garanti edilmis bir miicadele
bitmis miicadeledir.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek i¢in hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Insan kaynagi dedigimiz kaynak, en c¢ok ihtiyaclardan. Sermayenin biiyiik paralarla biitin izmir'i bilboardlarla
donatabildigi bir yerde biz kendi kiiltiirparkimiz1 anlatmakta zorluk yastyoruz. Her ne kadar sivil toplum kuruluslarinin
kendisini ifade edecegi gorece demokratik alanlara acilmis olsa da, iste bir sosyal medya tasarimi yapabiliyorsunuz,
afis tasarlamak kolay goriiniiyor. video editing programlar1 daha kolaylagti falan ama miicadele ettigimiz giigler cok
yel degirmenleriyle savasan Don Kisot vari. Temel ihtiyacimiz insan kaynagi ve haliyle bu insan kaynaginin
kullanabilecegi maddi imkanlar.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashica basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢ciktilar
nelerdir?

Eger bir tip fakiiltesi yoksa bu bizim basarilarimizdan bir tanesi. Soyer doneminde bir arama konferansi yapildi.
Biiyiiksehir belediyesiyle ortak yaptik. Kiiltiirpark platformu ve Izmir Biiyiiksehir Belediyesinin ortaklasa bir arama
konferansiydi. Her ne kadar sonuglari uygulanmasa bir kentin yasayanlarinin muhatap alinmasi meselesi dnemli. Artik
bir 6zne var bizi gormeden bir sey yapabilme sanslar1 yok. Yine giizel sanatlar fakiiltesinin kurulmamis olmasi oraya
taginmamig olmasi. Bugiin birgok sey gérmiiyorsak kongre merkezi gibi, eger orada biz Kadifekale’ye kadar uzanmis
bir gokdelen gérmiiyorsak bunlarn hepsi temel kazanimlarindan bir tanesi. Elbette basaramadigimiz bir siirii sey var.
Bugiinkii Kiiltiirparkin atil hali de yine bizim basarisizlik kalemlerimizden bir tanesi. Daha iyi bir hale getirebilirdik.

4- Platformun Kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

Uzun vadeli hedeflerimizden ziyade daha ¢ok giinliik yasiyoruz. Belki o kadar kisa ve uzun vadeli hedeflerimiz arasinda
baglar kurmak konusunda iyi degiliz. Giinii kurtarmaya calistyoruz kendi adimiza ama onun kendisi bile az dnce
bahsettigim makro hedefimiz olan bir kent parki olarak mekanin bir kentsel miisterek olarak savunusu iken Mikro
alanda baska odaklara sahip olabiliyor.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklar1 tanimlanabilir mi?

Cok basit, belki bir aragtirmayla kiiltiirpark taramasi yapsaniz basin metinleri iizerinde sirf fuar zamani artan belli
donemlerde ¢ikan bazi grafikler goreceksin. Sadece kelime bazinda bir taratma ile bile. Dolayisiyla se¢im zamani
baktigimizda yine kentsel mekanlarin bu kiiciik yiikselisler ve yatismalar oldugunu gorebiliriz. Ama dedigim gibi yani
yatigma gibi goriinen seylerin igerisinde de aslinda farkli araglara goriilmiis bir ¢atisma var ya da ¢atigma gibi goriinen
seyler aslinda bazen catigma da olmayabilir.

2-lgili aktérlerin catisma karsisindaki yaklasimlari siireci nasil etkilemistir?

Siiriice etkisi biiyiik. Bu catigma karsisindaki yaklagimlar1 6zellikle. Ornegin arama konferans1 zamanindaki bir kentsel
miisterek olarak sdzliimiiziin dinleniyor olmasi ve bununla ilgili goriis alinacak, bir kente sorularak, uzmanlara sorularak
yapiliyor olmasi umut vericiydi. Popiilizm ¢ok hizli bir sekilde o erisebildigimiz cazip bir alana déniisiiyor. Ornegin bu
arama konferansi onun 6rneklerinden bir tanesi aktorlerden biri olarak bizim séziimiiziin dinlenmis olmasi aktorlerden
biri, digeri kent yonetecek olan insanin ortak akildan bahsetmesi bizim i¢in siireci olumlu etkileyen seylerden bir
tanesiydi. Canla basta bir giin boyunca o seyde kiiltiirparktaki tartismalara katilmistik ve mimarlar odasindan Kent
hakki i¢in dogrudan bilgi sahibi ve alanla alakali bilgisi olan gruplarin ¢ok saglam raporlart olmustu ve bunlarin dikkate
almacagmi diisiinmiistiik. Bu a¢idan hani olumlu bir tavir olarak bu ¢atismay1 saglikli bir iletisime doniistiirme ihtimali
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varken, bunun sonuglarmin koétii olmasi, ortak akilin gergeklestirilememesi siireci degistirmistir. Bu eger basarili
olmazsa sonugta daha yikici olabiliyor. Biitiin catigsma siireclerinde oldugu gibi, umutsuzluk artiyor daha radikal bir
noktaya gelebiliyor. Umutsuzluk biiylimesi, ilk bagtaki o umut dalgasinin aslinda basarisiz bir sekilde
sonug¢lanmasindan kaynaklaniyor. Kiiltiirpark i¢in de Oyle. Dolayisiyla belki yapilmasi gereken dyle bir sey ilgili
aktorlerin mevcut olumlu yaklasimlarini desteklemek fakat sermaye ve kent kullanimi noktasindaki ¢atismadan da
bagimsiz olmadigini bilmek. Bizim agimizdan béyle bir ikili durum var.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?
Aslinda bahsetmis bulundum. Bu ¢atisma karsisindaki yaklasimlar 6zellikle.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢6ziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Bu miicadelede biz de yaparak 6greniyoruz. Bu siireg igerisindeki stratejilerimizi belirleyen seyler; kimi zaman saf bir
hayallerle ¢ok umuda kapilabildigimiz anlar da olabiliyor. Bazen ¢ok umutsuz da kapildigimiz yer isler ¢ok kotiiye
gidiyor. Dediginiz durumlarda olabiliyor ama bu siirecin igerisinde hep kritik zamanlarda radikal ¢ikislarla drnegin
mecliste pankart agmak gibi miidahalelerimiz oluyor. Kentin aktorlerini bir araya getirebilecek bir temel kivircim
olmasi platformun, 6nemli. Biz olmasak yapilamayacak pek ¢ok sey var gercekten.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya c¢ikan en onemli kazammmlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Yine de en 6nemli kazanimlar kent parki i¢in hala hayal kurabiliyor durumda olmamiz, tanim kagidi tizerinde bile olsa
hasa bir dogal ve tarihi sit alan1 6zelligin degismemis olmasi. Daha Once belirttigim engellenen durumlar. Kentin
kendisini ifade edebilecegi bir platformun ete kemige biiriinmiis olmas1 énemli. Isin kendisinde var olmamiz bile bizim
acimizdan bir kazanim. Kaybettigimiz durumlarda az once dedim. Yani kentin kent parkinin su anki hali bizim
kayiplarimizdan bir tanesi. Clinkii bazilart geri doniisiimii olmayan bir yola girdi. Baz1 agaclari hastaliklardan kaybettik.
Baz1 hayvan tiirleri gergekten yok oluyor. Hani kiiltiir parkta sincap kirpi falan ¢ok rahat goriirsiiniiz, bazilarii géremez
hale geliyorsunuz. Dolayistyla birbirine bagli bir sey var, bir ekosistem var ve o ekosistemin kendisi doniis olmayan
bir noktaya dogru gidiyor. Bunlar bizim kayiplarimiz. Hani buradan nasil toparlariz? Bir kent parko olarak bir yutak
alan1 burasi. Yani makro diizeyde bile baksak yeterli.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢clenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Yeterli degil tabi ki toplumsal bilinglenmede eger yeterli olmus olsaydi bu hala ¢ok dinamik bir catigma mekan dinamigi
olarak bahsedemezdik. Zaman zaman yapilan biiylik konserlerle bilyiik bilmem nelerle bu kentsel deneyim yasanmiyor.
Aslinda biiyiik hedonist siiregler yasaniyor. Siirekliligi olmuyor. Ertesi giin umursamadiklar bir seye doniisiiyor.
Insanlar1 yasamlarindaki giindelik olarak deger bir mekan olarak algilamasi bilinci olmali. Zaman zaman gidip
dolasabildigim, bir alan olmasi iste hayvanlara sevebildigim bir yer olmasi; bu deneyimin parayla satin alabilecek bir
karsilig1 yok. Dolayistyla bu deneyimleri, miko deneyimleri kentin biitiin zaman dilimlerine yayilmis biitiin aylarma
yayilmis Ucretsiz kamusal deneyimlerin arttirilmast lazim. Bence biling de bu sayede artacak.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?

Arama konferansindan 6nce bir ¢alistay yapilmisti. Kentin odalari ile beraber yaptigimiz bir ¢alistaydi ve o galistaydi.
Biz kiiltiirparkin kentsel ihtiyaglarini tanimlamistik. Hem tarihsel hem giindelik konumunu tanimlamaya ¢alismistik ki
bu ¢ok onemli caligmadan bir tanesi. Aslinda hala ¢iktilartyla bugiinii anlamamizi kolaylagtiran islerden bir tanesi.
Dolayistyla bu ortakliklardan bir tanesi kentin bilgili insanlartyla ortaklik kurmak, bunu daha uygun hala gitmek.
Odalar ile beraber igbirligimiz 6nemli. Yine baro énemli noktalardan bir tanesi. Bizim iliski gelistirdigimiz ortak
caligma yiiriittiigiimiiz komisyonlar1 var. Universiteler gene belli raporlar yazilma siirecinde kurumsal olmasa da
yardimet olabiliyor. Iliskilerimizi artirmaya alistyoruz.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Hayal kurma meselesi agisindan iste insanlarin bir eslik¢i, 6zgiirliik¢ii bir mekan miimkiin mii acaba ya sorusunun
cevabi AVM’ye hapsedilmis bir alan ve eglence kiiltiirii arasinda. Fakat kendinizi var edeceginiz mekanlara doniismesi
¢ocuklarinda hayal kurmasini engelliyor. Az 6nce soyledigim gibi hani mikro deneyimler ile bir kenti deneyimleme
alternatiflerini yaratabilirsek AVM Kkiiltiiriinden de kurtulma sansimiz olmus olacak haliyle.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

En iyi ¢6zlim senaryosu bizim tam istedigimiz seyin gerceklestigi bir durum degil. Bir bitmis mekandan bahsetmiyoruz
bizim agimizdan. Aktdrlerin dinamik bir sekilde insa etmeye devam ettikleri bir mekan aslinda. Bizim i¢in en iyi ¢6zim
senaryosu da kentin demokratik aktdrlerinin, kurumlarinin popiilizme kagmadan uzmanlik isteyen konularda bilingli
bir birliktelik olusturmasi. Popiilizm zaman zaman demokratik gibi goriinen seyler {iretiyor, oysaki bilgiden yana ve
yine kentin ¢ikarlarini savunan bir ¢dziim senaryosu gerekli. Bu senaryonun en 6nemli bileseni de kent parkinin yine
kentin kendisinde oldugu gibi meclis ile yani kentin miistereklerinin s6z hakkinin oldugu, anlik denetime tabi oldugu,
seffaf acik bir sekilde alan sermayeden bagimsiz bir sekilde olusmasi bizim icin en iyi senaryo. Dedigim gibi kent
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parkiin nasil oldugunu, nihai sonucunun verildigi bir tanimdan bahsetmiyorum. Bu her ne olacaksa, aktorlerin
demokratik, seffaf acik bir sekilde olaya miidahale edebildikleri, sermayeden bagimsiz bir yonetime kavusarak olacak.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar: asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Yenilik arayisimiz hep devam ediyor. Ciinkii bir amacimiz var. Az 6nce bahsettigimiz amaca ulagmak i¢in bazen radikal
seyler yapmamz gerekebiliyor. Var olan etkili yontemleri gelistirmek ve yeni egitimler almak. 1k dijital toplantilari
bastan da biziz. Pandemiden Once baglamistik. Hala anne babalarin o Nokia telefonlart kullanmaya alisamadigt
donemde dijital toplantilar yaptigimiz bir platformdan bahsediyoruz. Yeni zaman zaman iste YouTube’dan canli yayin
yapmak programlar, paneller izlemek gibi isleri de yapabiliyoruz. Bunlar yeni ve teknolojik gériinen seyler ama kafa
olarak hep ne yapabiliriz ile alakali diistiniiyoruz

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?

Ya biiyiik ihtimalle igbirlikleri ile sorumlu aktorler ile siirekli hatirlatarak olabilir iste. Platform bu bilgili kurumlardan
beslenmeye ihtiyag duyuyor. iliskileri gelistirmenin en &nemli imkanindan bir tanesi kendimizi de dogru ifade
edebilmek. Isbirliginin gelisiminin yolu biraz da giivenden gegiyor.

4- Siirec icerisindeki ¢iktilar géz oniine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Catigma higbir zaman agik ve samimiyetinin ifade edildigi bir alan haline gelemiyor. Eger dyle olabilse o zaman bu
seyin kendisi sahici olacak. Yani bu ¢atismanin kendisi verimli bir sonuca ulasacak. Catisma taraflarinin amaglart net
bir sekilde ifade edilmiyor. Catisma ekseni dogru tanimlanmadigi i¢in de ¢ogu zaman bu ¢atisma enerji kaybina
doniisen bir olgu olarak kaliyor. Miimkiin oldugu kadar aslinda seyleri ¢izgileri netlestirmek gercekleri daha goriiniir
hale getirmek gerekli. Verimliligi bir ¢atismaya ihtiyacimiz var.

Interviewer 6

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kurucu irade konusunu ben ¢ok dnemsiyorum. Kurucu iradenin yapmak istedigi aslinda bir halk okulu, bir halk mektebi
idi Kiltirparkta. Tabii tarihsel siirece baktigimizda o bélgenin bir yangin yeri oldugunu gériiyoruz. Fakat Kiiltiirpark
basta bir kent parki. Bu amaci nedir? Onu bulup ¢ikartarak bakmak lazim. Kiiltiirpark sadece insanlarin gelip oturup
orada ¢ay kahve icecegi yer degil, ayn1 zamanda oranin insaninin fiili olarak, kiiltiirel olarak egitilebilecegi, fiili olarak
halk mektebi idealinin uygulanabilecegi bir alan. Yani Kiiltiirpark yeni iradenin hayata gegirilebilecegi bir ara¢ aslinda.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin mevcut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Kiiltiirpark su anki durumu igerisinde amacinin diginda kullaniliyor. Bir kere su zihniyet var, bos alan. Sehrin gébeginde
bir bos alan denildiginde, orasi doldurulmas1 gereken bir yer olarak gériiliiyor. Ornek olarak sdyleyeyim, Alsancak
dedigimiz alan ¢ok yogun bir niifusa sahip bir bolge. Buranin otopark sorununu ¢dzmek igin hemen Kiiltiirpark’a goz
diktiler ve bir otopark miidahalesi gergeklestirdiler. Yesil alana dokunmadiklarmni belirttiler ama degil. Yesil alandaki
kasit burada daha 6nce otoparkin tizerindeki aga¢ dokusudur. Mevcutta sadece ¢im kaldi. Artik toprak yapisi nedeni ile
hicbir agag¢ yetigsmiyor. Ayrica yine bos alan olarak goriilme nedeni ile imara acilip farkli amaclar ile alana miidahale
etme girisimleri goriilityor. Mesela nedir, kongre merkezi. Yapalim ama kime hizmet edecek bu kongre merkezi? Biz
buradaki girisimlerin ¢ogu zaman g¢evre girisimler ile baglantili oldugunu diisiiniiyoruz. Basmane ¢ukurunda da bir
ticaret kulesi yapilmasi hedefleniyordu ve alanin bir arka bahgesi gibi degerlendirerek de Kiiltiirparka kongre merkezi
yapilmasi giindeme geldi. Sonra ismi degisti, kiiltiir merkezi yapilacak dendi. Bu ve bunun gibi etkenler Kiiltiirpark
Platformunun kurulmasina aracilik etti.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalari nelerdir?

Kiiltiirpark alanmi fuar olarak kullanilmasi o dénemin sartlari geregi dogru bir hareket olabilir. Izmir iktisat
kongresinden sonra bu yondeki ihtiyag bir sekilde ¢oziildii. Giinahi ve sevabi ile de yapildi. Ancak bir donem sonra
kurucu iradenin anlayist disinda, ekonomik ¢ikarlar lizerine rant pesinde kosan insanlarin faydalanmasi giindeme geldi.
Kiiltiirpark tizerine Soyer doneminde iki adet ciddi ¢alistay diizenlendi. Bize buradan ¢ikacak iradeye saygiliyiz, buna
gore hareket edecegiz denildi. Arama konferans: sirasinda bes adet atdlyeden tek bir ortak karar ¢ikti. Sundurma
dedigimiz (hangar) kapali alanlarin oradan tamamen kaldirilmasi. Ciinkii onlar gegici olarak yapilmisti oraya. Biitiin
atolyelerden bu ortak karar ¢ikmasina ragmen bir tek temsilci, otelleri temsil eden kisi, itiraz etti. Sonucunda ise ortak
bir karar ¢ikmamustir, gerekiyor ise halka sorariz dendi. Yakin tarihteki en biyiik kirtlma noktasi budur diye
diistiniiyorum.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilagilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Politik olarak neye hizmet edildigi ile iliskilidir bu durum. Burada A veya B partisinden sdz etmiyoruz. Burasi bir kamu
alanidir ve kamunun ¢ikarina kullanilmasi gerekir. Temel problem budur.
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ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlari
veya 6zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Karsimizda giiglii 6rgiitlii organizasyonlar var. Maalesef burada halki temsil edebilecek bir organ yok. Halk meclisleri
diyebiliriz fakat yeterli gelmiyor, zayif kalryor. Odalar var barolar var platform var ama birliktelik eksik. Platformun
kurulus donemindeki genel destek kaybedildi. ilk dénemler meslek odalar1 miicadelede cok biiyiik etkendi. Bazen ¢ikar
catismalar1 6n planda oluyor. Orada bir handikap var. Biz elimizden geleni yapiyoruz fakat drgiitlenme yeterli diizeyde
degil.

2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?

Insanlarm yasam hakkidir temel argiiman. Fakat ben biraz daha 6tesine bakiyorum. Sadece insanlara yonelik degil,
topluma yonelik degil, yagsamin kendisi 6n plana ¢ikiyor bu argiimanda. Orada hi¢ gérmedigimiz kus ¢esitleri yagamaya
baslanms. Kiiltiirpark kendine has bir ekosistemini olusturmus. Oncelikle insandan ziyade yasam hakkim 6n plana
¢ikarmak gerekir diye diisiinliyorum bu noktada.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Aramizda herkes her seyi ¢ok da iyi bilmiyor olabiliyor. Bu sebeple diger goriisler bizim i¢in 6nemli. Meslek orgiitleri
her zaman bizim yanimizda aslinda. Arama konferansinda da bunu deneyimledik.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?

Ulusal basia yansimiyor, haber niteligi olmuyor fakat yerel basinda ¢oklukla bu miicadeleye yer veriliyor

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Kent hakki miicadelesi denilince kapsam biraz degisiyor, Kiltiirparkin disina ¢ikiyor olay. Cevre miicadelesine
gegildiginde efem ¢ukuru vb. miicadeleler de yer ald1 siiregte. Fakat orada derdimizi anlatamadik ¢iinkii ¢ukura farkl
bir kap1 olarak bakildi. Bazen miicadele verilirken yorede yasayan insanlarin yasam miicadeleleri ¢evre miicadeleleri
ile catisabiliyor. Ters diisebiliyor. Oncelikler degisebiliyor.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsimz?

Fuarcilik anlayisi ile Kiiltiirpark anlayigindan uzaklasildigini goriiyoruz. Siireg icerisinde belleklerde farkli bir algi
olustu. Halk mektebi ideali yerine kent bellegindeki algi Fuar iizerindeydi. Dolayist ile belli bir siiregten sonra
Kiiltiirpark ger¢ek imajindan ¢ikti. Ayrica dedigimiz gibi bos alan algis1 da bir¢ok zorluklara yol act1.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuclari ve bu sonuglarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Toplumun ¢ikarlarii gozetmek burada énemli. Miicadele devam ediyor. Onemli olan toplumlari bir araya getirebilmek
ve kenti biiyiik dlgekten gorebilmek.

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuclari neler olabilir?
Biz rant agisindan kullanima karsiyiz. Bunu 6zellikle sdyleyebilirim.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan bashica zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?
Mis gibi yapmak. Bunu sdyleyebilirim. Firsatlar ise miicadelenin kendisi ve belli seyleri yaptirmamak.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek i¢cin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Ornek olarak soyliiyorum; asirtya kagilacak hareketten kaginilmasi gerekli. Mangal veya buna benzer seylerden
bahsediyorum. Bir de kiiltiirel mirasimiza bakilmasi gerekli. Toplumsal bilinglendirme ve bir aradaliklar da
beraberindeki kaynaklar olarak énemli.

3-Platformun c¢atisma siirecinde elde ettigi baslica basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢ciktilar
nelerdir?

Nihai basar1 diyemeyiz ama belli seyleri yaptirmamak da aslinda bir basar1 sayilir. En azindan oradaki Kongre
merkezinin yapilmamasinda platformun ¢ok énemli gorev iistlendigini biliyoruz. Her ne kadar goriinmese bile kotiiye
gidisin yavaslatilmasi bile bir basari olarak degerlendirilebilir. Zaman zaman yaptigimiz karsi duruslar ile oradaki
yapilmak istenen kent hakki baglamindaki olumsuz etkenlerinin Oniine gegebiliyoruz. Zaman zaman iyi seyler de
yapilmak isteniyor. Oz olarak sunu sdyleyebilirim; kotiiye giden gidisati yavaslatmak bile bir basaridir diye
degerlendirilebilir.
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4- Platformun Kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

Kent ve 6zellikle yasam hakki. Miicadele seklimiz de degisiyor, icimizdeki bilesenler de degisiyor. Bilesenlerin zaman
zaman katkilarin artmasi ya da eksilmesi ile de degisiyor.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman icerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklari tanimlanabilir mi?

Arama konferanslart doneminde umutlandik, karsit durus seviyemiz ise azalmisti. Arama konferansi sanki bir kirtlma
noktasi gibi de sayilabilir. Clinkii sOylenilen sekilde olmadi. Bu sefer yeniden yiikseldi miicadelemiz.

2-ilgili aktérlerin catisma karsisindaki yaklasimlari siireci nasil etkilemistir?
Daha once de dedigim sekilde, bizim kars1 durus seviyemiz karsi tarafa gore degiskenlik gostermistir hep.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?
Benzer sekilde, zaten degindik.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Tabii gelistiriyoruz, bu kagiilmaz doganin geregi. Diyalektigin de geregi budur. Elbette ki degisim gosterecegiz. Bu
nedir? Ama politik gelismeler ama kiiltiir parkin kendi i¢inde olgunlagsmasiyla gelisen seyler, elbette ki degisiyor.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya c¢ikan en onemli kazammmlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Orgiitlenme iizerinde kazanimlarimiz var. S6yle ki, gevre drgiitlenmelerine baktigimizda bir ¢ok platform var. EGECEP
IZCEP ya da baska cevre orgiitleri var. Platformdan hareketle bir drgiitlenme modeli olustu. Meclis tipi orgiitlenme
dedigimiz; platform olmayan, bireysel katilimi gerceklestiren bir 6rgiitlenme modeli olustu ve izmir Yasam Alanlarinm
dogusuna aslinda Kiiltiirpark Platformu 6rnek olusturdu. Izmir’de hatta ismi duyulan ve agirligini koymus bir yapidir
diyebilirim. En biiyiik artis1 o olmustur.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢lenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Toplumsal bilinglenme hakikaten zahmetli ve uzun siireli bir siire¢. Kiiltiirpark mi1 fuar m1 konusunda insanlar da artik
yavas yavag Kiiltiirparka yiiziinii dondi. Kiiltiirpark demeye bagladi. Dildeki degisiklik ile de kurulus amacinin da ne
oldugunu kentli anlamaya basladi.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?
Odalar ile is birlikleri var. Devam ediyor. Syleyebileceklerim bunlardir.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?

Kent hakkr miicadelesi bir siirectir. Sadece Kiiltiirpark olarak bakmamak da gerekiyor. Genis diistinmek ve kentin
tamamina bakmak lazim. Kiiltiirpark Platformunun kurulmasi bu miicadelelerde 6rnek olacak model olusturuldu. Hem
Kemeralt1 bolgesi hem Basmane hem damlacik gibi yerlerde bir 6rnektir.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tammmlamaktadir?
Kent hakki konusunu sadece kent olarak sinirlamamak lazim, kentimizi etkileyen birgok argiimanlar var. Biraz daha
Olcegi biiyiitmek gerekiyor. Cesmedeki yarimada projesi, bir korfez gegisi. Bunlarin hepsini ele almak gerekiyor.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Zorluklar1 agmak i¢in ne yapmali, bir kere fotografa biilyiik cercevede bakmak gerekiyor. Bir 6nceki verdigim cevap ile
alakal1. Izmir’e etki eden tiim projeler birlikte ele alinmali. Parti iistii siyaset iistii bir calisma gerekiyor bu. Tiim
partilerin kendi gerekceleri var fakat bunun ilizerine ¢ikip Hep beraber yapabilecegimiz bir miicadele modelini
bulmamiz lazim. Ki meclis tipi dedigimiz model tam da budur.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?

Bir kirmiz1 ¢izgimizin olmasi lazim. Toplumsal ¢ikarlar bizim igin 6nemlidir, kisisel ¢ikarlar degil. En ugtaki kisilere
bunlari anlatabiliriz fakat bagli olduklar1 yapilara anlatmak zor. Boylesi miicadelelerde bazen karsit oldugumuz insanlar
bile bizim yanimizda yer alabiliyor. Toplumsal ¢ikarlari 6n plana ¢ikardigimizda oluyor bu is.
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4- Siirec icerisindeki ¢iktilar géz oniine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Biraz temele inmek lazim. Ve de tabi ki tarihe bakmak lazim. 5-10 yildan bahsetmiyorum. Daha 6nceki miicadelelerden
ornekler ¢ikartiyoruz. Giiniimiiz gartlarina en uygun miicadele bigiminin su an bizim meclis tipi toplumsal miicadele
bi¢imi oldugunu diisiiniiyorum ben. Onun iizerinde biz ¢aligmalarimiza devam ediyoruz.

Interviewer 7

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6énemi cumhuriyete ilk yillarinda tanimlanmis. Bugiin de Behget Uz’un
Olim y1ldoniimii. 1.931°de Belediye Baskani olmus kendisi. Sadece kentin degil kentteki toplumsal yapinin da yeniden
sekillendirilmesi konusunda bayagi yogunlasmis bir grupla nasil calisma sansi olmus. Yangin sonrasi alanina
temizlenmesi icin ¢ok iyi yaratici fikirler gelistirmisler. Kentin ortasindaki yikintryr bir vahaya doniistirmeyi
becermisler. Bir spor etkinligi icin Moskova’ya gitmis olan baskan yardimcilarindan bir tanesi buraya dondiigiinde o
fikri buraya tasiyor ve hakikaten de baskan da bunu degerlendiriyor. Son derece vizyoner bir yaklagim. Yine hem kentin
durumu bdyle hem de ilk yillarini yasiyor Cumhuriyet. Hem kent hem tam sosyal baglamda Kiiltiirpark ¢ok amaglt
bir alan haline geliyor. Yani insanlarin topluca davranis bigimleri sekilleniyor, mesela benim babam hekimdi, 1957°de
kiiltiirpark igerisinde saghk cadirmin sorumlusu olmus. Insanlari bilgilendiren bir saglik ¢adiri. Kiiltiir kavrami
bugiinkii sikistirilmis anlami ile kullanilmiyordu. Hem egitim, hem spor. Bir parasiit kulesi ile insanlar ilk defa
tanigmistt. Son derece ¢ok yonlii olusturulmus bir alan.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin mevcut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Evet, doksanli yaslilara geldi. Yasli ve yorgunum niye tarif ediyoruz. Cok iiziicii bir ciimle. 2 Ekim 2023°te Tung Soyer
ile makaminda bir goriismemiz oldu. Bu tanimimizi paylastik. Nefes almaya ihtiyact oldugunu, yasli ve yorgun
oldugunu. Doksanli yaslara kadar direnmis gayet giizel yash degil, gayet giizel devam edebilir yasamina gibi bir yanit
aldik. Mevcut durumu evet, yasli ve yorgun. Ve umursamaz aktorlerin elinde olarak tanimliyoruz. Biitiin ¢cabamiz ise
umursamalarini saglamak.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalar nelerdir?

Ikinci Diinya Savas1 dengeleri nedeniyle yapilamayan, daha dogrusu cok bu minik bir sekilde gegistirilen bir siireg var.
Baslangigtaki bir 7-8 sene. Kiiltiirparkin ger¢ek misyonunu yerine getiren bir siire¢c. Ondan sonra 50°1i yillardan itibaren
Tiirkiye’deki yasamin da degismesi, demokrat iktidari ile, biraz daha sermayeden yone, Kiiltiir’den cikiyor fuarciliga
yoneliyor. Biraz iletigim agirlikli oluyor, halki egitmiyor ama diinyada neler oluyor sorusunu cevapliyor. Almanlar,
gelirler Ruslar takip ederler, orada bazi arabalar goriirdiik, ilk roketler orada paylasilirdi, sanatgilar ile orada
karsilagilirdi. Simdi insanlarin bazen 6zledik dedikleri fuar birazcik da o fuar oluyor galiba. Ancak onlar aslinda her
saniye telefonlariin, ellerinin altinda. Hig¢ yerlerinden kimildamadan her saniye erigebilecek veri var noktada. Zeki
Miiren ¢ikip gelecekmis gibi algiliyorlar ama degil. ikinci bir kirilma noktasi 50’li yillarin sonu. Yetmislerde
kiiltiirparkin artik yetmedigi anlayis ivme kazaniyor. Ag¢ik alan fuarciliklart arayislar bagliyor. Cigli'de yeni bir alan
arantyor. Kadifekale’de yapilabilir diye diisiiniiliiyor, degerlendiriliyor. Yani bir anlamda Kiiltiirpark: terk etme
muhabbetleri 70°li yillarda basliyor. Fakat hala terk edilmedigi gibi, 2015’te Gaziemir fuar1 yapiliyor. Yine seksenlerin
sonu doksanlarin baginda kiiltiirparkin hem dogal hem tarihi sit olma kararlar1 énemli doniistimlerden bir tanesi. Ama
bu olumlu bir durum iken hemen yani sira IZFAS’1 kurarak olumsuz bir durum, bir plan proje getiriliyor. Basmane
¢ukuru yaratiliyor. 200011 yillarda bir otopark karari var, yine bir kirilma noktasi. Ama 2000’1i yillarin baginda da iyi
bir karar var hangarlarin sokiilmesine yonelik. Fakat bireyler ¢ok onemli. Bu platformlar i¢in de gecerli. Bu tiir
miicadelelerde hig siiphesiz saglam durmaniz gerekiyor. Hatta bazi isler bitmeden 6lmemeye karar vermeniz gerekiyor.
Son olarak Fuar’in tasginmast higbir sey saglamadi. IZFAS’ 1 ise burastyla baglantisin1 kesmesi yeni bir kirllma noktast
olacak diye umutla bekliyoruz.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilasilan temel problemler nelerdir?
Sermayenin bakis ag¢isinin Oncelenmesi, bu alanin halkin olmadiginin diistiniilmesi. Kamusal alan niteliginin

unutulmasi.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlar:
veya 6zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

En 6nemlisi tabi Kiiltiirpark platformu. Odalar, odalar dedigimde akademik odalar olarak bir tanim getirmek zorunda
hissediyoruz kendimizi. Ciinkii sermaye odakli odalardan da bahsedilebiliyor mutabik kalindi diyerek. Akademik
odalar, TMMOB’a bagli odalar; 6zellikle Mimarlar Odasi, ¢evre mithendisleri odasi, sehir plancilar1 odasi ve peyzaj
mimarlari odasi. Orman mithendisleri, ziraat mithendisleri odasindan da zaman zaman destek aliyoruz. Tabipler odast
hem yani bagimizda, baroyu da sdyledim. Izmir yasam alanlar1 gibi olusumlar yam basimizda. Demokratik yiiklii
orgiitleri diyeyim c¢iinkii STK tanimini sevmiyorum. Arti1 kent konseyleri, sermayeden yana olmayanlari. Mesela
biiyiiksehir kent konseyini isin i¢ine dahil edemezken konak kent konseyi de bir bilesendir.
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2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?
Kiilturpark: koruyarak yasatmak. Oradaki yasamin siirekliligini saglamak.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Bizim disimizdaki diger sesler ile bir sikintimiz yok, sadece ve sadece enternasyonal fuar ile ilgili farkl bir bakis agimiz
olabiliyor. Belediyeler ise, aday adaylarinin hepsi olumlu yaklasiyor. Yeni yonetimin de demegleri olumlu gériiniiyor.
Randevumuz olacak, goriisecegiz. Bazi dernekler ise bize siz her seye karsisiniz diyor. En celiski simdilik orada fuar.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar: ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?

Biz ozellikle bir y1lda 10 kadar basin agiklamamiz oluyor. Soru ¢ok geliyor. Mesela lunapark ile ilgili platformun gortisii
soruldu daha yeni. Onlan aktariyoruz. Yerel basinda bu miicadele izlenen bir konu. Ama Tiirkiye meselesi haline
getiremedik. Kitle iletisim olarak yerel basin ve sosyal medya burada 6n planda.

iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Kiiltirparka islevlendirilecek bir parsel goziiyle bakilmasi Orada 1930’lu yillarda kurgulanan hem ekolojik degerinin
hem de tarihsel degerinin yasanmisliklarin oldugunu unutup yikalim, yenisini yapalim, daha modernligini yakalim,
daha gosterisligini yapalim, daha biiyiikliigiinii yapalim. Oyle ki restore edilebilecek yerleri bile yikilryor. 9 eyliil kapisi
mesela, GOl gazinosu mesela. Hi¢ bilmiyoruz. Ekim ayinda gittigimizde sorduk. Size gostermediler mi dediler. Sinir
gibi yapiyorlar kentin gobeginde bir miisteregimiz orasi. Kent hakki yasanin birinci maddesi gibi. Fakat o da
umursanmiyor.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsimz?

Ayni1 noktalardan bakmiyoruz. Bir tarafta bir sermaye bakisi agis1 var yonetime egemen olmus, diger tarafta kamucu
bir bakis agis1 var, bizlerin sahip oldugu. Se¢im 6ncesi de Soyer ile goriislerimiz birebir ayni idi. Caligtay ile arama
konferans: arasinda sermayenin baskisi ile bambaska bakis acilar1 ortaya ¢ikti. IZFAS, Akademik olmayan odala, Is
adamlar1 dernegiydi galiba. Ticaret Odasi, Sanayi Odasi temsilcileri vardi. Yikilip tekrar yapilmak iizerine idi her sey.
Spor salonu da keza. Dogru islevlendirilmis bir parkin ise insanlar1 egitebilecegine dair bir algi heniiz yok.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuglar1 ve bu sonuclarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Ben iyimser bakan bir insanim, yeni bagkanin belediyeyi oradan tasiyacagim demesi ¢ok 6nemli bir laf. Bir pazar
yerinin kiiltiir parki higbir anlami yoktu denmesi, dogru bir laf. Lunapark, biitiin diinya kentlerinde baska bagka yerlerde
kiiltiirparkin i¢inden ¢ekecegiz ¢ok iyi bir laf. Takip edecegiz. Fakat yonetim degisiklikleri lizerinde Kiiltlirpark olarak
azicik da olsa payimiz oldugunu diisliniiyoruz.

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuclari neler olabilir?
Kurtarma sansimiz olabilir. Dogru anlatabilirsek ve anlatima agik taraflar varsa karsimizda kenti ve kent parkini

kurtarabiliriz. Bu ¢catigmanin kimin kazanacagina bagli, kismen kazanilmaz.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan bashca zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Iddialarimiz ¢ok kolay kabul edilemeyebiliyor. Hala Zeki Miiren’i hala pakbahadur’1 6zleyenler var. Orada bir agik
hava tiyatrosu var istedigi gibi gelebilirler, etkinlikler yapilabilir. Tabii ki de olabilir ama kiiltiirparka sayg1 géstermeye
caligarak Tkinci zorluk da Izmir’deki yerel iktidarin merkezi iktidardan farkli olmasi diyebiliriz. Firsatlar neler? Bence
hakliy1z. En biiyiik firsat o ve aradan gegen 8-9 yillik bir periyod var artik aile olmus gibiyiz. Platformda bir sey
demeden birbirimizin gézlerinden anlayan bir haldeyiz. Ve birlikte cok sey yasadik. Anlatma dilimiz, yanlis ya da dogru
¢linkii bazen ¢ok sertsiniz elestirileri aliyoruz. Siddet icermeyen eylemler bunlar.

2-Kiiltiirpark'in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek icin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?
En ¢ok insan giicti. Farkli disiplinlerden insan giicii.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi baslhica basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ¢ciktilar
nelerdir?

Sonugta bu bir siireg. Evet kiiltiirpark tamamen kazanilmis degil ama sonugta basarilar da var. Kesinlikle
durdurdugumuz olan bir¢ok sey var. Tinaztepe krizi, giizel sanatlar fakiiltesi, pandemi sahra hastanesi, uzay iissii olarak
projelendirilen yer olma hali... Hatta dyle ki koruma amagli imar plani yapilmas: gerektigi de bilinmiyordu bir siire...
Siire¢ devam ediyorsa dahi varligimiz pek ¢ok seye engel oldu.
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4- Platformun Kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?

En fazla yapilmasindan yana oldugumuz karsilikli gercekten dogru bir diyalog. Burasimi kiiltiirii de igerisinde
barmdiran, tarihi bir misyonu olan bir kent parki olarak algilanmasi. Kentin i¢inde neredeyse 5.000.000 niifusu olacak
olan bir kentin igerisindeki ilk yesil alan1 oldugunun algilanmasi. Birilerinin ikna etmek ve bu alana gekmeye ¢aligsmak,
Bunu yaparken de ne yaparken de daha fazla mahvetmemelerini saglamaya ¢alismak amag. Bunun da tek bir yolu var.
Kars1 tarafi olabildigince bilgilendirmeye ¢alismak ve farkindalik yaratmak. Bir de nihayetindeki hedefimiz halk
temsiliyetinin yer alacagi bir meclis yapilandirmasi olmasi.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman igerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut ¢catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklar1 tanimlanabilir mi?

Kesinlikle denebilir, birincisi Kocaoglu déneminde koruma amagli olmayan bir planlamanin yapildigi dénem. Diyalog
kurmaya calistyoruz, ulagmaya caligiyoruz. Bunu beceremiyorduk. Sonugta belediye meclisine gittik ve bastik. Aslinda
o giin belediye meclisinde olayin tartismasi vardi, Belediye meclis iiyelerinin. Ikinci 2019’un mayisinda Tung Soyer’in
kiltiirpark platformu ile birlikte ¢alismak istedigini sdylemesi. Soyer baskanliga gelir gelmez koruma amagli imar
planini geriye ¢ekip durdurmustur. Orada ¢ok mutlu olmustuk. Fakat arama konferansinda ortak mutabakata vartlmadi
gerekirse halka gotiiriiriiz denilmesidir. Koruma amagli imar plani ¢alismalarina basladilar, fakat TMMOB c¢agirildi
kiiltirpark platformu ¢agirilmadi. Orada bizim TMMOB’a elestirilerimiz oldu. 2020’nin araliginda Soyer anayasasini
yazlik odalar ve ilgili aktorler ile dedi. Hemen bir agiklama yaptik. Hayir biz orada yoktuk seklinde. Meclise
tasindiginda biz bu sefer Tung Soyer’in meclisini bastik. Deprem sonras1 Adnan Saygun’da yapildi. Bizi igeri almadilar.
Cikt1 halinde neden hayir diyoruz’u yazmistik. Belediye meclis {iyelerinin ellerine verdik. Igeride oylama yaptilar ve
oy birligi ile gegirdiler. Ondan sonra da iste yer yer diistii ama esas seyler bunlar.

2-ilgili aktérlerin catisma Karsisindaki yaklasimlar siireci nasil etkilemistir? )
Gerdi. Gerdi ve yumusattl. Miizakere yollarini denedik fakat zaman zaman basarili olamadi. Il baskanina giderek
arabulucuk yapmasini da rica ettik. Randevu alindi. Goriisme gergeklestirildi. Fakat ¢atisma devam etti bir sekilde.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?
Atilan adimlar, yapilan eylemler.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil
uyum saglamistir?

Birbirlerimizi dizginliyoruz ¢ogu zaman.

vi) Pozitif Fonksivonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya cikan en o6nemli kazamimlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Nereden baktigimiza gore degisir bu gecen sekiz yilin ardindan. Hangarlar kalkmadi fakat yeni yap1 da yapilmadi. Ama
g0l gazinosu ve 9 Eyliil kapis1 gibi durumlarda keske haberimiz olsaydi. Bizim o haberimiz olsaydi1 hepimizin yazigmasi
var, karar1 var, ihalesi var. Hatta onlara bilgimiz olsaydi tabii abi mutlaka bir seylere engel olmaya c¢aligirdik.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢lenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?
Yeterince iyi degiliz, belki sosyal medyada ¢ok fazla aktif olmamamiz ya da yas ortalamamizin yiiksek olmasi. Sinirlt
kaliyoruz. Cok daha etkin olmamiz lazim.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?
Akla gelme halimiz siklagt1.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?
Miicadele siiriiyor, geri adim atmiyor. Her yeri diirtiiyor. Alana sahip ¢ikma anlaminda direng gostermesi ¢ok degerli.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarin nasil tanimlamaktadir?
Dogu aktorlerle, sermayenin olmadigi, yapilacak dogru bir ¢alistay, Bize gore tanimlar ortadadir ama gerekirse tekrar
tartigilir. En sonunda ise meclis tarafindan yonetilmesinin saglanmast.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullanilabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Geng yaslarda olsam ve iletisimci olsam, bir case study olarak Kiiltiirparki 6niime koyup kocaman bir miicadele alani
haline getirirdim diye diisiiniiyorum. Diinyay1 suglayacak kadar kocaman bir miicadele alani haline getirilebilir diye
diistiniiyorum. O kadar yeni yeni fikirler vardir ki. Fakat bizim simdilik miicadeleyi gétiirmemiz lazim. Biz simdilik
bunlar tasiyabildik. Halki olabildigince i¢ine katarak devam etmek dnemli.
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3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?
Bir dnceki verdigim cevaplar ile ayni. Gelisebilmesi icin ¢ikar ¢atigmasi olmamasi gerekli.

4- Siire¢ icerisindeki ¢iktilar goz oniine alindiginda, ¢atisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller
nelerdir?

Kazanma ihtimalimiz yiiksek, hakliyiz. Kent i¢in bir sey istiyoruz. Bunu kentin gelecegi i¢in istiyoruz. Dogru
degerlendirilirse olumlu olacaktir. Gii¢ dengelerine bagli bu durum.

Interviewer 8

i) Baglamin Belirlenmesi

1- Platform, Kiiltiirparkin kentsel ve sosyal baglamdaki 6nemini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Simdi sosyal baglamdaki 6nemi elbette insanlarin bir araya gelip oncelikle, Kiiltiir park fuar degil, bir Kiiltiirpark
gergevesinde doga igerisinde olabildigi kadar kendi dogal ortaminda soluklanmalari, nefes almalar1 ve etrafa zarar
vermeden keyif yapmalari, vakit gecirmeleri. Kentsel anlamda da kentin havaya ihtiyaci var. En bilyiik havanin degisim
yeri su anda Alsancak’ta ve baska da yok. Aslinda var, keske Basmane ¢ukuru da Kiiltiirparkin igerisine katilabilse bir
yapilandirma igerisine girmeden.

2- Kiiltiirpark Platformu Kiiltiirparkin meveut durumunu nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Tek kelimeyle burasi bir Kiiltlirparktir, burasi bir fuar degildir ve yesilin dncelikle korunmasi gerekmektedir ve higbir
sekilde yapilandirmaya, ekstra yapilandirmaya var olanlarin diginda izin verilmemelidir. Sonradan eklenen depolarin
da bu beton yapisi igerisinde kabul edilip yok edilmeleri gerekiyor.

3- Kiiltiirpark orneklemi 6zelinde, tarihsel siirecteki kirilma noktalar nelerdir?

Benim hakkimda ilk gelen su oldu: Anne tarafindan dedemin, CHP’nin tek parti oldugu dénemde bir senelik belediye
baskanlig1 olmustu. Ondan sonra asfalt Osman lakapli, Osman Kibar geldi ve her tarafi asfaltladi. Bence kirtlma noktast
orasi. Yani bu betonlagma, asfaltlanma; yurt disindaki parklarda birkag tanesini gezdigim kadartyla bu kadar ¢cok beton
yok. Ve beton betonu, asfalt asfalt1 getiriyor.

4- Tanimlanan miicadele siirecinde karsilagilan temel problemler nelerdir?

Karsilagilan temel problem bence dnceliklerin nereye verildigi. Rant pesine gidiliyor. Yani insana ve dogaya odaklanan
bir bakis agis1 igerisinde olmadigimiz i¢in genelde siirekli bir para kazanma araci olarak kullanilan mekanlar. Her tarafta
bu olmayabilir. Baz1 yerler ayri ayrilabilir. Evet, bir yerlerden para kazanilacak elbette ama kurtarilmis bolgeler olmak
zorunda. Bir de dedigim gibi; aile gegmisimde hani Usakizadelerin Kiiltiirparki devlete bagislamalart sozel tarih ile
arastirilabilir. Bunu yaparken tek sartlar1 Kiiltiirparka dokunulmamasi imis zaten.

ii) Taraflar ve Aktorler

1- Kiiltiirparkin kent hakki baglamindaki miicadelesinde bashca aktorler kimlerdir? Hangi kamu kurumlar:
veya 0zel kuruluslar veya STK'lar siirece dahildir?

Cok bilmiyorum, yasam alanlar1 ve bizim Kiiltiirpark koruma grubu ve herhalde Mimarlar Odas1 koruma igerisinde
calisan sivil toplum kuruluslar.

2-Platformun parti ve aktorlerden biri olarak temel argiimam nedir?
Tamamen korumaya yonelik. Platformun argiimani ¢ok net: Kiiltiir parka dokunma gegmemesi.

3-Siirece dahil olan aktorlerin temel argiimanlar1 Platform nasil degerlendirmektedir?

Bizimkisi aslinda ¢ok net. Su anda belediyenin var oldugu yerin zaman icerisinde kaldirilmas1 ayrica yeni higbir yapinin
yapilmamasindan bahsediyoruz. Ve aslinda sayidan dem vuruyoruz. Tasima kapasitesinin belli bir degeri gegmemesi
gerekiyor.

4-Hangi medya kuruluslar1 ve/veya aktorler bu miicadeleyi izlemekte ve raporlamaktadir?

izgazete vardi galiba baska da yok bildigim kadariyla. Isin garip tarafi sol ¢evredeki arkadaslarin bu konuya soguk
baktiklarini, kiiltiirparka dokunma grubuna karsi ¢ok da olumlu yaklagsmadiklarini karsilikli konusma sekliyle 6grenmis
bulunuyorum. Neden boyle diisiindiiklerini neden bu durusun yaninda ¢ok da fazla olmadiklarini bilmiyorum. Cok sert
mi davraniyoruz etrafa karst, hani konusmact mi degiliz da ondan boyleler gercekten anlamadim bilmiyorum. Yalitilmig
bir sey gibi gosteriyoruz belki kendimizi orada yanlis yapiyor olabiliriz hangi temelde bu argin diizeltmemiz gerektigini
bilmiyorum.
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iii) Sebepler ve Sonuclar

1- Mevcut durumun kent hakki ve hukuku baglaminda 6ne ¢ikan temel sebepleri nelerdir?

Aslinda giizel soru bu, ben de bilmiyorum. Kentin bir bireyi oldugumuz igin burada kendimizi sorumlu hissetmek. Ben
burada oturdugum igin Kiiltiirpark degil, cokga yerlere gittik zamaninda Iginde yasadigim topluma aidiyetimi ve bir
sekilde katkim1 sunabilmek igin.

2- Catigma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar ve kokeninde yatan temel politik, ekonomik veya sosyal faktorleri
nasil tanimlarsimz?

Zorluklar; reddedisler kabullenilmeyisler. Kkeninde yatan temel politik konu, bu konudaki politikanin tam olarak yerli
yerine konulmamis olmast olabilir. Biraz 6nce sdyledigim bize ¢ok yakin durulmamasinin altinda yatan neden; politik
arglimani bizim dogru kurmamis olmamiz olabilir. Ekonomik veya sosyal faktorlere gelince; ekonomik agidan da zaten
¢ok agik, ekonomik ¢ikarlar. Sosyal faktorler de halkin bu miicadeleyi anlayamadigi.

3- Bu kent hakki arayisinin olasi kisa ve uzun vadeli sonuclari ve bu sonuglarin sehir ve yerel halk iizerindeki
etkileri neler olabilir?

Yerel halk, ki ¢cok az kaldi, hala o eski Kiiltiirpark/ fuar hikayesinde, sarki tiirkii ve eglencede. Bir asama kaydetmis
yeni duruma yeni yiizyila on yila uyum saglayabilmis degil yasitlarim. Ayrica neo-liberal politikalarin artik iyice niifus
etmis olmasi nedeniyle rant giindeme geliyor. Bu noktada aklima gelen bir sey; aslinda bu betonun azaltilmasi hikayesi.
Yiirtimek, araba vs. Orada onlar goriin goz 6nlinde durdugu siirece oradan bir seyler elde edilebilir fikri geliyor. Yurt
disindaki parklarda belki kiiltiir parkinin yanmadan 6nceki halinde veyahut ta biz Rusya’ya kiiltiirparkin esinlendigi
parka gitmistik. Gerg¢i orada da beton alanlar vardi fakat dikkatimi ¢eken bizdeki diisiince sekli. Beton arttik¢a orasi
kullanilabilir. Hep dolasirken aklima sey geldi. O betonun azaltsak o yollar1 kiigiiltsek etrafi daha gok yesillendirsek bu
insanlarin goziinden yani politikacilarin iste idarecileri bilmem ne yerel halkin buradan bir seyler elde edebiliriz
diistincesini yok edebilir miyiz acaba diisiincesi gelmistir aklima hep. Kiiltiirpark kendi kendini korur diigiincesinde
idim, ta ki Kiiltiirparktaki son palmiye yangini olana kadar. Mangal izni verilmis. Bunlar ¢ok kiiciik seyler fakat
baslangig isaretleri. Keske siyasi cevreler biraz daha rant zorlamasina kars1 durabilseler ve karsi koyabilseler. Ben
bireysel ¢atigma davranigi olarak aktif bagirig moduna girilmesi gerektigini diigiiniiyorum. Fakat gengleri sokamiyoruz
bu bakis icerisine. Belki bisikletli, engelli gruplarini dahil ederek ¢ogaltma yoluna gidilebilir.

4- Catismanin gelecekteki mekansal iiretim siirecleri iizerindeki olasi sonuglari neler olabilir?

Catismayi iyidir. Farkli fikirlerin dogmasima ve yeniliklerin tutmasina yol agabilir. Normal toplumlarda bizim gibi
toplumlarda, otoriter toplumlarda uzun siirecektir bunlarin olugmast, bir sonuca varmasi ama hig yoktan iyidir. Catisma
olmak zorunda.

iv) Hedefler ve Cikarlar

1-Catisma siireci icerisinde ortaya ¢ikan baslica zorluklar ve firsatlar nelerdir?

Yeni fikirlerin ortaya ¢ikmasi giizel olur. Bunu en giizel mimarlar odasi yapar ¢evre topluluklar yapar. Yurtdisinda
parklar gece bir saatte kapatilirmis, doganin da uyumasi igin. Evsizler kopekler, bu arada eger zarar vermiyorlarsa hepsi
kalsinlar.

2-Kiiltiirpark’in kentsel miicadelesini desteklemek i¢cin hangi kaynaklara ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir?

Bu miicadelede maddi kaynaklara ihtiyag¢ yok. Herkes becerisi dahilinde bir seyler yaparak ortaya ¢ikabilir ama fiziksel
aktivite ile yani, yazilim, ¢izim olarak bir Hyde park gibi bu tiir eylemlerin arttirilmasi iyi olur diyorum. Bir de
bisikletliler engelliler, bunlar1 da konugmak gerek.

3-Platformun catisma siirecinde elde ettigi bashca basarilar ve bu basarilardan sonucu elde ettigi temel ciktilar
nelerdir?

Istedigimiz hicbir sey yapamadik ama insanlarda bu kiiltiirpark platformu hikayesi yerlesti. Bdyle bir koruma grubu
oldugu biliniyor artik. Bizimle Tanzer Kantik vardi. Cok giizel envanterini ¢ikardi. Bu konunun igerisinde yani zaten
meslegi olup da bu konuya kendini vakfetmis insanlar lazim herhalde. Yani bir adim daha ileride bilmesi i¢in ama en
azindan bu zamana kadar isim olarak kesinlikle kendini gdsterdi. Ve dinliyorlar da. Belediye karsi muhatap aliyor.

4- Platformun kisa ve uzun vadeli giincel hedefleri ve bu hedeflere ulasmak icin belirlenen mevcut stratejileri
nelerdir?
Bilmiyorum sanirim yok.

v) Catisma Dinamikleri

1-Catisma dinamikleri zaman igerisinde nasil degiskenlik gostermistir? Mevcut catismanin tirmanisa gectigi
veya yatistigl zaman araliklari tanimlanabilir mi?

Bu 2013 civarinda ¢ok giizel galeyana gelinmisti. Kent meclisini bastik. Cok giizel seylerdi. Evet, sonra korona, otoriter
rejimler vs. herkesi sindirdi. Yani o gii¢lii hareketli durus olamadi tabii ki. Mevcut durum igerisinde azalma ve artma
siklikla goriildii tabi ki. Tirmanisa gegme konusunda, Basmane ¢ukuru igin ¢ok ugrasmistik. Yatigsmis zamanlar da
yasadik. Kars1 taraf da yatisti, tam o arada yeralti otoparki yapildi, kaldirilacak yapilar kaldirilmadi. Kolumuz
kanadimiz diistiyor boyle durumda.
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2-ilgili aktérlerin ¢catiyma karsisindaki yaklasimlar siireci nasil etkilemistir?

Diigmanlik iliskileri yok, cok biiyiik bir kizginlik olmuyor. Kentlinin yaklasimlari bilgisizlik {izerine kurulu. Belediye
tliml1 yaklasip farkli kararlar aldigi oldu. Bizim tarafimizda daha aktif bir kars1 durus sergileyelim ya da daha teorik
zeminde daha 1limli yaklagalim diyenler var.

3-Catismanin siddetlenmesine veya azalmasina neden olan bashca faktorler nelerdir?
Aktif eylemler tabi ki. Belediyenin aktif eylemleri ve kararlart.

4- Platformun ¢atisma yonetimi ve ¢oziim stratejileri siirec icerisinde nasil evrilmis veya mevcut duruma nasil

uyum saglamistir?
Cok da degisime ugramadik bana gore, tam tersi donandik. Argiimanimizi daha saglamlastirdik.

vi) Pozitif Fonksiyonlarin Arastirilmasi

1- Kiiltiirpark ornekleminde, siire¢ icerisinde ortaya cikan en o6nemli kazanimlar ve kayiplar nelerdir?
Giinceldeki durum nasil degerlendirilmektedir?

Olumlu diigtinmeye calistyorum fakat aklima 6rnekler geliyor. Ada gazinosu su anda yeni bir yapim igerisinde ve biz
hakkinda higbir sey bilmiyoruz. Aslinda bizim bunlari tekrar belediye ile madde madde konugsmamiz gerek. Ama diger
aktorleri yanimiza ¢ekmemiz lazim aslinda en bagta Mimarlar Odasi, yasam alanlari falan filan. Aslinda odalar
yanimizda idi. Su anki durum ne bilmiyorum.

2-Platformun faaliyetleri sonucunda olusan toplumsal bilin¢clenme nasil degerlendirilmektedir?
Toplumsal bilinglendirme ¢ok yavas. Oradan temiz, diizgiin bir sekilde yararlanmaya calisan, outdoor’cu, orta yash
birkag kisi icin gegerli bu korunma giidisii.

3- Catisma siirecinde ve kazanilan yeni is birlikleri ve ortakliklar nelerdir?
Agikgasi bilmiyorum.

4- Tanimlanan kentsel hak arayisinin, kent ve Kiiltiirpark 6zelindeki olumlu yonleri nelerdir?
Parki koruyarak, miimkiinse yesil alanlar1 artirarak falan bu sekilde olumlu yonleri olacaktir. Yani bu kentsel hak

arayisinin gelismesi, [zmir’in nefes almasi i¢in olumlu olacaktir.

vii) Potansiyellerin Anlasilmasi

1- Platform Kent hakki baglaminda miimkiin olan en iyi ¢6ziim senaryolarini nasil tanimlamaktadir?

Aktorlerin birbirlerini dinlemeleri, sizin gibi olay1 bilimsel yonleri ile de ortaya koyan kisilerin karsilikli konusabiliyor
olmasi gerekli. Ciddiye alinmamiz gerekiyor. Bizim argliimanimizi daha teorik zemini ile de aciklamak en iyi ¢6ziim
senaryosu olurdu. Bu sekilde ortaya koymak olurdu. Yalniz kalmamamiz isin igerisinde teorisyenleri olmasi gerekiyor.

2- Catisma siirecinde karsilasilan zorluklar1 asmak i¢in ne tiir yenilikler yapilabilir? Kullamlabilecek alternatif
yontemler nelerdir?

Benim i¢in tek alternatif yontem bagirmak cagirmak. Giiglii bir durus ve ses ¢ikarmak. Bunu da slogan ile degil daha
ciddi bir sekilde diizgiin bir tutum ile ilerlemek. Bu da iste teorisyenlerin isin i¢ine girmesiyle olabilir. Yani bu isi bilen
isi bilen mimarlar, ¢evreciler, bunlarin girmesiyle birlikte.

3- Catismanin ¢oziimii icin aktorler arasi is birlikleri nasil genisletilebilir?
Konusarak, kars: kasiya gerek. Siz bu isin en giizel yontemini teziniz yazmak igin yapryorsunuz. Bir kulaga karst
kagcirtyorsunuz. Giizel bir sey ama sey konustugumuz kisileri gelistirmeniz lazim.

4- Siirec icerisindeki ¢iktilar géz oniine alindiginda, catisma siirecinin icerisinde bulundurdugu potansiyeller

nelerdir?
Taraflarin duymasini ve dinlemesini saglayacak ortam saglanabilse, potansiyel barindirabilirdi.
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