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ABSTRACT

LEISURE SPACES IN WORKING PLACES OF EVERYDAY LIFE:
EXAMINING SPATIAL PRODUCTION IN IZMIR CAMPUSES

The everyday life cycle consists of working time, leisure time, and some
compulsory activities repetition. Although these activities back to ancient times, the fact
that everyday life gains a social character is the result of modernity. In the modern world,
working time has left home and moved to the public sphere. In this case, leisure time is
now 'not work.'

The division of everyday life into different time zones has also divided the spaces
into temporal categories. The daily life of the modern world is based on the idea that
‘everything has a time and a place." The campus spaces, which are historically spatial
structures belonging to the modern period, also refer to this programmed life order of
modernism. However, the transformation processes of modernism in specific breaking
periods and the change of leisure time in the historical process have significantly changed
the spatial structure of these spaces.

This study aims to discuss the changing relationship between work and leisure
time through campus spaces covering both time periods. For this discussion to be concrete
in everyday life, three campus structures with different functions that were established in
[zmir during similar periods in Turkey's modernization process; Siimerbank, Ege
University, and DSI (State Hydraulic Works) campuses, constitute the study's spatial
cases. At the same time, in these campus spaces, which are considered as an idea of
designing everyday life, daily life that is taken within defined boundaries, and the

reproduction of the space in leisure time are discussed.

Keywords: Modernization, Everyday Life, Working Time, Leisure Time,

Campus.



OZET

GUNDELIK YASAMIN CALISMA ALANLARINDA BOS ZAMAN
MEKANLARI: iZMIiR KAMPUSLERINDE MEKANSAL URETIMIN
INCELENMESI

Giindelik hayat dongiisii, ¢alisma zamani, bos zaman ve bu iki temel zamanin
disinda gergeklesen zorunlu birtakim faaliyetlerin birbiri ardina eklenerek devam etmesi
ile olusur. Bu faaliyetler tarihsel olarak ¢ok eski zamanlara dayansalar da giindelik
hayatin toplumsal bir karakter kazanmasi modernitenin sonucudur. Modern diinyada
calisma zamani evden ayrilarak kamusal alana ¢ikmistir. Bos zaman ise artik
‘calisilmayan zaman’ dir.

Gilindelik hayatin farkli zaman dilimlerine ayrilmast mekanlar1 da zamansal
kategorilere ayrilmistir. Modern diinyanin giindelik hayati ‘her seyin bir zamani ve
mekani oldugu’ fikri lizerine temellenir. Tarihsel olarak modern doneme ait bir mekansal
kurgu olan kampiis yapilan fikir olarak da modernizmin bu programli hayat diizenine
referans verir. Ancak modernizmin belli kirilma donemlerinde yasadigr doniisiim
stirecleri ve bos zamanin tarihsel siiregte gecirdigi degisim bu mekanlarin mekansal
yapisin1 dnemli oranda degistirmistir.

Bu tez ¢aligmasi, ¢alisma ve bos zamanin degisen iligkisini iki zaman dilimini de
kapsayan kampiis mekanlar1 {izerinden tartismayi amaglar. Bu tartismanin giindelik
hayatta somutlasabilmesi icin Tiirkiye modernlesme siireci i¢inde benzer donemlerde
[zmir’de kurulmus farkl islevdeki ii¢ kampiis yapisi, Siimerbank, Ege Universitesi ve
DSI (Devlet Su Isleri) kampiisleri, calismanin mekansal drneklerini olusturur. Ayni
zamanda bir giindelik hayat tasarlama fikri olarak degerlendirilen kampiis yapilarinda
tanimli sinirlar i¢ine alinan giindelik hayat ve mekanin bos zamandaki yeniden {iretimi

tartismaya agilir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Modernlesme, Giindelik Hayat, Calisma Zamani, Bos

Zaman, Kampiis.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem Statement

In the modern world, everyday life is based on daily routines and habits of
individuals, and it continues rhythmically. Everyday life, which consists of similar
activities for society, generally has a unifying quality. Although the works they do are
different for the workers who start working early in the morning every new day, their
daily routines are familiar; everyday life continues in the manner of including labor and
the reproduction of labor.

The spatial separation of working time and leisure time refers a historically
significant advance. Although this situation brings a wage to labor in the modern capitalist
world, separating labor from the house has given it a social identity. Work forms the basis
of the individual's existence in the social field. During the working time, the individual
establishes relations with the workers outside himself/herself and participates in social
production and social life.! The thing that enables the individual to continue his/her
participation in social production in a healthy way will be the existence of qualified
leisure time. However, the distinction between working time and leisure time in the
production system of capitalism, which is constantly aiming at accelerates, is getting more
and more obscure. With each passing day, working time is shifting to leisure time, and
everyday life is shifting more and more to the private sphere of individual.

Today, the metropolitan cities we live in, the globalizing world, scientific and
technological developments widen the boundaries of the individual on the one hand, and
on the other hand, narrow them that they can carry out all their daily activities in a house.
Against the argument of modernism that “every ‘doing’ has its time”?, neoliberalism puts
the flexible working system that offers people the ‘freedom’' to work wherever and
whenever they want. This timelessness and spacelessness in everyday life give rise to a

work style in which individuals are closed to their private spaces, separated from each

Y Henri Lefebvre, Critique of Everyday Life: Volume I, trans. John Moore (London: Verso, 1991),
p. 38.

2 Henri Lefebvre, Rhythmanalysis: Space, Time and Everyday Life, trans. Stuart Elden and Greald
Moore (London and New York: Continuum, 2004), p. 74.



other, or tend to their own individuality within the community. Working time and leisure
time, which modernism separates from each other temporally and spatially, are reunited.
However, this merger is a merger where working time absorbs leisure time.

Working time is one of the founding subjects of the individual's existence in the
social field, although it has been corrupted in many ways under the domination of
capitalism. Work brings together many people from different disciplines, prevents the
individual from becoming lonely, and enables people with similar problems to fight
against this problem together. In his book, Sennett draws attention to the disconnection
between the "producers” scattered worldwide. He deals with the transformation of
capitalism in the globalizing world system. People working together in the production
cycle are geographically distant from each other. Sennett defines this distanced
relationship as the geography of globalization.® Work is moving away from being the
productive power of everyday life and the time that brings people together. The physical
distance between the employee and the product he/she produces results in the alienation
of the individual from this productive time of everyday life. This alienation has changed
the structure of the work that allows the creativity of the individual.

Working time spatially separated from home in the modern world has also
changed the meaning of leisure time in everyday life. Leisure is the time remaining from
working time, which now occupies an essential part of daily life. People need to reproduce
their labor to participate in social production every new day. Leisure time is also required
for this. The changing nature of work in the modern world dominated by capitalism has
also changed the meaning of leisure time in daily life. While work loses its creative and
productive aspect, leisure time stands out as the time period in which the individual gets
away from the compulsory activities of everyday life and reveals his/her creative power.
However, the mass production system of capitalism needs free time rather than leisure
time for the rapid consumption of the products produced. With the change in the meaning
of the concept of leisure, leisure spaces where leisure activities occur are increasingly
entering the dominance of the consumption sector. Leisure spaces have turned into spaces
for acquiring lifestyle. Even the house, which is a private space separate from all
production relations, has turned into a large consumption area with developing

technologies and transportation opportunities.

3 Richard Sennett, The Culture of New Capitalism (New York: Yale University Press, 2006), p. 54-
55.



The dominant ideology establishes temporal and spatial rhythms, framing
everyday life. Although everyday life, which consists of the unity of many different
rhythms, is defined within this framework, it sometimes exceeds these defined limits.
These appropriated areas where the borders expand are ‘counter spaces.’ Leisure spaces
that seem to be freed from the controls of the order also appear as counter spaces. In
contrast to the planner understanding of modernity that takes everything under control,
'leisure spaces' are the counter spaces of everyday life.* These spaces stand against the
commodification of space. Lefebvre described these spaces as spaces where the body
emerges, manifests itself, and the individual realizes his own value. In these spaces, use-
value comes to life in the face of exchange value.® While the use-value of the space
highlights the use and reproduction of that space in everyday life, the exchange value
separates the space from the use-value and transforms it into any commodity.

Campus structures are spaces that contain both working and leisure spaces of
everyday life within their own defined boundaries. In contrast to the timelessness and
placelessness in everyday life's transforming structure today, the spatial constructions of
the campuses represent the programmed life idea of modernism. The campuses, which
have established a small modern city model inside, offer an everyday life isolated from
the outdoor life, where you can meet many of your daily life needs without interfering
with the city. While this situation turns into the dominant ideology's control mechanism
of everyday life, on the other hand, it provides direct access to the fundamental rights that
ensure the reproduction of labor. Whether the spatial organization of campus structures
is the capitalist system's way of keeping labor under control or the socialist order's idea
of minimizing individual labor and creating a collective everyday life has been the subject
of many debates. Either way, however, these spaces result from modernism's quest to
rationalize everyday life. On the other hand, everyday life looks for voids where it can

transcend the patterns of rational space.

4 Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson-Smith (Oxford, and
Cambridge: Blackwell, 2014), 383-384.

5 Henri Lefebvre, Toward an Architecture of Enjoyment, ed. Lukasz Stanek, trans. Robert Bononno
(London: University of Minnesota Press Minneapolis, 2014), p. 100.



1.2. Aim of the Study

In the literature research | achieved during this thesis study, | witnessed that the
spatial studies on the concept of leisure and leisure spaces generally focus on the leisure
time of everyday life and do not directly connect with working time. | thought that
examining of leisure time, which is defined as 'not work' in the modern world, from the
inside of working time would enable us to criticize leisure time better.

To evaluate the concept of leisure time in the whole of daily life, campus
structures that include working time and leisure time within the same defined boundaries
have been determined as spatial cases of the thesis study. This study aimed to consider
the campus space as an idea of designing an everyday life. For this reason, instead of
considering a single campus structure as a case, the scope of the case study has been
determined to cover three campus structures with different functions. Cases of campus
structures with different functions include a production (factory) campus, an education
(university) campus, and a public service campus. The fact that different functions of
these campus structures change the determinant factors of the spatial organization of the
campuses. Leisure spaces also consist of spaces that have been organized according to
different spatial needs on campuses and reproduced in everyday life in these spaces.

Campus structures, which bring together the time of social production and the
reproduction of labor in the same space, can turn into spaces that programmed daily life
while securing many basic rights of everyday life with these features. This programmed
life idea is based on the modern idea that 'everything has a time and a place." At the
historical breaking points of capitalism, specific ideas of modernism have been
transformed. Like all areas of everyday life, campus spaces have also been affected by
this transformation. In this study, | aimed to discuss the transformation in campuses
through 'leisure spaces' and how the ‘counter' spaces in campus spaces resist social
production relations or how they are articulated to social production relations.

In this thesis, by answering the following research questions, | aimed to discuss
the everyday life relations and the spatial characteristics of leisure spaces in three cases

of campus structures with different functions.



o What are the differences between the leisure spatial organization of three campus
structures with different functions (education, production, and service) produced

in the same period?

o How are the spatial formations and gains of the leisure time struggle that emerged
with modernization observed in different campus cases in Izmir? How did the
transformation of the idea of leisure in the historical process transform the campus

structures that combine the fragmented time periods of everyday life in one place?

o How has the understanding of everyday life that modernism 'everything has a time
and a place’ been reflected in the design of campus spaces? How is this spatial

organization reproduced in the lived space versus conceived space?

1.3. Methodology

This study examines the spatial production on campuses in leisure time that takes
place in campus spaces reflected the programmed life idea of modernism. Spatial
production on campuses refers to the existing physical structure of the space, as well as
the changing and reproducing space in everyday life. Examination of the spatial
production of campuses is a study that directly includes research on the daily life of
campus people. Therefore, this study uses qualitative research methods.

In order to achieve this study, the case study method was used. The case study
method enables us to research, observe and criticize the spatial production of the campus
in the leisure time the individual gets away from the compulsory actions of everyday life.
At the same time, to examine the campus structure as an idea of designing a daily life
beyond its function, three campus structures with different functions were determined as
cases. These three cases are the structures that were established in similar history in izmir.
The first case is Stimerbank Factory Halkapimar Campus, which is a production campus.
The second case is Ege University Bornova Campus, which is an education campus. The
third case is DSI Bornova Regional Campus, which is a public service campus.

In order to understand the spatial organization and observe the production of this
space in everyday life, first of all, the urban scale plans of the study areas were

investigated. Thesis studies on these areas and maps in unrestricted use provided the



source for this preliminary study. Later, field studies were carried out in all three areas to
analyze the spatial uses of these structures in everyday life. The fieldwork at the
Stimerbank Factory Halkapinar campus, which is now closed, only enabled us to compare
the old state of the area and see some of the old buildings. In the field studies carried out
at Ege University and DSI campuses, which continue to work today, both the spatial
organization of the campuses and the daily life on the campus could be observed.

After the field studies, open-ended questions were prepared for the campus
people, and then interviews were started with people. Snowball method has been used to
determine the people to interview, the first few people were reached on each campus and
the number of interviewees was increased with their guidance. After the field studies,
open-ended questions were prepared for the campus people, and then interviews were
started with people. The interviews were carried out in January and February of 2022.
The fact that the interviews have occurred in three different institutions increased the time
allocated for the interviews.

Table 1. 1. Interview table with information about campus people interviewed within the scope of the

study
Interviewee Gender Institution Unit Employment = Accommodation
on the campus

Interviewee =~ Female = Sitimerbank  Accounting

1 Factory Unit Officer -
Interviewee Male | Siimerbank . .

2 Factory ~ Administrative in main campus

Unit Manager

Interviewee = Male Ege Faculty of

3 University Engineering Academician -
Interviewee = Male Ege Faculty of

4 University Fisheries Academician -
Interviewee = Female Ege Faculty of

5 University | Economics and -

Administrative
Sciences Academician

Interviewee = Female Ege Faculty of

6 University Medicine Nurse -
Interviewee  Male Ege Faculty of Graduate

7 University Medicine Student -
Interviewee = Male Ege Faculty of

8 University Engineering Student -

in Credit

Interviewee = Female Ege Dormitory

9 University Faculty of Institution

Literature Student Dormitory

Cont. on next page



Cont. of Table 1.1

Interviewee Gender Institution Unit Employment = Accommodation
on the campus
Interviewee = Male Ege Faculty of in Student Village
10 University Medicine Student Dormitory
Interviewee = Female DSI
11 Geotechnical in Evka 3
Services Unit Officer (previously)
Interviewee  Male DSI Planning in main campus
12 Services Unit Officer
Interviewee ~ Male DSIi Social Support
13 Services Unit Officer -
Interviewee = Male DSi Publicity and
14 Public Services -
Unit Officer

Since all three areas are campus-shaped structures, fundamental questions about
the idea of ‘working and spending leisure time on a campus' are common to all three areas.
However, since the functions, work-leisure relations, and urban contexts of the three areas
are different from each other, questions about spatial uses are different for the three areas.
The interview questions aim to understand the daily life rhythms of the campus users, the
relationships they establish with the urban environment of the campus, the temporally
changing uses of space, the frequency of using the leisure spaces on the campus, and
meeting people in these spaces. In addition, the interviews for the interviewees who
benefit from the accommodation facilities on the campuses also include questions about
the relation of working time, leisure time, and dwelling. Table 1.1 shows the gender,
institutions, working units, fields of employment, and accommodation information on the
campus of the people interviewed within the scope of the study.

The information and inferences obtained from the field studies and personal
interviews carried out in the campuses formed the main structure of the fourth chapter, in
which the thesis discusses the relation of leisure time in working spaces in a spatially
concrete manner. The conceptual framework, created by the thesis before this chapter,
discusses the concept of leisure, its transformation in the historical process, and the spaces
for leisure in everyday life. Space, which creates daily life practices, is also the
determinant of the actions of daily life. Lefebvre's definition of space production, which
includes everyday life®, has enabled us to look at the production of space in campus

structures, which includes two main time periods of daily life, as multi-layered. The

® Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space. Translated by Donald Nicholson-Smith, Oxford, and
Cambridge: Blackwell, 2014.



articles reached through the Journal of Leisure Research, Leisure/Loisir, and Leisure
Sciences, which are encountered in literature reviews on the concept of leisure guided the
discussions on leisure and leisure spaces in Chapter 2. After the discussion on leisure
time, the temporal and spatial structure of the campus spaces, which includes the work
and leisure time of daily life, is discussed within the scope of the programmed life idea
of modernism.

After the theoretical discussion in the second chapter, in Chapter 3, it is aimed to
establish the infrastructure of the discussion in the fourth chapter through the connection
between production, education, and public service campuses with modernization and
urbanization. How the spatial cases that constitute the case study were articulated to the
ideological structure of the country at the time of their establishment has been opened to
discussion. All three structures established in the mid-1950s have changed significantly
from the day they were founded to the present day in terms of ideological and spatial
aspects. To see the background of this change, the spatial characteristics of the campuses
and the everyday life culture they aim to establish are discussed together with the
economic and political processes that are transforming in Turkey and the world. Korkut
Boratav's book titled Tiirkiye Iktisat Tarihi 1908-1985 helped to form the categorization
of the important breaking points in these economic and political processes. The literature
study on the city of izmir, which also combines the three campus structures under the
same title, has been discussed together with the functionalist planning understanding of
modernism. These discussions aim to understand the space that the structures occupy in
Turkey's modernization experience, the titles they share in common, and the ideologies
they represent spatially. Then, there are research and inferences about the spatial
organizations of the campuses.

In Chapter 4, these three campus structures are discussed over four emerging
concepts determined by considering the spatial characteristics of the campus idea they
share. Discussions on these concepts consist of observations about the spatial use of
campus people in their leisure time. The discussion is supported by the quotations
received from the interviews with the campus people. The aim is to see the differences in
the reproduction of space on campus in everyday life.

Finally, in Chapter 5, the conclusion chapter, there is an evaluation of the
information obtained from the field studies on the cases in the context of the literature

research presented in the previous sections.



CHAPTER 2

EVERYDAY LIFE IN THE CYCLE OF PRODUCTION
AND REPRODUCTION OF LABOR

2.1. Everyday Life in Modern World

The studies on everyday life are generally defined over the individual's activities
and relationships. While the daily activities include the whole of activities such as
feeding, dressing, sheltering, and sleeping, which are carried out in the daily period,
relationships include practices such as speaking, reading, and acting as conceptualized by
Certeau.’

The actions that take place in the periods of time devoted to work and leisure in
the individual's daily life are the activities of everyday life. Considering that work, leisure
time, and other activities share the everyday life of the individual, it can be said that all
these activities form the everyday life of the individual and affect each other; therefore,
all of them are included in the scope of everyday life.® These activities take place
cyclically and repeat themselves in the daily period.

Lefebvre defined the concept of everyday life as a phenomenon that develops with
modernity. He mentions that everyday life becomes "ordinary™ as it moves from the
traditional world to modern. Everyday life is divided into work, private life, family life,
and leisure in the modern world. The fact that the use of time is subject to social order
has generalized the everyday life of different groups and lines of work in society.®
However, the change of the concept of "everyday" in the modern world did not cause it
to disappear; on the contrary, modernity strengthened the everyday one. According to
Lefebvre, everyday one becomes stronger by becoming to settle in the center of social

life from its position in the center of his/her subjective life.X°
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Becoming ordinary of everyday life has led to the homogenization of everyday
objects and actions. However, this homogenization consists of a multiple partnership
situation that covers the daily life routine of different individuals independent of each
other.!! Multiple common status refers to the daily lives of individuals who are members
of a certain group, class brought by the modern world, consisting of the typical routines.
In the modern world, while the subjective everyday life of everyone in the society is
united, everyday life has become the object of social organization. This organized
temporal and spatial structure of modernism provides an opportunity for individuals to
socialize in various roles in society. Modernization has brought about radical changes in
the spatial and temporal rhythms of the existing social structure and has established a new

spatial and temporal structure of its own.*?

2.1.1. Time and Space Notions in Everyday Life

The radical changes created by modernization in everyday life and social relations
refer to the transformation in the experiences of time and space. Before the modern
period, people's perception of time had a rather personal and imprecise quality that was
determined through space. The concept of time was generally described in relation to
place and natural events. Making time calculations with these methods always made the
perception of time-dependent on space.'® With the invention of the mechanical clock,
time became a definite concept as a quantitative measure. The spread of modernity and it
gains social existence marked the beginning of standardization in the concept of time
through clock and calendar. Giddens evaluates this situation, which he defines as the
separation of time from space, rather than an irreversible break, as the formation of
different possibilities for their social reunification. Timetables that determine trains'
arrival and departure times can be seen as a time-space organizer that shows when trains
will be where.* Time and space come together again in a programmed structure and on

different planes in the modern world. Kofman and Lebas defined space as the inscription
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of time on earth. Space is the realization of a series of times, the rhythms of the city and
the urban population.®®

The concept of a day that continues cyclically in 24 hours physically is a factor
that determines the limit of an individual's daily activities. People determine their
activities according to the daily time divided into day and night. Despite the determinants
of physical conditions, the modern world has led to significant changes in the
phenomenon of time in daily life. In the everyday life of the modern world, based on a
planned and measurable system, the concept of time has changed according to the
requirements of the production style. The fact of time has become determined over the
time of daily activities continued in specific spaces. The everyday life structure is divided
into programmed time periods such as sleep time, wake up time, mealtime, time devoted
to private life, time spent with children, free time, leisure time, and time for other
domestic relationships.®

Lefebvre says that with the transformations in production relations after 1960,
everyday life has gained a programmed structure rather than just a fragmented structure.
This structure is the programmed everyday life of people in an urban environment, in a
social structure where industrial production is determined by capitalist production and
property relations.!” Everyday activities that continue cyclically between certain places
can be defined as the totality of the activities in which the individual performs the actions
spread over time by moving within the space. Individuals form a movement trace in the
time-space equation consisting of different migration lines that will take place over a
lifetime, starting from daily movements such as going from home to the factory,
shopping, and returning to school.*® This movement network develops in the urban form.

Lefebvre defines the social structure, which he describes as an urban society, as a
society emerged from industrialization.'® It is urban life that completes the concept of

industrialization and includes it in everyday life.?° In this social structure where

15 Eleonore Kofman and Elizabeth Lebas, “Lost in transposition — time, space and the city,” in
Writing on Cities, Henri Lefebvre, trans. Eleonore Kofman and Elizabeth Lebas (Oxford: Blackwell,
1996), p.16.

16 Henri Lefebvre and Katherine Regulier, “The Rhythmanalytical Project,” Rethinking Marxism,
11:1 (1999): 5-13, p. 73.

" Henri Lefebvre, Everyday Life in the Modern World, trans. Sacha Rabinovitch (New York: The
Penguin Press, 1971), p. 64-65.

18 David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity, (Oxford and Cambridge: Blackwell, 1990), p.
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agricultural production lost its dominance and became a part of industrial production, the
everyday life habits of rural life also transformed. In the rural-based social structure,
productive activity spreads to the whole of everyday life. The working space is shaped
around the house, so production cannot be separated from the whole of everyday life.?
Oldenburg says that work and house spaces, which he defines as the first and second
spaces in daily life in the modern world, were a single space in the pre-modern period,
and industrialization separated the workplace from home. The concept of work is spatially
and mentally separated from family life with modernism. 2

The human body, which makes a movement diagram in everyday life, comes into
existence in space. Individuals are in constant interaction with the spaces they are in.
Lefebvre mentions that space is a social production. While examining space as a produced
phenomenon, it evaluates it within the social context and production processes.?® Space
cannot be defined only as an abstract phenomenon or as a concrete physical reality.
Perceived space, conceived space, and lived space are the three founding dimensions of
social space production.?* Space is both a concept and a physical reality with these
dimensions. Different dimensions of space are in an ongoing relationship, and this
relationship shapes the space. The space is alive, fluid, and changeable, not static. ® As a
phenomenon that directs the movements of the body and changes with the body's
movements, space is in a constant relationship with the daily activities of humans and
humans.

Contrary to what we are dealing with today, the concept of space was defining a
geometric concept, a dimension. Lefebvre mentions that Descartes' Cartesian
understanding of space brings a new perspective to the concept of space. With the
Cartesian understanding, the space gains a concrete meaning; the space is now located on
an axis on that Cartesian plane. It includes the senses and the body. In the modern sense,
the concept of space, as handled by mathematicians, is described with abstract,

ambiguous, and categorized definitions. 2

2L Henri Lefebvre, Critique of Everyday Life: Volume . trans. John Moore (London: Verso, 1991),
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There are different perspectives on the concept of space in sociological texts
written on space. In this context, two ways of thinking about the concept of space come
to the fore. The first of these is the perspective that considers space as a geometric object,
a location, or a point. Smale defined the concept of space as the geometry of a physical
location with objectively defined properties, characterized by points, lines or routes,
areas, and surfaces.?’” On the other hand, Cresswell considered space as a fact of life that
has no meaning on its own like time, and produces the primary coordinates for human
life.28 These perspectives on space distinguish the concept of space and place. While the
concept of space is expressed with more mathematical definitions, the concept of place
corresponds to the meaning that space acquires through human experience.

With the increase in sociological studies on the concept of place and space, the
point of view that the place cannot exist independently of the space has started to develop.
This situation has blurred the distinction between place and space.?® Harvey defines the
process of transforming the space into a place, together with the active moments of human
action, and emphasizes its dialectical feature. However, the formation of the place cannot
be considered separately from the existence of social relations in the space.®

As the distinction between the concept of space and place becomes blurred, space
stands out as a lived, socially existing, changing, and transforming structure. Space not
only defines an empty volume; human actions are included in the space. One of the
important representatives of this perspective on space is Lefebvre. According to Lefebvre,
all spaces are the product of human actions, ideologies, social relations, human and
collective experiences. 3 Lefebvre argues that a holistic theory of space can only exist
when different dimensions of space are handled dialectically together. This approach,
which locates the space in a holistic framework, deals with a triple dialectic relationship
as physical, mental, and social space. Social relations, social classifications, hierarchical
structures become concrete and come into existence in the spaces of everyday life. Space
is always a social entity. Additionally, Puig and Ingham draw attention to the fact that an

2" Bryan Smale, “Critical perspectives on place in leisure research,” Leisure/Loisir, 30:2 (2006):
369-382, p. 370.

2 Tim Cresswell, Place a short introduction (Oxford: Blackwell Publishing, 2004), p. 10.

2 Bryan Smale, “Critical perspectives on place in leisure research,” Leisure/Loisir, 30:2 (2006):
369-382, p. 371.

%0 David Harvey, Justice, Nature & the Geography of Difference (Oxford, and Cambridge:
Blackwell, 1996), p. 29-30.

31 Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson-Smith (Oxford, and
Cambridge: Blackwell, 2014).
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objective space cannot exist apart from the living beings in the space.®? Moreover, Massey
defines space as one of the axes on which we experience and conceptualize the world.*

While aiming to make spatial observations in the rhythms of daily life and reveal
the social relations in the space, this perspective, which deals with the space in social
relations, also guides this study. As a social field of the action area, space creates suitable
spaces for the realization of social productions, while at the same time, it is reproduced
together with the transformations experienced in social relations. For this reason, the
phenomenon of space, which we can define as both the founding element and the result
of social relations, cannot be considered independently from the social context and social
production relations. As social realities change, space is reproduced and reshaped by the
existing place. Lefebvre's ideas on 'space production’ refer to Marx's theses on commodity
production. While focusing on the production process of the commodity, Marx evaluates
the concept of production without separating it from the social context that exists within
the contradictions of capitalism. From this point of view, Lefebvre also expanded the
concept of production to include the production of the concepts of time, space, and
nature.3

Each mode of production produces its own space. The thing that brings existence
to each mode of production in the social field is again space.® The changes in the way of
organizing the space are one of the most fundamental points emphasizing the role of space
in creating the new society and the collective consciousness of the society. Social space
includes social reproduction relations, the physiological and biological relations of
society, and the organization of the division of labor, that is, production relations. 3¢ All
these social activities are rearranged according to the way of organization of the space.
Space, which is the result of social production, also determines, establishes, and
transforms daily life and social relations in everyday life.

According to Lefebvre, who establishes a three-moment dialectical relationship
to define the production of space, space consists of the unity of perceived, conceived, and

lived space and the interrelation of these spatial dimensions. The definition of perceived,
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conceived, and lived space includes a description that refers to the concrete practices of
the human body in the space. Lefebvre identified with this trio to spatial practices, spatial
representations, and representation spaces, which refer to the social practice. 3 Spatial
practices are related to perceived space. They are the practices of a particular society that
exist in space. Everyday reality and urban reality on a larger scale merge in perceived
space. Representations of space are associated with the conceived space. Architects,
urbanists, and technical experts combine the lived and perceived one in the conceived
space. It is the space of the dominant mode of production of society. Representational
spaces are identified with the lived space. They are the places of the users of the spaces
of everyday life. Apart from the dominant production relations in everyday life, these are
the spaces that resist abstractions. 3 Representational spaces are constantly changing,
transforming, fluid, and temporal spaces.

It is not possible to consider the production of space separately from society.
Especially for public spaces with a shared life, the social contribution in the production
of the space becomes more prominent. The production of the space where we live together
will occur with the shared values and participation of the society living there. With the
way it is designed and the spatial features it carries, the space can increase the possibility
of people coming together, create new encounter possibilities, and create motivation for
people to come together. In this sense, the potential of space to bring people together
includes all three constituent dimensions of space. Space and the physical environment
are designed to realize everyday life practices. Conceived spaces determine the daily
practices of individuals in that space. However, on the other hand, many people use these
conceived spaces differently and change and transform in daily life.

Bourdieu, who states that human beings belong to a place before belonging to a
class or a group, mentions the determination of social space on humans.*® It is possible to
define the concept of habitus as a set of integrated, permanent, internalized behaviors
formed as a result of individuals' past life habits. “° Habitus, the sum of the daily practices
acquired from repetitions, can also be described as the mechanism that connects the

individual to social objectivity, mentally and physically. The conditions of social
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objectivity determine habitus theory of action. For this reason, it develops directly related
to everyday life. 4

In the everyday life of the modern working class that emerged with modernization
and industrialization, an ordinary day often consists of similar activities. These everyday
activities are divided into specific time periods determined by social objectivity. The
lifestyle of a class or group is determined by social objectivity as well as by individual
situations. The dominant ideology directs society's habits, behavior patterns, and
lifestyles. Habitus, which consists of behavior and habit patterns in the daily life of
individuals, cannot be considered independently of production and consumption
relations.*? Habits and behavioral patterns are formed as a result of social and cultural
accumulations and are transferred by society. For this reason, habitus action theory can
be defined not as individual habits formed by individual actions and behaviors but as a

set of collective habits of a specific class or community.

2.1.2. The Rhythm of Everyday L.ife

The modern world is the beginning of everyday life, where time is measured by
the time of labor, and space is reorganized in this labor-time equation. This new way of
functioning in everyday life has significantly changed the perception of time and space.
A day in the modern world, on the one hand, corresponds to a time period in which
nature's own rhythms continue; on the other hand, it is formed by the addition of the
fragmented and programmed activities of everyday life one after another. These
sequential actions create social habits and everyday routines.

Felski emphasizes above all the temporality of everyday life. Temporality refers
not to the singular or the unique but the repetitive, the 'day after day' one. Daily activities
such as sleeping, eating, and working are the regular rhythms of everyday life.*® Lefebvre,
on the other hand, says that these activities, added one after the other, constitute the linear
repetitions of everyday life. The repetitions of everyday life create rhythms. Rhythms can
be defined as repetitive movements and differences. There are two types of repetition that

make up the rhythm of daily life; cyclical and linear repetitions. Cyclical repetitions

4 Ibid., p. 26.
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include day, night, days, months, seasons, years, which form the rhythms of nature. On
the other hand, Linear repetitions are formed by the succession and reproduction of the
same phenomenon. Everyday life activities that continue one after the other are included
in this title.** Linear repetitions have been included in the rhythm of everyday life with
capitalist modernization. While days, months, and seasons continue in a cyclical, clocks
that make time measurable line up linear repetitions in daily life one after another.
Lefebvre underlines that this institutionalized structure brought about by modernity
establishes everyday life.*® Laclau, like Lefebvre, makes a distinction between different
types of time. He divides time into two different categories. The first is the big time
periods when everything changes by repeating itself. The seasonal cycles, the rotation of
the earth, refer to this cyclical time. This is the time when everything changes without
really changing. Everyday life continues with the same routines at different times.*®
Laclau defines the other time as 'embedded time'. This time period is the time that
establishes the rhythm of everyday life. It consists of a real dynamism. Laclau defines
this type of time as 'space’. Everything in the world is inevitably related to these two
temporal structures.*’

Although it is a situation that capitalism adds to everyday life, 'repetition’ also
stands out as one of the ways in which individuals relate to and react to their
environment.*® At this point, Felski's emphasis on the democracy of everyday life is
important. Everyday life does not just describe the lives of ordinary people, every life is
made up of ordinary elements.*® The routines of everyday life that make up the linear
rhythm happen in similar ways for many people in a day. Many activities such as going
to work, participating in social life, eating and sleeping occur at similar times during the
day. Although it is determined by the rules of the modern world, everyday life routines
are socially solidaristic and commonize characteristic. Everyday life continues in a
similar routine for everyone. The day that starts with working time is spent at working
place in similar time intervals for many people. Then the day continues with leisure

activities. Similar hours of daily life are reserved for similar activities for everyone.
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The everyday life that continues in the social production cycle built on time and
space consists of the unity of many rhythms. The concept of rhythm includes energy as
well as time and space. Lefebvre underlines that there is a rhythm in everything that
contains a place, a time, and a consumption of energy. *® Energy adds movement to time
and space and is embodied in the 'body' in everyday life. The everyday life of many
different people in the modern world, which continues in different equations of time and
space, intersects in urban space. Urban space brings together many different rhythms
without conflict and dissonance® and establishes everyday life.>?

The city is a time-space system composed of different subsystems and social
relations that connect various groups, communities, and actions.® It is not a solid and
static object but is formed by the circulation, combination, and recombination of people
and objects. > These circulations, combinations, and recombinations constitute the
rhythms of everyday life. Different temporal rhythms come together in urban space. The
combination of various rhythms creates polyrhythms. The daily routes of individuals
coincidentally intersect in the urban space among many activities such as going to work,
coming home, and sleeping, which take place at similar times in everyday life. New
encounters occur every day in public transportation networks, workplaces, and different
places where social life occurs.

The everyday life, which has moved to the cities, can be seen as the beginning of
the break from the life established around the home for the workers. Urban social structure
brought about by industrialization has caused the transformation of the features of
everyday life. While production gained a social dimension, it began to spread to all cities.
In the modern world dominated by capitalism based on continuous production and
acceleration, the cities where everyday life continues are the subjects at the center of the
system.

The cities of the modern world dominated by capitalism are destructive and
compelling spaces for workers in many ways. However, on the other hand, Marx argued

that cities have powerful potential for the future of the proletariat, with the view that
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workers will bring new hopes out of this darkness. Cities are at the center of
commodification, labor alienation, mystification, and existing social relations
transformation. However, cities are also symbols of social development, enlightenment,
cultural richness, and cohesion. Metropol cities create new spatial situations in which the
proletariat is concentrated in masses and gathered around certain commonalities. The
partnerships in the everyday life of the workers and the associations formed around
common situations gain existence in the urban space. In this sense, cities are carriers of
ideas such as partnership and unity.

As a concept brought by the modern world, cities have attracted products and
producers, works and workers, activities, and situations. In the modern world, everything
that belongs to nature and labor has been incorporated into cities. The city is not the
creator of a new product but the unifier of all these productions. It creates situations that
enable these productions. In the city, different things create each other by preserving their
differences. What sustains this production by combining them is the urban phenomenon.
In this sense, it is possible to say that cities form and build the essence of social relations.>®
Lefebvre states that it is possible to define the city as a form, emptiness and fullness, super
object and non-object, superconsciousness, and the sum of consciousnesses. However,
this definition does not define the city as a 'system." Since urban space is not a system, it
cannot be defined as an object or a subject. A city is a form. Lefevre defines this form as
a meeting point, junction, simultaneity.>®

For individuals who move from space to another space in the urban space
everyday, the city becomes a network of encounters established through synchronicities.
Something always happens in urban space. Everyday actions situations take place in
urban space. Social relations change, transform, differences and oppositions come
together. Every new day, workers leave their homes, come into contact with workers like
themselves, and become involved in the urban space. From the moment he/she leaves
his/her house until the moment that he/she returns home, the city creates many different
encountering opportunities and establishes different relationship situations for this
individual. In this sense, say we can cities have turned into spaces of togetherness in the
modern world. Modernism, which led to the separation of work and leisure time, also
changed the structure of cities. In cities scattered around the periphery and suburbs, the

center is getting stronger. With the expansion of the city, the functions were also
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separated. As workers come from their homes to their working places (from the periphery
to the center), they leave their area behind. The everyday is separated from the non-
everyday, leisure from work. >’

The concept of time-geography, conceptualized by Hagerstrand, is an important
study that examines at the relationship between time and space through the daily
movements of the body. This concept is based on the routinized character of everyday
life, so it establishes a direct connection with the human body. He tried to describe the
typical movement patterns and the cycles of routine activities performed by individuals
over days, months, or longer time intervals. He discusses the 'constraints' that the

individual encounters while performing these daily activities.>®

Station

Space

Figure 2.1. According to Hagerstrand, the daily paths of time and space of individuals
(Source: URL-1)

In Hagerstrand's time and space paths diagram, individuals establish different

paths between stations and bundles. In daily life, the paths of individuals who pass
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through different stations to an urban area intersect in public spaces where specific social
interactions take place. On the other hand, Domain describes the large-scale spatialities
where all these encounters occur in urban field.

Giddens says that the concept of time-geography is an essential tool in terms of
showing the intersection of Hagerstrand's daily body movements in time and space
trajectories. However, he stated that both the bodies circulating in the space and the
interaction areas should be reinterpreted with a contextual perspective. Based on this,
Giddens proposes a time-space graph representing the repetitive character of daily social
life, emphasizing that daily time-space paths contain some repetitions, instead of the
graph that Hagerstrand usually depicts time-space paths as having a 'linear’ movement
throughout the day. The arrows represent the paths in the time-space equation, and the

lengths of arrows represent the time that covers in everyday life.>®
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Figure 2.2. According to Giddens, the daily paths of time and space of individuals
(Source: Giddens 1985, 267)

Giddens draws attention to the function of the stations he represents in the graphic
with letters (C: Cinema, S: School and H: Home) and the repetitive structure of the
movements between them. Because the functioning of social structures can have a
structure that directs the time-space paths that a community or society members follow
in their daily activities, and time-space movements can turn into tools that reveal these
relationships. Time-space paths are strongly influenced by the basic functioning systems
of the social structures in which they are located, and at the same time reproduce them.®°

59 |bid., p.283-285.
% |bid., p.293.
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According to Certeau, these paths that individuals create between spaces create urban
space. The intersecting paths of individuals in daily life shape spaces, bring them together
and weave the city. The steps in the city become spatial.®*

Continuously intersecting rhythms in the complex structure of everyday life
produce space and specific temporal patterns. The institutional arrangements condition
these different kinds of rhythms in everyday life and the physical possibilities of the space
that surrounds the bodies in certain places at certain times.%? Therefore, it is possible to
mention the existence of a triple relationship between the time-space-body trio. This
relationship is the founder of the rhythm of everyday life.

Individuals are in constant interaction with other beings in everyday life. In this
interaction, common rhythms are established. Living together requires synchronization
with different structures. This situation, which Mauss calls ‘techniques of the body', is a
tool for common living.® Lefebvre said that societies contain rhythms. These rhythms
consist of the rhythms of the beings and groups living in it.5 For this reason, the everyday
life rhythms of society are also a means of making inferences about that society. The
lifestyles of the society, the social production relations, that is, the rationality of the
society determine the rhythms of everyday life. Rhythms are a part of everyday life, social
interactions, and the meaning formations of society. It is dependent on the space, which
is in constant change, at the same time, it is one of the founding elements of the space.®
Rhythms are tools that make time and space concretely observable in everyday life. It is

the area we need to turn our attention to to understand everyday life.

2.2. Everyday Life: Work and Leisure

Modernity determines the rhythm of daily life with the rational life organization

in every aspect of everyday life. Rational, numerical, quantitative, and qualitative

61 Michel de Certeau, The Practice of Everyday Life, trans. Steven Rendall (London: University of
California Press, 1988).
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rhythms settle on the body's natural rhythms.%® Work and leisure are rooted in human
daily natural rhythms. These actions now determine everyday life. With the separation of
working time and leisure time, the places where these times will be spent and the actions
to be taken during these times are all separated from each other. All everyday life
activities such as sleeping, waking up, eating, dressing, and sheltering are determined

according to these time periods and their necessities.

2.2.1. Working Time and Leisure Time in Everyday Life

The concept of space constitutes the primary source of gaining existence in society
for every mode of production. With modernism making time a measurable concept, time
also paved the way for the use of knowledge for wealth and power. Domination over
space and time has been the most fundamental element of any pursuit of profit. 5
Therefore, while social labor time corresponds to money in capitalist modernization, the
characteristics of time and space have changed radically. Social labor time has
transformed into a temporal concept within the hours that coincide with the currency, and
it corresponded to the concept of working hours. While money, which corresponds to
social labor time, cannot be handled independently of time and space, capital has
increased the search for profit day by day by changing time and space usage.

Spatial and temporal dominance is one of the essential elements by which every
social power defines its existence. Along with modernism, the measurable nature of time
represented crucial scientific progress; on the other hand, it became a tool and catalyst for
using knowledge for wealth and power. %8 The trade network, which is based on the
material exchange of commodities, is based on displacement and spatial movement.5®
Trade and exchange involve spatial movement. This geographic movement
corresponding to a specific time converts the working time into currency. ° This shows

that changing the way the space is organized can turn into a method that reduces the use

% Henri Lefebvre, Rhythmanalysis: Space, Time and Everyday Life, trans. Stuart Elden and Greald
Moore (London and New York: Continuum, 2004), p. 9.

67 David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity (Massachusetts: Blackwell Publishers, 1990),
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of time. The "capital turnover period" concept will emerge when the production and
circulation times are considered together. The faster the capital put into circulation can
be recovered, the higher the profit will be. "* For these reasons, capitalist modernization
was built on a system aiming to accelerate economic processes and social life.

The modern period, when industrialization and mechanization accelerated
production and heavy migration to cities was experienced, is also a period in which social
relations were upset and uncertainty prevailed. In this age of uncertainty, all fixed, frozen
relations, the ideas and thoughts that carry them disappear, while the newly formed ones
become faded before they can ossify, all that is solid thing melt.”? In a world under the
domination of capitalism, speed is used to ensure the system's production and continuity
and move it constantly forward. According to this approach, the fact of productive work
is at the center of the system, and all other activities serve this. Under capitalism, people's
leisure time is organized so that they can return to productive work time and continue to
work productively. ® For capitalism, leisure time is also the time period during which
consumption, which promotes the continuity of the production of objects, will occur. The
development of consumption as an element of everyday life can be described as a strategy
created by capitalism towards the leisure.”

In the modern world where production and consumption are shifting to the cities,
capitalism has started to search for a more rationalized, modernist, and populist system
to manage labor and leisure time in the mass production system. At this point, Fordism
stands out as the constitutive element of the modern world industrial production system.
The Fordist production system was basically aimed at setting a daily work schedule for
workers on the assembly line for eight hours while at the same time creating a society
with sufficient income and leisure time to consume the mass-produced products of large
corporations. " The new production system excluded workers from controlling matters
such as design and planning the production process only kept them in the production

cycle.’® It would take a while to realize this transformation for the new world order passed
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229.
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from the agricultural-based social structure to the industrial-based social structure. In the
post-war period, Fordism began to manifest itself in society as a holistic way of life, not
just a mass-production system.””

Capitalism continued until 1973 with the Fordist production system, whose
transformation into a sufficiently mature accumulation regime was found in 1945."®
Starting from the 1970s with the transformation processes the world has gone through, a
new system has replaced the Fordist production system. The new system is based on more
flexible patterns in the fields of production styles, labor processes, and labor market
against the rigidity of Fordism. It called flexible accumulation had revealed a significant
acceleration in the commercial, technological and organizational fields with the
emergence of new production sectors and new methods in financial services. ’° This
acceleration has also significantly affected the use of labor in the industry. With the
changing market movements and intensifying competition, employers implemented more
flexible working hours and heavier work contracts in daily life by taking advantage of the
excess workforce.? It is possible to say that this situation, together with circumstances
such as production relations and market movements, causes significant changes in the
daily life of the workers.

Capitalist modernization, based on a system based on pace and acceleration in
economic processes and social life, gradually stretches the limits, depending on time, of
everyday activities. In the system based on continuous production and acceleration, the
programmed time periods in everyday life of the individuals are intertwined. Social
production has started to penetrate not only the working time of individuals but also their
resting time. Modernization, globalization, and technological developments increase the
number of everyday life activities that occur in the 24 hours of daily time. With the
flexible working system, working time leaks into the time period reserved as leisure time
in the individual's daily life. While the worker's working hours become uncertain, the
time devoted to rest time is fragmented.

In the modern world, working time stands out as the time period that creates the

conditions in which the individual establishes relationships with laborers outside himself,

77 Ibid., p. 135.
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7 Ibid., p. 147.
8 |bid., p. 150.
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accesses knowledge, participates in social production and social life. 8 The change in the
way of working around the house of the rural-based social structure created by
industrialization has brought along a form of production in which the individual gets out
of a socially limited area and relates to more laborers during the day. Working spaces that
gather individuals from many different places, different professions and different social
environments in everyday life can be seen as encountering points. Despite all the
fragmented and functionalized nature of work in the modern world, working time is also
when the individual interacts with the workers outside themselves and participates in
social production and social life. The social relations established during the working time,
which has a sizeable temporal share in the individual's everyday life, make the individual
a part of different communities. Participating in production and being a part of a whole is
one of the basic daily needs for the human who are social beings. Work is the essential
element that connects the individual to other workers and knowledge.®? On the other
hand, the rural-urban conflict that emerged with industrialization and the changing
population due to worker migration created a new structuring in everyday life. In the
rational and functionally organized structure of the everyday life of the new city-based
social structure, many daily activities have turned into routines.

The routine series of actions of everyday life takes place in many different spaces,
and these spaces provide many opportunities for people to encounter. The spaces
determine the frequency and quality of these encounters. There are working and leisure
spaces in the middle of this spatial network most of the time. Working spaces allow many
spatial encounters and sharing since they are spaces where the individual participates in
social production and establishes relations with laborers and the people outside himself.
Marx sees work as the most important dynamic, driving, and productive force. Human
realizes his/her own power and potential only through the production of things. If people
do not appropriate their production with productive activities and processes in the social
production process, they will become alienated from their own production. Through
appropriating and participating in social production (work), a human develops his/her

human abilities, influences the outside world, and realizes his potential.®

81 Henri Lefebvre, Critique of Everyday Life: Volume I, trans. John Moore (London: Verso, 1991),
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As working time occupies a significant part of everyday life, the rest of the time
has made leisure time required, enabling people to reproduce their labor to participate in
social production every new day. Leisure contains a whole set of activities that can be
characterized by a sense of freedom, separated from work and other compulsory time
periods in everyday life.8* These activities are actions by which the individual can satisfy
the needs of amusements, distractions, and relaxation in the stressful cycle of modern
life.&> The concept of leisure differs from a general free time perception; it defines free
time separated from work and other compulsory tasks. Leisure defines the whole set of
actions that fill the free time and are formed around the idea of leisure time. Based on
this, it is possible to say that leisure corresponds to the concept of evaluable free time.8®

Leisure time is initially defined as time freed from productive work. However,
this approach considers leisure time as a free time. It is unclear how much of this free
time is reserved for leisure.2” Dumazedier evaluates the functions that distinguish leisure
from a general free time in three categories. Its first function is rest. It heals physical or
nervous deterioration from the tension caused by various duties of everyday life. Its
second function, entertainment, relieves the boredom of repetitive daily pursuits. The
third is the personality development function of leisure time. It provide an escape from
the routine and stereotypical set of behaviors that result from the automation and
specialization of everyday tasks.®® Dumazedier defined leisure time as activities that
maintain beyond the needs and obligations of daily life. He mentions four features that he
defines as leisure time features. These are liberating (libératoire), disinterested
(désintéressé), hedonistic (hédonistique) and personal (personnel) features.® Of these
four leisure features, the liberated feature refers to the fact that it is free from the

disagreeable obligations of daily life. The disinterested feature refers to it does not serve
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a utilitarian purpose. The hedonic feature refers to it results in satisfaction. Finally, the
personal feature refers to it serves to realize one's potential. %

Leisure has an essential place in the worker's everyday life as a period of time that
allows the activities that realize the creative and productive potential of the worker.®* The
usage style of the leisure concept had become different from how it was used when it
emerged. This situation shows that the need for the use of leisure time, which covers the
time period in which labor is reproduced in everyday life, is different from the 20th
century today. The transformation of the leisure time concept has also changed the way
people perceive activities and spaces in everyday life. °2 While the meanings of old values
change, the concept of leisure time now appears as a generalized image by television,
cinema, and tourism, apart from being a festival, a prize for labor, a freely chosen event
time.% The everyday life of people from different segments of society has become
composed of generalized activities.** Lefebvre underlines that leisure activity that takes
place around mass vehicles, in which the individual is in a passive position, has an
alienating character.

The alienation concept that emerged in the relations of work, labor, and
production with the development of the modern world has spread to the whole of
everyday life. The fact that the product produced by the worker is not his own property,
wage labor conditions have led to changes in everyday life of people. While work moves
away from being a field where people practice their creative activities and turn them into
a routine, leisure time has the potential to be a time period where people can reveal their
creative identities. However, leisure time has also acquired a commercial character in
capitalism. In capitalism, the economic system functions as the production, distribution,
and consumption of commodities. In this economic process, the production of the
commodity will take place in the working time of everyday life, while the consumption

of the commaodity will occur in leisure time. Accordingly, there is economic alienation in
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the production of the commodity and social alienation in its distribution and

consumption.®

2.2.2. Historical Progress of Leisure Time

Although the fragmented structure of everyday life in the form of work and leisure
time is identified with modernism, the origins of leisure time historically go back to the
past. In this historical period, many definitions of leisure have revealed the contrast of
leisure time with work. These two main areas of action of everyday life have historically
developed together. As the concept of work has changed form, leisure has also changed.
For this reason, a definition of leisure that is not explained through the work is
insufficient. %

The emergence of the concept of 'leisure’ points to Greek Civilization, while
historically older definitions for 'work’, including definitions such as the control of
humans by other people, are encountered. Traces of leisure can be found in Greek society,
such as people's characterization of leisure as an open cultural space, attributing a cultural
meaning to it, contrasting it with 'work’, and building institutional structures such as
school around it. It is possible to say that leisure time has come to the fore as a cultural
area since the Greek society.®” Leisure is the area where people can interact with each
other in the public sphere, participate in various artistic and social activities, play sports,
produce politics, and chat. Leisure is a social communication area, a tool that brings
individuals together and keeps them together.%

Contrary to Greek society, the concept of leisure in the Roman period corresponds
to the definition of time required to rest, recreate, and heal to return to work. So, leisure
was not a social status or a way of life, but a time after productive activities. Unlike the
Greek society, it is possible to say that the character of leisure time was transformed in

this period and became a tool to support work.® In this sense, it is possible to say that
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leisure time refers to its character in the modern period. In the Middle Ages, leisure began
to gain a character for vanity, luxury, pleasure, and waste. Having gained a class
character, leisure has become a sign of nobility. It is possible to say that this period refers
to the consumption-oriented perception of leisure time in the modern world.%

When we come to the modern period, the increase in working time for the increase
of production has paved the way for the concept of leisure to turn into a struggling area.
In the capitalist world, which is based on continuous production and competition, working
hours have started to cover almost 16 hours of everyday life. While the city has turned
into a field of competition for the workers who migrated from the countryside to the city
with industrialization, working has become a necessary part of this competition. Workers'
movements in which workers demand less working time and more wages against the

increased working hours have started.
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Figure 2.3. The illustration of "Eight hours' labor, Eight hours' recreation, Eight hours' rest," slogan
(Source: URL-2)

The end of the 1700s was a period when the capital exceeded the upper limit and

increased the working hours to over 12 hours, pushing the natural boundaries of the

100 [pid. p. 70.



day.1% The eight-hour work movement, initiated by Robert Owen and John Fielden in the
early 1800s, did not find its social counterpart in these years.!%? The slogan of this
movement, "Eight hours' labor, Eight hours' recreation, Eight hours' rest,” was one of the
essential steps toward making leisure time a struggle in the modern world. The industrial
revolution has brought with it an increase in working hours. According to this objective,
increasing production was the main objective, and labor exploitation was growing.
Exploitation started workers' movements demanding fewer hours and more wages. A
'leisure time' would be created that was gradually removed from working time by the
workers' demands.%

The 1800s was the period when the struggle began for the working class lost in
the production cycle. England is at the center of the struggle.’® As a result of the ongoing
efforts, on May 1, 1848, the "Ten Hours Act" came into effect. However, in 1850, with
the counter moves of capital, the laws were changed again to abolish the ten-hour law.1%
Even though the struggle was led in England, the British factory workers represented not
only the British working class but also the modern working class. Working-class struggles
began to increase in France and America in the 1860s. The struggle in the general Labor
Congress convened in Baltimore in 1866 aimed at 8 hours working hours in all states of
the American Union. At the International Workers' Congress convened in Geneva in the
same period, the eight-hour working time was proposed as the legal limit. With the
acceptance of this request, the 8-hour working time gained an international dimension.*%
However, although this practice has found a response in certain fields, it has not been
implemented in all areas. The struggle for the 8-hour day was revived in the 1880s. On
May 1, 1886, the Chicago-based demonstrations that occur in multiple cities in the United
States demanded an 8-hour workday. These demonstrations, which united around the
demand for an 8-hour day, continued in the following years.

After the socialist revolution in the Soviet Union, the changes made in the law on
work and leisure time are also essential gains in the struggle for leisure. Moskoff

emphasizes that economic plans control how individuals divide their everyday life
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between work and leisure and control their leisure activities. However, he draws attention
to the increased efficiency in the leisure use of workers, who achieved a combination of
more leisure time and higher income with the economic planning studies carried out after
the revolution in the Soviet Union.1%’ Figure 2.4 shows the rate of Soviet workers' leisure
activities in daily time and temporal transformation from the early 1920s to the 1970s.%®
The table shows the decrease in the time devoted to housework over the years. There is

an increase in daily social and cultural leisure activities.

19234 1936 1963 1965-8 196770

1. Housework and work in
the private plot (exclud-

ing care of children) 35.0 240 21.2 19.5 18.5
2. Daily cultural life
(a) leisure, including 6.7 55 124 16.0 17.3
reading books and
magazines 2.1 1.0 23 2.1 33
Reading newspapers 2.9 18 14 1.6 2.5
TV, radio — 1.0 5.1 6.2 7.5

Movies, theatre &
other public per-

formances 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.3 1.3
(b) Studying 1.0 26 4.0 2.3
(c) Amateur talent acti-
vities and other kinds
of non-professional
creative works 1.1 — 01 0.8 0.4
3. Physical culture, sports,
hunting, fishing,
going to the country 0.2 03 07 0.7 1.6
4. Meeting with friends,
guests, dances 6.2 76 58 5.2 5.8
5. Occupied with children 5.6 43 30 5.0 3.1
caring for children 5.0 — 19 2.9 1.5
upbringing of
children 0.6 — 1.1 3.0 1.6

Figure 2.4. Table showing the rate and temporal transformation of Soviet workers' leisure activities in
daily time between 1920 and 1970
(Source: Moskoff 1984, 83)
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Working hours, which were in the range of 10-12 hours per day, decreased to eight
hours per day, six days a week, after the revolution. Between the years of 1927-1933, the
transition to the seven hour working style was made. In 1929, working order of 5 days a
week was introduced, but this practice was implemented during the Second World War.
It lasted until World War 1. Between 1961 and 1967, the working period of 5 days a week
was reinstated.1%°

In the modern world, leisure time is a right that has been won as a result of
struggles. This time has been removed from the working time of everyday life, and leisure
time is now 'not-work'.11% However, this right gained as a result of specific struggles has
been transformed due to the nature of the world dominated by capitalism. Hemingway
listed the historical processes that caused the deformation of leisure time as follows;
structural changes of work, fear of capital for worker welfare, the constant search for new
markets, and desire for capital to dominate social and economic life. ¥ These
transformations are reflected in the concept of leisure in different ways. First, like
everything else in the modern capitalist world, leisure has become a commodity. Second,
it has shifted towards an individualistic realm within the fragmented temporal divisions
of everyday life. Thirdly, leisure has been both a threat and a dominance area for the
capitalist order in the modern world.1*2

In the modern world, leisure time corresponds to 'blank time', and 'meaningless
time', time for everything or nothing. The sense of freedom in the field of leisure has
brought with it a perception of leisure towards consumption. Leisure is no longer a time
for cultural development or social use; it is stuck in a consumption culture.!*® While the
technological systems that have developed in the globalizing world system have changed
the way of working, the mass-scale production system has made consumption, like
production, a necessity for capitalism. The expansion of leisure time corresponds to the
time required to consume the products produced in working time for capitalism. In this
period, consumption has become a means of creating status and a lifestyle in people's

lives. In this period, when the consumption-based life culture was on the rise in Europe
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and America, the middle classes in North America were defined as the 'leisure class' by
Thomas Veblen.!* For the reproduction of labor, leisure, which is the distance from work
and the mental and physical liberation area, has turned into the dominant area of
capitalism, just like work. Capitalism has started to use the increase of leisure time to
ensure its own continuity. This time period, which is struggled as an area for rest,
socialization, and self-development outside of work, is now time to rest to return to work
and consume to ensure the continuity of capitalism. Chaney draws attention to the fact
that although working time is the area that determines the individual's social life in the
traditional sense, after the second half of the twentieth century, leisure activities and
consumption habits form the basis of individuals' lives.**®

While the consumption culture creates dominance over leisure time, it also creates
a leisure industry. In this industrialized area, leisure time is now stuck in experiential
activities, which are defined by similar activities by everyone, formed around the
standards of mass taste, and presented within specific patterns. Leisure has also turned
into a programmed and organized space like work. And this removes leisure time from
the time definition that reveals the individual's creative and productive characteristics.
The individual's existence in the social sphere is restricted and causes individuals to be
imprisoned in defined identity forms and lifestyles.!®

The dominance of capitalism on leisure also paved the way for new forms of work.
This new system, which has more flexible working hours, and where one's working and
leisure time shifts to more undefined time intervals, becomes increasingly popular with
developing technological systems and globalized capital. Although this system, called
flexible working, allows employees to organize their social lives according to their own
needs, it separates them from other working life elements. While the working life is
squeezed into a more individual and isolated area, the employee is deprived of the
common feelings and solidarity relations established among the employees in this
individual area.!'” While undefined working hours are 'liberating' for some situations,

they turn into working hours that steal leisure time in some cases.
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2.3. Space and Leisure

“Discover the countryside! Enjoy nature! Take a break from the daily grind! ~ 18

The historical development of leisure time shows that leisure time includes social
relations, just like working time/social production time. The historical development of
leisure time shows the social relations that leisure time includes, just like work/social
production time. In the historical process, leisure time has been the determinant of social
relations as much as working time. Ways of thinking that include space enable us to see
the realities of the ever-changing structure of social relations.!'® Examining the everyday
life with a spatial way of thinking will help us to read the complex social relations. For
this reason, criticizing the leisure time, which is the reproduction time of labor, through
space, observing the routines and temporal actions that take place in the space will enable
us to read the social relations in leisure time.

In the pre-modern period, the community was established as relational, and the
place relationship was established geographically, include intersecting situations in
general. Individuals who had a common interest, kinship, partnership with each other
lived in the same or close places and continued their livelihood. In the rural-based social
structure, productive activity has spread to the whole of everyday life. Work is an activity
organized around the home and cannot be separated from the family's daily life.*?° The
big cities that modernism established with the existence of industrialization formed the
basis of the transformation of this relationship and the interaction of individuals with
larger environments in everyday life. Lefebvre says that in modern society, individuals'
everyday lives are separated from each other, but on the other hand, they are united as a
whole.??! Leisure, which takes place in a smaller environment or in individual space, has
spread to the city. This is also the beginning of the shift of leisure time towards public
spaces.

Modernism has brought with it a radical break from the historical process in every
aspect of everyday life. Studies on everyday life and conceptual definitions have also
changed, as have the transformations experienced in everyday life itself. The concept of
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space is no longer just a geometric object, a location, or a point. Space definitions include
human actions, and space is produced in everyday life. The daily routes of the individuals
in the community that constantly intersect throughout everyday life embody the space in
everyday life. The daily routes of the individuals in the community that constantly
intersect throughout daily life embody the space in everyday life. Space turns into a living,
changing, transforming organism. All spaces that connect everyday routines in the
modern world belong to urban space. The urban establishes the rhythm of everyday life.
Working spaces, leisure spaces, and the transportation systems that connect them are the
essential spatial elements of the modern city. Each of them creates different possibilities

of encounters in everyday life.

2.3.1. Modernism and Programmed Everyday L.ife

The measurement of labor with time is the beginning of the division of everyday
life into temporally defined parts. Modernism, like everything else, has taken the time
periods in everyday life and the actions of daily life into a defined framework and has
divided everyday life into fragments such as work, family life, private life, and leisure
time. This situation has brought about the separation of spatial uses in everyday life into
their functions. The place where we read this fragmented structure most clearly is the
urban space.

All-time periods of everyday life pass in specific spaces. The fragmented structure
of everyday life in the modern world continues in a way that ‘everything has a time and
a place’, but all these parts are connected in a rhythm. This process constitutes defined
behaviors and habits of different groups in society. Spatial and temporal rhythms
established by the dominant ideology represent individuals with their roles in society.
When, where, and how individuals will make their movements are determined within the
framework of this defined fiction.??

The urban organization of modernism has a language that physically reflects the
break with the traditional language created by modernity in every field. The modernist
planning approach is basically based on the idea of creating a healthy physical

environment. Houses are designed according to light, air, and sun criteria. The necessity
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216.

36



of separating working places and dwellings was developed in this period to provide
healthy living conditions for individuals and distribute living spaces.!?® Gehl underlines
that this functionalist understanding is a planning ideology designed only physically and
materially. The disconnection of new buildings and city plans between streets, squares,
and human relations draw attention.'?* Streets and squares, which are a social focus and
meeting place, have been replaced by highways, pathways, and void spaces that connect
the fragmented functions of the city. The zoning approach that separates residential
neighborhoods from commercial activities necessitates the use of automobiles even to
carry out household chores.!?® This planning approach, in which automobiles have
become widespread and residential areas are separated from urban life, has supported the
spatially home-centered development of individualized leisure time in the modern world.

In the functionalist design approach, the city is a whole of parts divided into
functions. Districts are identified with different functional features and designed within
that function. Different parts of the city began to be defined with different functions.
Functions such as administrative areas, central business areas, industrial zones, residential
areas, leisure areas form the character of different urban parts. These differentiated urban
parts gave rise to functionally specialized and socially segregated modern industrial
metropolises. Railway lines coming out of the city center have turned into industrial
corridors. Large enterprises have established their own satellite cities outside the cities.*?®
Workspaces, residential areas, and urban public spaces, which have become urban parts,
move all people in the society between different parts of the city to realize everyday
activities. Economic, social, environmental, and cultural components determine supply
and demand for geographically distributed leisure spaces. Many leisure spaces such as
parks, restaurants, bars, houses, tennis courts, stadiums, pathways, theme parks, and
cinemas are geographically located in the city.*?’

The idea that the society of the future would be defined through leisure time was
widely debated in France in the 1960s, especially by Joffre Dumazedier, under the

argument of "leisure civilization." Dumazedier argued for the increasing importance of
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this time period, until then defined as functionally (as recreation, entertainment) or
negatively (in opposition to professional and domestic work). In these years, leisure
spaces became a part of French urbanism in the planning of all scales.?

While modernism was spatially located in the cities, capitalism, which aimed to
accelerate constantly, also aimed to control leisure time apart from the time of everyday
life devoted to social production. The order planned to control everyday life through
consumption aimed at the temporal and spatial restructuring of daily life.'?° To achieve
this, the spaces are divided into functional and controllable parts. The time zones of
everyday life organize which time will be spent in which space and body movements in
the space. This has resulted in the fact that leisure time, like working time, enters into a

defined framework.

2.3.2. Space for Leisure

Wearing defines space for leisure as physical spaces that distract people from their
daily compulsory duties. Since the industrial revolution, these spaces have been the
spaces that cover the release and enjoyment area of everyday life for workers.**° Watson
preferred to use the concept of 'space for leisure' instead of the definition of 'leisure space’,
which is seen only as spaces where leisure time takes place. 'Space for leisure' describes
a space that is negotiated, discussed, created, and experienced both individually and
socially. '3

As leisure time moves out of the individual space and towards the city, many
leisure time activities have come to take place in the spaces defined for that activity. Many
leisure activities such as theatre, cinema, concerts, and talks take place in spaces designed
for these activities. For this reason, the physical structure of the space is one of the
defining elements of leisure spaces. Johnson and Glover stated that studies on leisure
spaces generally focus on the empirical aspects of spaces. These studies deal with the

physical properties of spaces such as location and distance, their spatial qualities, and
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functional properties.'*? The production and consumption of leisure time take place in
space. Space is influential in shaping and contextualizing leisure time.!3* The physical
characteristics of these spaces directly affect the ability of employees to perform quality
activities in their leisure time and to participate in social production again and in a healthy
way with adequate and qualified rest.

However, the concept of space is a multidimensional, hierarchical phenomenon.
All human actions take place in space, and space is reproduced with these actions. Space
is a social and cultural phenomenon apart from its physical counterpart. While each space
offers a function created by physical qualities, it is also a product of the social
organization connected to that place and individuals and society's social, political, and
economic structure.*® Therefore, it is not only the physical qualities of the space that are
decisive in the relationship between leisure time and space. Leisure and leisure spaces are
also widely discussed concepts from a sociocultural perspective. Feminist studies, studies
on place, space, the symbolic meanings of space, and research on the publicity of leisure
spaces have paved the way for conceptual discussions on leisure spaces.'® In these
studies, which are based on the relationship of space with human actions and everyday
life, attention is drawn to the political potential of leisure spaces for social resistance.
Leisure spaces that bring people together outside of working time turn into spaces where
individuals can express their ideas together outside the dominant social areas.

Lefebvre defines leisure spaces as a transition space between labor and non-labor
time. Like all other transitional spaces, these spaces are also spaces that contain hidden
contradictions and conflicts. Sometimes the leisure time that lasts between defined places
where social labor occurs, and sometimes it creates potential spaces of pleasure and joy
in everyday life. For this reason, leisure spaces directly reflect the contradictions of
everyday life.'*® At some points, while they continue the usual functioning of the planned,
programmed structure of the daily life of the modern world, they diverge sharply from

this functioning.
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Space is, in many ways, a part of the dominant ideology. However, in some cases,
it is part of appropriation and the creator of a social life. Appropriation defines a concept
opposed to the dominant ideology and property. The appropriated area no longer belongs
to political power or an institution. The use-value of these spaces has priority over the
exchange value.'®" Lefebvre connects leisure spaces with appropriated space. The conflict
between the areas of domination and the appropriated areas began with modernism.
Dominated space is defined as homogeneous areas consisting of individual components
and private property, where natural space is destroyed. On the other hand, appropriated
space prioritizes the use-value of the space itself. It is created and managed by the
community, not individual components.3®

Leisure spaces should be spaces where the individual liberates his mind and
reveals his creative aspects. For this reason, besides the physical characteristics of the
space, the social space dimension also comes to the fore. Lefebvre evaluates leisure
spaces under the title of spaces that he defines as counter spaces, against quantity and
homogeneity, power, expansion of the boundaries of the private, tightly programmed
functions.®° Leisure spaces that seem to be freed from the controls of the order appear as
‘counter spaces'. Lefebvre described these spaces as spaces where the body emerges,
manifests itself, and the individual realizes his own worth. Use value comes to life in the
face of exchange value.'*® However, leisure time, which was a struggle right, in the
beginning, has gradually turned into a product whose industry is developing. The
transformation of the leisure concept in the historical process has also been directly
reflected in the production styles of the spaces where leisure time is lived.

In the modern world, capitalism has spread to all areas of everyday life, all
elements of order have expanded to leisure spaces.**! This time, which has been out of
compulsory everyday activities since the industrial revolution, is also the time that
positively encourages workers to participate in production again the next day. Wearing
draws attention to the feature of this situation encourages workers to adapt to the capitalist

order. The dominance of the consumption culture on leisure time is reflected in all spaces,
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starting from the urban scale. Apart from being a spatial interaction area, the urban is now
also the culture and entertainment industry venue. Leisure products are now products of
the universal market. Produced products reach people through mass distribution ways.
Leisure time has been rearranged so that individuals have access to these products and
have an artificial need for these products. Leisure products have turned into organized
and standardized recreation and entertainment products. 142 The commodity has
completely occupied everyday life. Debord defines this moment as the' spectacle’ when
the commodity completely spreads to social life.**®

Like everything that is divided into functions in the modern world, spaces are also
divided into functions and started to be defined with their own functional features. Spaces
are defined by their functional characteristics; they become areas where certain roles are
fulfilled in the mind of the individual.*** Information about a person's presence in a place
corresponds to the questions ‘what for' and 'where'. The expression of where a place is for
an individual or community becomes identified with the action performed there over
time. 14> Goregenli underlines that the identity of place is formed through routine
experiences that exist in our everyday life, in places where human activities take place.'4®
The spaces where we perform our daily actions become integrated with those actions.

It is possible to evaluate the places where the leisure time of everyday life is spent,
which we define as space for leisure time, under two main headings. The first of these
titles is 'housing', which is seen as a more individual space of leisure time, and the second
is the public spaces that we define as 'social interaction spaces' where leisure time is spent
with more people, and there is a social sharing.

2.3.2.1. Dwelling

The everyday life of the modern world, divided into time zones, has given birth
to large cities consisting of parts divided into functions. All the actions of daily life take
place independently of each other in different parts of the urban space and at different

times. The concept of housing, which gathered different time periods of daily life in a

142 Ray Hibbins, “Global Leisure,” Social Alternatives, Vol. 15, No. 1 (January 1996), 22-25, p. 22.
143 Guy Debord, Society of the Spectacle (Canberra: Hobgoblin Press, 2002), p. 13.

144 Marc Fried, “Continuities and Discontinuities of Place,” Journal of Environmental Psychology,
20 (2000), 193-205, p. 197.

145 Kevin Lynch, The Image of the city (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1960), p. 65-69.

146 Melek Goregenli. Cevre Psikolojisi (Istanbul: Istanbul Bilgi Universitesi Yaynlari, 2021), p.
179.

41



single space in the pre-modern period, has changed its identity. In the modern world,
dwelling has turned into an area entirely focused on reproduction apart from
production.'*” Dwelling is both one of the constituent elements of leisure and its most
individual space.

Modernism has adopted rational design principles in housing production to solve
the housing problems of the increasing population density in cities with industrialization.
First, the temporal patterns in the working life and the public sphere, then the home that
is the center of the private sphere became rationalized and acquired an objective
character.2*® The rationalization of the space objectifies the daily routines and bodily
rhythms in the space. All means of everyday life lose their subjectivity and gain an
objective character. Objectivity is the most defining feature of modernization and urban
life. 24° One of the essential representatives of modernism, Le Corbusier's universal
measure of the human body, called Modulor, brought a mathematical perspective to space
and standardized the production of space. This standardization also facilitated the
provision of adequate healthy housing for the growing population in cities. Rationalist
housing production developed by Taylorist and Fordist modes of production in industrial
production, based on time and space-based efficiency, and the Soviet Union's communal
housing approach, which aims to disconnect the individual from domestic ties, are
essential steps in the removal of leisure spaces from the individual space.'® Similar cases
of housing production in Turkey can be seen in the lodging spaces connected to modern
institutions and industrial structures established in the early years of the Republic.

The working style of the urban-based social structure is the beginning of a system
based on wage labor, where the product produced is not the worker's property. In the
modern world, which has turned into a complex network of social relations, individuals,
on the one hand, are part of a social whole, and on the other hand, they have become parts
that have been lost in the whole. Individual consciousness is divided into private and

social consciousness within the structure of the new working style divided into
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specializations and fields of activity.?! Individuals tend to live in focused on themselves,
their techniques and expertise the capitalist production chain. Lefebvre defines this
individualistic field as 'private consciousness', which separates man from the conditions
of social progress, development and existence in society. This consciousness makes
people believe that they are self-sufficient and degenerate them. It causes individuals in
the social structure to construct their everyday life centered on 'private life'.1>?

The development of leisure time centered on private life causes the role of housing
spaces, which is one of the founding elements of leisure time, to change in everyday life.
Capitalism and consumption culture have created a myth of an 'ideal house' by removing
the house from being only a place of reproduction of labor.*>* Home has become the most
defining and discriminating element of urban middle-class culture and lifestyle by being
identified with consumption.?®* The material environment that creates this lifestyle is
embodied in the home. The search for the ideal home is also the individual's quest to
create a lifestyle. Today, with the globalizing world and developing technological
systems, the distinction between work and leisure time is blurred, and working time is
shifting towards housing. Along with leisure time, working time is also drawn towards
the individual space, and the search for the ‘ideal home' is getting stronger. The
relationship of leisure time with the city and public spaces falls back.

2.3.2.2. Social Interaction Spaces

The transformations created by modernism in everyday life have carried the bond
that individuals establish with the society and city they live into a different level. As in
all areas, modernity has brought about a break with the traditional in the individual's
relationship with society. Individuals have become part of different groups and
communities by breaking away from their traditional social ties. Individuals, who are in
the whole of relations of a large society, have started to be involved in social life with
different duties and responsibilities. The industrialization has brought with it a world in

which the individual's bond with society is strengthened in many ways, and production
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turns into social action. In the social structure where everyday life shifts towards big
cities, individuals be in a continuous interaction network with other elements of the
society. In this interaction network, individuals are found in spaces where they come
together and establish relationships outside of their working time. In researches on social
interaction and leisure spaces, social interaction is shown among the most frequently
reported reasons for participation in leisure activities. **° In their research on social
exchange theory and explaining leisure behavior, Auld and Case reached that
interpersonal interaction is higher in leisure time social interaction. *°

The realization of leisure time in the public sphere, which historically represents
a struggle, is essential for creating the urban culture and social interaction between
individuals. Leisure spaces are spaces that encourage social interaction and, therefore, the
development of social skills.®>” Even though leisure spaces are places hidden under social
ideologies in the modern world, they contrast strongly with the exchange value of space.
For this strong conflict to emerge, it is necessary for individuals to come together and
form a community. Public spaces with different functions in the city are the leading places
where people come together in their leisure time, share, and reproduce labor together.
Hou said that public spaces are an important facet of cities and urban culture. Urban areas
are the centers of civic life, in other words, leisure time for the citizens.>®

Public spaces continue to be the most effective spaces in forming urban culture
and social interaction between citizens. However, the change in public and private space
ideas created by industrial capitalism in cities has changed our current definition of public
space. Sennett points to the transformation of the contradictory relationship between
capitalism and public culture that manifested itself in the 19th century. Privatization
pressures on the public sphere emerged in this period. At the same time, the mass
production and distribution system of capitalism is the beginning of the strengthening of
material life in the public sphere.'® The public sphere is transforming to deliver the
products of the mass production system of capitalism to the people. In the distribution

network of capitalism after production, there is leisure time.
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Habermas connects the transformation of the public sphere with the
transformation of leisure activities. The transformation of leisure time in the modern
world is associated with the articulated structure of leisure time with working time. As
long as leisure remains a complement to working time, it will only be a space for private
things and prevent the establishment of public relations between private individuals. Even
If mass activities in the public sphere solve the needs, these activities will not turn into
public communication between individuals. With the intervention of capital in the private
sphere, leisure tends to turn into a consumption activity.'® The fact that leisure time has
become an area serving the consumption culture is also related to the changing cultural
structure. As cultural activities in the public space have become massive, leisure time has
turned to low-standard activities based on entertainment and relaxation. Today, most
leisure uses that involve a spatial action take place in spaces commodified by capital or
regulated by the state.'®® The shift of leisure time towards a consumption area has also
transformed the use of leisure spaces. Leisure spaces based on entertainment and eating
and drinking activities, shopping malls, and gyms reflect the intervention of the
consumption sector in leisure time.

While Johnson and Glover discussed urban public spaces in the context of leisure,
they reconsidered the definition of public space and its relationship with leisure. Focusing
on the relationship of the definition of public space with ownership and accessibility, they
opened the discussion of the use of the definition of the concept of urban public space in
everyday life.1%2 In the urban space where daily life occurs, leisure spaces where
individuals spend time as a community are not only 'public’ spaces. Many people
experience these privately owned spaces as public spaces and perform similar activities
in these spaces as they do in the public space. However, the essential feature that
distinguishes the definition of public space from other places where daily life takes place
is that it is 'accessible to everyone’.'®® Although we consider spaces with different
functions that bring individuals together in the leisure time of everyday life under the title
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of social interaction spaces, the most fundamental issue we discuss in spaces that enable
this interaction is that everyone can access the space equally.

The campus structures, which we in embody the discussion of the study, are
spatial structures within the city but with defined boundaries between them and the city.
For this reason, the publicity concept of spaces in these urban spaces can be differentiated
from the definition of another urban space publicity. While some areas in these places
with defined borders are open to citizens' use, some are open to the use of campus people
only. In some cases, spatial boundaries restrict not only the citizens but also the use of
different people on campus. These spatial divisions sometimes include rules determined
by the administration and sometimes social norms. However, in both cases, the social

interaction or separation in the space is produced in everyday life.

2.4. Campus Spaces

Campus structures are urban spaces that establish a small city model and where a
significant part of everyday life passes. In these spaces, functions belonging to different
time periods of everyday life are gathered. Individuals constitute routes to meet their
different daily needs in different places in urban. Everyday life on campus also develops
in a similar way. Individuals, who move on campus for many needs such as education,
eating, drinking, rest, cultural and social activities, sports activities, health needs, and
shelter, establish their everyday life in these spaces.

In this study, campus structures are considered as spaces that include the actions
of 'production and self-reproduction.’ In addition to the spaces where the time of allocated
to the social production of everyday life passes, these urban spaces, which also contain
leisure spaces, can be the spaces of productions with different functions. The structures
belonging to social production are the structures where the individuals on the campus
spend their working time in their everyday routines. Leisure spaces on campuses are
social and cultural structures that indirectly feed production and units that serve essential
basic needs such as housing, health, and education.

Working spaces are the places where the time devoted to social production of
everyday life is spent. These spaces are places where are abandoned until the next
working day, generally. However, the functioning of everyday life in campus places is

structured differently. Campuses' spatial organizations are designed in such a way that
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individuals also can spend time here after the working time. Campuses are at the center
of everyday life for individuals who carry out their social and cultural activities in some
cases, their needs such as education and health in some cases, and the most basic function
of daily life, such as accommodation, in these defined spaces. This study discusses the
concept of leisure through campus spaces, which cover a crucial time period of everyday
life. Although the selected campus spaces have different functions, they are in common
in terms of physically carrying campus features.

The campuses which are the case studies are industry structure, university
structure, and public service campuses. These three structures are spaces directly related
to modernization and urbanization. Industrial buildings that represent the producing state
model in the rapid urbanization process in Turkey and public service structures that
represent the new regime in the public sphere are the structures that carry modernism to
various cities of Anatolia. In response to the increasing housing shortage in cities as a
result of rapid urbanization, one of the government's solutions is the lodgings (lojman)
established in the areas where these buildings are located. The 1930s in Turkey were the
years when the new regime established tried to exist in the social arena and to create a
new, urban and modern person. Industrialization is at the forefront of these moves for the
state, which takes necessary steps towards this target. It is possible to see traces of post-
revolutionary Soviet experiences in the campuses, the first examples of which are
spatially seen in the industry area.'®* The 1920s were when the Soviet Union sought
rationalization and standardization in construction techniques to establish its new
everyday life based on industrial production and accommodation spaces. Everyday life
experience, which is based on the minimization of labor-time in all areas from the factory
to the residence, aims to rationalize housing production, minimize the individual's labor
in the private sphere, and strengthen collective labor. 65 All these targets aimed to liberate
the new human and make him/her “efficient in the factory, pleasant in everyday life.”%
The design of these spaces in the form of campus structures is for the realization of this
purpose.

With modernism, big cities have become places where the population is

concentrated in masses. The masses have made it necessary to grow, develop and
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transform in every aspect of daily life. In this sense, a mass education model was formed
in the USA, which became an important actor in the world at the end of the Second World
War. It is possible to say that the spatial representation of this mass education model
corresponds to the concept of campus. Campuses have created the opportunity to meet
the education and many basic needs of a dense young population in locations far from the
city center of big cities. University campuses are seen as essential tools for the creation
of a qualified and educated workforce for big cities with rapidly developing industry.

The physical environment, that is, places produce a series of 'settings' for the
people living in them. 'Setting," as Rapoport uses it, consists of a combination of 'behavior
setting' and 'role setting' ideas. A 'setting' includes the rules about what is appropriate and
expected in that space and the activities going on in that environment. The physical
features of the place and the environment offer clues that serve as reminders to people
about the situation and therefore, the appropriate behavior in that environment. %’
Together with the built environment, all the material culture, signs, furniture, landscape
and plants, decorations, art objects belonging to the place are the founders of the cultural
environment.*%® Campus structures create a life 'setting' with the borders they establish
with the city and the physical organization within these borders. The norms determined
by the physical environment and cultural structure on campuses shape the daily life of
individuals.

Rapoport states that the built environment includes the organization of space,
time, meaning, and communication. It is impossible to analyze the organization of space
without considering the organization of time. Constraints that affect body movement are
based on meaning and therefore affect interpersonal communication.'®® The interaction
system between these four elements creates an ecological system.'’® Physical boundaries
between the campuses and the external environment determine everyday life and body
movements. The fact that a large part of everyday life is spent in the same place, together
with the people who work with him/her, affects the individual and the society in many
ways. Working, living, and studying in these spaces defined with certain boundaries

creates a new 'identity’ in the everyday life of individuals. When this new 'identity' turns
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into routine life, it is inevitable to create a community culture among individuals.'™
While this identity ensures the formation of a community culture inside, it can also cause
the individual to be isolated from the outside world.

Having defined boundaries and including many time periods of everyday life in
the same place, campus structures have also started the discussions that they control the
individual's daily life. Foucault emphasized the similarity of the disciplinary space
organization, which he dealt with through prisons, with structures such as factories,
barracks, hospitals, and schools.’? Since these places, like prisons, can organize the
individual's behavior and actions by creating daily timelines for the individual.}”® These
spatial structures may turn into tools that reproduce the state in the social sphere.™

Goffman conceptualized spaces, where many activities of everyday life take place
in an environment with defined boundaries and within the body of an official institution,
where the same things are done together, and where all time periods of the day continue
in a programmed framework, as 'total institutions’.}”> Although Goffman discusses this
spatial organization in terms of nursing homes and prison spaces, he underlines that these
characteristics of total institutions are also found in various commercial, industrial, and
educational institutions that cover all time periods of everyday life. However, the fact that
the use of the facilities of these institutions, which includes leisure time, depends on the
people's desire distinguishes these places from total institutions.*’®

On the other hand, to easily reach social activities and their daily needs are
important issues for people, at least as essential as working. The existence of these social
services enables the employee to contribute efficiently to social production. Campus
spaces provide a space for a series of activities of everyday life in a common area. Spaces
with different functions such as study spaces, residences, and other leisure spaces are
located within the boundaries defined by the campus. This situation is similar to the

‘heterotopia’ spaces conceptualized by Foucault. Heterotopias have the ability to bring
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together many incompatible spaces in one real place.l’” These spaces are different spaces
from each other in terms of time, space and action. The rhythms in daily life create an
environment in which these spaces and the lives in these spaces are influenced by each
other. Just as Lefebvre defines leisure spaces as counter spaces, Foucault defines
heterotopias as counter spaces. Heterotopias are real spaces in everyday life. These spaces
are represented, contested, and inverted in everyday life.

The rational space understanding of modernism define which action will take
place in which space, the style of doing the action, and its boundaries with the boundaries
of the conceived space. Campus spaces are spaces that directly reflect the rational space
understanding of modernism with their spatial organization. People, who come to these
spaces to participate in social production, can also spend their leisure time in these spaces.
However, like the cities in which the modernist planning approach divides into zones and
establishes the rhythm of daily life, these spaces also reflect a fragmented planning
approach spatially. This fragmented space understanding points to a design that programs
which action will take place in which space.

Leisure spaces of everyday life are defined as counter spaces, in contrast to
modernism's programmed and regular lifestyle. This time period, which is historically
very old, is defined as a phenomenon belonging to the upper classes of society until the
modern period. However, with the transformation of the concept of work in the modern
period, the meaning of leisure time is also transformed. Leisure time becomes an
integrated structure into working time. This situation also corresponds to the socialization
of leisure time. On the one hand, modernism spreads leisure time throughout society; on
the other hand, it draws the boundaries of leisure time.

Campus spaces, which are spatial representations of leisure time integrated into
working time, relate to all-time periods of everyday life. The spatial boundaries of this
structure, which include all-time periods of daily life, establish the rhythm of everyday
life. Leisure time separated from the obligatory actions of daily life will either reproduce
the space by trying to create a space for itself in these spaces or will be articulated to the

programmed structure of the conceived space.
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CHAPTER 3

DIFFERENT CAMPUS STRUCTURES IN IZMiR

Campuses are spatial formations that provide many functions of daily life such as
work, accommodation, entertainment, sports, health, and recreation within certain limits.
The campus concept can define university institutions, housing estates, industrial
establishments, or defined areas of certain institutions and organizations that contain
many different functions.

This thesis focuses on the leisure activities of individuals who spend their working
time, which covers a significant part of everyday life, on campuses that include a specific
defined space, and the role of these actions in the production of space. In this context,
three campus cases with different functions, namely education, industry, and state
institutions campus, will be examined in the next chapter of the study. The case of Ege
University Bornova Campus under the title of education campus, Siimerbank Basma
Industry Factory-Halkapiar Campus under the title of industrial campus, and State
Hydraulic Works (DSI) izmir-Bornova Campus under the title of state institutions
campus will be discussed. In this chapter of the study, firstly, the effects of modernization,
which unites the three campus cases, on the economic policies and everyday life in the
country will be discussed. Afterward, the connection established by the campuses with
the changing production relations in Turkey from the establishment period to today and

their changing physical structures will be discussed.

3.1. Changing Economic Policies in Turkey's Modernization Experience

and Effects on Everyday Life

Changing economic policies in specific periods throughout the history of the
Republic of Turkey is an essential determinant in changing the course of urbanization in
the country. After establishing the new regime in 1923, the period starting with 1930 is
shown as the date when the first steps of the state-controlled national industrialization

experiment. The First Five-Year Industrial Plan, designed in 1934, is one of the first
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planning experiences in the world after Soviet planning. 18 It can be said that the
industrialization initiative began by the state in this period was one of the fundamentals
of the transformation rural-based social structure of the country. The changing in the
rural-based social structure will cause the everyday life of the society to change along
with it.

The 1950s were a significant turning point for the country in the transition process
to an industrial society. Between 1927 and 1950, the urban population increased from 2.2
million to 3.9 million, while the rural population increased from 11.4 million to 17.1
million. While the agricultural labor force was 78 percent higher in 1950, the industrial
labor force increased from only 9 percent to 10 percent between 1927 and 1950. 7®
However, in the years 1950-1955 following these years, the industrial labor force
increased significantly. In this context, the urban population has increased by 3.3 percent
in five years and has reached 28.5 percent. This rate increased to 31.9 percent in 1960.
As the country's three largest cities, the population of Istanbul, izmir, and Ankara has
increased by more than one million. While the population of Istanbul was 860,000 in
1945, the population of the city increased to 1.47 million in 1960. *8° During this period,
the industrial enterprises which are established by the state industrial plans can be seen
as the beginning of the creation of modern industry and the modern working class in
Turkey.

Although Turkey did not actually participate in World War 11, which was going
on during the period between 1939 and 1945, the country was significantly affected by
the devastating traces of the war. The post-war period is a period in which essential
transformations took place in the capitalist system, and the positions of the actors in the
world differ. In Turkey, the protectionist statist economic policies which continued to this
period were replaced by private capital priority policies. Boratav describes the year 1946,
which can be defined as a turning point in terms of economy, as the period in which
protectionist, introverted economic policies that have continued uninterrupted for 16
years were stretched step by step, imports increased gradually, and external deficits
started to become chronic. For this reason, this period can be described as a period the

economic structure that could not stand without foreign aid began to settle. The economic

178 Korkut Boratav, Tiirkive Iktisat Tarihi 1908-1985 (Istanbul: Gergek Yaymevi, 1998), p. 54.

179 Baris Alp Ozden, “Health, Morality, and Housing: The Politics of Working Class Housing in
Turkey, 1945-1960,” New Perspectives on Turkey, no. 49 (2013), 91-120, p. 94.

180 |pid., p. 95.

52



structure that has become dependent on foreign in this period will become a permanent
feature of the economy of Turkey. 18! The Five-Year Industrial Plan, prepared in 1946, is
a plan that continues to see the leadership of the state compulsory in the development and
industrialization moves and aims at economic independence in foreign economic
relations. But in the foreign aid recruiting process, a result of the fact that the power of
this period saw this plan as an obstacle, in 1947, the Turkey Development Plan, which
increased the role of private enterprise, was prepared. Boratav underlined that this plan is
a plan that documents that the statist-protectionist understanding of industrialization has
been completely eliminated. 82

After the foundation of the Republic, the process towards an industrial society
started to occur in 1930, but after 1950, the country's economy became completely
industrial-based. The population of the country, whose economy has become entirely
industrial-based, has started to move towards cities. While there was an intense migration
from the rural to the city, the state chose to follow a policy that everyone solves their own
housing need instead of providing housing for those who migrate from rural to urban.
Since the rents of the detached houses are too high for the laborers and the ordinary-
regular housing types are not available enough, housing has turned into a problem for the
newcomer to the city in this period. This situation has created the demand for low-wage
housing in cities to be provided by the state or private sector. 18

The 1950s were the years when the housing problem intensified and spread to the
whole country as a result of increasing urbanization.'® The issue of social housing has
come to the fore for the state, which is trying to cope with the economic investments
required by both industrialization and urbanization. This period was the period when the
issue of worker housing was opened to discussion, and innovations in housing production
were investigated in Turkey.'® In the Arkitekt magazine, the issue of workers' housing
was frequently discussed, and cases made abroad with the understanding of "Bahgesehir"
were examined.'® In the 1950s when urbanization accelerated, many state institutions

and organizations began to operate, and industrial structures increased their presence in
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the provinces. In structures conceived in the form of campus in general, there are
dwelling-houses along with working or production spaces. However, since the solutions
found could not meet the burden of industrialization, the number of slums in the cities
increased rapidly.

1980 can be defined as the beginning of a period in which significant changes will
be experienced in social life in Turkey. With the decisions put into effect on January 24,
1980, the free market has become the only determinant in the economy and social life
decision processes. With the implementation of neoliberal policies, the state began to
withdraw from its active role in the economy and social life. Boratav points out the critical
role of bourgeois ideology in accepting the economic policies implemented in this period
in society. Boratav mentions that the ideological attack carried out in this period achieved
its purpose in many areas. Class consciousness and culture, which had begun to take root
among the urban workers in the preceding period, began to erode rapidly. This erosion
shows itself in topics such as individualization, adherence to religion, and the shift of the
focus of social life from the workplace and production to the family. Boratav draws
attention to the direct connection of these transformations with the cultural degeneration

that emerged most clearly in the 1980s. 187

3.2. Izmir City

After the establishment of the Republic in Turkey, one of the most important
images of a modern state symbol was the development of the urban figure. The creation
of a physical urban environment, the establishment of transportation networks, and
adequate equipment in the city have been seen as one of the essential tools to support
modern society. Modern urbanism and planning experiences developed in the west
provided a model for this purpose.'® Comprehensive zoning studies for izmir city, which
is seen as a significant facet of the country opening to the west due to being a port city,
started right after the establishment of the republic.*® The first master plan designed by
Rene and Raymond Danger and Henri Prost in 1924 is a holistic master plan based on the

city's future development. In the 1930s, the spatial character of the central districts was
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largely formed within this plan.'®® This plan reflects the French planning approach
applied in many parts of the world. Considering that the plan is implemented especially
in the central districts, the geometric design concept of this planning approach can be read
in the streets and symmetrically designed squares that cut each other perpendicularly.

The modern development plans that spatially reflect the urban perspective of the
Republic were first made in Izmir is not only related to the great fire in 1922 that changed
the spatial existence of the city, but also to the existence of the city in the world and in
Turkey. The first Turkish National Economy Congress, in which the foundations of a
national economy understanding were laid, was held in izmir in 1923, a product of a
conscious choice. The city of Izmir, which stood at the center of economic relations in
Western Anatolia even before the War of Independence, has the capacity to rebuild the
economy. izmir's zoning plan constitutes a model that reflects this nationalist and anti-
imperialist ideology of the Republic.t% In the Prost-Danger plan, 'hygiene' is the principle
of primary importance in determining the location of the port, industrial zones, and
residential areas. It is aimed to separate the industrial zone from the city with green
insulation roads. Due to the high population density in residential areas, workers'
residences in the garden-city model have been proposed in Esrefpasa and Kadifekale
districts and in the east of the port and industrial zone.'%® With its zoning approach,
principles such as low densities, 'hygiene', new functions, equipment, and large green
spaces, the plan spatially reflects many ideas pioneered by modernism.%

Le Corbusier, one of the representatives of modernism, was invited to prepare a
new master plan for the city in 1938, as the interventions of the Prost and Danger plan to
the historical parts of the city were deemed insufficient. Le Corbusier bases his
understanding of urban planning on 'the four basic principles of urbanism'. The
framework of this design approach based on habiter (sitting), travailler (working), cultiver
(developing the body and spirit), and circuler (wandering) functions.'®® However, the

master plan is also based on a modernist zoning approach, where the regions are separated
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from each other. Industrial zones, residential areas, and rural areas were created. Urban
functions are clearly separated from each other. It is suggested that transportation
networks connect these regions. In this spatial organization, where work and leisure
spaces are clearly separated, schools, social centers, and sports facilities are proposed
around the residential areas for the cultural and physical development of the workers.®

Between four principles (habiter, travailler, cultiver and circuler) that constitute
Le Corbusier's urban design approach ‘travailler’ emphasizes working time, and the other
principles refer to leisure activities. The leisure actions that Corbusier bases on while
designing the urban space remain outside the obligations of everyday life. Leisure
activities include occupations that the individual chooses to in of his own free will.1%
These actions, apart from necessities, overlap with the concepts of liberating,
disinterested, hedonic, and personal, which Dumazedier emphasizes as the defining
characteristics of leisure time.'*® This conceptual overlap strongly emphasizes the role of
leisure time in the design of space.

As the implementation of the master plan produced by Le Corbusier was deemed
impossible, a planning competition was held in 1951 with the theme of "izmir City
Development Plan International Project Competition.” The project prepared by Kemal
Ahmet Aru and his team describes the city's development area as a linear line extending
from Karatas to Ugkuyular. In this area, residential groups separated from each other by
green corridors have been proposed. Social facilities and commercial units are designed
to be integrated with these green areas. Workers' quarters associated with industrial zones
were created in Tepecik and Bayrakli districts.??® The zoning principle of functionalist
planning also shows itself in this plan. City is divided into functional zones such as
residential, commercial, business center, industry, and port area. While the port and
storage areas are located in Alsancak, the industrial zone is located in the east of Bornova
Bay, similar to Corbusier's plan.?’* The city of izmir took its current urban form as a result

of different planning experiences.
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In izmir, which is a coastal city, it is seen that the central districts have a high
relationship with the coastline. Lefebvre connects leisure time and shore space. The shore
is the only place of pleasure that people discover in nature.?% In these spaces, the body
goes beyond the framework determined by the division of labor, labor, and programmed
spaces.?® Akis draws attention to the multi-layered dimension of the city of Izmir's
relationship with the sea. The relationship with the sea is beyond just a trade and
economic relationship like a port city.?®* The sea is an essential part of everyday life and
urban culture. Leisure and public space use in Izmir is identified with the city's identity.

When we come to the city's present-day as a result of different planning
experiences, we see that different functional roles of different districts are intertwined.
Konak district is the city's administrative center, and Alsancak and Bayrakl1 districts are
the centers where the central business areas are concentrated. Alsancak district is one of
the districts where both business areas and the leisure time spaces of the city are
concentrated with the intense use of the coast and the presence of the entertainment sector.
Kiiltiirpark, an important leisure time and green area of the city, is also located in
Alsancak. Karsiyaka, which has intense leisure time use, stands out with its intense public
space and coastal use. In this district, the residential areas and the use of public spaces are
intertwined. Bornova district is an essential focus of the city with its close location to
industrial areas and the presence of hospitals, university campuses, and public campuses.
The district also has a dense dwellings texture and leisure spaces that develop with the

university's presence.

3.3. Three Cases of Campuses with Different Functions

The spatial cases examined in this title of the study unite when individuals spend
a certain part of their daily life rhythms, which continue in the cycle of work and rest,
together and in a certain area with defined boundaries.

The period of 1923-1950 can be defined as the period in which the ideology and
worldview of the Republic of Turkey were determined and began to settle in the social

sphere. This period ideologically represents the continuation of the Westernization
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process that started in the last period of the Ottoman Empire, the break with the imperial
ideology, and the establishment of the nation-state ideology.?% Spatial elements have an
important place in the social settlement of the ideology of the Republic, which we can
describe as the modernization project. For the newly established nation-state to be formed
at the level of social consciousness, the Republican regime established spatial strategies.
However, the Republic, which is identified with modernity in Turkey, has gone through
transformation processes with the country's changing economic policies and ideological
understanding. These transformations have led to the differentiation of the spatial
strategies of the periods.

While the spaces in which our everyday life passes are constantly transforming,
the structure of everyday life is also changing and transforming. From the establishment
of the Republic in Turkey to the present day, the spaces where the series of actions that
we define as leisure time took place have undergone transformation processes with
different spatial strategies of different periods. The campus cases that constitute the case
study of this thesis were also affected by this transforming structure. Figure 3.1 shows the

locations of the campus cases in the city of izmir.

Figure 3.1. Location of three campus cases in izmir city
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)
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3.3.1. The Case of Industry Campus: Siimerbank Textile Factory
Halkapinar Campus

The modernization of Turkey, which started with the process from the last periods
of the Ottoman Empire to the establishment of the Republic, developed in parallel with
the industrialization moves that were put into practice with the proclamation of the
Republic. The 1920s was the period when the government went to a new structure both
politically and culturally with the ideology of creating a new nation-state. The identity of
modern individuals and society targeted in every aspect of everyday life has also been
supported by spatial innovations. The 1930s were the beginning of the years when the
goal of industrialization became concrete with the large industrial campuses opened by
the state throughout the country. 2% The industrial campuses that emerged as a product of
the ideological structure of the period became the spatial representations of the period.

Industrialization is the initiator of a significant transformation process in the
country in social and spatial terms. In the Republican Period, the country, which moved
from an agriculture-oriented social structure to an industry-oriented one, gained an urban
social structure in this direction. In the new structuring, which envisages a transformation
not only in the working times but also in the whole daily life of the individuals working
in the factories, the spatial organization of the factory structures is in quality that confirms
this. The new industrial facilities established in many Anatolian cities until the end of the
1930s included the buildings where production was carried out and spaces with different
functions that meet many other needs in the daily lives of the employees.

The most critical step of the republic to radically change the habits of the regime
it left behind about everyday life is the innovations made in the field of industrialization.
The entry into force of the First Five-Year Industrial Plan in 1934 and the establishment
of the institutions of Siimerbank (1933) and Etibank (1935), two prominent state
enterprises in the same years, formed the basis of the progress of the state in the field of
modernization. While settling in the social area for the newly established regime, these
improvements, which had significant representative power, were conveyed to the public
through images such as magazines, newspaper posters, and wall posters. In particular,

Stimerbank factories have turned into icons that symbolize the nationalist

26 Burak Asiliskender, “Anadolu’da Modern Bir Yasam Kurmak: Siimerbank Kayseri Bez
Fabrikas1 ve Lojmanlar,” in Fabrikada Barinmak, ed. Ali Cengizkan (Ankara: Arkadas, 2009), p.
111-112.

59



industrialization ideals of the 1930s and are widely used in the official publications of the
period. 27
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Figure 3.2. A poster of Siimerbank Factory from period publications
(Source: URL-3)

Figure 3.3. Another poster of Siimerbank Factory from period publications
(Source: Sumnu, URL-4)

After the five-year industrial plan put into practice in 1934, the Bakirkoy (1934),
Kayseri (1935), Bursa (1935), Eregli (1937), Nazilli (1937), and Malatya (1937) factories
were the first Siimerbank factories to open. Bozdogan stated that especially the cotton
cloth factory in Kayseri reminded the post-revolutionary Soviet effects. In addition to the
main production structure, there are worker lodgings, social club, cinema, swimming
pool, kindergarten, sports facilities, and infirmary in the campus. With this spatial
organization, the campus resembles a small factory city pattern. 2® The same spatial
organization constitutes the general character of the campus buildings that reflect the
spatial strategies of this period. The campus structures, which include facilities such as
housing, social, cultural activities, sports, education, and health, along with structures in
the main production function, offer a small urban structure for the people working and

living in them.
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The steps taken in the field of industrialization aimed to embody the new way of
thinking of the Republic from two different perspectives. On the one hand, these buildings
represented the power and productivity of the state with their architectural features. On
the other hand, creating a social and economic transformation in their location was seen
as one of the primary goals.?® The industrial campuses implemented by the state are not
only industrial facilities but also establishments that constitute the modern working class
in Turkey. These initiatives by the state aimed to train workers with expert knowledge
and skills and to create a new, modern individual. The state, which tries to establish a
productive and secular state model, has established industrial campuses in many cities of
Anatolia. These campuses are not just factory buildings but are places where all daily life
activities occur. The campuses have been instrumental in experiencing essential
transformations in the cities where they were founded. Over time, living spaces have been
formed around them, and transportation systems have developed to strengthen the city
center's connection. It is possible to say that these structures, which are at the center of
production, shape the city around itself and create the image of the new modern city.

The industrial campuses, where the aim of the changing regime to build a new
social structure was reflected in the space, established the everyday life of the new human
model to be created by the modernization project of the Republic, with the opportunities
offered to the employees, their families, and the citizens. In addition to the industrial
buildings, campuses contained many functions such as cinema, theatre, sports-activity
halls, market, lodgings, school, infirmary. With these features, the industry campuses
were seen as models of the modern city structure that the Republic aimed to establish.
Alexander indicates that industrial settlements were used as a tool for the adoption and
spread of a new community life and urban culture during the establishment of a new state
in her examinations on Sugar Factories. Community consciousness is also a very
important tool for the continuation of the new human model built by the regime.?

The spatial structure of the industrial settlements, which we can see as the spatial
reflection of the national industrialization movement in the 1930s, which brought a new
culture of life to the workers, reflects the state policies of the period. This spatial structure
has been transformed by the state policies that started to change in 1946, which we define
as the beginning of a new era. Then, the state followed policies that were oriented to find

209 Catherine Alexander, “The Factory: Fabricating the State,” Journal of Material Culture, Vol.
5(2) (July 2000), 177-195, p. 181.
210 |bid., p. 186.
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individual solutions to the basic spatial needs against the rapidly increasing urban
population in the 1950s. It is possible to say that while the number of industrial
settlements established by private capitals increased after this period in which economic
policies have gone through a transformation process, these settlements have different
spatial characters than in previous periods.

In the 1930s, Stimerbank factories were established in many different regions of
Anatolia. In the 1940s, with the entry into force of the Second Five-Year Industrial Plan,
the second wave of industrialization begins. Textile campuses in Kastamonu, izmir,
Denizli, Bergama, Manisa, and Antalya are established in this second wave. 2! The
Halkapinar Campus, which is a late example of Stimerbank factories, started to be built
in 1947 and was put into operation in 1949. In these years, when the Second World War
continued, there was a shortage of labor force due to the conscription of many of the
employees at the Stimerbank Nazilli factory. It is planned to keep an old factory structure
in Izmir, which is close to Nazilli, and to send the weaving looms there. Later, the
production problem in Nazilli was solved, but a facility with 140 benches was put into
service in Izmir in 1949. The factory made production under the factory in Nazilli from
1949 to 1953 and became an autonomous facility in 1953. 212 Yarn and weaving factories
were opened in 1953, and printing factories were opened in 1955. The factory continues
production for many years under the name of “Siimerbank Izmir Basma Sanayi
Miiessesesi”.

Siimerbank Izmir Campus became operational in 1949 in the area defined as the
industrial zone behind the harbor in Izmir. The industrial development of this region,
which we now know as Alsancak, formerly known as Punta, started with the construction
of the train station in the region in 1860. The station has attracted the development of the
city over time. Apart from residential and commercial areas, factories and storage units
have also started to be located in this area.?!® In the city plan prepared by Dangers and
Prost in 1925, it was envisaged that the new port would be located in Alsancak and that
the large swamp on the seaside would be drained, and an area with warehouses would be

created in the rear area of the port. The region, which has already started to develop as an

211 Ozlem Aritan and Yasemin Sayar, “izmir Siimerbank Basma Sanayi Yerleskesi ve Doniisiim
Sirecleri,” Ege Mimarlik, 70 (2009), 20-25, p. 21.

212 Erdal Uzunoglu, “The Constitution of Power Relation in Spaces of Industrial Production: The
Case of Four Stimerbank Campuses in the Aegean Region” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2008), p. 107-108.

213 Tzmir Kalkinma Ajansi, Lzmir Industrial Heritage Inventory (Izmir: izmir Development Agency
_iZKA, 2021) p. 16.
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industrial area, has turned into a defined industrial area that continues from the train
station to the port. 214

< WM Alsancak Train Station
I Alsancak Port

Other Industry Building

¥ [ Ssumerbank Printed-Cloth Plant Factory

Figure 3.4. Industrial buildings/campuses in the back port area
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

It is seen that the facility, which started its activities with a single production
structure at the beginning, has gained the form of a campus with the addition of structures
with different functions to the parcel where the building is located. The building which is
located at the intersection of Sehitler Street, and 1525 Street is seen as the production
building in the first drawings of the factory. (Figure 3.5) When the industrial facility

expanded and became a campus, it was seen that this building was used as a social facility

214 Eylem Simsek, “Endiistri Yapilarinmn Kiiltiirel Miras Olarak Irdelenmesi ve Degerlendirilmesi:

=99

[zmir Liman Arkas1 Bolgesi Ornegi” The Department of Architecture, (MSc Thesis, Dokuz Eyliil
University, 2006), p. 89.
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structure.?®® Apart from the production structures, there are lodgings , dining halls, social

center, and recreation areas, kindergarten, sports fields, and parks on the campus.
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Figure 3.5. The first building in Sumerbank Campus
(Source: Uzunoglu, 2008)

Figure 3.6. General view of the campus
(Source: Uzunoglu, 2008. Edited by the author.)

The campus is located on the corner parcel at the intersection of Sehitler Caddesi
and 1525 Street. 1525 Street divides into two parts the campus structure. The main
campus, where production and warehouses are concentrated, is located east of 1525 Street
and has four different entrances. The second area, where the kindergarten, lodgings, and

dining hall units are located, is located on the west of 1525 Street. This area also has two

different entrances from this street.

"There was a ready-made clothes section on one side of the road in Izmir Basma.
On one side of the road was the fabric part of the textile. The total area was 165
thousand square meters. The part of 20 thousand square meters was the clothing
part, and the part of 145 thousand square meters was the fabric part. Dwelling
houses were on both sides. However, it was more in the small part. Workers'
dining halls, which we call restaurants, and guesthouses were located in the main
part.” (Interviewee 2, Stimerbank Factory, January 2022)

215 Erdal Uzunoglu, “The Constitution of Power Relation in Spaces of Industrial Production: The
Case of Four Stimerbank Campuses in the Aegean Region” The Department of Architecture, (PhD

diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2008), p. 109.
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Figure 3.7. Sumerbank izmir land use map
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Ugursal, 2011)

The social facility building, located at the intersection of Sehitler Street and 1525
Street, was used as a production structure in the first years of the factory. With the
expansion of the campus area, a larger production area was needed. For this reason, new
production buildings were built, and the old building was started to be used as a social
facility structure. The use of the building, which was originally designed as a production
building, was used as a social facility brought along certain difficulties in terms of space.
The lighting problem inside the space prevented the building from being used efficiently
as a social facility structure.?!® For this reason, later, different structures, including units
such as the cafeteria, restrooms for white-collar workers, a multi-purpose activity hall,

and a guest room, were added to the campus.

216 |pid., p. 113.
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It has been one of the main principles of the company that the factory employees
should be educated as people who are socially and culturally knowledgeable and will be
role models for society. In line with this purpose, the employees and their families were
given importance to spend their leisure time in a qualified manner. Leisure activities
within the institution are divided into social needs at the workplace and during working
hours and social needs outside the workplace and working hours. Social facilities in
Siimerbank Izmir Institution are dwelling houses, kindergarten, infirmary, workers and

officers dining halls and cafeterias, local and football fields.

“When establishing these factories of ours, socialist republics were taken as
cases, and they were made like them. For example, the factory sent me to a free
English course. | went for two years. We were going to the course at the end of
the working hours. 1 still see the benefits. We would have training. Computers
came to accounting in 1993. They sent us to Bursa Merinos Factory for training,
two officers. We took training there for 15 days. We stayed there in our facilities
at the factory, and we toured the factories. It was a great service. Bursa Factory
was a training place. The training of engineers and administrative staff took place
there. Stimerbank was like a real school for us.” (Interviewee 1, Siimerbank
Factory, January 2022)

The density of female personnel in the factory, which works on textile and printed
fabric production, is higher than in other sectors. The obligation to have a kindergarten in
the factories with a certain number of female employees determined by the laws of the
period was applied in the factory. The existence of kindergarten both supported the place
of women in social production and enabled the children of the employees to establish
relationships. In addition, access to qualified education, which is a critical basic need,
was guaranteed by the factory. Another essential need space like the kindergarten on
campus was the infirmary. An infirmary was a place where employees and their families

could get free examination services in case of illness.

“Employees used to go to their children during lunch breaks. If they got sick, the
news would come immediately, their parents could go to them. The factory also
had a doctor, dentist, and nurse. They were constantly working in the infirmary.
The nurse and the infirmary staff stayed in the dwelling houses. The infirmary was
open to everyone, workers and officers, it was like a hospital. The kindergarten
was also very close to the factory. There was no charge for the kindergarten.”
(Interviewee 1, Siimerbank Factory, January 2022)
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Figure 3.8. Kindergarten in Sumerbank Campus
(Source: Uzunoglu, 2008.)

Another leisure space that factory employees can benefit from is the resting
facility, which employees from all institutions gathered under the umbrella of Stimerbank
can benefit from. In 1956, a facility affiliated with the Nazilli Press Factory was
established in Kusadas1 for all personnel to rest. The facility, which was renamed as
"Kusadas1 Education and Recreation Center" in 1976, served all Stimerbank employees
until the 2000s.2Y

The Stimerbank institution, to which the facility is affiliated, was privatized in
1987 within the scope of the "Law No. 3291 on the Privatization of State Economic
Enterprises". Izmir Halkapinar Factory was renamed Siimer Holding AS after
privatization and continued production within the company until 2000. Then, with the
decision of the Privatization High Council dated 2000, the factory was closed. Today, the
land transferred to the Special Provincial Administration in 2003 is used as Nevvar Salih
Isgoren Vocational High School and Education Campus. 2 However, the main
production structure of the factory, some of the warehouses, and administrative structures
were destroyed. Other buildings in the main production section continue to be used as
educational buildings today. Building renovations have removed the structures from their

217 Hulusi Dogan, Serpil Kocaman, Nese Cakir and Engin Ungiiren, “Cagdas isletmelerin Sosyal
Sorumluluk Anlayis1 Ekseninde Siimerbank Nazilli Basma Fabrikast Ornegi ve Cumhuriyet
Kiiltiiriiniin Yerlesmesindeki Rolii” Uluslararast Alanya Isletme Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 3-1 (2011), p.
193, 194.

218 {zmir Kalkinma Ajansi, Izmir Industrial Heritage Inventory (izmir: izmir Development Agency
~IZKA, 2021) p. 62.



original characters. The lodging structures in the factory continue to be used by the
employees of the National Education. 21°

3.3.2. The Case of Education Campus: Ege University Campus

With the establishment of the Republic, the new regime started to take essential
steps in terms of industrialization in the country and identified modernization with
industrialization. These steps taken by the state in terms of modernization are based on
the creation of an intelligent, urban, modern individual and society. Universities, like
industrial buildings, are significant spatial tools that represent the country in this field for
a state that desires to modernize. For a regime that aims to advance historically, to create
modern cities, modern individuals, and modern society, the production of knowledge, like
industrial production, is a significant issue. Universities, where public knowledge is
produced, and urban, modern, and educated individuals are grown, can be seen as one of
the ideologically significant carriers of the Republican regime.

After the Second World War, there was a critical economic, social and political
transformation process all over the world. It is possible to mention about a similar
situation for Turkey. It is possible to see the transformation process experienced in the
1950s as a second moment in the modernization experience of Turkey after the 1930s.
The new strategies produced to counter the devastating effects of the war began to
separate from the policies implemented until that day. With the country's transition to the
multi-party regime in 1946, the dual political situation in the country, liberal economic
policies that started to replace the protectionist-statist policies, and the dense population
migration to the big cities laid the groundwork for the crucial transformations. These
factors have brought many problems such as housing shortage, unemployment, spatial
and cultural differences.

These transformations, which affect the whole of everyday life, have also caused
significant changes in the functioning of universities, education methods, and spatial
configurations. The USA, which increased its production capacity to a great extent in the
period between the First and Second World War, became an important actor both

economically and ideologically all over the world. It puts the foreign aid project into

219 Qecil Ugursal, “Tarihi Yapilarin Yeniden Islevlendirilmesi: Izmir Siimerbank Basma Sanayi
Yerleskesi Ornegi” The Department of Architecture, (MSc Thesis, Dokuz Eyliil University, 2011),
p. 115.
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practice in the European countries that have been hit hard by the war. Turkey also
participates in this foreign aid plan called Marshall Aids. Agreements with the USA such
as Marshall Aids, military-technical support packages, and then Turkey's full membership
to NATO in 1952 paved the way for the USA to be fully effective in many cultural and
social policies that affect daily life in Turkey. 22

Universities have been one of the most critical tools for modernity to gain a
presence in the social field all over the world. They played a significant role in cultural
rationalization and in the transfer of many ideas that emerged with modernity to society.
Especially in the 20th century, universities have been areas where many currents of ideas
led by modernity emerged, developed, and spread.??* According to this view, which sees
universities as a field where cultural knowledge emerges along with scientific knowledge,
universities are places where many views and contradictions that have emerged with
modernity are expressed and discussed. Delanty, in his article on the relationship between
social knowledge and university, underlined that the university has more significant
meanings socially than a place of knowledge production. Universities are also spaces that
feed the dominant cultural models in society.???

Founded in a similar period with Ege University, METU has a significant spatial
and ideological place in Turkey's modernization experience. Sargin and Savas draw
attention to the economic and political transformation of the period, the connection
between the campus-form structure and the American education system, and the fact that
METU is a "project of showing itself" for Turkey in terms of modernization, in their
historical reading of the founding years of METU.?% Although METU has a different
representation power from other universities that were established in a similar period in
terms of campus, a similar economic-political historical analysis can also be achievable
for Ege University, which started its education life in the same years.

The fact that university buildings, whose primary function is education, are built
as campuses ensures that the daily life in this place is not limited to education hours only.
The continuation of education outside of the training hours is one of the main reasons that

make up this spatial structure. This structure form should encourage the continuation of

220 Giiven Arif Sargin and Aysen Savas, “‘A University is a society’: an environmental history of
the METU ‘campus’,” The Journal of Architecture, Vol.18 No.1 (2012), 79-106, p. 85.

221 Gerard Delanty, “The University in the Knowledge Society,” Organization, Vol 8:2 (2001), 149-
153, p. 150.

222 |bid., p.2.

223 Giiven Arif Sargin and Aysen Savas, “‘A University is a society’: an environmental history of
the METU ‘campus’,” The Journal of Architecture, Vol.18 No.1 (2012), 79-106, p. 84.
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daily life in academicians' lodgings, students' dormitories, sports facilities, cultural event
venues, and cafeterias. Campus structures resemble a micro-scale urban space that
contains many functions that a city provides to the citizens within its borders.

University structures, which have the characteristics of a campus, contain many
faculties, study units from different departments, non-working spaces, social and cultural
facilities, primary vital functions such as accommodation, eating, drinking, cleaning and
health, are spaces where a significant part of daily life is spent together. Like in cities,
public spaces that allow academics, employees, and students from different university
fields to come together are essential elements of campus design. The university is not
only a space in the education function but also corresponds to the everyday life itself for
individuals who carry on the daily activities on campus.

As in urban-scale public spaces, in campus buildings with educational functions
where everyday life is intensely shared, space stands out with its founding role in social
relations. The physical features of the spaces, the way they come together, and the spatial
organization are the spatial features that determine everyday life. The existence of public
spaces in the space and the spatial construction of these spaces affect the participation of
individuals in the public space in their leisure time. On the other hand, these spatial
characteristics can change and transform together with the social situations in everyday
life that make the space a lived space.

Although there are colleges and vocational schools in certain districts of izmir,
Ege University, whose central units are located in a shared place, in an area with defined
boundaries, is a campus university. In 1956, it started to provide education as Turkey's
fourth and Aegean Region's first state university. >4 The university is located in the
Bornova district of Izmir. In the university campus, which gained a large and living
campus structure over time, Faculties of Medicine and Agriculture and the School of
Nursing started to provide education primarily. These faculties used the existing buildings
on the land in the first step. After these faculties, the campus area expanded to include
Atatiirk Neighborhood. 22> The campus has reached an open area of 345 hectares together
with the development area. Later, with the budget received from the Ministry of National

Education, in the first step, single-story barracks-type structures began to be built. Two

224 “Diinden Bugiine Ege Universitesi,” https://ege.edu.tr/tr
1/dunden_bugune_ege_universitesi.html.
225 Hasan Mert, “Sosyal, Ekonomik ve Kiiltiirel Yonleriyle Bornova,” (2002), p. 201.
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of these structures are still used as club rooms, academic staff offices, and laboratories of
the Faculty of Agriculture. 225

An Urban Planning Project Competition was opened in 1958 for the holistic
design of the university campus. The campus design competition covers the design of the
faculties of Medicine, Agriculture, Science, Pharmacy, Dentistry, Law, Social Sciences,
the rectorate building, sports facilities, student dormitories, and the general areas of use
on the campus. In the project, where Perran Doganci and her team won the first prize, it
was suggested that the health units are located in the western part of the campus. Care has
been taken to ensure that these spaces, which the citizens will heavily use, contact the
city. Classrooms and faculties are generally located in the east part of the campus and are
separated from the hospital structure by a green texture and agricultural field. To the east
of the faculties are leisure spaces such as stadiums and sports halls. It is seen that
academician lodgings and student dormitories are separated from the general campus
settlement and are located in the northeast. The sheltering units are designed to be
associated with sports facilities. The campus has developed around the idea of human

scale and balanced squares.??’

Figure 3.9. Ege University Project Competition 1 Project — Site Plan

(Source: Arkitekt 3, 1959)

226 Berna Yaylali Yildiz, “University Campuses as Places of Potential Publicness: Exploring the
Political, Social, and Cultural Practices in Ege University” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2014), p. 128.

221 “Ege Universitesi Sehircilik Proje Miisabakast Jiiri Raporu Ozeti,” Arkitekt. 3 (1959), 101-109.
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The winning project in the Ege University Urban Planning Project Competition
has not been implemented. Although it was decided to make a master plan for the design
decisions of the university after the competition, the master plan could not be prepared
due to the lack of financial resources. It is possible to say that the campus, which did not
have a holistic urban design at the master plan scale, developed and took its current form
with the addition of spaces designed according to the needs of the campus.

Faculty of Science was added to existing faculties in 1961, and Faculties of
Dentistry and Engineering in 1969. From 1975 to 1981, the number of faculties at the
university reached twenty. With the closure of some faculties, the number of faculties on
campus decreased to seventeen in 1982. However, with a law that came into force in
1982, the units of izmir Faculty of Medicine, Faculty of Law, Faculty of Fine Arts,
Faculty of Business and Economics, Faculty of Civil Engineering, Faculty of Mechanical
Engineering, and Earth Sciences of Ege University were connected at Dokuz Eyliil
University which is newly established in izmir. Although the departments of Dokuz Eyliil
University continued to provide education on the campus of Ege University for a while,
they were later moved to the new DEU Campus established in Buca. This situation has
led to the evacuation of the buildings and to become derelict in Ege University.?? This
situation significantly affected the university campus in terms of spatial quality. After the
faculties left the university, new faculties, institutes, departments, and college units were
added to the campus over time.??®

Individuals who move from one place to another on campus to perform their
everyday actions create their spatial routines around these actions. On the other hand, the
public use spaces on the campus constitute the meeting points of the daily spatial routines
of the individuals. For education campuses, these places can be dormitories, academician
lodgings, dining halls and cafeterias, sports halls, cultural centers, classrooms, libraries,
open recreation areas. These spaces are the spaces that determine life on campus and give
direction to daily routines. For this reason, the design and implementation of urban
campus buildings with a holistic approach to cover all these spaces is a significant issue
that determines everyday life here. However, Ege University gained its current form with

the addition of new buildings to the campus or the transformation of existing ones

228 Berna Yaylali Yildiz, “University Campuses as Places of Potential Publicness: Exploring the
Political, Social, and Cultural Practices in Ege University” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2014), p. 133.

229 Bilgehan Hakk1, Ismet Ertas, and Birol Aksit, Kurulusundan Giiniimiize Ege Universitesi (1zmir:
Ege Universitesi Basimevi, 2005), p. 19-31.
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according to the budget and spatial needs of the university rather than a holistic urban
design approach. The relationship between the campus buildings as well as the faculty
buildings themselves, the public open spaces, and voids, which shape this relationship,
have an important place in the design of public spaces of this scale. In the case of Ege
University, when the buildings in the campus are considered one by one, there are
qualified examples, but the disconnections arising from the absence of a holistic design
in the life of the campus stand out.

The fact that the project's design decisions, which was determined as the winner
as a result of the urbanism project competition, were not implemented in the campus
design and the construction of the campus buildings, caused the campus to develop in a
periodical manner with different spatial characteristics. The principles based on the
relationship between open and closed spaces that existed in the Faculty of Agriculture,
Science, and Engineering buildings, which were first built on the campus, were not
considered in the same way in other buildings added to the campus later on. The changing
university administration and the changing political structure of the country have been

the determining factors in the planning of the campus over time.?%

Ege University
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Figure 3.10. The urban context of the Ege University
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

230 Berna Yaylali Yildiz, “University Campuses as Places of Potential Publicness: Exploring the
Political, Social, and Cultural Practices in Ege University” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2014), p. 134.

73



Ege University, located in the Bornova district of izmir, has developed the district
around itself. The fact that the health units are on the same campus with other faculties
increases the university's contact with the citizens. Important transportation networks
have been established around the campus. The essential transportation network that
provides access to the university is the metro. Bornova district, located in the northeast
of the city, also forms the border of Izmir central districts. For this reason, the campus is
surrounded by various ring roads and highway connections. Due to being a university
campus, an important urban public area has formed around the campus, with a very young
population. Kiiglikpark and Biiylikpark areas are important public areas of the region.
These regions are also areas where there are leisure places such as cafeterias. Cafeterias
are heavily used during breaks and outside working hours on campus. The Mevlana
neighborhood, located just south of the campus, is a neighborhood where university

students live intensely.
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Figure 3.11. Ege University land use map
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

Figure 3.11 shows the functions of the buildings on the campus in everyday life.
The university campus has several different entrances. Bornova Metro Station is mainly
used to reach the western part where health units are concentrated. To reach the western

part of the university, where the other units of the university are located, the main entrance

74



and the entrance to which the Ege University Metro is connected are used. Axes
continuing from these two entrances connect to the area where the common use areas of
the campus such as the library, social facilities, sports units, cafeteria are concentrated.
Therefore, the spaces in this area are the places used by many people on the campus, both
with their functions and their use in pedestrian transportation to the campus.

Neoliberal policies, which determined the country's economic policies in the
1980s, showed themselves clearly in the social and cultural fields. Chambers, associations
and foundations, academia, professional groups, media organs have played a very
influential role in reflecting neoliberal policies to the society as an indicator of
development. The liberal view, which tries to settle in all areas of everyday life socially,
has been unidimensionally transferred to the younger generations in primary and
secondary education and universities under the control of YOK (The Council of Higher
Education). 2%

The campus structures, which shape the social existence of the individual with the
everyday life that continues during and outside the education hours, have been affected
by this cultural degeneration in every sense. The social and cultural structure on the
campus, which is an important factor shaping the life of the individual outside of formal
education hours, has been the area that is most affected by this cultural degeneration. The
effects of the activities performed together during the non-working hours on the campus
have weakened the individual's cultural development, and the meaning of the concept of
leisure has begun to change. The existence and spatial structure of the spaces that shape
the non-working hours on the campus, the quality and publicness of these spaces' social

and cultural activities have transformed.

3.3.3. The Case of Public Service Campus: DSI (State Hydraulic Works)

Bornova Campus

The 1950s, when many state institutions were opened and urbanization
accelerated, were the years when state institutions such as the Turkish Industrial
Development Bank (1950), DSI (1954), and the Turkish Dams Department (1954)
became active. Urbanization, which is a product of modernism, is also a work of ‘taming

nature.' For Turkey, which entered a rapid urbanization process in the 1930s, the concept

231 Korkut Boratav, Tiirkiye Iktisat Tarihi 1908-1985 (istanbul: Gergek Yaymevi, 1998), p. 126-127.
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of 'taming nature' became a part of the Republican ideology.?? As an organization, DSI
aims to increase the efficiency obtained from nature in the use of water and to manage
water. On the other hand, this understanding reflected in the state's urbanization decisions
also carries the idea of framing the norms and standards of public life. DSI was
established in the 1950s when the urbanization was felt most intensely in Turkey. Its
spatial characteristics establish a strong connection with modernization and
rationalization, as in other cases. In this sense, it is possible to say that it is one of the

essential establishments representing the modernization experience of Turkey.
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Figure 3.12. DSI (State Hydraulic Works) campuses and facilities in Turkey
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author.)

From the institution's establishment until the 1990s, many regional directorate
campuses were established. All regional directorates have the characteristics of campuses,
and besides offices, there are dwelling-houses, dining halls, social facilities, sports
facilities, and open areas. In addition to the regional directorates, there are guesthouses in
many provinces where branches are also located. DSi employees and their families can
stay in cheaper and better facilities in many cities. Apart from this, there are educational
and recreational facilities in 12 regions that can be described as summer resorts. These
summer resorts are where there are camping areas and recreational facilities of many

different public service institutions such as DSI. It is seen that the facilities are generally

232 Giiven Arif Sargin and Aysen Savas, “‘A University is a society’: an environmental history of
the METU ‘campus’,” The Journal of Architecture, Vol.18 No.1 (2012), 79-106, p. 81.
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located in regions such as sea coasts, lake shores, or in specific areas of cities with unique
natural environmental assets. After the establishment of the institution in 1954 and the
opening of regional directorates, dam constructions started in many parts of the country.
The lodgings and social facilities built around the dams helped to bring the modern to the
Anatolian countryside.?

For instance, after the first facility built by Etibank in 1945 around Hazar Lake,
State Railways in 1953, State Hydraulic Works in 1959, and Turkish Petroleum
Enterprises in 1960 established recreational facilities on the shore of the lake. After than
that, Directorate of Forestry, Scouting Establishment, Turkey Fertilizer Industry, Elazig
Cement Factory, Elazig Sugar Factory, 8th Corps Command, Ministry of Finance,
Stimerbank, Dicle University, Elazig Municipality, Air Force Command, PTT, Ministry
of Health, and General Directorate of Rural Services were around the lake established
their facilities.?®* Yurtdas stated that the total number of people who benefit from these

camps in two-week cycles is around 20 thousand.?®

[0 DSI 2nd Regional Directorate
2nd Regional Directorate of Highways
I provincial directorate of agriculture and rural affairs g

[ Yasar University Campus
@  Metro Station

Figure 3.13. DSI Campus location in Izmir
(Source: Google Earth, Edited by the author.)

23 Nilay Unsal Giilmez, “Ege Tasrasinda “Modern”in Mitlesmesi: Kemer ve Demirkoprii Baraj
Siteleri ve Lojmanlari,” METU JFA 32:2 (2015/2), 19-43, p. 34.

234 Sedat Yurtdas, ““G6l olmasa buralarda yasayamam™” in Sayfiye: Hafiflik Hayali, ed. Tanil Bora
(istanbul: fletisim Yayincilik, 2014), p. 159.

2% 1bid., p. 159.
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Izmir campus, named as DSI 2nd Regional Directorate, was established in
1954.2% 1t is located on Sanayi Street in the Bornova district of izmir. The campus
consists of two parts, north and south of the street. There are dwelling houses and social
facilities in the northern region, working units, guesthouse structure, social facilities, and
sports facilities in the southern region. The campus is also located between the campuses
of the 2nd Regional Directorate of Highways and the Provincial Directorate of
Agriculture and Rural Affairs. (Figure 3.13) Yasar University also has a campus in the
same region. The region has turned into an area where campuses such as public service

buildings and universities are densely located.

NOTATION
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Social/Sports Units

Single Storey Housings
I Two Storey Housings
I Apartment Type Housings
Social Unit

Figure 3.14. DSI Bornova Campus land use map and main campus path
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

2% Devlet Su Isleri  Genel  Miidiirliigii, “Gorev  Alam  ve  Tarihge,”
https://bolge02.DSI.gov.tr/Sayfa/Detay/858.
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The entrance to the zone where the main working units are located is provided
from Sanayi Street. The main axis starts from the entrance and continues throughout the
area. In the site plan, it is seen that the working units are concentrated in the entrance part

of the campus, northeast. There is a guest house in the entrance section, northwest of the

campus.

(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 3.16. The cafeteria (Su Cafe) in the DST Campus
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Starting from the main entrance and continuing in the southeast direction, the axis
first reaches the dining hall, then the social units such as sports facilities and cafeteria.
Leisure spaces in the area where office sections are located consist of a dining hall,

cafeteria, and sports facilities.

Figure 3.17. Old office structure in DSI izmir Campus
(Source: URL-5)

Figure 3.18. New office structure in DSI Izmir Campus
(Source: URL-6)

The main building, where the offices are located, was demolished, and renovated
in 2018. The building is distinctly different from the character of the existing buildings
on the campus. A new guesthouse and restaurant (dining hall) building are under
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construction across the main office building. It is seen that these two buildings, which are
connected to each other, have a similar building character with the new office building

but are distinctly different from the other buildings on the campus.

Figure 3.19. The guesthouse structure in the DSI Campus
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 3.20. New guesthouse structure in the DSI Campus
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Another campus of the institution in Izmir is a training facility and a camping area.
Located in the Giimiildiir District of Menderes district of Izmir, the facility is the campus
where the annual leave, which employees generally prefer to use in summer, is spent and
where collective activities such as training and seminars take place. These facilities,
which DSI employees and their relatives can benefit from, and where people who work
together can come together in the summer and have a holiday together under suitable
conditions, serve as extensions of the main campuses. There are seminar hall, restaurant,
cafeteria, sports units, small summer houses in the summer resort campus which is located
by the sea. Just like in the Bornova campus, there are campsites and educational facilities
of other public service institutions in this region. Apart from the campus, the town itself

has become associated with these institutions.
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Figure 3.21. DSI Giimiildiir camp and training facility urban context
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)
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Figure 3.22. DSI Giimiildiir camping site and training facility
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)
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CHAPTER 4

THE SPATIAL PRODUCTION OF CAMPUSES IN
LEISURE TIME

Campus structures are places where individuals perform many daily activities,
including their leisure time, apart from their working time. For this reason, the places
where essential needs such as residential buildings (lodging), dining hall, cafeteria, social
facilities, education, and health units are met are the common spaces in all campus
structures. The leisure time part of daily life is spent in these places. On the one hand,
these spaces are directly connected to the relations of production because they are located
within the work campuses, and on the other hand, they are the leisure spaces where social
life takes place, and the use-value precedes the exchange value. These spaces, which we
can describe as spaces that are directly experienced within the campus and that resist
complex production relations?®’, are used in many different ways in everyday life, and
the conceived space changes in everyday life. Avar defines such spaces as experience
areas. On the other hand, the conceived and organized space tries to rationalize these
spaces and put them in order. However, representational spaces contain spatial practices
that resist abstraction. The relations between conceived, perceived, and lived spaces are
not fixed and static but lively and fluid.?%®

Three campus structures, which were produced in similar periods and transformed
into spatial representations of modernism in Turkey, contain different production
relations. This section discusses campus structures under four headings that are common
to all three campuses but differ in the way they are conceived and their use/meanings in
everyday life. These four titles are Campus and Urban Relation, Time and Space in the
Campus, Dwelling in the Campus, and Social Interaction Spaces in the Campus. The titles
aim to show the factors affecting the production of the designed and perceived space and,

accordingly, the role of production relations in transforming space in everyday use.

237 Henri Lefebvre, Toward an Architecture of Enjoyment, ed. Lukasz Stanek, trans. Robert Bononno
(London: University of Minnesota Press Minneapolis, 2014), p. 93-94.

28 A dile Arslan Avar, “Lefebvre’in Uclii-Algilanan, Tasarlanan, Yasanan Mekan-Diyalektigi,”
Dosya: TMMOB Mimarlar Odast Ankara Subesi Yayini, 17 (2009), 7-16, p. 13.
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4.1. Campus and Urban Relation

When we look at the current positions of the three campus structures established
in similar periods in the city, we see that highways, different transportation vehicles,
business areas, leisure spaces, and residential areas have developed around the campuses.
These campuses, which are closely related to the modernization experience in Turkey,
are the spatial products of a period in which urbanization has increased rapidly. They have
developed the city in its own environment. However, although these campuses have
turned into central areas in the city's development process, they have physical and
perceptual boundaries with the city and the citizens.

The everyday life on campus establishes a two-way relationship with the city. The
first of these forms of relationship is the relationship that the people on the campus
establish with the environment of the campus and the leisure spaces in the vicinity.
Although campus people spend most of their everyday life in campus spaces that contain
many different spaces, they are also in constant contact with the environment of the
campus. The second relationship is the relationship that the citizen establishes with the
campus. The citizens' access to the opportunities produced within the boundaries of the

campuses is sometimes possible, but sometimes it is limited.
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Figure 4.1. Urban context and boundaries of Stimerbank Campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

Siimerbank Izmir Campus is located in the district of Alsancak, which is a central
district of Izmir in both the trade and everyday life of the citizens. In the Danger-Prost
master plan prepared in 1925, the back of the harbor area, where the campus is located,
was designed as an industrial area. Along with the Siimerbank campus, there are other
industrial campuses such as Tekel, Taris, Sark Industry, Coal Gas, and Electric Factories
in the region. Despite its central location in the district of Alsancak, the region differs
from the general spatial use of the district as an industrial area. The industrial area is also
like a campus in itself. Campus employees are also in contact with the employees of other
factories around. The railway line passing between the Alsancak district and the industrial
area physically separates the two perceptually separated regions.

One of the significant urban central points around the region is Kiiltiirpark. The
establishment of Kiiltiirpark is one of the most critical spatial initiatives carried out in
Izmir during the Republican period. During the construction of Kiiltiirpark, which is
located on an area of 60 thousand square meters in the Danger and Prost master plan, it
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was thought that this area would be insufficient and the area reached a size of 360
thousand square meters. Kulturpark has been described as the largest-scale green
fieldwork ever carried out in Turkey.?*® The area is designed as a green space as well as
a place that hosts cultural functions. It is possible to say that Kiiltiirpark, which is located
in a central part of the city as a public focal point, is an important leisure space for the
workers and citizens working in the industrial area around the port. Behcet Uz, the mayor
of the period, stated that a Kiiltiirpark should be a "public university" and serve citizens'

physical and intellectual development.?4°

“We were able to go to the fair (Kiiltiirpark) very easily on foot. For example, if
there were an event there, we would go on lunch break for 1 hour. We used to
walk through the Ege District and go to the fair.” (Interviewee 1, Siimerbank
Factory, January 2022)

Social and cultural activities and sports activities that occur on campus are
generally only available to employees. The conversion of the movie theater into a
wedding hall in the later years of the factory opened this space to citizens' use. One of the
points where the Siimerbank campus, a textile factory, comes into contact with the
citizens is the spaces where the productions meet the citizens. The interviewee mentions
the existence of a retail store on campus. Citizen use on campus is generally limited to

these activities.

“There was a store where the city citizens and we could reach Siimerbank
products on the campus. Everything was sold in these stores. Until recent years,
such businesses were only businesses that served inside the factory. However, if
permission was obtained from the administration and it seemed appropriate, the
citizen used the services within the campus. Siimerbank was a very attractive
place for the environment. There were workers from all parts of the city.
Employees would come to the factory by service. This region, including Izmir
Basma, was in the very center of Izmir.” (Interviewee 2, Siimerbank Factory,
January 2022)

239 Ugur Tanyeli, “Cagdas Izmir’in Mimarlik Seriiveni,” in Ug Izmir (istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari,
1992), 327-338, p. 334.
20 |hid., p. 335.
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Figure 4.2. Urban context and boundaries of Ege University Campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

The most densely populated users on the Ege University campus are students. The
spaces around the campus have been determined according to the student density on the
campus. In the interviews held on the campus, interviewees stated that the leisure areas
used extensively around the campus are the Kiigiikpark and Biiyiikpark areas, the
cafeterias in these areas and the Forum Bornova Shopping Center. The transformation of
the concept of leisure in the historical process has led to the transformation of the spaces
where leisure time is spent in the urban space. On the ground floors of the buildings in
these areas, there are generally spaces belonging to the food and beverage and
entertainment sector.

One of the significant changes around the campus is Forum Bornova Shopping
Center, which was opened to the southwest of the campus in 2006. Shopping centers have
a spatial organization that encourages their users to shop by keeping in this place as much
as possible.?*! However, nowadays, these spaces are becoming to contain many activities
aimed at spending leisure time apart from shopping spaces. It is organized so that an
individual or a community can spend the whole day in the same place.?*?

241 Tugay Onbilgin and Inci Uzun, “Alisveris Merkezleri ve Atriumlar,” Ege Mimarlik, 40 (2002/1),
23-26, p. 23

222 Gibel Ecemis Kilig and Muhammed Aydogan, “Alisveris Merkezleri-Kent” liskisinde
Kroniklesen Sorunlar, Toplu Ulasim ve Yaya Ulagim1 iliskileri: Forum (Bornova) Alisveris Merkezi
Ornegi,” Planlama (2006/3), p. 91.
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Forum Bornova Shopping Center, leaning on the boundaries of the Ege University
campus, is the continuation of the campus with its open circulation spatial structure. It
was established on an area of 45 thousand square meters located behind the hospital. In
the protocol regarding the arrangement of the area as a 'student village' in 1997, it is stated
that the area was rented for 49 years. In the village to be established in the area, it is
planned to have social facilities such as a cinema and a library where students can spend
their leisure time, and shops to meet various needs. However, in the process, the space
moved away from the idea of a youth village to turned to the idea of establishing an
‘attraction center.'?*® Even though the area is a place that is used extensively by the
citizens, it has been observed that it has become a place preferred by the campus people
in their leisure time due to its physical proximity to the campus. This spatial proximity
has transformed the shopping center into a leisure space within the campus for the campus
user. It is possible to say that the shopping center, which is directly related to the student
dormitories, especially the Student Village, is included in the whole of everyday life on
the campus. The existence of the shopping center strengthens the leisure time perception

of the individuals on the university campus, which is turned into consumption.

"Due to the large population of the university, needs such as accommodation,
food, and beverage are naturally concentrated around the campus. However, it is
obvious that this area is a great ‘free' time spending area beyond necessity. Eating
and drinking, entertainment, etc., spaces are used similarly to the use of shopping
malls. Leisure use is going outside of the campus.” (Interviewee 7, Ege University,
Hospital Staff and Graduate Student, February 2022)

"The fact that Forum Bornova is within walking distance caused the social life
habits of the campus to be moved to this area. Areas such as Kiiciikpark and
Biiyiikpark generally offer various options for students. However, the point to be
noted is that the time the student should spend in the campus areas has moved to
these areas. Regionally, there is a development in Bornova and these regions.
There should be more qualified areas other than the food and beverage sector."
(Interviewee 4, Ege University, Academician, February 2022)

“University students began to spend their time between classes outside of the
campus. | prefer to spend time in Forum Bornova rather than on campus when |
have time. Computer Engineering students, which are very close to the Bornova
metro exit, spend most of their leisure time in Kiigiikpark. In fact, instead of the
library, they go to the cafes in Kiiciikpark to study.” (Interviewee 8, Ege
University, Student, February 2022)

243 |bid., p. 92.
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“Students usually prefer to meet Forum Bornova to eat and shop. Especially the
students who are new to the school generally prefer here for shopping.”
(Interviewee 9, Ege University, Student)

Education campuses are spaces that produce knowledge and disseminate it to
society. Social and cultural events, scientific meetings, and symposiums held at the
university are the times when these productions meet with the university and the citizens.
However, the activities taking place at the university are generally limited to the
participation of campus people only. Security applications and turnstiles at the entrance
of the campus prevent the entrance of the citizens to the campus. The campus is only open
to citizens for specific situations and days. Some of the interviewees think that these
practices at the campus entrances are correct in terms of security, while others think they

negatively affect campus life.

“In terms of students and employees, | can say that the physical boundaries
between the campus and the city and the security practices at the campus entrance
contribute positively to the spatial use of the campus. In large campuses such as
Ege University, | think that limiting campus entrances is important for security. ”
(Interviewee 3, Ege University, Academician, February 2022))

“All citizens could enter from the campus entrance on the Bornova Metro side in
the past. From here, he/she could walk around the campus and go to Forum
Bornova. The campus was much more full and colorful. There are turnstiles and
security at this entrance now. No one can enter except Ege University students. A
person entering through the hospital entrance has to pass through the security
again while passing to the other part where the faculties are located. In other
words, it is almost impossible to see the citizens on campus, except for the hospital
entrance. These practices also emptied the campus spaces. There are very few
people now on campus.” (Interviewee 8, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

"l think universities and university students should influence and transform their
cities culturally and politically. However, at the moment, it requires many
procedures for students to enter the campus even for library use." (Interviewee 5,
Ege University, Academician, February 2022)

"Since the campus has been closed to non-student visits, people from outside
cannot participate in any activities. There has been a serious decrease in the use
of spaces open to visitors, such as the Botanical Garden, Natural History
Museum, and theater halls. Since the campus has been isolated from the city,
participation has come to a standstill.” (Interviewee 7, Ege University, Graduate
Student and Hospital Staff February 2022)
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Figure 4.3. Urban context and boundaries of DSI Campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

DSI Campus is located between important vehicles and public transportation axes.
While these transportation networks strengthen access to the campus, they also create
physical boundaries between the city and the campus. Like the Stimerbank campus, the
DSI campus is located in an area where there are different public service campuses apart
from itself. The fact that Yasar University campus is in this region also has opened the
campus environment to new urban development areas. It is seen that the leisure time
spaces in the vicinity have been transformed for the use of university students. DSI
campus is located close to Forum Bornova Shopping Center, just like Ege University.
However, the physical separators between the two areas restrict the campus people from
using this space in their leisure time. Although the campus is located in a central area,
employees usually spend their free time on campus due to various physical elements such
as intensive transportation networks.

“With the new residential areas developing around the campus and the presence
of university campuses in the surrounding, many new leisure spaces are opening.
We sometimes go to these spaces in our free time. We mostly go out for lunch or
a drink.” (Interviewee 11, DSI, February 2022)

Ongoing social activities on campus generally include sports activities. DSI Spor,
which is a part of DSI, is open to the use of campus employees and citizens of the city.
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Interviewers say that there is a demand for sports activities on campus from the new
residential districts that are developing in the surrounding area. The fact that as it is a
public institution, these activities are more economical than private spaces stand out as a

factor affecting the participation of the citizens.

“The area where the campus is located is a rapidly developing area physically
and socially. At the same time, the campus is a safe area. For this reason, people
besides DS/ personnel want to benefit from DS/ Sports activities.” (Interviewee
12, DSI, February 2022)

“The physical boundaries of the campuses are strict, but the sports facilities and
various social activities are open to all public personnel, so we have the
opportunity to come together with the surrounding campuses. | think that the
defined boundaries of the campus positively affect our everyday life here. We stay

away from many external factors such as traffic, noise and pollution.”
(Interviewee 14, DSI, February 2022)

4.2. Time and Space in the Campus

Workspaces, where the time of everyday life reserved for social production is
spent, are usually abandoned at the end of the work hour and reactivated the next day with
the start of the work hour. Therefore, these spaces are spaces whose daily spatial use is
limited to certain time intervals. In the spatial cases discussed in this study, while
individuals come together for work, they also perform leisure time activities within the
same defined boundaries. However, although these spaces include a significant time
period of everyday life, the usage patterns and users of the campuses in different time
zones change.

In Siimerbank, which is a production structure, the use of temporal space varies
in different ways. Shift workers are the first case where spatial use goes beyond standard
working hours. However, shift workers use workplaces during these time periods also.
The other usage areas of the factory outside the working hours are the leisure areas. Figure
4.4 shows the spatial uses of the factory in and out of working hours and the daily routes
of workers and officers on campus. The fact that the people living in the lodgings at the
Siimerbank Factory are only officers determines the use of the factory outside of working
hours. Spaces used out of working hours, namely leisure spaces, are shown in Figure 4.4.
It is seen that the daily route of the workers passed only the dining hall on the main

campus among these places.
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“Since there was no worker's lodging, only officers used to use the facilities in the
campus. Workers would come to work in the morning and go home in the evening
when the work was done. There were no social areas in the factory to handle such
a crowd. Dining halls were also separate for workers and officers.” (Interviewee
2, Siimerbank, January 2022)

NOTATION
=) Worker Entry
wp Officer Entry

mmmm Circulation of Workers in the Campus
mmmm Circulation of Officers in the Campus

Usable Green Areas
1 Spaces that used during working hours
[ Spaces that used during non-working hours

Figure 4.4. Overlapping the temporal use of the campus spaces with the daily routes of workers and
officers (Stimerbank)
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Ugursal, 2011.)

The factories of the Siimerbank institution, which is one of the first state
enterprises established in Turkey, are not only building groups built for industrial
purposes, but also vehicles where a new lifestyle and culture is introduced and spread to

the society. Factory campuses aim to create orderly living environments, which are seen
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as a symbol of modern and contemporary societies of the new regime.?* It is aimed to
support this orderly life in everyday life as well as in the spatial organization of the
factory. In interviews with former factory employees, the interviewees talk about various
routine activities that continue after working hours. Apart from the working time of

everyday life, leisure time periods also include routines and certain scheduled activities.

"We also had a dining night once a week, on Fridays. | would not go home; my
husband and children would come too. In the evening, we went to the local. Friday
was special for everyone. Everyone brought their families. It would be very
crowded. We all knew each other too. Friday was a special day. Retirement was
realized at night." (Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

"On special days, the residents of the lodgings would come together. Families
would come together on New Year's Eve and holidays. For example, there would
be concerts in the movie theater. It would have been attractive as well since such
things were not common in those years." (Interviewee 2, Siimerbank, January
2022)

Summer months are the periods when employees use their annual leave to take a
vacation. The educational and recreational facilities of the institution in Kusadas1 were
also a preferred holiday location by employees due to its physical proximity to Izmir.

These resort areas are also used as educational facilities.

"These facilities were also used as training facilities. They were generally used
for educational purposes in winter and spring. Before the camp period, lists would
come to the administration in the form of a circuit. There would be people coming
from all over Turkey to camp. In this way, there would be socialization between
all factories. Children grew up together. Friends were made from every city.
Afterward, a facility was built in Hazar Lake as well.” (Interviewee 2, Siimerbank,
January 2022)

"The factories were given specific quotas. According to its, a certain number of
people could go. We used to apply to the same period with our intimate friends.
We used to go with the same people every time. We used to organize nights there
too. There would be music nights. There is no manager or employee relationship
there; it is a holiday.” (Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

University campuses are places where education continues outside of educational
hours. Since Ege University is a campus university, it has a spatial organization that

physically supports this idea. One of the most determining factors in the time-dependent

24 Cagatay Emre Dogan, “Nazilli Basma Fabrikasi Yerlesimi: Tarihce ve Yasant1,” in Fabrikada
Barinmak, ed. Ali Cengizkan (Ankara: Arkadag, 2009), p. 77-78.
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use of space on campus is the lunch break, which is a common leisure time for all
faculties. Interviews with campus people showed that the routine movements of everyone
on campus during lunch breaks were similar. Lunchtime, which creates a common
situation for everyone, is a 'recreation’ time for the whole campus. Dining halls and cafes
are the spaces most frequently used by campus people during lunch breaks on campus.
According to the weather conditions, the green areas on the campus are also the spaces

used to relax, study and chat with friends during these hours.
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Figure 4.5. The temporal use of the campus spaces (Ege University)
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox)

Figure 4.5 shows the leisure spaces used outside of the education hours on the
campus. According to the interviews held at Ege University, other factors that determine
the use of the spaces on the campus temporally are social and cultural events and exam
periods. Social and cultural activity times are the times when they go out of the daily
routine on campus. These activities create situations that simultaneously bring many
different individuals to the same space. In May, festivities are held on campus with the
participation of theater groups from many universities. The events, which last about ten
days, are held at the Culture and Art House. The groups coming to the university can stay

in tents in the green area of the Culture and Art House. Another event that takes place on
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campus in May is the Spring Festival. The area used as the Ege University Rectorate
Health, Culture, and Sports Department parking during the festival turns into a
concert/activity area. Such activities, which take place on campus at specific times,
redefine the spatial use of the campus.

Exam periods that start at similar times, as they occur depending on the
university's academic calendar, are also a situation that changes the spatial use of the
campus. The library, which offers a shared space for students to work together, remains
open 24 hours during these periods. In this period, the most used place of students in their
extracurricular time is the library. For students who spend 24 hours here, the daily use of
the space also changes.

“Especially during exam times, the most popular place is the Library Building.
The library provides 24-hour service during these periods. It is a more popular
area than it has ever been in the last three years.” (Interviewee 4, Ege University,
Academician, February 2022)

One of the time intervals in which significant changes occur in the spatial use of
the campus is the summer months. The decrease in the use of the campus during the
summer months by the students, who constitute a significant part of the university

population, affects the spatial use of the campus.

"In the summer, there are usually summer school students on campus. They only
go in and out of their classes. All the cafes on campus are empty." (Interviewee 8,
Ege University, Student, February 2022)

"The density of administrative and academic staff draws attention, but as it
coincides with the leave times, an empty campus area remains.” (Interviewee 4,
Ege University, Academician, February 2022)

“Students come to universities more to use the sports fields on campus.”
(Interviewee 5, Ege University, Academician, February 2022)

“The use of leisure time in the summer goes outside of the campus.” (Interviewee
7, Ege University, Graduate Student and Hospital Staff, February 2022)

Time is the most decisive element of the use of space. Spatial uses in DSI Campus
also change depending on time. This physical formation also determines the spatial use
in the campus structure, which is divided into two by a street as in the Siimerbank

Campus. On the campus where the lodgings are located, the density of people during the
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daytime is low, but it increases at the end of the working day. Figure 4.6 shows the
temporally differentiated spaces in spatial use in the DSI Campus. Leisure time on the
main campus is carried out in DSI Sports, Su Cafe, and Local units. These spaces are the
spaces that employees can use outside of working hours. In the interviews held with the
campus people, the interviewees mentioned that they used to take advantage of sports
activities during lunch breaks while emphasizing that nowadays, leisure spaces are
limited to non-working hours. DSI sports and music course activities offered by the

institution to employees and citizens include weekend and end-of-work hours.
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Figure 4.6. The temporal use of the campus spaces (DSI)
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

DSI, an institution representing Turkey's modernization process, such as

Stimerbank enterprises, has established social facilities around many dam constructions
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that its employees can benefit from. One of the facilities located on the shores of the sea
or near the dams in many provinces of Turkey is located in the Menderes district of Izmir.
The training and recreational facilities in Giimiildiir Neighborhood are open to the use of
all employees and their relatives. The facility is used by employees and their families for
two-week vacation plans or daily activities during the summer months. All interviewees

say that they benefit from these facilities at certain intervals.

"We can take advantage of our recreation facilities at very affordable prices
compared to private sector tourism facilities." (Interviewee 14, DSI, February
2022)

"l can say that taking advantage of the summer facilities of the institution
increases the loyalty of the employees to the institution. However, other than that,
| think the first choice reason is economic reasons." (Interviewee 13, DSI,
February 2022)

4.3. Dwelling in the Campus

One of the most basic needs of the individual within social objectivity, in order to
reproduce his/her labor, is to provide a healthy accommodation condition. In this sense,
housing is the essential element of leisure, the time period in which the individual
reproduces his labor. Campuses enable employees to reach their most basic needs in more
convenient and healthy conditions, with facilities such as dwelling-houses and
dormitories provided for the employees and their families. Facilities such as lodging and
dormitories provided for the employees and their families on the campuses enable the
employees to reach their most basic needs in more convenient and healthy conditions.
Dwelling is the most basic need of daily life, but it is also the most individual leisure time
area. For individuals who meet their accommodation needs on the campuses where they
spend their working time, the campus space is integrated with the concept of home. Like
people who follow different routes in the city to go from their homes to their workplaces
every day, these individuals also draw specific routes within the campus.

Today, developing technology and globalizing production relations lead to an
increase in the time spent by the individual in residence and the transformation of the
residences into places where working time is spent apart from leisure time. The

individual's existence in the public space is possible by planning the working time outside
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the house, minimizing the individual's labor in the house, and constructing the
relationship that the houses establish with the public space in a qualified manner.
Siimerbank izmir Campus, which was active in the 1950s, is the product of the
second-wave industrialization movement. This period, unlike the 1930s, is a period in
which the secular structure of the Republic also changed. For example, it is seen that the
industrial settlements built after 1950 contain structures such as masjids and mosques,
and these structures were added to the old ones also. 2° The absence of dwelling-house
in some of the settlements built after 1950 can be considered as one of the important
results of transformations of this period. At the Siimerbank izmir Factory, dwelling
houses are only for technical personnel who must stay on campus and officers. The
number of dwelling houses is insufficient for the number of workers working in the
factory. Figure 4.7 which shows the ten-year working population starting from 1963,
shows a significant increase in the number of workers working in the factory, especially

in 1964. However, there are not enough houses for workers.
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Figure 4.7. Number of employees at Siimerbank izmir Campus between 1963-1972
(Source: Cumbhuriyetin 50. Yilinda Stimerbank, 1973)

245 Ozlem Aritan and Miijgan Karatosun, “1950 Oncesi ve Sonrasi Cumhuriyet Sanayilesmesi
Isiginda Aydin Tekstil Yerleskesi,” Mimarlik Dergisi, 355 (2010).
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It is seen that there is a class segregation in the dwelling opportunities provided
to the workers. The dwelling in the campus is reserved for the use of only administrative
staff, officers, and responsible personnel. In particular, the fact that the responsible
technical personnel stays in the lodging makes it difficult to separate the leisure and
working time of the worker clearly. The task of solving any malfunction that may occur

in the production process makes every moment of the day dependent on the factory.?4

Figure 4. 8. Manager residence
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4. 9. Administrators Residences
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Even in the lodgings where only a limited number of officers stay, it is seen that
the dwellings have different physical characteristics. The reflection of the class distinction
on the space can also be read on a small number of houses. The usage areas of the workers
in the factory are largely separated from the section where the lodgings are located.
Administrative personnel stays in the lodgings on the main production structure's side.
The factory manager's house is in the form of a two-story detached building, separate
from the other dwellings. The number of residences in the second region is higher. Other

officers such as technicians and engineers live on this side.

“There were both internal and external lodgings in the factory. Managers,
assistant managers and factory manager generally stayed in the inner lodgings.
The factory manager's house was completely separate. It was a duplex and single
house. The other principals' houses were also apartments. Technicians and
engineers lived in the outer lodgings. There were two types of flats. Normal

246 Mehmet Saner and Yiicel Can Severcan, “Fabrikada Zorunlu Sorumlu Olarak Barinmak: Ankara
Maltepe Elektrik ve Havagazi Fabrikasi Konutlar1,” in Fabrikada Barmmak, ed. Ali Cengizkan,
(Ankara: Arkadas, 2009), p. 47.
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officers remained in this section. Chiefs and officers.” (Interviewee 1, Siimerbank,
January 2022)

“Since the number of lodgings in Izmir is low, those who stayed in the lodgings
were only officers. Apart from the lodgings, there was also a guesthouse of the
factory.” (Interviewee 2, Sumerbank, January 2022)

Industrialization was able to accelerate time by accelerating the turnover time in
production through the organization of spatial arrangement. Time was transcended
through the organization of space.?’ In a world where time is money in a sense,
positioning the residences of the workers who produce in close proximity to the factory
means minimizing the time lost in transportation. However, on the other hand, today's
growing metropolitan cities, increasing population and transportation problems,
economic concerns, undefined working hours are gradually destroying the leisure time
that allows the worker to reproduce himself for the next day. The time lost in
transportation can turn into 'quality leisure time'.

For individuals who reside in the area where they spend their working time, which
covers an essential part of everyday life, campuses are spaces where all daily routine
activities take place. Discussions on spaces that host many functions of everyday life in
the same space, such as campus spaces, focus on the daily life-controlling feature of these
spaces. This situation in working spaces can lead to a situation that makes the workforce
dependent on the place. Mobility areas of workers in everyday life are defined by campus

boundaries.?*®

“It wasn't suitable for everyone (staying in lodging). For example, I liked to walk
around on the way home, it was not for me. Of course, this does not happen in the
lodging, they come directly from the factory to the house. There was a local and
a summer garden in the campus. It was social place. However | like to be more
social. We had our meetings, once a month among women. These meetings took
place in the factory's local. The spouses of the employees used to meet during the
day, but we, the employees, attended at the end of the working hours.”
(Interviewee 1, Stimerbank, January 2022)

“It's not very positive that you become too dependent in my opinion. | used to
work in zmir Basma, but | had many friends around. I didn't necessarily stick to
my life in lodgings. Being an athlete had great advantages in my social life. There

247 David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity (Massachusetts: Blackwell Publishers, 1990), p.
266.

248A\li Cengizkan, “Istanbul Silahtaraga Elektrik Santrali Yerlesme ve Konut Yasam Cevreleri,” in
Fabrikada Barinmak (Ankara: Arkadas, 2009), p. 17.
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were Taris, Tekel Factories, and State Railways around our factory. Our relations
with the managers were developing. ” (Interviewee 2, Sumerbank, January 2022)

Student Dormitory
_Student Village

T

Figure 4.10. The locations of the sheltering units on the Ege University campus (Personnel lodgings and
student dormitories)

(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

The dwellings, which are separated from the other spaces on the campus in terms
of publicity, but which are one of the important determinants of leisure time in this limited
area, are divided into student dormitories, academic and officer lodgings, and guesthouses
on the Ege University campus. Apart from the other campus, the concept of sheltering on
campus also includes student dormitories. The first of the student dormitories
concentrated in two main regions is KYK dormitories located in the southeastern part of
the campus, and the second is the Student Village dormitory located behind the Faculty
of Medicine. Lodging and guesthouse structures located in the north of the main entrance
of the campus can be used by academicians, officers, and guests. This area, which is
outside the main region of the campus, is associated with the Ege University Forest in the
east. Students staying in dormitories and employees staying in lodging spend almost all
of their everyday life in and around the Ege University Campus.

The dormitory affiliated with the Credit Dormitory Institution is used only as a
girls' dormitory. This dormitory is located east of the campus. The dormitory located
inside the campus is separated from the campus by a physical limiting structural element.
The wall that forms the border of the dormitory puts a physical boundary between the

campus and the dormitory. Another boundary between the dormitory and the city is the
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restriction on entry times. The latest entrance time to the dormitory is 23.00, which
prevents students from participating in activities in the city.

Figure 4.11. State Dormitory affiliated with the Credit Dormitories Institution
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.12. Student Village Dormitories
(Source: URL-T7)

“Being close to the school provides convenience for my doings, I can also benefit
from the services within the school. Living in the school also makes me feel safe.
Even though | don't think it has a lot of negativities, it sometimes causes an
isolated life from the outside.” (Interviewee 9, Ege University, Student, February
2022)

“We save time. In the evening, we chat with friends living on campus. At the same
time, 1 work intensively in the library in the evenings. These are positive effects
that living in the dormitory. On the negative side, | can say that we are far from
the outside life.” (Interviewee 10, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

The Student Village is located on the western part of the campus where health
units are concentrated. The dormitory, which consists of 12 blocks, was designed with a
central plan scheme. It is seen that the area constituted between the blocks is planned as
a green courtyard. There are Radio Ege and sports units such as swimming pools and
carpet pitches in the north of the dormitories. The dormitory is very intertwined with the
Forum Bornova Shopping Center on the west of the campus. Especially for the students
staying in this dormitory, Forum Bornova is one of the leisure spaces where students
spend the most time.
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Figure 4.13. The collage shows the structure typologies in Ege University lodging area
(Source: The photos taken by the author.)

There are university lodgings and guesthouses in the west of the region, where the
Ege University Forest is located, which is located northeast of the university campus. The
lodgings consist of 146 households. This area is open to the citizens' use due to the
presence of a guest house in it. However, there is a security unit at the area entrance, and
entrances are carried out in a controlled manner. In addition, it was observed that private
security guards were walking around at regular intervals. The general typology of the
buildings in the area consists of low-rise row houses, detached houses, and apartment
typologies. Since the Aegean University Forest is located in the same area, the lodgings
within a dense green texture are quite isolated from the city and the main campus section.
There are spaces such as social facilities and football fields in the area, but it has been
observed that these spaces are not used intensively daily.

DSI Bornova Campus is located on both sides of the road just like Siimerbank
Campus. The area where the lodgings and social facility are located is in the north of
Sanayi Street. The entrance to the campus, where the lodgings are located, is provided
from 362 Street. The security at the entrance ensures that the entrance to the area is
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controlled. The main entrance opens into a courtyard is located between low-rise
buildings. There is a carpet pitch and a children's playground in the courtyard.

Figure 4.14. Football field in DSI main campus lodgings
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.15. Children’s playground in DSI main campus lodgings
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Lodging structures are generally low-rise. There are twelve single-story, three
two-story, and one apartment buildings in the area. The houses were conceived in a gridal
scheme. It has been observed that the courtyard allows the use of everyday social
activities due to the location of the green area, social units, and surrounding structures.
There is a social facility structure in the southeast of this region. The entrance to the social
facility structure can also be provided from the street. This situation also shows that the

social facilities are not only for the use of the residents.
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Figure 4.16. DSI main campus lodging, spatial uses
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

Figure 4.17. DSI main campus lodgings, single-story manager lodgings
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.18. DSI main campus lodgings, two-story apartment officer lodgings
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)
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The total number of houses in the area is 42. Considering the total number of
people working on the campus, it is seen that the rate of employees benefiting from the
lodgings is quite low. For this reason, the duration of accommodation in the lodgings is
determined as five years. At the end of five years, the families staying in the lodgings
leave here. The single-story buildings in the lodging are for the use of the managers, and
the two-story and four-flat dwellings are for the use of senior personnel. Two-story
dwellings are designed separately from a classical apartment structure. All apartments are

accessed from the outside. The five-story apartment is used by the officers in turn.

However, it was evacuated nowadays due to its vulnerability to earthquakes.

ﬁ‘\\\\ 4 %
e $ D -

) Uiy

N L) 1 ) v

Manager lodgings
(self contained & single-story)

Officer lodgings
(two-story & four apartment)

Officer lodgings
(5 story apartment)

d Social facility building

Figure 4.19. DSI main campus lodgings, dwelling types
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

“The positive aspect of the lodgings is that we are able to intervene more quickly
in case of negativities at home because they are close to the workplace, and we
can come to work on time. There are no delays due to road conditions or adverse
weather conditions. The downside is that it's a restricted environment. For these,
we prefer off-campus spaces” (Interviewee 12, DSI, February 2022)
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Aiming to make sense of the concepts of space and place through social relations,
Massey underlines that class relations are one of the determinants of this relation.
However, another focus of spatial relations is gender relations. The link between gender
relations and space is intertwined and deep. Space is essential for the construction of
gender. On the other hand, gender relations also affect the production of space.?*° With
industrialization, the separation of work from home has identified the public space with
men and the house with women. Marxist feminist thought saw the separation of work
from home as a reflection of the gendered division of labor into space.?*® This division of
labor has spread a situation in the social sphere where household chores belong to women.

On the other hand, the functional design approach of modernism, identified with
industrialization, is also reflected in the residential space design. In the 19th century, rapid
industrialization and urbanization created its spatial design perspective on the concepts
of health and hygiene and aimed to design the residential space like a 'machine’. While
modern industrial cities were being established, mass housing and workers' housing in
industrial areas, on the one hand, controlled the everyday life of the worker but also
ensured that individual domestic labor was minimized, and thus collective labor
increased. The presence of dining halls, laundry, kindergartens, social and cultural areas
in factories apart from the lodgings is a spatial organization that significantly reduces
domestic labor. However, today, the lack of spaces that support the lodgings functionally
and the spatial proximity of the lodgings to the factory have begun to increase individual
labor rather than reduce it. Spatial proximity fills even the smallest leisure time in working

time with chores.

“When I consider a friend of mine who lives in a nearby residence, unfortunately,
I cannot talk about a very positive effect. Because | see that she goes to her house
and does household chores such as cleaning and cooking, even during lunch
breaks. Of course, this is also a matter of perspective.” (Interviewee 11, DSI,
February 2022)

249 Doreen Massey, Space, Place and Gender (Cambridge, and Malden: Polity Press, 1994), p. 2.
250 Daphne Spain, “Gender and Urban Space,” The Annual Review of Sociology, vol. 40 (2014), 581-
598, p. 585.
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Figure 4.20. DSI upper part lodgings (Erzene Neighborhood), spatial uses
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Google Earth.)

Figure 4.21. DSI upper part lodgings, view from the street
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.22. DSI upper part lodgings, view from the apartment main entrance part
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

The institution has another lodging group within the city but is physically further
away from the campus. These lodgings consist of two blocks and there are 40 flats. It is
located in Evka-3 district, where Bornova district has newer constructions. They have a
more classical form of apartment building compared to the dwelling units near the
campus. Although it is located in a residential area in the city and away from the campus,

the security implementations and physical borders are remarkable on this campus as well.
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Controller tools in everyday life such as security cameras and wire fences are also
available here, just like the lodging near the campus. There is a football field, seating
units, and a children's playground as a social area within the physical boundaries. The
structures around the lodging are generally detached and low-rise houses. There is a park
and kindergarten around, but these spaces are independent of the institution. Employees
residing in this lodging can reach the campus by service. As distinguished from the other
lodging unit, all flats on this campus are the same. The lodging residents say that there is

no hierarchical spatial separation in this area since managers don't reside in this lodging.

“I think that the nearby lodgings are more formal, especially because of the
residence of the managers. However, Erzene Neighborhood lodgings were much
more comfortable in this sense. Living in close quarters can be an advantage for
families with children. Because it allows us to go home during the lunch break
and as needed.” (Interviewee 11, DS/, February 2022)

4.4. Social Interaction Spaces in the Campus

The purposes of gathering in the social space in the leisure time period, where
individuals are mentally separated from the daily compulsory activities, are also separated
from the obligations. Getting together in leisure is a desire to overcome the mental and
physical fatigue of the individual's daily activities. Samdahl emphasizes that leisure time
is a social phenomenon, and social interactions, in which the individual moves away from
negative judgments and limiting expectations in the environment, determine the quality
of leisure time.?! Iso-Ahola states that social interaction is the main component of leisure
time.?2 In their research on social exchange/interaction theory and explaining leisure
behavior, Auld and Case found that interpersonal interaction is higher in leisure time
social interaction.?%3

Social interaction spaces include many spaces with different uses. The interaction
areas in the examples discussed in this thesis will be discussed under four different

headings. These titles are as follows; Spatial Segregation in Leisure Spaces, Conversation

51 Diane M. Samdahl, “Leisure in Our Lives: Exploring the Common Leisure Occasion,” Journal
of Leisure Research, 24:1 (1992), 19-32, p. 30.

252 Seppo E. Iso-Ahola, The SocialPpsychology of Leisure and Recreation (Dubuque: Wm. C.
Brown Co. Publishers, 1980), p. 7.

253 Christopher J. Auld and Alan J. Case. “Social Exchange Processes in Leisure and Non-leisure
Settings: A Review and Exploratory Investigation,” Journal of Leisure Research, Vol. 29, No. 2,
(1997), 183-200, p. 198.
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Spaces: Cafeterias and Locals, Activity Areas: Social, Cultural and Sports Units and
Unprogrammed Spaces of Everyday Life: Green Areas.

4.4.1. Spatial Segregation in Leisure Spaces

Leisure is not independent of the social relations of production that prevail in
working time. Social relations of production reproduce and reorganize space in everyday
life. Mainly in production structures such as factories, the depth and complexity of
production relations are reflected in the way the space is organized and determines its use
in daily life. Apart from the boundaries established by the campus with the city, physical
or perceptual boundaries are formed between the spaces within the campus. Rules
regarding which spaces can be used when or by whom are produced and maintained in
everyday life.

In the Stimerbank campus, as in the lodgings, class distinction is also reflected in
the interaction spaces. This distinction, which is reflected in the interaction areas,
negatively affects the unifying function of these areas. The distinction between blue-
collar and white-collar in terms of work in the factory continues in leisure areas such as
cafeterias, dining halls, recreation areas, and sports units. The spatial organization
separates the daily route of the workers from the entrance to the campus. (Figure 4.23)
Located in the north of the main campus structure, the 'summer garden' is an area where
white-collar employees play cards, chat and spend time after work.?>* However, it has
been stated that the blue-collar does not use this space. Leisure time activities are usually
get-togethers, social events, gaming activities. Employees staying in the dwelling-houses

participate in these activities, which are mostly held in the evenings. 2°°

2% Erdal Uzunoglu, “The Constitution of Power Relation in Spaces of Industrial Production: The
Case of Four Stimerbank Campuses in the Aegean Region” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2008), p. 261.

25 |bid., p. 270.
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Figure 4.23. Overlapping the campus land use map with the daily routes of workers and officers
(Stimerbank)
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Ugursal, 2011.)

"l used to go to the workers' dining halls as well. There are white tablecloths,
plates, and bowls in our officer’s section. | was going there; there is no tablecloth,
this is a factory where cloth is produced, there was no tablecloth. There are tin
glasses and jugs in there. However, there are glass glasses in our officer's hall. |
always conveyed this to the union president. The gardens used by the workers and
officers were different. Sports activities were also mixed, there were also workers.
Workers could also get food at events on Fridays, but they have not attended the
event.” (Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

In Ege University, an education campus, the separations in social interaction
spaces are mainly established through the physical distances of the faculties. It is seen
that those working in the medical faculty units concentrated in the western part of the
university use the western part of the campus. In contrast, the students and employees in
other faculties mostly use the eastern part. The road passing between the two parts of the
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campus strengthens the separation between these parts in everyday life. Another spatial
separation is between students and university staff, such as academics and officers. The
dining halls on the campus are divided both according to their physical locations and as
staff and student dining halls. Dining Halls 1 and 3 are located in the western part of the
campus. While the students use no. 1, the staff uses no. 3. The dining hall no. 2 serves the
medical units in the western part of the campus.

"Everyone comes to the dining hall to eat at lunchtime, and it gets bustling. Here
we have the chance to meet and chat with many people. However, we cannot see
any different users other than students in there.” (Interviewee 8, Ege University,
Student, February 2022)

"There are many people from different departments in the dining halls and library.
Here we can meet people from different departments. There are separate dining
halls for academics and staff, and academics spend more time in rooms or lounges
reserved for them." (Interviewee 9, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

“There is no spatial segregation in the areas where different faculties spend their
leisure time on campus. People from different faculties usually gather in dining
halls and cafeterias. However, | think that physical distance significantly affects
the gatherings on campus. Due to the time restriction in leisure time, the spaces
where time is spent may change according to physical distance.” (Interviewee 3,
Ege University, Academician, February 2022)

"The Ege University campus is divided into two the Faculty of Medicine and the
main campus. People are more likely to socialize on the main campus. The Faculty
of Economics and Administrative Sciences is located on the same campus as the
Faculty of Medicine. For this reason, the spaces we will use for socializing are
generally limited. Because the relatives of the patients also use the cafes on the
side of the medical faculty." (Interviewee 5, Ege University, Academician,
February 2022)

Interviews with the employees at the DSI campus indicate that the hierarchical
structure in working life does not directly affect the use of leisure spaces. However, it has
been observed that the meetings and holidays in the recreational facilities of the
organization reflect the hierarchical relations in the working life to the space. There is a
single dining hall and cafeteria structure on campus. The fact that the spaces on the

campus are not very diverse also prevents segregation.

"Especially when there are official relations in the facilities in the holiday regions,
I think that being together can prevent the holiday from reaching its purpose.”
(Interviewee 11, DSI, February 2022)
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4.4.2. Conversation Spaces: Cafeterias and Locals

Oldenburg categorized the spaces that allow everyday life to continue in its own
routine under three main headings according to different usage patterns. The first of these
is the domestic (house), the second is the productive part of everyday life, the working
space (gainful or productive), and the third is the social spaces that form the basis of the
community. Each of these spaces is based on different human experiences and
relationships. According to Oldenburg, third spaces are equalitarian, inclusive, and
accessible to all. The routine activity of these spaces is 'conversations.'?*® Conversations
refer to the social relations established in the space. The function of the spaces, the degree
of publicity, and their physical qualities are decisive in establishing social interaction.
The spaces where mutual conversations come to the fore on campuses are usually
cafeterias and locals.

Locals are the spaces on the Siimerbank campus where the meeting is based on
‘conversations'. The local is one of the important meeting places on campus. It is possible
to say that these areas are third spaces as defined by Oldenburg. Mutual conversations are
also actions that bring individuals together around a common situation, have it argued,

and develop a sense of community.

"After we ate lunch, we went out to the garden or the local. In one hour, we would
at least relieve our stress. Especially in summer, we would not return home
immediately after working hours. We used to drink tea and chat in the garden, by
the pool.” (Interviewee 1, Siimerbank, January 2022)

The ‘conversation' spaces are usually cafeterias on the Ege University campus.
The spaces that appeared as canteens in the establishment of the university turned into
cafeterias that were transferred to different private enterprises due to the privatizations in
many areas in the 1980s. These transformations started in the 1980s and continued until
recently. Yaylali described the privatization of faculty canteens as an important event that
changed the daily spatial use in faculty life in her study. She evaluated how publicity was
formed on the Ege University campus and the impact of the spatial organization on the

campus on public practices.?>’ Faculty canteens, which everyone on university campuses

2% Ray Oldenburg, The Great Good Place (New York: Da Copa Press, 1989).

25 Berna Yaylali Yildiz, “University Campuses as Places of Potential Publicness: Exploring the
Political, Social, and Cultural Practices in Ege University” The Department of Architecture, (PhD
diss, Izmir Institute of Technology, 2014), p. 134.

112



frequently uses, are one of the spaces where employees from different units,
academicians, and students from different faculties come together in their daily routines.
The spatial transformations experienced by the cafeterias, one of the essential
social areas of the faculty, in the 1990s also changed the form of social relations and
social activities established in the space. Before this transformation, various publications
such as newspapers and magazines were kept in the faculty canteens. Canteens are not
only spaces where 'free' time is spent but also spaces for reading and discussion. The
spatial arrangements of the spaces also serve these activities. With the beginning of the
privatization period, the changes that took place on the campus transformed the canteens
into spaces where people could only eat, listen to loud music, and spend 'free' time.?*®
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Figure 4.24. Conversation spaces (cafeterias and dining halls) on Ege University campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

Cafeterias are used for many activities such as eating, drinking tea/coffee,
chatting, especially during lunch breaks. Spending time in cafeterias does not need a
defined time frame like many other social activities on campus. It is a field of activity
shaped by instant, unscheduled decisions. For this reason, they are the most preferred

leisure spaces by campus people. Especially for students, cafeterias can be places with

28 |bid., p. 134-135.
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different usage areas. While these are meeting spaces for some students, some students
also use these places as study spaces. The most important criteria that determine the

spatial use in cafeterias is the physical distance due to the size of the campus.

"l usually spend my time in the cafe closest to my faculty. | sit in this cafe every
lunchtime, after dinner or between classes.” (Interviewee 8, Ege University,
Student, February 2022)

"Although the issue of distance creates an inevitable spatial separation because
it is a large campus, the use of common areas is concentrated in the center due to
the central library, dining hall, and the location of the metro station. Of course,
people from different faculties come together most intensely in cafes and on the
lawns. Canteens, cafes, and green areas are spaces where usage is not limited to
certain profiles. These types of space provide more opportunities than museums
and conference halls." (Interviewee 7, Ege University, Graduate Student and
Hospital Staff, February 2022)

"There are different cafeterias around each faculty. Generally, students prefer the
closest cafes. If the faculties are far from each other, it is preferred to meet in
Kiigiikpark. I usually use cafes to spend time with my friends. I frequently use the
cafes in the student bazaar and the Kulis Cafe near the Faculty of Literature.”
(Interviewee 9, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

"In my opinion, dining halls and cafeterias are the leisure places where gathering
on campus is realized most intensely.” (Interviewee 3, Ege University,
Academician, February 2022)

It is possible to say that the cafeteria structure on the DSI campus, where 'mutual
conversations' take place, is the most used space of leisure time. In the interviews, the
common answers of the employees about the leisure spaces are Su Cafe on the campus.
The employees see the presence of both indoor and outdoor seating in the cafeteria as an
essential detail. Especially during the pandemic period, employees in a closed office all
day emphasize their desire to spend their lunch breaks outdoors. Since this space is the
only cafeteria on campus, it is included almost all employees' daily life rhythms. The use
of cafeteria is closed to personnel during working hours.

Employees living in nearby lodgings prefer to go to their homes instead of
spending their lunch breaks in the main campus area. Especially during the pandemic
period, individuals who turn to the family and home emphasize that they want to spend
their leisure time at home, in a safe area. This situation shows that the lodgings are used

as separating spaces rather than unifying ones on campus.
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Figure 4.25. The collage shows the cafeteria on the DSI campus (Su Cafe), its garden, and the poster
indicating the temporal use of the cafeteria structure.
(Source: The photos were taken by the author and made into a collage.)

“If I'm not out on the field, I usually have my lunch in the dining hall. In the spring
and summer seasons, we sit and chat at the Su Cafe after the lunch meal. Here,
we have the opportunity to meet and talk with our friends in the open area. There
are other sports facilities that we can use in leisure time, but it is not possible to
use these spaces during the lunch break.” (Interviewee 11, DSI, February 2022)

4.4.3. Activity Areas: Social, Cultural and Sports Units

Social and cultural activities are one of the essential activities that ensure the
continuation of daily life on campuses outside of working time. These events are special
times that go beyond the daily routine of campus life. What distinguishes the definition
of leisure time from a classical definition of free time is that this time period is the time
that provides the social and cultural development of the individual.

The understanding of modernism to produce spaces based on health and hygiene
in the architectural field also considers the physical health of the modern individual. It is
possible to say that the sports facilities, which are frequently seen in the campus spaces
of the period, are not only a discipline mechanism but also a part of the public health
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policy. Sports facilities are places organized for the health of the employees and the use
of leisure time.?°

Social and cultural activities on the Siimerbank campus are based on the
development of modern people in many different areas, which the Republican regime in
Turkey is trying to create. Employees of Stimerbank, a state-owned enterprise, are
individuals who make up the institution's identity. The campus social and cultural
structures and sports units aim to ensure that the employees' leisure time is fulfilled in a
qualified manner. Factory campuses are the leading places for creating a modern urban
identity, and they also play a leading role in the formation of modern individuals and
society. Just like the working time, the workers' leisure time is planned to encourage their
personal development. Although the Izmir Basma Factory, a late Siimerbank
establishment, was established in the years when these ideological approaches of public
institutions were transformed, it is seen that republican ideology is reflected in the space
in the interviews. However, the interviewees state that the leisure spaces in the factory
have undergone a transformation from the establishment of the factory to the closing
process. At the same time, the privatization of the institution in 1987 is another time
period in which this effort to create the modern individual and thus the space was

transformed.

"When we were working, we organized events with our colleagues. As | said, we
used to go to training. We used to have music nights. We used to organize nights
at the local with women until 1 a.m. For the first time in my life, | made the theater
in the factory." (Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

"There was a football team, Siimer Spor. We had a football field in the factory.
The group was playing in there. In every factory, its name was Siimer Spor. We
also had a gym; it's closed. We had showers. There was a sports program for
women there. Our teacher was coming; we were doing sports together."
(Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

“We had sports activities. There were also cinema activities in the past. However,
when the television culture became very common in the last years of the factory,
those halls started to be used as wedding halls. It was the building before the
entrance of the factory. It was a 600-seat hall.” (Interviewee 2, Siimerbank,
January 2022)

259 Ekim Deniz Ayhan, “Workers’ Health and Architecture: A Reading on Eskisehir Sugar Factory
Within Turkish Modernization” The Department of Architecture, (MSc thesis, Middle East
Technical University, 2006), p. 38.
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The places where social and cultural activities and sports activities take place on
the Ege University campus are one of the founding spaces of leisure time. As an education
campus, university campuses are places where education continues outside of education
hours. These spaces, which allow discussion environments such as seminars, conferences,
and conversations and cultural activities such as theatre and cinema, are essential for
campus structures designed to continue education outside of lecture hours. Apart from
this, it is possible to say that these spaces are the most extensive public meeting points on
campuses in the process of 'reproducing of labor' in non-working time. Muhittin Erel
Amphitheater, 50th Anniversary Art Gallery, Culture and Art House, MOTBE Cultural
Center, and Ceremonial-Feast Area are the places cultural and artistic events, congresses,
conferences, and conversations realize on the campus of Ege University. Event times such
as congresses, conferences, festivals organized at the university are the times when going
out of daily routine life on campus. Organized by student societies or the school, these
events bring together the everyday life of different areas of the campus. These events are

events that the citizens of the city participate in as well as the people on the campus.
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Figure 4.26. Social and cultural spaces and sports halls in Ege University campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)
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Figure 4.27. Ege University Ceremonial Feast Area
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.28. Cinema Club activity
(Source: The photo taken from Ege University Cinema Club archive.)

Cultural centers within the campus provide the stage for plays and performances
organized by the university student communities or coming from outside the university.
In particular, the performances they prepared together during the period by student
communities, which were established based on activities such as theater, drama, and
dance, meet with the audience in the cultural centers on the campus, enabling the
university to share its productions with people.

"Events such as congresses, seminars, exhibitions, and theaters are constantly
realized on campus. Every year, our university has spring festivals. There are
many theaters and seminars for one week. Musicians and musical groups come
and perform on our campus. Apart from this festival, university clubs often
organize such events. The participation of the citizens in the activities is generally
low or not at all.” (Interviewee 8, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

"When | was a student, | lived in the dormitory on campus. As a result of this
situation, | spent most of my time on campus. At that time, there was more
socializing area on campus. There has been no change in exhibitions, theaters,
and concerts, but there has been a significant decrease in the number of
congresses and seminars.” (Interviewee 5, Ege University, Academician,
February 2022)

“Since major changes have been made in the last few years in the main region of
the campus, where almost all the faculties are located, there are no places that
can bring people together. Almost all places such as basketball, volleyball courts,
open grass areas, cafes, and stationery were closed, and the campus was turned
into a large construction site. It was isolated by constructing wire walls and
security cabins around it. The campus has ceased to be a gathering place and has
turned into a place where students and employees leave after completing their
tasks.” (Interviewer 7, Ege University, Graduate Student and Hospital Staff,
February 2022)
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Leisure activities on the DSI campus generally include sports activities. The
interviewees stated that there are not many social and cultural activities on campus. The
courses such as painting and music are social activities realized on campus. However,
activities about sports are quite common on campus. There are a basketball court, various
sports equipment, changing rooms, and showers in the DSI Sports structure located next
to the cafeteria unit on the campus. Employees' families and citizens can also benefit from
these services. Employees stated that sports activities are widely used mainly by families

with children.
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Figure 4.29. DSI music course poster, DSI Sports structure and football field of sports facility
(Source: The photos were taken by the author and made into a collage.)

Sports and music courses are available on campus. These spaces are being used
as part of social activities. Although I do not use it myself, my children use it
effectively. (Interviewee 12, DSI, February 2022)

“Courses such as sports and music which can be benefited by all personnel and
family members, are held on campus.” (Interviewee 14, DSI, February 2022)

Social facilities, sports activities, and tournaments held under the control of DS/
before the pandemic were among the essential activities. In the past, during lunch
breaks, employees could benefit from DS/ gym activities and football fields. This
service has not been implemented for about five years. These areas are currently
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closed for lunch breaks and rest periods. We can use it in certain sizes outside of
working hours and days. (Interviewee 13, DSI, February 2022)

4.4.4. Unprogrammed Spaces of Everyday Life: Green Areas

Public open spaces and green spaces are at the forefront of 'accessible to everyone'
urban spaces. The public green spaces in the urban space are separated from the property
ties and are at the forefront of the social interaction areas accessible to everyone. The link
Lefebvre established between leisure and appropriated space comes to the fore in these
spaces. Akis and Batuman also establish a connection between open public spaces,
defined as recreation areas, and the reproduction of the human body. They draw attention
to the first meaning of 're-creation' in the word recreation. This concept, which can be
defined as the mental and spiritual renewal necessary for the development of human
existence, brings to mind the definition of 'reproduction of labor'.?®° These voids in the
city refer to a spontaneous life form. These are spaces that remind the attraction of the
free to the modern individual in the rational order. Although we are talking about a
constructed urban void, these spaces realize the unplanned uses of everyday life.?5* These
public voids, green spaces, and paths connecting the structures, with their use without a
program within the programmed structure of working life, are the essential leisure spaces
of the campuses.

In the interview with Stimerbank campus employees, the interviewees say that
they use the green areas for socializing or walking during lunch breaks. Leisure time spent
indoors in winter is moved to open spaces in summer. The interviewees mention that the
segregation between workers and officers continues even in places that are not defined
by these physical boundaries and are distinguished from the programmed structure of
production. In Figure 4.30, the green areas on the campus and the circulation schemes of
the workers and officers on the campus are overlapped. The green area in the entrance
area of Sehitler Caddesi is the 'summer garden' space. It is seen that the workers do not

use this area in their everyday life in the campus.

260 Tongug Akis and Biilent Batuman, “Kentsel Mekan Olarak Doga,” Mimarlik Dergisi, Vol. 291.
(2000), 23-25, p. 23.
%1 |bid., p. 24.

120



=)  Worker Entry
=)  Officer Entry

mmmmmm Circulation of Workers in the Campus
mmmmmm Circulation of Officers in the Campus

V/A Usable Green Spaces

Figure 4.30. Overlapping the green spaces in daily use and the daily routes of workers and officers on the
Stimerbank campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Ugursal, 2011.)

"There was much green space on campus. There were such trees that it was
forbidden to cut them. For example, pine trees. It was an amazing green factory.
We used to take a walk around the factory. After lunch, we would take a walk with
my colleagues. We used to talk to those we encountered. If we wanted to sit, we
would sit in the garden. Workers started to use the same garden for a while, but
the gardens were usually separate.” (Interviewee 1, Sumerbank, January 2022)

“We usually used to sit in the garden in the summer; we had a garden. There was
a summer garden; there was a winter club. In the evening, there would not be

many people there. These areas were more preferred at noon.” (Interviewee 2,
Stimerbank, January 2022)

Green areas on the Ege University campus are one of the founding elements of
everyday life on campus. Established on an area of 345 hectares, the Ege University

campus has green areas with different uses. For example, the green area spread over a
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wide-scale around the Faculty of Agriculture, one of the most established faculties of the
university is used not only by the Faculty of Agriculture but also by all campus people
with its location in the center of the university. The green areas actively used on the
campus are located around the Student Village, KYK dormitories, the library building,
and various faculties. Green areas with active use are at the forefront of the spaces with a
uniting function within the campus. These spaces, which have equal access for every
individual on the campus, can be used for many activities such as resting, eating, chatting
together, and doing sports during non-educational hours. Unlike many other gathering
places, these spaces, which do not have a defined function, enable many activities, are

reshaped and reproduced with each action.
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Figure 4.31. The green spaces in Ege University Campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

"I use the public open spaces on campus for walking in my leisure time. On the
other hand, | see that the spatial use of these areas can also vary according to the
desired physical activity such as basketball, football, etc." (Interviewee 3, Ege
University, Academician, February 2022)

"Green Metrics values on campus have been increasing year by year. The
increase in green areas and the daily approach of 10,000 steps are a phenomenon
that we have adopted by the academic and administrative staff.” (Interviewee 4,
Ege University, Academician, February 2022)
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"Although there are scattered many open green areas on the campus, it cannot be
considered sufficient in terms of suitability for use. These areas, which we mostly
use for rest and communication, are also used for student activities." (Interviewee
7, Ege University, Graduate Student and Hospital Staff, February 2022)

"In my leisure time, | take for a walk or bike around campus. | use the entire
campus when hiking or biking. However, the green areas on campus are
decreasing day by day. Sometimes during lunch, I sit on the grass. However, the
green space is not enough; the grass is full. We do not find a place.” (Interviewee
8, Ege University, Student, February 2022)

Figure 4.32. Green spaces between faculties in Ege University
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.33. Green spaces between faculties in Ege University
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

In interviews with campus people, some users find the number of green areas on
campus sufficient, while others say that they are insufficient for everyday use. In addition
to the green areas that are actively used on the campus, there are also forested areas. The
Ege University Forest, located to the north of the main campus, is one of the important
green areas of the campus. Ege University Forest, which has a total area of approximately
545 thousand square meters, meets the green space needs of the university and the
Bornova district. The forest is known as the oxygen source of the district. The area, which
came to the fore with the news of the construction of a "Nation Garden" on the part of
290 thousand square meters in 2019, is in the same region as Ege University Lodgings.
In this part of the campus, which covers an area of 545 square meters, there are Ege
University Guest House, Solar Energy Institute, and staff dwelling houses, as well as the
Ege University Forest, which includes a pine grove and olive groves. The 2.200-meter-

long hiking trail on the campus is open to the public as well as university staff. The
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walking, jogging, and cycling track in the area is an area that is actively used every day
of the week. 252 While some of the interviewees state that this area is an isolated area from

daily use, others state that they use it in their everyday lives.

“This area is not open to our daily use. As we walk through a part of the campus,
we see that two sides are surrounded by wires. It is said that this big grove will
be the 'Nation Garden'. | think it is incorrect to have such a structure open to the
public on a university campus. Many things can be done for the benefit of the
campus instead of the 'Nation Garden'.” (Interviewee 8, Ege University, Student,
February 2022)

"It is not a place that | use as daily. However, such a change should not be
accepted in this important area for researchers visiting the university for
research. It cannot be appropriate that the spaces belonging to a university are
not evaluated for its own population. The arboretum belonging to the Ege
University Botanical Garden has recently undergone a similar change."”
(Interviewee 7, Ege University, Graduate Student and Hospital Staff, February
2022)

"l think this area is the most beautiful area of the campus and the most
comfortable area where we can come as a family. It is an open and green space
for everyday use, and it is an enjoyable area. | think anything done to this region
could affect the region badly.” (Interviewee 6, Ege University, Hospital Staff,
February 2022)

The green areas in the main area of the DSI campus are mostly shaped around the
cafeteria and sports facilities. These areas are used for activities such as socializing during
lunch breaks, chatting with friends, and taking a walk-in daily use. On the other hand,
there is a dense green texture between the houses and in the northwest of the houses in
the area where the lodgings are located. The green area in the northwest transforms into

an area where the residents spend time together during the summer months.

"Compared to our surroundings, it seems like there are green spaces on campus.
However, it could be better. For example, there may be walking paths around
green areas." (Interviewee 11, DSI, February 2022)

"We usually use green spaces during lunch breaks. We are sitting and chatting
with colleagues or taking a walk in these areas. Due to the new structuring
process, the green areas have narrowed a little. However, it is planned to increase
with new social facilities." (Interviewee 13, DSI, February 2022)

%2 «BEge  Universitesi AKP isgalinde: Once cami, simdi 'Millet Bahgesi,”

https://haber.sol.org.tr/toplum/ege-universitesi-akp-isgalinde-once-cami-simdi-millet-bahcesi
254375.
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Figure 4.34. The green spaces in DSI Campus
(Source: The graphic is produced by the author on the base taken from Mapbox.)

Figure 4.35. The green space in DSI Campus
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)

Figure 4.36. Summer garden in DSI main campus lodging area
(Source: The photo taken by the author.)
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

In the modern world, everyday life has moved out of the center of the subjective
and settled into the center of social life. The work is moved out of the house. Everyone's
one day takes place with similar activities at the same time intervals. Lefebvre defined
this 'sameness’ brought by modernity as the generalization of everyday life.?%® At the
center of this homogenizing everyday life is the social production time, the working time.
Working time is the time period in which the individual establishes relations with people
and participates in social production and social life in everyday life. Working is the
essential element that connects the individual to other people and social knowledge.?*
The changing structure of the work in the modern world has also changed the structure of
time periods of daily life other than work. Leisure, the most fundamental time of daily
life other than work, has begun to be defined through work in the modern world.

On the other hand, the development of modernism in a world dominated by
capitalism has significantly affected the structure of daily life. The understanding of
production based on the continuous acceleration of capitalism has gradually increased the
area occupied by working time in everyday life. Increasing working hours and the
structure of leisure time combined with working time have turned leisure time into a field
of struggle. Leisure time has reproduced itself by removing it from working time in the
modern world. Leisure is now 'not-work.' 25 However, on the other hand, leisure time has
meanings beyond the meaning of 'non-work' gained in the modern capitalist world. This
time, separated from the obligatory tasks of everyday life, is the area for the individual to
discover his/her creative and productive potential in everyday life. In the modern
capitalist world, unlike working time, where the individual is alienated from his/her own
production, the individual creates his/her area in this time. Working time of everyday life
is the area of social production, and leisure time is the area of self-reproduction of the

individual.

263 Henri Lefebvre, Everyday Life in the Modern World, trans. Sacha Rabinovitch (New York: The
Penguin Press, 1971), p. 59.

264 Henri Lefebvre, Critique of Everyday Life: Volume I, trans. John Moore (London: Verso, 1991),
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The spatial discussion of leisure time, which we cannot separate from working
time with modernism, necessitates a discussion that encompasses the whole of everyday
life. The campus structures, the first spatial experiments of which were encountered in
the modern period, have formed the spatial cases of this thesis, with the containing of
working and leisure time of everyday life within a specific spatial boundary. The
campuses, which refer to the programmed life structure of modernity as an idea, consist
of the unity of spaces divided into certain zones, like the functionalist planned cities of
modernity. In campus structures, where there are spaces of many different time periods
of daily life within a certain boundary, leisure spaces create a potential for the
reproduction of campus space with their roles that emphasize the use-value of the space.
However, on the other hand, the programmed structure of everyday life within certain
boundaries turns into a tool to discipline leisure time, which is the reproduction area of
daily life.

The production of space is also the production of a new everyday life form.
Campuses, which are the spatial productions of modernism, are also based on the idea of
creating a new daily life with their structures that contain an extensive time period of
daily life. In Turkey's modernization experience, campus structures of different functions
have turned into spatial representatives of the Republican regime, starting from the 1930s.
The campus structures determined as cases in this study (Stimerbank Halkapinar Factory
Campus, Ege University Campus, and DSI izmir Campus) also reference Turkey's
modernization experience both functionally and periodically.

In this thesis study, which uses qualitative research methods and aims to embody
this research with a case study, it is aimed to discuss the definition of ‘leisure spaces in
working places’ in a way that includes the everyday life experiences of campus users. For
this reason, questions have been prepared to be answered by campus people that will size
the discussion | will open in Chapter 4. These open-ended questions aim to understand
campus life, leisure time on campus, and its transformation in the historical process.
Within the scope of the questions prepared, interviews were realized with two people
from the Siimerbank Factory Halkapinar campus, eight people from the Ege University
campus, three of whom were academics, two of the hospital staff, and three of the
students, and four people from the DSI izmir campus.

The fact that Stimerbank Factories is currently closed has led to a limited number
of interviewees. However, the association building of the institution, which is still in Izmir

Karsiyaka, allowed me to reach former employees. The division of Ege University
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campus users into students and employees increased the number of interviewees on this
campus. On the DSI campus, interviews were held with four different people working in
different units. The isolated structure of the campuses, which does not include people
from outside to the spatial organization inside, has been one of the crucial topics that
made it difficult to carry out field studies. The common point that limited field studies
and interviews in all campuses in certain respects was the pandemic conditions. At this
point, | would like to thank all the interviewees who made real these interviews with me
by spending their time under the pandemic conditions for their contribution to this thesis.

In this study, we aimed to deal with the fragmented time periods of everyday life
in the modern world as a whole. Examining campus structures, where we can evaluate
leisure time together with working time, as the idea of 'creating a new everyday life'
enabled us to discuss campus spaces with different functions together under the title of
‘campus’. While these campus structures with different functions are spatially combined
under the campus title, they differ from each other by the way they are connected to social
production relations. Discussing the spatial uses of leisure time in the campuses under
different titles enabled us to see the common and divergent features of these spaces. These
four titles making up the main structure of Chapter 4 are Campus and Urban Relation,
Time and Space in the Campus, Dwelling in the Campus, and Social Interaction Spaces
in the Campus. In the Campus and Urban Relation title, we discussed the connection that
the everyday life in these places, which includes different time periods within certain
boundaries, establishes with the city and its inhabitants. In the title of Time and Space in
the Campus, we aimed to discuss how the idea of modernism that ‘everything has a place
and time' in campus structures is spatially constructed and how the use of different spaces
in the flow of everyday life changes temporally. In the title of Dwelling in the Campus,
we aimed to discuss the situation that the most vital element of the time period in which
the individual reproduces his/her labor, the house, is connected to the institution and the
spatial proximity of the place of work and the house. Under the title of Social Interaction
Spaces in the Campus, we discussed the spatial organization of leisure spaces on
campuses and their role in bringing individuals together.

The campus spaces have existed in the spatial experiences of both socialist and
capitalist modernization. This spatial organization, which socialist modernization sees as
a collective search for life, is a means of keeping employees connected to the workplace
in capitalist modernization. Boratav mentions a modernization process that started in

1908 in Turkey. 1923 is the starting point of the transition from an empire to a modern
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capitalist society. 2°® Although the modernist planning understanding of the early
Republican period in Turkey carries traces of the spatial experiences of socialist regimes,
it is possible to say that the country has eventually turned its face to the capitalist world.
This situation has led to the transformation of everyday life based on the cycle of labor
and reproduction of labor. Leisure spaces, which Lefebvre defines as a transition space?®’
between labor and non-labor time, have also been significantly affected by this
transformation.

Lefebvre defines the dominant spaces of capitalist societies as abstract spaces.
These spaces depend on the relations of production and the order, signs, and codes that
these relations necessitate.?®® These signs and codes refer to the digitization of space. The
digitization of space and the commodification of space are the same. ?®® The
commodification highlights the conceived dimension of the space. The conceived space
tries to control the movements, to put the body into certain definitions and programs.
These spaces use certain patterns to abstract the everyday life in the space. On the other
hand, everyday life settles on this abstract conceived space. Contrary to abstract spaces,
concrete spaces are spaces that resist the dominant abstractions of everyday life and
include their implicit criticism.2"°

Lefebvre says that leisure spaces reveal the contradictions between abstract space
and its other possibility. 2’* Leisure spaces refer to concrete spaces with these features.
Campus spaces, including the leisure spaces of everyday life, place the different time
periods of daily life into certain programs within the boundaries defined by the conceived
space. The temporal and spatial idea of modernism that ‘everything has a place and a time'
constitutes the spatial organization of campus spaces. Field studies on campuses and
interviews with campus people have shown that the leisure spaces, which we define as
counter spaces outside the compulsory daily activities, are also integrated into this
programmed daily life. In these structures, which combine different time periods of daily
life, it is seen that which space can be used at which times is defined by certain rules. This
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temporal and spatial programming is also a factor that shapes the spatial organization of
the campus. Where the different working groups on campus will work and where they
will spend their leisure time have been determined by spatial or perceptual boundaries. In
Stimerbank, which is the production campus, this segregation is established between
officers and workers. Spatial segregation at Ege University is mainly determined by the
spatial organization of the campus space. The physical distance between faculties is the
defining feature of spatial separation. On the DSI campus, spatial segregation is observed
among employees and managers.

All three campus structures, which were established in the 1950s and developed
the city around itself, are located in the city's central areas. However, they have spatial
structures that aim to establish an isolated life apart from the environment they are located
in. In all three campus structures, it is necessary to fulfill various procedures for the
citizens to benefit from the leisure activities on the campus. However, this isolated life is
broken by the fact that campus people go out from the campus in their leisure time.
Especially at Ege University, it is seen that leisure time mostly moves out to the spaces
around the campus. Leisure time outside the campus is generally for consumption. The
campus spaces, which have a large population within their defined boundaries, are
surrounded by consumption-oriented places where this dense population will spend their
leisure time. Eating, drinking, and shopping activities have become the most basic form
of leisure time. Capitalism's pursuit of continuous acceleration in social production has
made the non-working time dependent on social production. Leisure time, which is the
'reproduction time of labor," has turned into the 'consumption time' of the products
produced in working time.

The year 1980, which was a vital breaking period in the transformation of
economic policies in the country, was the beginning of a period that included the
liquidation and privatization of public institutions. Boratav underlines that this economic
change has turned into an ideological attack in the social sense. This transformation,
which has spread to social life, has shifted the focus of daily life from the workplace and
production to the family. Cultural degenerations, which manifested themselves in the
1980s, are also the social reflection of this ideological attack.?’? Different components of
everyday life on campuses, each of which is a public institution, have also been

significantly affected by this situation.

272 Korkut Boratav, Tiirkive Iktisat Tarihi 1908-1985 (Istanbul: Gergek Yaynevi, 1998), p. 217.
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Separation of work from home enables the individual to participate in new social
environments and socialize. However, the capitalism-centered development of the
modern world has divided work into individual specializations and fields of activity.
Wage labor conditions alienated the worker from the product and transformed the
sociality of working time. The changing structure of work has shifted the everyday life of
individuals within the social structure to more and more private spheres.?” This idea of
everyday life based on 'private life is embodied in the residential space. The fact that the
most individual area of this leisure time is connected to the institution can minimize
individual labor, remove leisure time from individual space, and regard housing as a
fundamental right. However, in the field studies and interviews carried out on the
campuses, it is seen that living in the houses attached to the institution detracts the leisure
time from the definition of time away from the obligatory actions of daily life.

The public leisure areas of the campuses have also been significantly affected by
the transforming socio-cultural structure. It has been observed that the most gathered
places of the campus people are cafeterias or locales, which are defined as third spaces
by Oldenburg?™, in all three campuses. These places have been included in the
privatization processes to a great extent as a result of the reflections of the economic
transformations that started in 1980 on the social sphere. On the other hand, social and
cultural activities on campuses continue in a decreasing trend due to technological
developments, leisure time outside the campus, and increased security practices on
campuses. Connecting spatial elements in the campuses, which contain many buildings
with different functions in the same area, green spaces are distinguished from other spaces
on campus with their undefined and unscheduled spatial structures. However, even the
use of these spaces, which stand out with their unscheduled features on campuses, are
either limited to certain hours or divided into zones.

Modernism seeks to reorganize time through space design, construct everyday life
like a machine, and create a rational space organization. However, the space does not
remain in its conceived dimension. It changes in everyday life, and it is reproduced every
day. The conceived space on campuses also tries to program the fluid structure of daily
life. Leisure spaces on campuses seem to be the fragile side of this spatial organization.

However, it is seen that these spaces are also framed in many ways today.

273 Henri Lefebvre, Critique of Everyday Life: Volume I. trans. John Moore (London: Verso, 1991),
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Today, time and space relations continue to change rapidly so that we do not need
to be in the same time zone or in the same place, and perhaps never will. The shift of
work towards private areas changes the daily life structure where working time takes
place in a defined time interval. This transformation of working time, which modernism
moved away from the house into the public sphere, indicates that the temporal and spatial
modes of production are transforming. This situation changes the definition of leisure
time in everyday life besides working.

This study aimed to critically examine the cases that have been tried in the
historical process in the presence of the changing nature of work and leisure time. The
spatial contents, including work and leisure time, of the campus structures, which reflect
the ideas of modernism on everyday life spatially, have been the subject of this critical
study. The fact that campus structures have different functions enabled us to debate the
idea of everyday life they offer apart from the functions of campus spaces. The discussion
of this structure of everyday life is also the discussion of the programmed life structure
of modernism, the leisure time integrated into this programmed life, the fragmented
planning approach in campuses, the isolated structure of daily life in these places, and the
spatial transformations brought about by changing economic relations. These discussions
also enable us to examine our existing ways of designing and producing spaces. Since
there is no direct word equivalent in the Turkish language, we think that this lack of the
definition of leisure, which we use as the same word as 'free time', directly affects the
way we design these spaces. Spatial discussions on the concept of leisure also enable us
to question the spatial production of leisure time in everyday life.

Although working time has acquired an alienating character in the modern world
under capitalism, it is the productive time of everyday life. On the other hand, leisure time
is the time of self-reproduction for individuals who realize this productive time. The
critique of spatial experiences that bring these two times together has a strong potential
for discussions and suggestions for our new ways of producing space. | think that this
study, in which we discuss the transformation of leisure and leisure spaces through the
idea of campus, can be a starting point for different research topics. Both leisure and
leisure spaces that transform within the rapidly changing structure of our everyday life
and campus spaces that bring together different time periods of daily life in the same

space have the potential to be the subject of new spatial discussions.
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APPENDIX A

SUMERBANK iZMIiR CAMPUS

Lojmanlarin kampiis icindeki mekinsal kurgusu ve kampiisteki giindelik yasam ile iliskisi nasildi?
(Uzaklik, fiziksel sinirlar)

Goriismeci 1: Fabrikada bir i¢ bir de dis lojmanlar vardi. i¢ lojmanlarda genelde miidiirler, miidiir
muavinleri ve fabrika midiirii kaliyordu. Fabrika miidiiriiniin evi tamamen ayriydi. Dubleks, tek bir evdi.
Diger miidiirlerin evleri de apartman dairesiydi. Dis lojmanlar da teknisyenler, miihendisler oturuyordu. iki
tip daire vardi. Bu kisimda da normal memurlar kaliyordu. Sefler, memurlar.

Goriismeci 2: izmir Basma’da yolun bir tarafinda konfeksiyon kismi vardi. Yolun bir tarafinda da tekstilin
kumas kismi vardi. Toplam alan 165 bin metre kareydi. 20 bin metre karelik olan kismi konfeksiyon
kismiydi, 145 bin metre karelik olan kisim da kumag kismrydi. Lojman her iki tarafta da vardi. Ama kii¢lik
olan kisimda daha fazlaydi. Misafirhane ve restoran dedigimiz is¢i yemekhaneleri ana kisimdaydi.

Kampiisteki lojmanlarda konaklamak giindelik hayatin neredeyse tamamin1 kampiiste gecirmek
anlamina geliyor. Sizin icin bu durumun olumlu ve olumsuz yénleri neler?

Goriismeci 1: Herkese uygun bir sey degildi. Ornegin ben eve giderken gezmeyi severdim, bana gére
degildi. Lojmanda bu olay olmuyor tabi, fabrikadan direkt eve geliyorlar. Sadece lokal ve yazin da bahge
vardi. Ben daha sosyal olmay1 seviyordum. Ancak orasi da sosyaldi. Giinlerimiz oluyordu kadinlar arasinda
ayda bir seklinde. Bu bulugmalar fabrikanin lokalinde oluyordu. Calisanlarin esleri giindiiz bulusuyordu
ama biz, ¢alisanlar mesai saati bitiminde katiliyordu.

Goriismeci 2: Cok bagimli olursan bana gére pek olumlu degil. Ben izmir Basma’da calisirdim ama
cevrede ¢ok arkadasim vardu. illa da lojmanlardaki hayatima bagli kalmadim. Sporcu olmamin bu sosyal
hayatimda c¢ok biiyiik avantajlar1 vardi. Bolge Halkapinar olarak gegiyordu. Taris, Tekel Fabrikalari, Devlet
Demiryollar1 vardi. Yoneticiler bazinda iliskilerimiz gelisiyordu.

Kampiisteki diger insanlardan farkh olarak lojmanlarda kalan insanlar aksam saatlerini de
calistiklart mekinda geciriyordu. Calisma zamam disindaki bu saatlerde kampiisiin mekénsal
kullanimi nasil degisiyordu?

Goriismeci 2: Spor faaliyetlerimiz vardi. Genelde yazin bahgede otururduk, bahgemiz vardi. Yazlik bahge
vardi, kislik lokal vardi. Belli saatten sonra orada ¢ok kisi olmazdi. Oglen saatleri daha gok tercih edilirdi.
Eskiden sinema faaliyetleri de vardi. Ancak son yillarda televizyon kiiltiirli ¢ok yaygin hale gelince o
salonlar diigiin salonu olarak kullanilmaya baslandi. Fabrikanin girisinden 6nceki binaydi. 600 kisilik bir
salondu.

Giiniiniiziin biiyiik bir béliimiinii bu tezin de cahsma ve bos zaman kavramini mekénsal olarak ele
aldig1 kampiis yapilarinda geciriyordunuz. Bu mekénlar ¢alisma zamam disinda bos zaman
eylemlerini de karsilayan mekénlar: icinde barindiriyor. Simirlan fiziksel olarak belirlenmis bu
mekénlarda giindelik rutininiz nasil geciyordu?

Goriismeci 1: Yemegi yedikten sonra ya bahgeye ya lokale ¢ikardik. 1 saatte en azindan stresimizi atardik.
Ozellikle yazin mesai saatleri bitiminde hemen eve donmezdik. Bahgede cay icer, sohbet ederdik, havuz
kenarinda. Haftanin bir giinii de doner gecemiz vardi, cuma giinleri. Ben eve gitmezdim, esim ve
cocuklarim da gelirdi. Aksam da lokale ¢ikardik. Cuma herkes i¢in 6zeldi. Biitlin herkes ailelerini getirirdi.
Cok kalabalik olurdu. Hepimiz de birbirimizi tanirdik. Cuma dzel bir giindii. Emeklilik geceleri yapilird.

Kampiiste bir araya gelmenin dolayisiyla kamusalhi@in en yogun bicimde hissedildigi bos zaman
mekanlari sizce hangileriydi?
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Goriismeci 1: Yesil alanlar dnemliydi. Bir donem ayni1 bahgeyi isciler de kullanmaya basladi, ayriydi ciinkii
bahgeler de.

Goriismeci 2: Spor faaliyetleri. Art1 sosyal faaliyetler vardi. Ozel giinlerde lojmandakiler bir araya gelirdi.
yilbasinda, bayramlarda aileler bir araya gelirdi. Ornegin sinema salonunda konserler olurdu. O yillarda bu
tiir seyler fazla olmadigi i¢in cazip de olurdu. Miisamereler yapilirdi. Sosyal faaliyetler biraz da yoneticilere
bagliydi. Gelen yonetici futbolu seviyordu spor faaliyetleri 6ne gikiyordu gibi. Yoneticiler bu tiir seylerde
etkiliydi.

Ozellikle icinden gectigimiz pandemi siirecinde kamusal acik alanlarin 6nemi giderek artt.
Kampiiste yeterli derecede yesil alan var miydi?

Goriismeci 1: Oldukea coktu. Oyle agaclar vardi ki, onlar1 kesmek yasakt1. Cam agaclari mesela. inanilmaz
yesil bir fabrikaydi.

Kampiisteki yesil alanlar tanimh bir aktivite sunmamasi ile de diger bos zaman mekéanlarindan
ayrisiyor. Bos zamanlarimzda kampiisteki kamusal acik alan kullammlarimz genelde hangi
eylemleri kapsiyordu? Bu alanlarin mekénsal kullanimi nasil cesitleniyordu?

Goriismeci 1: Mesela biz yiiriiyiis yapardik fabrikanin etrafinda. Oglen yemekten sonra yiiriiyiis yapardik
mesai arkadaslarimla. Karsilagtiklarimizla konusurduk. Oturmak istersek bahg¢ede otururduk.

Iscinin bos zamanim nitelikli bir sekilde gecirmesi aym1 zamanda toplumsal iiretimde daha verimli
olmasini da sagliyor ve bos zaman tarihsel olarak isci sinifi icin kazamilmis 6nemli bir hak. Fabrikada
calistigimz donemlerde bu hakkimizi ne derecede nitelikli bir sekilde kullanabiliyordunuz? Sizce
bugiiniin Tiirkiye’sinde bos zamanin mekansal varhg: nasil degisti/doniistii?

Goriismeci 1: Calistigimiz donemde mesai arkadaslarimizla organizasyonlar diizenlerdik. Egitimlere
giderdik dedigim gibi. Miizik geceleri yapardik. Gece saat 1’e kadar kadinlar lokalde geceler diizenlerdik.
Hayatimda ilk defa tiyatroyu fabrikada yaptim dogaglama, hi¢ ¢alismadan.

Ozellikle spor faaliyetleri cahsan bireylerin fiziksel saghgi icin onemli goriilen giindelik
faaliyetlerinden biri olarak goriililyor. Kampiisteki bos zamanlarimzda spor faaliyetlerini
gerceklestirebileceginiz acik ve kapal mekanlar var miydi?

Goriismeci 1: Siimer Spor vardi. Fabrika i¢inde sahamiz vardi. Grup maglara ¢ikiyordu. Her fabrikada da
ad1 Stimer Spor’du. Spor salonumuz da vardi, kapali. Duslarimiz vardi. Orada kadinlara 6zel bir spor
programi vardi. Hocamiz geliyordu, birlikte spor yapiyorduk.

Giindelik hayatimizin biiyiik bir boéliimiinii gecirdiginiz kampiiste sosyal ve Kkiiltiirel ihtiyac¢larimizi
karsilayabiliyor muydunuz? Hangi sosyal faaliyetleri kampiislerde gerceklestiriyordunuz? Bos
zaman mekanlari sosyal ve Kkiiltiirel acidan gelisiminize katki sunan mekanlar miydi?

Goriismeci 1: Bizim bu fabrikalarimizi kurarken sosyalist cumhuriyetlerden 6rnek alinmis, onlar gibi
yapilmis. Ornegin fabrika beni iicretsiz Ingilizce kursuna gonderdi. iki y1l boyunca gittim. Fabrika Ingilizce
kursuna gitmek isteyenleri gonderdi. Mesai bitimlerinde kursa gidiyorduk. Hala faydasini goriiriim.
Egitimlerimiz olurdu. Muhasebeye 1993 yilinda bilgisayar geldi. Bizi Bursa Merinos Fabrikasi’na egitime
gonderdiler, iki memur. Orada biz 15 giin egitim aldik. Orada fabrikada kendi tesislerimizde kaldik,
fabrikalar1 gezdik. Bu da biiylik bir hizmetti. Bursa Fabrikasi egitim yeriydi. Miihendislerin, idari
calisanlarin egitimleri orada olurdu. Gergek bir okul gibiydi Stimerbank bizim igin.

Kampiisiin kentle arasindaki fiziksel sinirlar kampiisteki mekénlarin kullanimin nasil etkiliyordu?

Goriismeci 1: Yiriiyerek fuara ¢ok rahat gidebiliyorduk. Orada bir etkinlik olsa mesela 6gle aralarinda
gidiyorduk 1 saat. Ege Mahallesi’nden yiiriiyerek geg¢ip fuara giderdik. Alsancak’a yemege giderdik.
Aksam cikiglarinda programlar yapardik. Mesai arkadaslar birlikte geziler diizenlerdik.
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Goriismeci 2: Kentlinin ve bizim Stimerbank iiriinlerine ulastigimiz satis magazasi vardi. Bu magazalarda
her sey satilirdi. Son yillara kadar bu tiir isletmeler ige kapali isletmelerdi. Yonetimden izin alinir, uygun
goriiniirse bu tiir seyler olabilirdi. Ancak Stimerbank ¢evre igin ¢ok cazibeli bir yerdi. Vardiyali ¢aligsanlar
da vardi. Calisanlar servisle gelirdi. Her bolgeden, her yerden is¢iler vardi. Otogar ¢ok yakinimizdaydi.
Cevrede Tekel’e ait fabrikalar vardi. Taris’e ait fabrikalar vardi. izmir Basma’nin da oldugu bu bélge
[zmir’in tam merkezindeydi.

Fabrika yapilari iiretim iliskilerinin, alt-iist yapisinin yogun olarak var oldugu/hissedildigi mekanlar.
Kampiisteki bos zaman mekéanlarinda bu iiretim iliskileri hangi mekinlarda, nasil hissediliyordu?

Goriismeci 1: Ben ig¢ilerin de yemekhanesine giderdim. Bizim memur kisminda beyaz masa ortiileri,
tabaklar, ¢anaklar var. Oraya gidiyordum ne bir masa Ortiisii var, bez iiretilen bir fabrika burasi, masa ortiisii
yoktu. Teneke bardaklar, siirahiler bizde cam bardaklar. Bunu sendika baskania iletirdim hep. isci ve
memurlarin yararlandiklar1 bahgeler farkliydi. Spor faaliyetleri de karisikti, isciler de oluyordu. Isciler de
Cuma giinleri yemek alabiliyordu ama etkinlige katilmiyordu.

Goriismeci 2: [zmir’de lojman sayis1 az oldugu i¢in lojmanlarda kalanlar sadece memurlards. Isci lojmani
olmadig i¢in igerideki tesislerden memur arkadaslar faydalanirdi. Is¢i arkadaslar sabah ise gelirlerdi aksam
is bitince eve giderlerdi. Fabrikada bu kadar kalabaligi kaldiracak sosyal alanlar yoktu. Yemekhaneler de
is¢i ve memur olarak ayrrydi.

Fabrikalardaki ¢calisan kadin sayisimin yogunluguna gore o donemde varhigi zorunlu tutulan kres
yapisi Siimerbank izmir Kampiisii’nde de goriiliiyor. Kadin cahsanlarin ¢alisma hayatina katilmasi
ya da kendilerine ait tanimh bir bos zamanlarinin olmasi icin kresin fabrikadaki varhiginin énemli
oldugunu soyleyebiliriz degil mi? Siz nasil degerlendirirsiniz?

Goriismeci 1: Cok 6nemliydi. Mesela ¢alisanlar 6gle aralarinda ¢ocuklariin yanlarina giderlerdi. Hasta
olurlarsa hemen haber gelirdi, ebeveynleri yanlarina gidebilirdi. Kresler baglangigta tamamen ig¢i ¢ocuklart
icin acilmis. Kresler sendikacilarin sézlesmelerinde bulunuyormus. Daha sonra memurlarin da ¢ocuklari
da alinmaya baslandi. Fabrikanin doktoru, discisi, hemsiresi de vardi. Revirde devamli ¢alisanlardi.
Hemsire ve revir ¢alisan1 lojmanda kalirdi. Isgiler, memurlar herkese agikti, hastane gibiydi. Kres de
fabrikaya ¢ok yakindi. Kres i¢in iicret 6denmiyordu.

Calstigimz kurumun iiretim yapilar1 disindaki sayfiye alanlar1 olarak nitelendirebilecegimiz
tesislerinden yararlandimiz mi1? (Kusadasi Siimerbank Yaz Kampi)

Goriismeci 1: Fabrikalara belli kontenjanlar veriliyordu. Ona gore belli sayida kisi gidebiliyordu. Samimi
arkadaglarimizla ayn1 doneme bagvururduk. Ayni kisilerle her donem giderdik. Geceler diizenlerdik. Miizik
geceleri olurdu. Orada ne miidiir ne ¢alisan iligkisi yok, oras tatil.

Goriismeci 2: Bu tesislerden yararlaniliyordu. Son zamanlarda Hazar Go6li’nde de tesis yapilmisti. Bu
tesisler ayni zamanda egitim tesisi olarak da kullanilirdi. Genelde kis ve bahar aylarinda egitim amagh
kullanilirlardi. Kamp doneminde yonetime devre seklinde listeler gelirdi. Tiirkiye capinda her yerden
gelenler olurdu. O sayede tiim fabrikalar arasinda bir sosyallesme olurdu. Cocuklar birlikte biiytirdii. Her
sehirden arkadaglar edinilirdi.
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APPENDIX B

EGE UNIVERSITY INTERVIEWS

Kampiisteki yurtlarda konaklamak giindelik hayatin neredeyse tamamim kampiiste gecirmek
anlamina geliyor. Sizin i¢in bu durumun olumlu ve olumsuz yénleri neler?

Goriismeci 9: Okula yakin olmak islerim igin kolaylik sagliyor, okulun igindeki hizmetlerden de
faydalanabiliyorum. Okulun i¢inde yasamak bir yandan giivende hissetmemi de sagliyor. Cok bir
olumsuzlugu oldugunu diisiinmesem de disaridan izoleli bir yasam da sagliyor bazen.

Goriismeci 10: Olumlu olarak vakitten kazang sagliyoruz. Olumsuz tarafi ise disaridaki yasantidan uzak
kalmamiz.

Giiniiniiziin biiyiik bir béliimiinii bu tezin de calisma ve bos zaman kavramini mekénsal olarak ele
aldigi kampiis yapilarinda geciriyorsunuz. Bu mekinlar ¢alisma zamami disinda bos zaman
eylemlerini de karsilayan mekénlar: icinde barindiriyor. Sinirlar fiziksel olarak belirlenmis bu
mekanlarda giindelik rutininiz nasil geciyor?

Goriismeci 5: Calisma saatleri disinda kampiiste vakit gecirmiyorum. Genellikle saat 10:00 gibi okula
gidiyorum, bana tahsis edilmis odada calismalarima devam ediyorum.

Goriismeci 8: Genelde derslerim olmadigi zaman kampiiste vakit ge¢irmiyorum. Sabah derse gidip, 6gle
arasinda yemekhaneye gidiyorum. Sonra tekrar derse girip, saat 4-5 gibi dersim bittiginde kampiisii terk
ediyorum.

Cahsma saatleri disinda kampiis icinde zamaninzi en ¢ok hangi mekanlarda geciriyorsunuz? Hangi
mekanlari ne siklikta kullaniyorsunuz?

Goriismeci 3: Calisma saatleri disinda kampiis i¢cinde zamanimi en ¢ok yemekhanede geciriyorum. Bir
saatlik bir siire olmasi sebebi ile diger mekanlardan daha az yararlantyorum.

Goriismeci 7: Molalar ve 6gle aralar1 gibi bos zamanlarda kampiisiin hastaneyi i¢eren kanadindaki kafe,
kantin gibi isletmelerde veya yine ayni sinirlarda yer alan Forum Bornova AVM’de yemek, kahve veya
dinlenme gibi ihtiyaglarimiz ig¢in zaman gegiriyoruz. Yine kampiis sinirlart i¢inde hala otoparka
donistirilmemis agaglik yiiriiyiis alanlarinda da kisa yiiriiyisler yapiyoruz.

Sizce kampiisteki bos zaman mekéanlari bireylerin bir araya gelmesine, bireyler arasinda etkilesim
kurulmasina olanak saglhiyor mu, bu etkilesimi saglayacak mekansal kurguya sahip mi?

Goriismeci 7: Kampiisiin neredeyse tiim fakiiltelerinin bulundugu ana kanadinda son birkag yildir biiyiik
degisiklikler yapildigi i¢in insanlart bir araya getirebilir nitelikte mekanlar yok denecek kadar az.
Basketbol, voleybol sahalari, agik ¢im alanlar da kafeler, kirtasiyeler gibi mekanlarm tamamina yakin
kapatildi ve kampiis biiyilik bir santiyeye doniistiiriildii. Etrafina telden duvarlar ve giivenlik kuliibeleri
dikilerek izole edildi. Kampiis bir araya getiren bir mekan olmaktan ¢ikt1 ve 6grencilerden ¢alisanlara kadar
gorev tamamlayip terk edilen bir mekana doniistii.

Kampiiste bir araya gelmenin dolayisiyla kamusalligin en yogun bicimde hissedildigi bos zaman
mekanlari sizce hangileri?

Goriismeci 3: Bence yemekhane ve kafeler kampiiste bir araya gelmenin ve kamusalligin en yogun bigimde
hissedildigi bos zaman mekanlari.
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Goriismeci 8: Yemekhane olabilir. Ogle arasinda herkes yemek yemek icin yemekhaneye geliyor ve ¢ok
yogun oluyor. Burada birgok insanla karsilagip sohbet etme sansimiz oluyor.

Kampiiste farkh fakiiltelerin bos zamanlarim gecirdigi alanlarda mekansal bir ayrisma var m?
Farkh fakiiltelerden insanlar hangi mekanlarda bir araya geliyor? Fakiilteler arasindaki fiziksel
uzaklik kampiisteki bir araya gelisleri nasil etkiliyor?

Goriismeci 3: Kampiiste farkli fakiiltelerin bos zamanlarini gegirdigi alanlarda mekansal bir ayrisma
bulunmuyor. Farkli fakiiltelerden insanlar genellikle yemekhane ve kafelerde bir araya geliyor. Fiziksel
uzakligin kampiisteki bir araya gelisleri dnemli diizeyde etkiledigini diisiiniiyorum. Bog zamanlardaki siire
kisitlamasi sebebi ile fiziksel uzakliga gore zamanin gegirildigi mekanlar degisebiliyor.

Goriismeci 4: Fakiilte 6grencileri genel olarak kendilerine yakin kantinleri tercih ediyorlar. Ortak alanlar
topluluklar arasinda gergeklesiyor. Sinav zamanlari en popiiler alan Kiitiiphane Binasi. 24 saat hizmet veren
bina son 3 yildir olmadig1 kadar popiiler bir alan.

Goriismeci 5: Ege Universitesi kampiisii T1p Fakiiltesi ve ana kampiis olarak ikiye ayriliyor. Ana kampiiste
insanlari kamusallagmasi daha olas1. iktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi T1p Fakiiltesi ile ayn1 kampiiste
yer aliyor. Bu nedenle bizim sosyallesme anlaminda kullanacagimiz mekanlar kisitl kaliyor. Ciinkii kafeler
hasta yakinlar1 tarafindan da kullaniliyor.

Goriismeci 8: Fakiilteler arasindaki fiziksel uzaklik, bir araya gelisleri zorlastirdig: i¢in azaltiyor. Ben
kendi bolimiimde okuyan kisiler diginda, bagka bolimlerde okuyan kisilerle ¢ok az bir araya geliyorum.
Fakiilteler aras1 mesafe uzak oldugu igin ve ders aralar1 da kisa oldugu igin, hi¢ kimse fakiiltesinin
cevresinden uzaklagmak istemiyor.

Goriismeci 9: Her fakiiltenin etrafinda farkli kafeler var, genelde 6grenciler en yakin kafeleri tercih ediyor.
Eger fakiilteler birbirinden ¢ok uzak ise Kiigiikpark’ta bulusmak daha fazla tercih ediliyor.

Ozellikle icinden gectigimiz pandemi siirecinde kamusal acik alanlarin 6nemi giderek artti.
Kampiiste yeterli derecede yesil alan var m1? Kampiisteki giindelik rutininizde acik kamusal alanlar
nasil kullaniyorsunuz?

Goriismeci 4: Kampiisteki Green Metrics degerleri her gecen yil yiikselen bir grafige sahip. Yesil alanlarin
artig1 ve glinliik 10.000 adim yaklasimi akademik ve idari personelce benimsenmis bir olgu.

Goriismeci 7: Kampiiste dagmik sekilde pek ¢ok agik yesil alan olsa da kullanima uygunluk agisindan
distiniildiigiinde yeterli sayilamaz.

Goriismeci 8: Yeterli yesil alan yok. Ve her gegen giin azaliyor. Bazen 6gle arasinda, ¢imlerde oturuyorum.
Ama yesil alan yeterli olmadigi i¢in, ¢imler dolu oluyor. Yer bulunmuyor.

Kampiisteki yesil alanlar tanimh bir aktivite sunmamasi ile de diger bos zaman mekéanlarindan
ayrisiyor. Bos zamanlarimzda kampiisteki kamusal acik alan kullanimlarimz genelde hangi
eylemleri kapsiyor? Bu alanlarin mekénsal kullanimi nasil cesitleniyor?

Goriismeci 3: Bos zamanlarimda kampiisteki kamusal acik alanlarini yiiriiylis amagh kullantyorum. Bu
alanlarm mekansal kullanim1 yapilmak istenen fiziksel aktiviteye gore de basketbol, futbol, ylizme gibi
cesitlenebildigini goriiyorum.

Goriismeci 7: Cogunlukla dinlenme ve iletisim amacl kullandigimiz bu alanlar 6grenci etkinlikleri i¢in de
kullaniliyor.

Goriismeci 8: Bos zamanlarimda kampiiste yiiriiyiis yapiyorum, bisiklet siirliyorum. Bazen de kiitliphanede
oturuyorum. Yiriiyiis yaparken veya bisiklet binerken tiim kampiisii kullaniyorum. Ama kampiiste bisiklet
yollart sinirli ve yol iizerinde ¢ukurlar var. Yollarin uzatilip tiim kampiise yayilmas: ve ¢ukurlarin da
kapatilmasi gerek.
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Goriismeci 9: Cimlerde giizel havalarda oturabiliyoruz. Sosyallesmek i¢in iyi bir alan olusturuyor. Sadece
yiiriiyiis yapmak i¢in de kampiis giizel bir alan olusturuyor.

Kampiisiin hemen yanindaki Ege Universitesi Ormam ve lojmanlarin bulundugu yerleske kampiisle
birlikte kent i¢cin de 6nemli bir yesil alan. Son dénemde bu alanin millet bahcesi yapilmasina dair
haberler var. Bu alan su anda giindelik kullammmimza acik bir yesil alan m1? Bu konunun bélgeyi
nasil degistirecegini diisiiniiyorsunuz?

Goriismeci 6: Bu bolge Kampiisiin en giizel ve ailece gelebildigimiz en rahat alani bence. Giindelik
kullanim igin agik ve yesil bir alan, son derece keyifli. Bu konunun bdlgeyi kotii etkileyebilecegini
distiniiyorum.

Goriismeci 7: Giindelik olarak kullandigim bir mekan degil. Fakat iiniversiteyi aragtirmalar igin ziyaret
eden arastirmacilar i¢in onemli bir alanin bu tip bir degisimi kabul edilmemeli. Bir {iniversiteye ait
mekanlarin kendi niifusu i¢in degerlendirilmemesi uygun olamaz. Ege Universitesi Botanik Bahgesine ait
arboretum yakin zamanda aniden benzer bir degisiklige ugradi.

Goriismeci 8: Bu alan su anda giindelik kullanimimiza agik degil. Bence ¢ok garip bir bolge olacak. Ciinkii
kampiisiin bir boliimiinden yiiriirken iki tarafin tellerle ¢evrili oldugunu gériiyoruz. Bu dev korulugun millet
bahgesi olacagi sdyleniyor. Millet bahgesi yerine, kampiisiin yararma bir¢ok sey yapilabilecegini
distiniiyorum.

Ozellikle 1980°li yillar Tiirkiye’de Kkiiltiirel agidan 6nemli déniisiimlerin yasandigi yillar. Bu
doniisiimiin iiniversitelere de biiyiik olciide yansidigim séylemek miimkiin. Universitede
calistigimz/okudugunuz siire boyunca bos zaman mekanlarinda gerceklesen eylemler, aktiviteler
nasil degisti?

Goriismeci 5: Ogrenci oldugum yillarda kampiiste yurtta kaltyordum. Bu durum neticesinde de vaktimin
biiyiik bir kismimi kampiiste geciriyordum. O donemlerde kampiiste sosyallesme alanlart daha fazlaydi.

Goriismeci 7: Giris yilim olan 2014 yilindan bu yana sehirden izole edilen kampiis baz1 olaylar zincirinin
sonunda kati uygulamalara maruz kaldi. Politik faaliyetlerden eglence etkinliklerine kadar tiim bir araya
gelisler engellendi.

Kampiis insanlarinn iirettigi sosyal ve kiiltiirel etkinlikler ve bilimsel projeler kampiisteki nitelikli
bos zaman aktivitelerinin 6nemli bir boéliimiinii olusturuyor. Bu etkinlikler aym zamanda
iiniversitenin kentliyle bulusma/karsilasma alanlarindan biri. Kampiiste kongre, seminer, sergi,
tiyatro gibi etkinlikler hangi siklikta gerceklesiyor? Bu etkinliklere kentlinin katihmi nasil? Bu
etkinliklerin sikhig1 ve icerigi burada oldugunuzdan beri nasil degisti/doniistii?

Goriismeci S: Sergi, tiyatro ve konserlerle ilgili bir degisiklik olmadi ama kongre ve seminer sayilarinda
ciddi oranda azalma var.

Goriismeci 7: Kampiis 6grenci harici ziyarete kapatildigindan beri hicbir etkinlige disaridan insanlar
katilamiyor. Botanik bahgesi, tabiat tarihi miizesi, tiyatro salonlar1 gibi ziyarete agik mekanlarin da
kullaniminda ciddi azalma oldu. Kampiis kentten izole edildiginden beri katilim durma noktasina geldi.

Goriismeci 8: Kongre, seminer, sergi, tiyatro gibi etkinlikler kampiiste siirekli olarak gerceklesiyor. Her
sene liniversitemizin bahar genlikleri olur. 1 hafta boyunca bir¢ok tiyatro, seminer olur. Sarkicilar gelip
kampiisiimiizde konser verirler. Bu senlik disinda da sik sik, iiniversite kuliipleri bu tarz etkinlikler
diizenler. Etkinliklere kentlinin katilimi genelde az oluyor veya hi¢ olmuyor.

Son yillarda kampiisiin kent ile kurdugu fiziksel simirlarin daha da belirgin hale geldigini,
kampiisteki giivenlik uygulamalarimin artarak devam ettigini séylemek miimkiin goriiniiyor.
Kampiisiin kentle arasindaki fiziksel simirlar, kampiis girisindeki giivenlik uygulamalar1 kampiisiin
mekansal kullanimim nasil etkiliyor/etkiledi?
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Goriismeci 5: Universiteler ve iiniversite dgrencileri bulunduklar: kentleri kiiltiirel ve siyasi anlamda
etkilemeli ve doniistiirmelidir. Ancak su an kampiise disaridan kiitliphane kullanimi i¢in bile 6grencilerin
girmesi bir¢ok prosediir gerektiriyor.

Goriismeci 7: Kampiisten gecisler dahi yasaklandi. Kampiisiin mekansal kulanimi biiyiik bir derslik
olmakla sinirli hale geldi.

Goriismeci 8: Eskiden Bornova Metro tarafindaki kampiis girisinden tiim kentli girebilirdi. Buradan
yiriiyerek kampiiste dolasip ayni1 zamanda aligveris merkezi olan Forum Bornova’ya gidebilirdi. Kampiis
cok daha dolu ve renkliydi. Artik bu giriste turnikeler ve giivenlik mevcut. Ege Universitesi dgrencisi
disinda kimse giremiyor. Hastane girisinden giren bir kisi ise, fakiiltelerin yer aldig1 diger kisma gegerken
yine giivenlikten ge¢gmek zorunda kaliyor. Yani hastane girisi disinda, kampiiste kentliyi gormek neredeyse
imkansiz. Bu uygulamalar, kampiisiin mekanlarimi da bosaltt1.

Egitim kampiisii 6grenci, akademisyen ve personel bir¢cok farkh alandan bireyi bir araya getiren
kampiisler. Kampiisteki bos zaman mekanlar1 farkh kullanicilarin bir araya gelme ve etkilesim
kurmasma ne derecede olanak saghiyor? Hangi mekanlar bir araya gelmeye, birlikte zaman
gecirmeye en fazla olanak saghyor?

Goriismeci 7: Kantinler, kafeler ve yesil alanlar kullanimi belli profillerle sinirlt olmayan alanlar. Bu tip
alanlar miizeler, konferans salonlar1 gibi alanlardan daha fazla olanak sagliyor.

2006 yilinda kampiisiin hemen yanina bir alisveris merkezi agildi. Forum Bornova Alisveris Merkezi
kampiis insanlarimin bos zamandaki eylemlerini nasil degistirdi?

Goriismeci 3: Forum Bornova Aligveris Merkezi kampiis insanlarinin bos zamandaki eylemlerini
¢esitlendirdi ve bu eylemler icin yeni alternatifler sundu.

Goriismeci 4: Forum Bornova’nin yilirlime mesafesinde olmasi kampiis sosyal yasam aligkanliklariin bu
alana taginmasina neden oldu.

Goriismeci 8: Universitesi dgrencileri ders aralarindaki vakitlerini burada gegirmeye basladilar. Ben de
vaktim oldugunda Forum Bornova’da oturmayi, kampiiste oturmaya tercih ediyorum.

Goriismeci 9: Ogrenciler genelde burada bulusmayi tercih ediyor, yemek yemek ve alisveris yapmak igin.
Ozellikle okula yeni gelen &grenciler genelde alisveris icin Forum Bornova’yi tercih ediyor.

Universitenin Bornova’daki varh@mmn semtin gelisimini oénemli o6lciide etkiledigini séylemek
miimkiin. Kiiciikpark, Biiyiikpark gibi bdlgeler iiniversitenin cevresinde gelismis bos zaman
eylemlerine yonelik mekénlar1 barindiriyor ve bu mekanlarin genelde yeme-icme sektoriine dayah
bos zaman eylemlerini kapsadigimi soyleyebiliriz. Bu anlamda bos zamana ait eylemlerin son yillarda
yeme-igme sektoriine dayalh bir bicimde gelistigini soylemek miimkiin mii? Bu durumu nasil
degerlendiriyorsunuz?

Goriismeci 4: S6z konusu alanlarda 6grenciler icin g¢esitli segenekler sunuluyor. Fakat dikkat edilmesi
gereken bir nokta, 6grencinin kampiis alanlarinda gegirmesi gereken siireyi bu alanlara tagimis olmasi.
Bolgesel olarak Bornova ve bu bolgede bir gelisim s6z konusu. Fakat kampiisiin giivenli alani disinda ¢esitli
tehlikelerin de bulundugu goz ardi edilmemesi gereken bir husus. Ogrencinin ihtiyag ve sosyal yasamina
sadece yeme igme sektorii ile hizmet sunmak yetersiz kaliyor.

Goriismeci 7: Universitenin biiyiik niifusu sebebiyle barinma, yeme-igme gibi ihtiyaglar kampiis
cevresinde dogal olarak yogunlagiyor. Fakat bu bolgenin ihtiyacin Otesinde biiyiikk bir bos zaman
degerlendirme alani oldugu bariz. Yeme-igme, eglence vb. mekanlar ile yogun sekilde kullanilan alanlar
AVM kullanimina benzer sekilde kullaniliyor.
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Goriismeci 8: Fakiiltesi Bornova metro ¢ikisina ¢ok yakin bulunan bilgisayar miihendisligi 6grencileri, bos
vakitlerinin ¢ogunu buralarda gegiriyor. Hatta kiitiiphane yerine, Kiigiikpark’ta bulunan kafelere gidip ders
calistyorlar.

Kampiisiin 6nemli kullanicilarindan biri de 6grenciler. Yaz aylan ise egitim kampiisiinde égrenci
yogunlugunun 6nemli dl¢iide azaldig1 donemler. Bu donemlerde kampiiste bos zaman kullanimlari
nasil degisiyor?

Goriismeci 4: Idari ve akademik personel yogunlugu dikkat ¢ekiyor fakat izin zamanlarina da denk gelmesi
ile bos bir kampiis alan1 kaliyor.

Goriismeci 5: Ogrenciler kampiis i¢inde bulunan spor alanlar1 kullanmak icin daha ¢ok iiniversiteye
geliyorlar.

Goriismeci 7: Bu donemde bos zaman kullanimi ¢ok biiyiik 6l¢iide kampiis disina ¢ikiyor.

Goriismeci 8: Genelde yaz okulu 6grencileri derslerine girip ¢ikiyor. Kampiisteki tiim kafeler bombos
oluyor.
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APPENDIX C

DSIi iZMiR CAMPUS

Kampiisteki lojmanlarda konaklamak giindelik hayatin neredeyse tamamim kampiiste gecirmek
anlamina geliyor. Sizin i¢in bu durumun olumlu ve olumsuz yénleri neler?

Goriismeci 11: Yakm olan lojmanlarda 6zellikle yoneticilerin ikamet etmesi sebebiyle daha resmi
oldugunu diislinliyorum. Ancak Erzene Mabhallesi lojmanlart bu anlamda ¢ok daha rahatti. Yakin
lojmanlarda oturmak ¢ocugu olan aileler igin bir avantaj olabilir. Oglen arasinda ve gerektikge eve
gidebilme imkani verdigi i¢in.

Goriismeci 12: Lojmanlarin olumlu yoni, is yerine yakin olmasi nedeniyle evde olan olumsuzluklarin daha
cabuk miidahale edebiliyor olusumuz ve ise zamaninda gelebiliyoruz. Yol sartlar1 ya da olumsuz hava

kosullar1 nedeniyle bir gecikme yasanmiyor. Olumsuz yani ise, kisitli bir ortam olmasi. Bunlar i¢in de
kampiis dis1 mekénlar tercih ediyoruz.

Kampiisteki diger insanlardan farkh olarak lojmanlarda kalan insanlar aksam saatlerini de
cahistiklart mekianda geciriyor. Cahisma zamam disindaki bu saatlerde kampiisiin mekansal
kullanimi nasil degisiyor?

Goriismeci 11: Caligma saatleri disinda kampiisiin mekansal kullanimi1 hakkinda pek fikrim yok. Ancak
bazen araziden mesai saati sonrasinda dondiigiimde buralarin ¢ok sessiz ve 1ssiz oldugunu gézlemliyorum.

Cahsma saatleri disinda kampiis icinde zamaninizi en ¢ok hangi mekanlarda gegiriyorsunuz? Hangi
mekanlari ne siklikta kullaniyorsunuz?

Goriismeci 11: Eger araziye ¢ikmamigsam, 6glen yemeklerimi genelde yemekhanede yiyorum. Bahar ve
yaz mevsiminde yemekhaneden sonra Su Kafe’de oturup sohbet ediyoruz.

Goriismeci 12: Calisma saatleri disinda genellikle lojmanda oluyorum.

Goriismeci 13: DSI Spor tesisleri, dzellikle Su Kafe’de cokga vakit gegiriyoruz.

Kampiiste bir araya gelmenin dolayisiyla kamusalligin en yogun bicimde hissedildigi bos zaman
mekanlar sizce hangileriydi?

Goriismeci 11: Su Kafe. Spor tesislerimiz de var. Ancak kisisel olarak bu tesislerden pek yararlanmadim
simdiye kadar.

Goriismeci 12: Spor salonu, ¢ay bahgesi ve lokal mekénlart.

Goriigmeci 13: Sosyal tesisler ve pandemi 6ncesinde DSI spor kontroliinde yapilan spor faaliyetleri ve
turnuvalar 6nemli aktivitelerden biriydi, simdi kullanimlar1 biraz azaldi.

Goriismeci 14: Su Kafe, hali saha, tenis kortu, basketbol salonu, voleybol salonu, fitness merkezi.

Ozellikle icinden gecti§imiz pandemi siirecinde kamusal agik alanlarin énemi giderek artt.
Kampiiste yeterli derecede yesil alan var m1?

Goriismeci 11: Cevremize kiyasla var gibi ancak daha iyi olabilir. Mesela yiiriiyiis yollar1 olabilir yesil
alanlarin etrafinda.
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Goriismeci 13: Genelde 6gle yemek aralarinda kullaniyoruz. Su anki yeni yapilanma siireci nedeniyle yesil
alanlar biraz daraldu.

Kampiisteki yesil alanlar tanimh bir aktivite sunmamasi ile de diger bos zaman mekénlarindan
ayrisiyor. Bos zamanlarimzda kampiisteki kamusal acik alan kullammlarimz genelde hangi
eylemleri kapsiyor? Bu alanlarin mekénsal kullanim nasil cesitleniyor?

Goriismeci 11: Arkadaglarimizla agik alanda goriisiip konusma imkanimiz oluyor. Bagska da
kullanabilecegimiz spor tesisleri var ancak 6glen arasinda bu mekanlar1 kullanmak miimkiin olmuyor.

Goriismeci 12: Genellikle yemek yemek, spor. Yiirtiyiis yapabiliyoruz.
Goriismeci 13: Genelde 6gle yemek aralarinda bu alanlar1 kullaniyoruz.

Goriismeci 14: Bu alanlar genellikle 6gle aralarinda oturup dinlenme amagl kullaniliyor.

Iscinin bos zamanim nitelikli bir sekilde gecirmesi aym1 zamanda calisma zamaninin daha verimli
olmasini da saghyor ve bos zaman tarihsel olarak is¢i sinifi icin kazanilmis 6nemli bir hak. Calisirken
bu hakkimiz1 ne derecede nitelikli bir sekilde kullanabiliyorsunuz? Sizce bugiiniin Tiirkiye’sinde bos
zamanin mekansal varhigi nasil degisti/doniistii?

Goriismeci 11: Kafede arkadaslarimla oturdugum zaman is ortamindan ve stresinden uzaklasip desarj
olabiliyorum.

Goriismeci 14: Genel olarak ¢ok sayida kamu kurumunun sadece binadan ibaret oldugunu goriiyoruz.
Kurumumuz kampiis igerisinde yer aldigi i¢in diger kurumlara gore bos zamanlarimizi daha verimli
kullanacagimiz mekanlara sahibiz.

Kampiiste spor faaliyetlerini gerceklestirebileceginiz alanlarin var oldugunu gozlemledim. Hem
giindelik hayatin saglhkh bir bicimde siirmesine yonelik katkis1 hem de bireyleri bir araya getiren
ozelligi ile bu faaliyetler 6nemli bos zaman aktiviteleri arasinda sayilabilir. Bu mekénlar kampiisteki
giindelik hayatta etkin bicimde kullaniiyor mu?

Goriismeci 11: Kullanmak isteyenler kullanabiliyor bence. Ancak kisitli olan 6glen arasinda hem yemek
yemek hem de spor yapmak pek miimkiin olmuyor zaman bakimindan.

Goriismeci 12: Ben ¢ok kullanmasam da ¢ocuklarim etkin bir sekilde kullantyor bu mekéanlari.

Goriismeci 13: Bu alanlar1 6gle yemek aralar1 ve dinlenme zamaninda kullanma sansimiz yok. Mesai
saatleri ve giinleri disinda belirli 6l¢iilerde kullanabiliyoruz.

Goriismeci 14: Her isteyen personelin ve ¢alisanlarin ailelerinin yararlanabildigi spor, miizik, aktivite vb.
kurslardan faydalanma imkan1 var.

Giindelik hayatimzin biiyiik bir boliimiinii gecirdiginiz kampiiste sosyal ve Kkiiltiirel ihtiyac¢larimiz
karsilayabiliyor musunuz/muydunuz? Hangi sosyal faaliyetleri kampiislerde gerceklestiriyorsunuz?
Bos zaman mekéanlari sosyal ve Kiiltiirel acidan gelisiminize katki sunan mekanlar mi?

Goriismeci 11: Bos zaman mekanlari sosyal agidan katki sagliyor ancak kiiltiirel faaliyetler neredeyse hig
yok.

Goriismeci 12: Bu mekanlardan sosyal faaliyetler kapsaminda yararlanilabiliyor. Spor, miizik kurslar
mevcut olup bu hizmetlerden yararlanilabiliyor.

Kampiisiin kentle arasindaki fiziksel sinirlar kampiisteki mekanlarin kullanimimi nasil etkiliyor?
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Goriismeci 11: Sehir merkezine mesafeli oldugu icin daha ¢ok kampiis icerisinde kalmamiz gerekiyor.

Goriismeci 12: Fiziksel ve sosyal olarak hizla gelisen bir alanda bulunan kampiis fiziksel olarak giivenli
bir yer olmakla birlikte sosyal olarak da DSI Spor faaliyetlerinden DSI personeli diginda insanlar da
faydalanabiliyor.

Goriismeci 14: Olumlu etkiliyor. Trafik, giiriiltii, kirlilik vb. kotii etkilerden uzak kaliyoruz.

Kampiisiin bulundugu bu alanin hemen yaninda Tarim ve Koy Isleri il Miidiirliigii ve Karayollar1
Sube Miidiirliigii gibi kamu kurumlarinin da kampiis yapilar1 da bulunuyor. Bu kampiisler arasinda
kurulan mekénsal iliskiler nasil? Fiziksel sinirlar daha kati m1 yoksa gecisken o6zellikte mi? Bos
zaman dilimlerinde farkh kampiis cahisanlarinin bir araya gelecegi mekanlar var mi?

Goriismeci 12: Her kampiisiin kendi sinirlar1 var ancak aralarinda gegisken bir yapi da var. Diger
kampiislerden calisanlar bir araya gelebiliyor.

Goriismeci 13: Tirkiye’de her kamu kurumu kendi olanaklarini baska kurumlara sunmak istemiyor. Tarim
ve Koy Isleri kampiisii ile ilgili sorun yasamryoruz ama. Ozellikle 6gle dinlenme saatlerinde bu kampiisten
faydalaniyoruz. Fakat kurumlarin idareci yapilari da bu isleyisi degistirebiliyor.

Goriismeci 14: Fiziksel sinirlar genellikle kat1 bir sekilde uygulaniyor. Ancak sosyal ve spor tesisleri tim
kamu personeline agik oldugu i¢in bir araya gelme imkanlari var.

Farkh kampiislerin bulundugu bélgenin yogun bir calisan niifusuna sahip oldugunu soyleyebiliriz.
Kampiis ¢evresinde bos zamanlarinizi gecirdiginiz mekanlar var m1? Bu mekénlar hangi bos zaman
faaliyetlerini kapsiyor?

Goriismeci 11: Kampiis ¢evresinde yeni yapilan ve daha ¢ok ¢evredeki 6zel iiniversite dgrencilerine
yonelik olan mekanlara da arada gittigimiz oluyor. Daha ¢ok &glen yemegi yemeye veya bir seyler igmeye
gidiyoruz.

Goriismeci 13: Yas itibariyle herkese hitap edebilen mekanlar bulunuyor. Genelde 6gle dinlenme
saatlerinde bu mekanlari kullaniyoruz. Fakat ¢evredeki mekanlar fiyat agisindan kampiisten farkli olabiliyor
bu nedenle daha ¢ok kampiiste oluyoruz.

Kamu kurumlar alt-iist yapisinin, hiyerarsik c¢alisma iliskilerinin yogun olarak var
oldugu/hissedildigi mekéanlar. Kampiisteki bos zaman mekénlarinda bu iliskiler hangi mekéanlarda,
nasil hissediliyor?

Goriismeci 11: Oglen aralarinda gittigimiz mekéanlara yoneticiler ¢ok fazla gelmiyor. Bu sebeple ¢ok da
rahatsiz yerler degil.

Calisanlar icin yillik izin donemleri ¢calisma zamanindan en net bicimde ayrilan bos zaman dilimleri.
Bu donemi calisma kurumunuzun sundugu imkanlar icinde gerceklestirmek bircok acidan olumlu
yonler barindirmakla beraber (daha uygun imkanlar vs.) aym1 zamanda sizi kuruma baglayan bir
duruma yol aciyor mu?

Gériismeci 11: Mutlaka, bu sebeple de gok fazla tercih etmiyorum. Ozellikle tatil bolgelerindeki tesislerde,
resmi iligkiler ig¢inde olunca bir arada bulunmak tatilin amacina ulasmasma engel olabilir diye

diistiniiyorum.

Goriismeci 13: Kurumun yazlik tesislerinden yararlanmak calisanlarin kuruma bagliligmi artirdigini
sOyleyebilirim. Ancak bunun disinda ilk tercih sebebinin ekonomik nedenler oldugunu diisiiniiyorum.

Goriismeci 14: Dinlenme tesislerimizden 6zel sektor turizm tesislerine gore cok makul ticretlerde
yararlanabiliyoruz.
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o Tarihsel olarak kadinlarin caliijma hayatina etkin bicimde katilmaya baslamasindan giiniimiize
ozellikle kadin calisanlar icin ¢calisma hayatina katilmak, ‘ev’ islerinden uzaklasmak 6zellikle 6ne
cikarilmasi gereken bir konu. Kampiisteki lojmanlar gibi ortak yasamin kuruldugu, kamusal
yasamla i¢ ice konut fikri ayn1 zamanda konuttaki bireysel emegin minimize edilmesine dair tarihsel
olarak onemli bir kazanmima isaret ediyor. CahstiZimz kurumdaki lojmanlarda yasamanmn bu
anlamda olumlu etkileri var mi?

Goriismeci 11: Yakin lojmanda oturan bir arkadasimi goz oniine aldigimda ¢ok da olumlu bir etkiden s6z

edemiyorum maalesef. Ciinkii 6glen aralarinda bile evine gidip temizlik, yemek gibi ev islerini yaptigini
goriiyorum. Tabi bu durum bakis agisiyla da ilgili.

153



