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ABSTRACT

In this paper, gecekondus slumization process has been described through the example of Mersin
province. The subject which was dealt with can be called as the space-culture crisis of the
modern society. Although the integration of different fractions of society is predicted in the
modernization theories, the disintegration processes are gradually deepening especially in the big
metropolis. The gecekondus which spread over the cities after the 1950s have become the space
of the losers, although initially, they have harbored the hopes for holding on to the city for the
social groups which have recently come from the rural areas. Within this context, the gecekondus
are "slumizing." On the one hand, new self-interested capitalistic relations and the increasing
poverty; on the other hand, new alignments which can be of an ethnic, sectarian or class
character both are dissolving the traditional gecekondu structure. Gecekondus have started to
be referred as both poverty pools which harbor unqualified labor-power and criminal districts in
which the activities such as violence, theft or drugs are concentrated. The sense of belonging to
space gradually vanishes in gecekondus. Now, after this observation, we have tried to describe
the slumization tendency in Mersin gecekondus based on a survey which has been applied to 250
dwellings.

Keywords: Urbanization, social change, gecekondu, slum.

* The data presented in this article was supported by Mersin University as the Scientific Research Project named "The Effect
of the drug Subculture Slum on the Suburb of the transformation Process: Mersin Example".
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INTRODUCTION

Today the altering society structure is called "postmodern"”. And the main characteristic of the postmodern
society lies in the fact that it is a city society. Social relations are changing within this space. One of the altering
spatial relations is "slumization". Slumization is the name given to the negative transformation process of
gecekondus. While gecekondu areas had been promising on behalf of urban integration until recent times,
nowadays they display a disintegrative and confrontational character. Slums are new spatial and cultural
environments which involve several negative properties such as poverty, unemployment, alienation, the spread
of drug sub-culture and the increase in crime rates which are less observed in gecekondus. This fact which has
become a reality of the Turkey metropolis will increasingly gain prominence. Sociology should primarily

describe this new fact as it is handled in this study.

We have preferred to make a research on the issue in Mersin. The structure of Mersin which is one of the
metropolis' of Turkey is heterogenic. Groups that have foundationally different value systems in the economic,
political or socio-cultural respects have settled in Mersin. Central districts and gecekondu areas represent a

divergent dual structure in Mersin. While central districts develop gecekondu areas have started to "slumize."
METHOD

In this study which has been conducted to describe the slumization process, the population (universe) has been
determined as the gecekondu areas of Mersin province. As the representative of the population, the sample of
the research has been constituted from Siteler, Gindogdu and Sevket Stimer quarters. This three quarters
where we have applied the survey corresponds to the 30% of the 11 quarters in the research population. We
have applied the survey to 250 of gecekondu dwellings of this three quarters. The sampling rate of the research
has been calculated to be 0,014. The questionnaire has been prepared by the researchers in accordance with
the research problematic. There are 88 questions in the questionnaire. Questions are of a multiple-choice type.

The survey has been applied in November-December 2016.
CONCEPTUAL AND THEORETICAL OUTLINE

In this study, it was aimed to depict the slumization process of gecekondu in terms of space and culture. It

would be advantageous to discuss these terms (gecekondu, slum) before presenting data.

In the West, all unplanned and uncontrolled settlements are called “squatter”. The settlements like gecekondu
and slums which are being tried to be grouped under the term “squatter”, have pretty different characteristics
in terms of culture and building process (Karpat, 2003: 26-34). Differentiating especially slum and gecekondu,
Karpat defines slum as “where the hope dies” and gecekondu as “where the hope is born” (1973: 2-3). That
means, the concept of gecekondu (without ignoring urban problems that they create) depicts a spontaneous
phenomenon which is particular to us like starting local support chains for the new habitants of cities
(Caglayandereli, 2005: 15). In general, gecekondu is defined in terms of law and described as illegal housing
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which are built on public or private property without authorization and against owners’ will. “Typical
gecekondu ghetto starts at outskirts of a city; has no legal authorization; has no urban infrastructure like
freshwater, electricity, sewage, road, school and healthcare; and is problematic in terms of property and
architectural suitability.” In Turkey, gecekondus are built as a result of domestic migration. Habitants of
gecekondus are domestic migrant families from rural areas to urban and common trait of them is (at the
beginning at least) poverty. Gecekondus, which are built with help of relatives and friends using cheap material
in a short period of time, are not legal yet legitimate to some extent as they exist as a result of governments’
and companies’ inability in accommodating poor people (Erman, 2010: 227-228). In urbanization literature of
Turkey, there is relative consensus over definition of gecekondu but definition of slum is controversial and is
not widely used. Lexical meaning of slum is “an isolated dwelling form which resist values of city and
characterized by corrupt — irregular social structure, poverty and bad housing in terms of health” (Webster,
1971). As Turkdogan quotes (1996: 49) from Karpat (1973) slum is an output of American culture. In American
culture (and in the West in general) slum means a zone in which; [a] crowded family/non-family groups live in
big numbers; [b] poverty is dominant; [c] as well as having family life, divorce rate is at its highest; [d] literacy
level is at its lowest; [e] discrimination exists; [f] drug use, murder, prostitution and violence is common; and
illegal gangs are dominant; [g] overalienated people live without any physical communication to urban people.
These zones which could be seen in or outskirts of cities are also known as crime zones. For instance, according
to 1960 social statistics of the U.S.A, although slums had 20% of urban population, they had 50% of all diseases
and theft, 45% of murders and 55% of youth crimes. Some researchers tried to explain the slums in terms of
the trouble they create. According to McKenzie (1921) and H. Zorbaugh (1927) slums have chronic unorganized
state. In such places, a timid and insecure lifestyle exists. On the other hand, according to W.F Whyte (1993)
and G. Suttles (1968) social values are unreasonably complex in slums and they have an organizational
structure which is unique to them. In slums, ethnic and religious groups like Italian, Mexican, Puerto Rican and

Black live in an isolated way. They have only commercial connection (Akdis, 1990: 27-29).

In recent studies following the change in gecekondus, in order to define the current situation of gecekondu, the
term “suburb” is used. Suburb is approached as a different space and culture from gecekondu. Characteristics
of slums such as aging of the buildings and infrastructure, accumulation of large population, higher crime rates,
widespread of diseases, lack of communication, introversion and alienation go also for suburbs (Caglayandereli,
2005: 134). Besides, experts of the topic list some characteristics to make an accurate definition of suburb.
Being isolated by autochton people of the city and media is one of the indicatives, for instance (Et6z, 2000: 1).
Social isolation means the process of excluding people out of society by means of pauperizing, limiting basic
education and discriminating so that they can not get into social life as they wish (Adaman and Keyder, 2009:
6). In general, conceptualization of social isolation stands for not being able to or being limited to reach to basic
services like education, health care and accommodation (Yamanoglu, 2006: 10). Some sociologists prefer the
term “alienation” instead of social isolation. Within this mutual relation, alienator burdens the alienated with
all negatives. “People living in gecekondu, who once were labeled as ‘the peasant living in city’, is now
alienated as suburban. People living in gecekondus are not conservative peasants any more, they are the
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dangerous other who are threating basic principles of Republic such as secularism, having illegality;
fundamentalists, radical reds, Kurdish chauvinists as well as drug addicts and snatchers” (Erman, 2010). Some
authors foreground the economical criterion which they name not being able to consume. Hereunder, the
suburban fictionalized as one who lacks aesthetic of consuming, can not benefit from advantages of city and
can not apprehend urban culture (Glllipinar and Glines, 2011: 239; Bozkulak, 2005: 246). Some authors take
denominational status into consideration in order to define the suburb. According to denominational status,
people of suburbs who are working for non-manufacturing industries and unemployed people are labeled as
sub-class. During the neo-liberal and global era of post 1990, the financial difference between rich and poor
became bigger and bigger. Increasing in number, post-poor created the concept of sub-class. Suburb is the
home of sub-class (Bozkulak, 2005: 244). Some authors predicate poverty on for definition of suburb. For
example, in their study on Sultanbeyli, Isik and Pinarcioglu found out that poverty, which evolved yet sustained
due to neo-liberal policy, disengaged traditional solidarity and paved the way for suburbanization. In so much
that, micro-ethnicity of being from the same city resulted in creation of mafia organizations (2001). Some
authors point to geographical and social distance between city and suburb that they claim to exist. Accordingly,
suburbs are described as large social units which are intrinsic, attached yet distant to city (Tifekgioglu, 2015:
15). According to Tekeli, one of important reasons of this situation is mass gentrification of the city via mega
projects and poor of the city’s not being able to catch up with change. Space of the city is distributed to middle
income and mid-high income groups. The financial difference between the rich and the poor of the city became
deeper. The word suburb which is substituted for gecekondu is a term which points not only to geographical
but also to cultural, economical and political margins, even to the outskirts of the city. We have passed from a
soft, unifying urbanization to a nervous and isolating one (03.10.2012). Dissociating suburb districts can gain
identities free of ethnical, religious and denominational basis. In the course of time, these identities can turn
into ideologies of potential conflict (Erman, 2010: 255). Some authors think that one of the important reasons
of suburbanization is lack of legal and institutional regulations that can result in urban unification, and scarcity
of resources. As a result of this insufficiency, public services either can not be submitted to suburbs or they
hinder. The same insufficiency can result in situations that can isolate person/family out of society (Erder, 1997;
quoter Satiroglu, 2011: 353; Adaman and Keyder, 2009: 7). From a different point of view, presence of suburbs
is linked with the mandatory migration that happened during 1990s. Suburbs’ being regarded as synonym of
crime resulted in misperceiving the migrators as potential criminals because of their experiences in their
previous places (Bozkulak, 2005: 248). At the end of the day all features that can be grounded on definition of
suburb are formed by relatively less common range of negativities in fabric of traditional suburb. The suburban
who is sieged by all of those negative features is misperceived as ‘furious’ and ‘prone to violence’. Even this
perception on its own can be regarded as a criterion for definition of suburb: Stigmatizing and Labeling (Erman,

2002: 193-202).
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STUDY DATA

The study data is presented under three titles: At first, demographics of the sample group and spatial
characteristics of survey zone is presented. After doing that, the data revealing suburbanization tendency in

gecekondus is put forward.
Demographics of the Sample Group

Throughout the study, mostly heads of the families were surveyed. Average demographics of these people are

56% middle age, 63% married and 76% male

Literacy level of the sample group is close to average of Turkey. Percentage of primary and secondary school
graduates is 42%, high school graduates is 38% and college graduates is 12% while the percentage of
unschooled is 8%. Literacy level of wives of heads of the families is lower. While the percentage of unschooled

women is 19%, the percentage of women with college education is 6%.

Sample group is dominated by small families (86%) and the percentage of small families is higher than average
of Turkey (2016; 66%). Number of big families is very low (2%). The percentage of people living alone (11%) is
close to average of Turkey (2016; 15%).

Of the sample group, most of the married people (90%) have children. While the number of the families with
fewer (1 — 2) children is 40%, the number of families with more (3 or more) children is 50%. This data is in
correlation with demographics of Turkey. Fertility rate of Turkey is decreasing systematically. However, as the
fertility rate of near past was higher, ratio of young population in Turkey is relatively high when compared to

countries which completed their demographic evolution.

In the sample group, number of the participants who were born in Mersin is 40%. Number of the migrants from
East and South East Anatolia is higher and migrants are mostly from Mardin, Malatya, Adiyaman, Urfa and
Diyarbakir, and the percentage of the migrants is 8%, 6%, 6%, 6% and 5% respectively. Number of the migrants

from western cities is very few.

62% of the domestic migrants living in Mersin is ‘old migrants’. Among the new migrants, percentage of those
living in Mersin 1 — 5 years is 5% and 6 — 10 years is 6%. Ratio of those living in Mersin 11 — 20 years is 22%. In
his migration typology, Kemal Kartal claims that migrants can gain urban identity in 20 years time at least
(1992: 21-23). In accordance with this claim, we can say that most of the migrants living in study zone have
gained urban identity or they are about to gain it. It is understood that, suburbs of Mersin is not getting intense

migration (as it was doing in recent past).

A significant shift in domestic migration in Turkey is city to city migration that began in 1980s. Migration of

peasants saturated to some extent and slowed down, and city to city migration, which results from uneven
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distribution of economical opportunities, gained significance (Caglayandereli & Arslan, 2016: 292). In the
sample group number of the ones who were born in villages is 8% and this percentage is in correlation with the
shift in migration dynamics of Turkey. On the other hand, people living in suburbs socialized in cities. Analyzing
the perception, approach and behavior on suburbanization, the birthplace factor was evaluated as

independent variable.

As profession affects social status dramatically, it is a significant variable for sociological studies. In the study, it
was found out that heads of the families are employed at average urban positions like marginal workers (30%),
tradesmen (32%), or do not have jobs (26%). These ratios are in correlation with the vocational expectations on
suburbs. Number of ones who have a profession which requires capital or education (6%) and number of civil
servants (2%) is rather low. Partners (wife) of the heads of the families are mostly unemployed (68%). In most

of the families, there is no other income but head of the family’s (77%).

Of the families which are surveyed on financial situation, 36% responded “bad” and 18% responded “too bad”.
Number of the families with moderate (27%) or good (19%) financial status is low. In the sample group, the

number of the families whose income is around minimum wage (2016; 1300TL) or lower than it is 38%.
Spatial Features of Suburbs of Mersin

Survey study was carried out in Siteler, Gindogdu and Sevket Simer districts of Akdeniz county of Mersin.
Spatial characteristics of these districts are different from gecekondus of southern cities. While the number of

participants living in flats is 17%, number of those living in houses is 82%.

81% of the buildings in the districts are regarded as ‘old buildings’ by property owners. Half of the buildings are
well-kept while the other half is not. Number of the new buildings in the districts is 13%. Number of the
deserted buildings is 6%. Unauthorized structuring can be observed. Well-kept houses are turning into flats by

building extra storeys over them.

When evaluated in terms of infrastructure, physical units, air conditioning and lighting, 43% of the houses
strong and convenient. However, 57% of the houses have some kind of structural problems. Problems of
houses may result in aging and deserting. Primary problems of the districts are insufficient infrastructure and
aging of physical units. The convenience problem level of these districts is higher than country average. In
2015, it was found out that, of the houses in Turkey, 43% has insulation problems, 39% has physical problems
such as leaking roofs, dump walls or broken window frames, and 24% have problems resulting from air or

environmental pollution due to industry or traffic (TUIK, 10.05.2017).

In 2016, number of the tenants is 23%. However, in gecekondu districts of Mersin, this number is (44%) almost
the double of country average. At these districts, average rent is around 250 — 500TL. This price range is pretty
low in comparison with better developed districts. 19% of the property owners purchased their housing. This
situation can be regarded as a proof for commodification of suburbs. Distribution of short or mid-range
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habitants of the suburbs is almost even. While the number of those who have been living is in the city for less
than 5 years is 30%, number of the ones have been living in the city for longer than 21 years is 22%. Habitants

of the suburbs mostly (84%) gave financial reasons for preferring these districts.

Residents of suburbs perceive their environment underdeveloped in socio-cultural and financial terms (88%
and 82%). In spite of being rather optimistic, they do not think the situation will improve in future (57% and

52%).
Suburbanization Tendency in Gecekondu Districts

The study primarily tried to answer the question “Have Turkish gecekondu districts begun reminding of suburbs
of other countries?” In accordance with the gathered data, it is possible to say “yes.” One of the proofs for
suburbanization is commodification of housing in gecekondus and it is possible to observe this change in
gecekondu districts of Mersin. In Mersin, gecekondus are not possibilities of affordable housing any more. A
gecekondu of 100-150 m2 of space can cost 200,000TL. Another proof of suburbanization is increasing rate of
tenancy. When this situation occurs, the physical care on housing decreases, and aging and deserting arises.
The same situation can make it common for the property owners to avoid or to delay tax and thereby income
of local governments’ can decrease, so can public services. Thus, because of the chain reaction of some
negative shifts, standard of living in gecekondu districts decreases. In the study, it was found out that tenancy
level in gecekondu districts of Mersin is at increase. 55% of the families that we have surveyed are tenants.
Another proof of suburbanization is squatter. In the districts that we have studied, 53% of the buildings were
modified (extra storeys were built or the structure was rebuilt at all). It is obvious that, zoning plan of
gecekondu districts is violated. Besides the architectural degeneracy of gecekondu districts, the degeneration
in social and cultural structure is of higher significance. Crime and violence rates are at increase in gecekondu
districts. This increase has positive correlation with the increase of alcohol and drug consumption. Though the
mechanical solidarity relation based on sincerity and trust has loosened throughout the gecekondu districts, it
somehow can not be substituted with contractarian and rational solidarity relations. Some mafia or sect like
illegal organizations which work for welfare of some certain people or groups are becoming more and more
common in gecekondu districts. Significant majority of the participants’ expressing that the solidarity exists no
more, reveals cultural dimension of suburbanization. If an evaluation must be carried out in terms of violence,
crime and mafia formation, 85 — 90% of the participants state that violence, crime and mafia formation are at
increase. Questions of the study are answered at this point. Gecekondu districts in Turkey are suburbanizing
step by step, yet with characteristics particular to us as it is for South American countries. Family life exists in

suburbs and prostitution is at relatively low levels, for instance.
FINDINGS (RESULTS)

The answer for the question “What are internal and external dynamics of suburbanization?” was sought.

According to survey data, internal dynamics of suburbanization are as follows:
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a)

b)

Increase in amount of informal/illegal relations is proof of suburbanization. For example, there is an
increase in the number of people who running illegal business in the districts (85% of the
participants agree). Number of the participants, stating that the number of young gang members is
at increase is 76%.

While wealthiness is growing in central parts of the city, poverty is accumulating in suburbs. The
financial gap between groups is getting deeper. Growing poverty is depicted as not being able to
consume. 80% of the participants agree with this depiction.

For reasons of suburbanization, a significant majority of the participants (63%) drew attention to
unemployment.

75% of the participants stated that people living in suburbs have no assurance of employment and
accommodation.

86% of the participants who were surveyed claimed that there is an increase in drug addiction.

76% of the participants mentioned that reputation of their district is becoming synonymous with

violence, terror, mafia organizations and illegal drugs.

According to data gathered throughout the study, external dynamics of suburbanization are as follows:

a)

b)

d)

655

The other social groups in city’s (autochtons of city, central districts) labeling and isolating people of
gecekondu consists one of the important external dynamics of suburbanization. 77% of the
participants stated that they feel alienated by other social groups of the city.

Legal and institutional regulations which should aim urban unification are weak. Legitimacy of
gecekondus is still controversial. Even the urban transformation projects are run in line with laws
that are designed for earthquakes.

Participants generally complained about infrastructural insufficiency of the districts they live in.
While the number of the ones who complained about electricity problems and blackouts is 62%,
number of those who complained about environmental and hygiene problems is 38%. Of all the
participants who are also habitants of the district, number of the ones who stated that they have
infrastructural problems and need repair is 67%.

Neoliberal policy is one of important external dynamics of creation of suburbs. Both governments’
and companies’ inefficiency in creating new positions and more common vocational insecurity
extends the number of the unemployed, untrained sub-class mass. Unemployment level is around
26%. The unemployment level of participants’ wives is almost double (44%).

The studies districts arose because of intense domestic migration. Continuity of migration can be
observed by appearance of large numbers of Syrian. As McKenzie (1926) pointed to, socially non-
homogenous structure, which appear because of migration, includes possibility of competition and
conflict. As most Turks and Syrian are of same religion, this link prevents conflicts relatively but

similar semi-domestication process would not go the same with other migrant populations of distant
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cultural characteristics. Scarce vocational positions and income structure can be main reason of

cultural conflict.

As it can be understood from the internal and external dynamics of suburbanization, the dynamics, such as
increasing unemployment and poverty, and lack of employment and accommodation assurance that are
experienced in suburbanizing districts, are similar to McKenzie’s term “concentration” who is a representative
of ecological theory (1921; 1925; 1926). Concentration is grouping of some certain functions and cultural
populations to certain districts of cities. In accordance with this definition, it would be appropriate to state that
gecekondu districts, that is to say suburbs, which we have studied, became shelter for poor, unemployed,

homeless, criminal and labelled.

In the districts that we have surveyed, it is observed that hope is a feeling which is decaying. In these districts
concern for the future and unhappiness is becoming more common. More than half of the surveyed
participants (58%) think that districts will not develop socially or culturally in near future. Number of those who
think that districts will not develop financially is 52%. Number of indecisive is 30%. Looking at these numbers, it
can be suspected that despair will become worse but this is not in correlation with standard suburban’s way of

thinking.
CONCLUSION and DISCUSSION

As a result of slumization of gecekondus, in the social and cultural structure, intermediate forms emerge
between traditional and modern. Neither communitarian nor individualistic, this structure damages the urban
integration. Neighborhood relations are getting superficial and values are changing negatively, for instance. As
everything in capitalist relations web, in economical structure gecekondus are turning into commodity or
property that provides unearned income. In slums, quality positions and businesses are not able to develop.
One storey hovels are turning into multi-storey blocks or getting an unusable look. The political structure can
create radical, introvert or sect like groups which can potentially threaten the city. Drug usage functions as
catalyst in gecekondus’ experiencing such a negative change. Violence and drug addiction is becoming more

common.

As it has been determined in this study, slumization is now a new phenomenon in Turkish urbanization process

which should be dealt with apart from the concept of gecekondu.

As the second determination and suggestion, the concept of slumization should be theoretically explained
through new studies. In order to achieve this goal, of the ecological theories, McKenzie’s “Urban Development
Process” (1921; 1925; 1926) for instance, can be of the ability to describe formation of new suburbs. “In
classical ecology theory, it is widely accepted that cities are natural zones which become different by expanding
from one certain center: It is claimed that a central workplace appears then people and institutions expand

from center to outskirts in characteristic patterns.” According to classical ecology approach, functional zones in
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a city prescribe around a center. This order runs depending on processes like centralization and
decentralization; invasion and successiveness; and union and separation. These processes have a vital role on
both formation of natural habitats, transformation of these habitats into cultural zones and community life’s
risk of facing degeneration (Yoriikan, 1959: 157). During the urbanization process, while accumulation of work
places in city center occurs, residents of the city leave the central zone for some reasons. The ones abandoning
city center and migrants of similar background want to stay close. This kind of grouping provides confidence
and assures the survival of their culture. “Thus people of certain origin create their own sub-culture by settling
in certain districts of city”. For example, Italian, Spanish and Black districts in the U.S.A and neighborhoods of
Sivas, Erzurum and Black Sea Region people in metropolis of Turkey were formed in this way. Workplaces,
accommodation and recreational zones in city are pretty active. A function or a cultural group in city can invade
one another any time or vise versa. As a result of this process, the invaded district changes characteristics. “An
old, declining district for instance, can become a luxury residential area by taking down old structures and
building new ones” (McKenzie, 1925: 64-75; Ozkalp, 2008: 337). Or a district of conservative people can be
slumized by invasion of drug addiction culture. “It seems that in classical ecology theory, appearance of well
determined zones of some certain characteristics is possible with invasion and successiveness. As each of these
zones has a function of attracting suitable people for itself, population of the city distributes into secondary
parts in accordance with profession, race, age, gender and nationality. Like formation of race and religion clans;
grouping of age and gender because of families’ with children leaving city center and moving of the people of
more activity and less responsibility to city center; formation of modern neighborhoods on districts of high land
price and rent, and formation of slums where poverty and evil patrol in zones of low land price and invasion of

poor” (McKenzie, 1926: 141-154; Y6riikan, 1959:161).

Actually, in the cities which are changing because of post-capitalism and globalization, for the process of

|II

slumization, Harvey’s approach of “City as Accumulation of Capital” can be a vise tool of explanation (2012a:
127-287; 2012b: 287-485). In development process of capitalism, the extreme accumulation resulted in
financial crisis and the capital invested on urban space in the second cycle in order to overcome the crisis.
Shopping malls, luxurious residencies, education, healthcare and sports facilities are new forms of investment.
Gecekondus which are close to city center are appointed as new investment zones. Even though few of the
gecekondu districts are included in urban integration processes under the name of urban transformation,
slumization process is in progress with most. Although construction of luxurious residencies and shopping malls

is in progress on coastline of Mersin, especially in Yenisehir county, on the eastern districts of the city (Cay,

Cilek, Siteler, Sevket Simer and Glindogdu districts) slumization tendency arose.

Slumization problem of Turkey must be studied more. It must be understood that the problem is
multidimensional and has a lot of factors. In the formation and spread of slums, slum itself can not be regarded
as the sole actor. “As well as slum itself, city halls, political parties, governments, local authorities and actors of
real estate business (building material dealers, contructors and gecekondu mafia) have their parts” (Aslan,

2009; Erman, 2010). Slumization, which appeared during Turkish urbanization process, is a problem that must
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be prevented because of its potential to widespread informal relations and harm urban integrity. After doing
scientific explanation of the problem, politicians and executives who would step in for a variety of projects,

must be able to come up with legitimate solutions which can increase standard of life.
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Makalede gecekondunun varosa donlisme sireci Mersin 6rnegi Gzerinden betimlenmistir. Ele
alinan konu modern toplumun mekan-kultir krizi olarak isimlendirilebilir. Modernlesme
teorilerinde farkli toplum kesimlerinin butinlesmesi 6ngorildigld halde, ozellikle buyik
metropollerde ayrisma sirecleri giderek derinlesmektedir. Tiirkiye’de 1950’lerden itibaren
kentleri saran gecekondular, baslarda, kirsaldan yeni gelen sosyal gruplar igin kente tutunma
umudunu iginde barindirdigi halde, siireg icerisinde kaybedenlerin mekani haline gelmistir. Bu
baglamda gecekondular ‘varoglagmaktadir’. Bir yandan gikarci yeni kapitalist iliskiler ve artan
yoksulluk diger yandan etnik, mezhepsel ve sinifsal karakterde olabilen yeni gruplagsmalar
geleneksel gecekondu yapisini ¢ézmektedir. Gecekondular hem niteliksiz isgliciini igerisinde
barindiran yoksulluk yuvalari olarak hem de siddet ve terdr ve hirsizlik ve uyusturucu gibi
faaliyetlerin yogunlastigi su¢ bolgeleri olarak anilmaya baslamistir. Gecekondularda mekéana
aidiyet hissi giderek kaybolmaktadir. iste bu gdzlem (izerine, Mersin gecekondularinda, 250
haneye uygulanan anket calismasi verilerine dayali olarak varoslasma egilimi betimlenmek
istenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kentlesme, sosyal degisme, gecekondu, varos.

* Bu makalede sunulan saha arastirma verileri yiiriitiictliigiinii Yrd. Dog. Dr. Mustafa Caglayandereli’nin yaptigl ve Mustafa
Tanaydin’in arastirmaci olarak yer aldigi, 2017-1-TP2-2259 Proje Kodu ve “Gecekondunun Varosa Donisme Siirecine
Uyusturucu Alt Kiiltiiriiniin Etkileri: Mersin Ornegi” isimli Bilimsel Arastirma Projesi olarak Mersin Universitesi tarafindan
desteklenmistir.
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GiRIS

Modernlesme siirecinin baslangicinda (18. ylzyilda) dogan sosyoloji misyon bilimidir. Ortaya ¢iktigi yillarda
oldugu gibi glinimuzde de degisen toplumsal siiregleri ve 6zellikle ortaya ¢ikan kaotik yapilari agiklamak onun
isidir. Ginlimuzde degisen toplum yapisi postmodern olarak adlandiriimaktadir. Postmodern toplumun énemli
ozelligi kent toplumu (metropolis) olmasidir. Toplumsal iliskiler bu mekan igerisinde degismektedir. Glinlimiizde
kentsel mekanin 6nemli 6zelligi ise merkez-gevre, zengin-fakir ve yerli-gé¢men gibi ikili yapilarin, ayrismalarin
hakim hale gelmesidir. Bu yapi igerisinde dikkat ¢ceken yeni kentsel degisme konusu varoslasmadir. Varoslasma
gecekondularin olumsuz manada nitelik degistirme siirecinin adidir. Yakin zamanlara kadar, gecekondu alanlari
kentsel bitinlesme adina umut vadederlerken, simdilerde ayrismaci ve ¢atismaci gérinim sunmaktadirlar.
Varoglar, gecekondularda gorece az gozlenen yoksulluk, issizlik, otekilesme, uyusturucu alt kaltGrindn
yayginlagmasi ve sug oranlarinin artmasi gibi bir dizi olumsuz 6zelligi icinde barindiran yeni mekansal ve kiiltirel
ortamlardir. Tlrkiye metropollerinin gercegi haline gelen bu olgu giderek 6nem kazanacaktir. Bu c¢alismaya

konu edildigi Gizere sosyoloji bilimi dncelikle bu yeni olguyu betimlemelidir.

Tirkiye'nin biylksehirlerinden birisi olan Mersin kentinin yapisi heterojeniktir. Ekonomik, siyasal ve sosyo-
kiltirel temelden farkli deger sistemlerine sahip gruplar Mersin’de yer se¢mislerdir. Mersin’de merkezi semtler
ile gecekondu alanlar ayrismayi, ikili yapiyi temsil eder. Mersin’de merkezi semtler gelisirken gecekondular
varoslasmaya baslamistir. Bu durumda kentteki ayrisma sireci hizlanmaktadir. Uyusturucu alt kaltirig bu

olumsuz sireci hizlandirmaktadir.

YONTEM

Arastirmanin Ust evreni go¢ alan kentlerin gecekondu alanlaridir. Arastirmanin alt evreni Mersin kenti
gecekondu alanlaridir. Bu evreni temsilen Siteler, Gindogdu ve Sevket Simer mahalleleri arastirmanin
orneklemini olusturmustur. Anket uygulanan bu 3 mahalle arastirma evrenindeki 11 mahallenin %30’una denk
diismektedir. Sosyal bilim arastirmalarinda evren niceliksel olarak biylkse %01’lik bir 6rnekleme orani temsil
kabiliyeti agisindan yeterli goriilebilmektedir. Buradan hareketle ve zaman ve maliyet gibi kisitlayici etkenleri de
gbz 6nilne alan arastirmacilar Mersin kent merkezindeki gecekondu hanelerinden 250’sine anket uygulamaya
karar vermislerdir. Arastirmanin érnekleme orani %014 (0,014) olarak hesap edilmistir. Orneklem biyikligii ve
dagihmi orantili tabakal rasgele 6rnekleme teknigine uygun olarak hesaplanmistir. Anket soru formu arastirma
problemine uygun olarak arastirmacilar tarafindan hazirlanmistir. Soru formunda 88 adet soru bulunmaktadir.

Sorular goktan segmeli tiirde hazirlanmistir. Anketler 2016 yilinin Kasim-Aralik aylarinda uygulanmustir.
KAVRAMSAL VE TEORIK CERCEVE

Bu calismada mekan ve kiltir olarak gecekondunun varosa donidsme sireci betimlenmek istenmistir. Bu iki

kavrami (gecekondu, varos) arastirma verilerini sunmadan 6nce tartismak yararh olacaktir.
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Bati’da plansiz, dlizensiz ve denetimsiz yerlesmelerin timiine birden Squatter denilmektedir. Bu genel kavram
altinda toparlamaya calisilan gecekondu ve slum gibi yerlesmeler hem kiltiirel bakimdan hem de kurulus
siirecinin 6zel kosullari agisindan farkli nitelikler arz ederler (Karpat, 2003: 26-34). Ozellikle slum ve gecekondu
karsilastirmasini yapan Karpat, bu iki yerlesimin farkhihgina dikkat cekmek Gzere, slum igin “umudun bittigi yer”
ve gecekondu i¢in “umudun basladigi yer” ifadelerini kullanmaktadir (1973: 2—3). Demek oluyor ki gecekondu
kavrami, (yol agtigi kentsel sorunlari géz ardi etmeden) yeni gelenlerin kentte tutunabilmek igin, yerel
dayanisma aglari olusturmalar gibi, bize 6zgli yanlari olan, spontane gelisen bir olguyu ifade etmektedir
(Caglayandereli, 2005: 15). “Gecekondu tanimi genelde yasallik Gzerinden yapilmakta ve kendine ait olmayan,
kamuya ait ya da 0zel milkiyet olan araziye sahibinin rizasi disinda ruhsatsiz yapilmis yasa disi yapilar olarak
tanimlanmaktadir. Tipik bir gecekondu yerlesimi kentin ceperinde olusmakta; yasal statlisii bulunmamakta; su,
elektrik, kanalizasyon, yol, okul, saghk ocagi gibi kentsel alt yapi ve hizmetlerden yoksun olmakta ve hem
milkiyet, hem de yapi kurallarina uygunluk agisindan sorunlu gérilmektedir”. Tirkiye’de gecekondular i¢gog
olayl neticesinde olusmaktadir. Gecekondulular genelde kdyden kente gelen ailelerdir ve bu ailelerin ortak
ozelligi (en azindan baslarda) yoksul olmalaridir. Hisim akraba yardimiyla, ucuz malzemeden, birkag giinde,
yapiliveren gecekondular, yasal olmasa bile, devletin ve sermaye kesiminin yoksul halk kesimlerine konut
saglamakta yetersiz kalmalari sonucunda ortaya giktiklari igin, belli bir mesruiyet de tasimaktadir (Erman, 2010:
227-228). Turkiye kentlesme yazininda gecekondunun tanimi lzerinde gorece uzlasi saglanmistir ama slum
kavraminin tanimi tartismalidir ve yaygin kullanilmamaktadir. S6zliik anlamina gore ‘slum’, “bozuk—dizensiz bir
sosyal yapinin, yoksullugun ve kot haldeki saghga dokuncali yapilarin karakterize ettigi, kentin deger ve
aliskanliklarinin disinda, oldukg¢a kapali bir oturma bigimi”dir (Webster, 1971). Tiirkdogan’in (1996: 49)
Karpat’tan (1973) aktardigi bicimiyle slum, Amerikan kaltariandn bir Granadar. Amerikan toplumunda (ve genel
olarak Bati’da); [a] kalabalik aile ve/veya aile disi gruplarin bir arada ve st Gste bir yasam alani olusturdugu; [b]
yoksullugun hakim oldugu; [c] aile yasantisinin olmasinin yaninda bosanma oraninin en yiksek diizeyde
seyrettigi; [d] okuma-yazma oraninin en alt dizeyde oldugu; [e] irk ayriminin yapildigi; [f] organize sug
orgutlerinin bolgeledigi ve uyusturucu, cinayet ve fuhus gibi tirli suglarin yayginlastigl ve siddetin kol gezdigi;
[g] asin yabancilasma duygusuna sahip insanlarin kent halkindan kopuk olarak kent merkezinde veya kent
cevresinde yasadigi belirli bolgelere slum denilmektedir. Kentin iginde ve ¢eperinde olabilen bu bélgeler ayni
zamanda suc bolgesi olarak da anilmaktadir. Ornegin, ABD’de 1960 yili sosyal istatistiklerine gére, slum’lar kent
nifusunun %20’sine sahipti ama tim hastaliklarin %50’si, hirsizliklarin %50'si, cinayetlerin %45’i, gencg
suclulugunun %55’i buralardaydi. Batili arastirmacilar yol agtiklari bu tirli olumsuzluklardan hareketle slum’lari
acitklamaya calismislardir. McKenzie (1921) ve H. Zorbaugh'in (1927) gbzlemine gore, slum’larda genel bir
orgltsuzlik s6z konusudur. Bu tir yerlerde dis diinyaya kapali, trkek ve glivensiz bir yasam s6z konusudur. W.F.
Whyte (1993) ve G. Suttles’in (1968) gozlemine gore ise slum’larda mevcut toplumsal degerler ile
anlasilamayacak kadar karmasik ve kendine 6zgii (ya da kaotik) bir drgiitlenme mevcuttur. Slum’larda italyan,
Meksikah, Portorikolu ve Zenci gibi ¢esitli etnik ve dini gruplar kendi icine kapali yasamaktadirlar. Bunlarin

arasinda sadece ticari iliskiler s6z konusudur (Akdis, 1990: 27-29).
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Son zamanlarda gecekondulardaki degisimi takip eden calismalarda, gecekondularin birindiGgi yeni goriinim
icin (slum yerine) varos kavrami kullanilmaya baslamistir. Varos, gecekondudan farkli bir mekan ve kiiltir olarak
ele alinmaktadir. Slum tanimi igin siralanan binalarin kéhnemesi, alt yapi eskimesi, asiri nifus yigilmasi veya
terk etme, su¢ oranlarinin yikselmesi, hastaliklarin yayginlasmasi, kuralsizlk, iletisimsizlik, ice kapanma ve
yabancilasma gibi pek ¢ok 6zelligin varos tanimi igin de gegerli oldugu ifade edilmektedir (Caglayandereli, 2005:
134). Bununla birlikte konunun uzmanlari ayri bir varos tanimi yapabilmek igin bir dizi 6zellik siralamaktadirlar.
Ornegin kentin yerlileri (kentsoylular) ya da medya tarafindan sosyal dislanma belirleyici bir &zelliktir (Etdz,
2000: 1). Sosyal dislanma, kisilerin yoksulluk, temel egitim becerilerden mahrumiyet ya da ayrimcilik dolayisiyla
toplumun disina itilmeleri ve toplumsal hayata dilediklerince katihmlarinin engellenmesi sirecine karsilik
gelmektedir (Adaman ve Keyder, 2009: 6) Genel olarak sosyal dislanmanin kavramsallastiriimasinda egitim,
saglik, barinma gibi temel hizmetlere ulasamama ya da ulasim silrecinde dezavantajli olma durumudur
(Yamanoglu, 2006: 10). Kimi sosyal bilimciler sosyal dislama vyerine otekilestirme kavramini tercih
etmektedirler. iki tarafli bu iliskide &tekilestiren &tekilestirilene tiim olumsuzluklari yiiklemektedir: “Bir
zamanlar 'kentteki koylu' kategorisi altinda birlestirilen gecekondu halki, bugiin 'varoslu' kavrami altinda
otekilestiriimektedir. Artik gecekondulu kentteki mazbut koyli ailesi degildir; laiklik gibi Cumhuriyet'in temel
ilkelerini tehdit eden, yasa disiligi barindiran, kdkten dincisi, radikal solcusu, Kiirt milliyetgisi, bunun yaninda
tinercisi, kapkaggisi ile tehlikeli otekidir; kenti kusatarak teslim almaktadir” (Erman, 2010). Kimi yazarlar
tiketememek olarak adlandirdiklari ekonomik 6lgltl dncelerler. Buna gore varoslu birey, tiiketim estetiginden
yoksun olan, kentin nimetlerinden vyararlanamayan ve kent kiltirini yakalayamamis birisi olarak
kurgulanmaktadir (Gullipinar ve Glines, 2011: 239; Bozkulak, 2005: 246). Kimi yazarlar varos tanimi igin sinifsal
durumu énemsemektedirler. Buna gore, varoslarda lretim siirecine dahil olamayan iskollarinda calisan ve/veya
mesleksiz/issiz bireyler sinif-alti kavrami altinda toplanmaktadir. Ozellikle 1990 sonrasi neoliberal ve kiiresel
dénemde, yoksulluk-zenginlik makasindaki mesafe giderek acilmistir. Sayilari artan post-yoksullar sinif-alti
kavramini ortaya gikarmistir. Varos, ‘sinif-alti’'nin mekanidir (Bozkulak, 2005: 244). Kimi yazarlar varos tanimi
icin dogrudan yoksulluk kavramini esas alirlar. Ornegin Isik ve Pinarcioglu Sultanbeyli arastirmasinda neoliberal
politika etkisiyle degisen ve fakat sireklilesen yoksullugun geleneksel dayanisma iliskilerini ¢6zdUglinii ve
varoslasmaya yol agtigini gozlemislerdir. O kadar ki hemsehriligin mafyalasmasi s6z konusudur (2001). Kimi
yazarlar kentle varos arasinda var oldugunu iddia ettikleri cografi ve sosyal mesafeye dikkat cekmektedirler.
Buna gore varos alanlar, kente eklemlenmis, yamanmis ama kentten kopuk, kendi icine kapali, blyiik toplumsal
birimler olarak nitelenmektedir (Tiifekgioglu, 2015: 15). Tekeli’ye gore, bunun 6énemli nedeni, kentin mega
projelerle toplu olarak soylulastirilmasi neticesinde kent yoksullarinin kentte tutunamaz hale gelmesidir. Kent
mekani orta ve Ust-orta gelir gruplarina tahsis edilmistir. “Kentin yeni varsillari ve yoksullari arasinda mesafe
artmistir. Gecekondunun yerine gecen varos artik sadece cografi olarak degil, kiltlrel, ekonomik ve siyasi
olarak da sehrin marjinlerine ve hatta disina isaret eden bir kavram. Yumusak ve bitlnlestirmeci bir
kentlesmeden gergin ve dislayici kentlesmeye gecilmistir” (03 Ekim 2012). Ayrisan varos semtler zamanla etnik,
dinsel ve sinifsal temelden farkli kimlik edinebilmektedirler. Ve zamanla bu kimlikler gatisma potansiyeli olan

ideolojilere donisebilmektedirler (Erman, 2010: 255). Kimi yazarlara goére varoslasmanin dnemli bir nedeni

662 Caglayandereli, M. ve Mazlum, A. and Tanaydin, M. (2018). The Tendency of Slumization in the
Gecekondu: The Example of Mersin Province, International Journal Of Eurasia Social Sciences, Vol:
9, Issue: 31, pp. (648-671).



UOESS Year: 9, Vol:9, Issue: 31 MARCH 2018

kentsel bitlinlesmeyi saglayabilecek yasal, kurumsal diizenlemelerin eksik olmasi ve kaynak kithgidir. Bunun
sonucu varos alanlara gereken kamusal hizmetler sunulamamakta veya aksamaktadir. Bu ise kisiyi/haneyi
toplum disina itebilecek ortam olusturmaktadir (Erder, 1997; aktaran Satiroglu, 2011: 353; Adaman ve Keyder,
2009: 7). Bir baska bakis agisindan varoslar, 1990l yillardaki zorunlu gog olayi ile iliskilendirilmektedir. Varos’un
kendisinin sug ile anilir olmasi, gog ile gelen bireylerin geldikleri yerlerde bunu tecriibe etmis olmalarindan
Otlri potansiyel siddet ve sug unsuru olarak gériilmelerine neden olmus ve varos alanlarla 6zdeg tutulmuslardir
(Bozkulak, 2005: 248). Sonugta varos tanimina esas alinabilecek tim bu 6zellikler geleneksel gecekondu
dokusunda gorece az gozlenen olumsuzluklar silsilesi olusturmaktadir. Bu olumsuz 6zelliklerin sarip sarmaladigi
varos insani ‘kizgin’ ve ‘siddete basvurabilir’ olarak algilanmaktadir. Aslinda bu algi bile varos tanimina esas

alinabilecek bir baska 6l¢ut kabul edilebilir: Damgalama ve etiketleme (Erman, 2002: 193-202).
ARASTIRMA VERILERi

Arastirma verileri Gi¢ baslik altinda sunulmustur: ilkin, drneklem grubunun demografik &zellikleri ve arastirma
alaninin mekansal 6zellikleri tanitilmigtir. Ardindan gecekondudaki varoslasma egilimini yansitan veriler gozler

online serilmistir.
Orneklem Grubunun Demografik Ozellikleri

Arastirmada cogunlukla hane reisleri ile gortsildi. Bu kisilerin ortalama demografik o6zellikleri orta yas

grubundan (%56), evli (%63) ve erkek (%76) olmalaridir.

Orneklem grubunun egitim diizeyi Tiirkiye ortalamasina yakindir. Okul mezunu olmayanlar %8 oraninda oldugu
halde ilkdgretim mezunlar %42, ortadgretim mezunlar %38 ve yiksekégretim mezunlari %12 oranindadir.
Hane reislerinin eslerinin (kadinlarin) okuma-yazma orani kendilerine gére daha dusuktiir. Hi¢c okula gitmemis

kadin orani %19 oldugu halde yiliksekégrenim goren kadin orani %6’dir.

Orneklem grubunda cekirdek aile tipi hakimdir (%86). Cekirdek aile orani Tiirkiye ortalamasindan (2016; %66)
ylksektir. Genis aile tipi yok denecek kadar azalmistir (%2). Yalniz yasama orani (%11) ise Tirkiye ortalamasina

(2016; %15) yakindir.

Orneklem grubunda evli olanlarin ¢ogunlugu (%90) cocuk sahibidir. Az cocuklu aile (1-2 cocuk) orani %40
oldugu halde ¢ok cocuklu aile (3 ve Uzeri ¢ocuk) orani %50°dir. Bu veri Tirkiye’'nin demografik yapisi ile
uyumludur. Tirkiye’de dogurganlhk hizi sistematik olarak dismektedir. Ancak yakin ge¢miste dogurganlik hizi
ylksek oldugu icin demografik evrim siirecini tamamlamis llkelere gore Tirkiye'nin geng niifus orani su an igin

gorece yuksektir.

Orneklem grubunda dogum yeri Mersin olan (yerli) birey orani %40 tespit edilmistir. G6¢ ederek Mersin’e

gelenler arasinda Mardinli (%8), Malatyali (%6), Adiyamanl (%6), Urfali (%6) ve Diyarbakirli (%5) basta olmak

663 Caglayandereli, M. ve Mazlum, A. and Tanaydin, M. (2018). The Tendency of Slumization in the
Gecekondu: The Example of Mersin Province, International Journal Of Eurasia Social Sciences, Vol:
9, Issue: 31, pp. (648-671).



UOESS Year: 9, Vol:9, Issue: 31 MARCH 2018

Uzere Dogu ve Gilneydogu Anadolu Bolgelerinden gelenlerin orani yiksektir. Bati bolgelerinden gelenler yok

denecek kadar azdir.

Mersin’e disaridan gelenlerin ¢ogu (%62) ‘eski gogmen’ statlslindedir. Yeni go¢cmenler igerisinde 1-5 yildir
Mersin’de ikamet edenler %5 ve 6—10 yildir Mersin’de ikamet edenler %6 oranindadir. ‘Orta siirede’ yani 11-20
yildir Mersin’de ikamet edenlerin orani ise %22'dir. Kemal Kartal gelistirdigi goc¢ tipolojisinde disaridan
gelenlerin ancak 20 yillik stirede kentli kimligi edinebildigini séylemektedir (1992: 21-23). Buna gore arastirma
alaninda ikamet edenlerin ¢ogunlugu Mersinli kimligi edinmis ya da edinmek Uzeredir diyebiliriz. Mersin

varoslarina (yakin gegmiste oldugu gibi) yogun gog akini olmadigi da anlasiimaktadir.

Tirkiye’nin gé¢ dinamigindeki 6nemli bir degisim, 1980’lerde baslayan kentler arasi goctiir. Ulkede kéyli gdgi
belli bir doygunluga ulasmis ve hizi azalmistir bunun yerine, ekonomik firsatlarin mekansal dagiliminin esitsiz
olmasindan kaynaklanan kentten-kente gocgler 6nem kazanmaya baslamistir (Caglayandereli & Arslan, 2016:
292). Orneklem grubunda kdy dogumlu olanlarin oraninin %8 olmasi Tiirkiye’nin gé¢ dinamigindeki bu
degisimle uyumludur. Bir baska acidan varos alanlarda ikamet eden bireyler kente sosyallesmislerdir. idari
acidan dogum vyeri degiskeni varoslasma konusundaki algi, tutum ve davranislar analiz edilirken bagimsiz

degisken olarak degerlendirilmistir.

Meslek sosyal statliyi dnemli olgiide belirledigi icin sosyolojik arastirmalarin 6nemli degiskenidir. Arastirmada
hane reisi statisiinde olan bireylerin marijinal isler - iscilik (%30), esnaflik (%32) gibi ortalama kent meslekleri
icra ettikleri veya mesleksiz olduklari - calismadiklari (%26) tespit edilmistir. Bu varos alan igin beklentiye uygun
veridir. Semtte sermaye veya egitim gerektiren nitelikli islere sahip olanlar (%6) veya memur olanlar (%2) orani
duslktir. Hane reisinin esi (kadin) genel olarak galismamaktadir (%68). Hanelerin ¢ogunlugunda eve gelir

getiren bir baska kisi yoktur (%77).

Gortisme yapilan haneler ekonomik durumlarini %36 oraninda koti ve %18 oraninda da ¢ok kotu olarak
bildirmistir. Ekonomik durumu orta (%27) ve iyi (%19) olan hane orani diisiiktiir. Orneklem grubunda asgari

Ucret ve altinda (2016; 1300 TL ve az) geliri olan hane orani %38'dir.
Mersin Gecekondu Alanlarinin Mekansal Ozellikleri

Anket uygulamasi Mersin Akdeniz llgesinin Siteler, Giindogdu ve Sevket Siimer mahallelerinde
gerceklestirilmistir. Bu semtlerin mekansal ozellikleri gliney illerinin gecekondularindan ¢ok farkli degildir.
Arastirmaya katilan semt sakinlerinin %82’si mustakil evlerde ikamet ettigi halde apartmanda oturan orani

%17'dir.

Semtteki konutlarin %81’i hane sahiplerince “eski bina” olarak nitelenmistir. Eski binalarin yarisi bakimli yarisi
bakimsizdir. Semtte yeni bina orani %13’tir. Yeni binalar bakimhdir. Semtte metruk bina orani ise %6’dir. Bu
semtlerinde kagak yapilasma gozlenmektedir. Bakimli mustakil evler, lizerlerine kat ¢ikilmasi suretiyle zamanla
apartmanlagmaktadir.
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Semtteki konutlar altyapi, fiziki birimler, iklimlendirme ve 1siklik gibi 6zellikleri itibariyle degerlendirildiginde,
hanelerin %43’Unde konut konfor donanimi mevcuttur ve saglamdir. Buna kargin %57 oraninda konutun gesitli
problemi vardir. Problemi olan konutlar ileride k6hnelesmeye yol agabilecek niteliktedir. Semtte altyapi ve fiziki
birim eskimesi basta gelen problemlerdir. Semtte tespit edilen konfor donanimi problemleri Tirkiye
ortalamasindan yliksektir. 2015 yilinda Tirkiye’de konutlarin %43’Gnde yalitimdan kaynaklanan iklimlendirme
problemi, %39’unda sizdiran ¢ati, nemli duvarlar, ¢cliirimis pencere gergevesi gibi fiziki problemler ve %24’iinlin
de trafik veya endistrinin neden oldugu hava kirliligi, cevre kirliligi veya diger cevresel sorunlar yasadigi tespit

edilmistir (TUIK, 10.05.2017).

2016 yih itibariyle Turkiye konut kiracilik orani %23’tlr. Mersin gecekondu alanlarinda ise konut kiracilik orani
bunun iki katr (%44) olarak tespit edilmistir. Ortalama kira bedeli 250-500 TL'dir. Bu fiyat kentin gelismis
semtlerine gore oldukgca duslktir. Semtte mal sahibi olanlarin %19’u konutu satin almistir. Bu durum
gecekondularin metalagmasi séyleminin argliman olarak kullanilabilir. Semtte kisa, orta ve uzun vade oturanlar
yaklasik esit dagilmistir. 5 yildan az siiredir kentte oturanlarin orani %30 oldugu halde 21 yildan ¢ok siirede
semtte oturanlarin orani %22’dir. Semt sakinleri semti tercih nedeni olarak ¢cogunlukla ekonomik zorunluluk

demislerdir (%84).

Gecekondu sakinleri oturduklari semtleri sosyo-kiiltirel ve ekonomik olarak gelismemis olarak algilamaktadirlar
(%88 ve %82). Bu durumun (biraz iyimserlik olmakla birlikte) yakin gelecekte de gorece degismeyecegini tahmin

etmektedirler (%57 ve %52).
Gecekondu Alanlarinda Varoslasma Egilimleri

Arastirmada oncelikle “Turkiye gecekondu alanlari baska toplumlarda goézlenen varoslara benzemeye baslamig
midir?” sorusuna cevap aranmistir. Eldeki verilere gore bu soruya “Evet” cevabi verebiliriz. Varoslasmanin
argimanlarindan biri konutlarin ticari meta haline geliyor olmasidir ki Mersin gecekondu alanlarinda bu degisim
gozlenmektedir. Mersin’de gecekondu konut artik ucuza oturulabilecek mekan olmaktan uzaklagmistir. Emlak
ilanlarinda 100-150 m2 bir gecekondu ortalama 200 bin TL civarinda satilmaktadir. Varoslasmanin diger bir
argimani kiracilik oraninin yikselmesidir. Bu durumda kullanicilarin konutlara (bakim, onarim gibi) ilgileri
azalmakta ve ilerleyen siirecte semtte kohnelesme bas gostermektedir. Yine bu durum mal sahiplerinde vergi
odememek veya ddemeyi aksatmak davraniglarini yayginlastirmakta ve buna bagh olarak, yerel yonetimlerin
gelirleri azaldigl icin kamusal hizmetler aksayabilmektedir. Boylece, bir seri, birbirini etkileyen bu olumsuz
degisimler neticesinde gecekondu alanlarinin  yasam kalitesi dismektedir. Arastirmada Mersin
gecekondularinda kiracilik oraninin yiikseldigi tespit edilmistir. Anket uyguladigimiz hanelerin %55’inin
oturdugu konut kendisine ait degildir. Varoslasmanin bir baska argiimani dizensiz yerlesme (squatter) olma
oOzelligidir. Arastirma yapilan semtlerin binalarinin %53’lik boliminde degisiklikler yapilarak kat ¢ikildigi veya
yeniden insa edildigi tespit edilmistir. Buna gore, gecekondu alanlarinda imar planina muhalefet edilmektedir.
Gecekondu alanlarinin fiziki gériniminin olumsuz degisimi yaninda ve belki bundan daha 6nemlisi sosyal ve
kiltlirel yapida ortaya c¢ikan olumsuzluklardir. Gecekondu semtlerinde siddet ve suc¢ olaylar artis
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gostermektedir. Bu durum, alkol ve uyusturucu ticaretinin ve kullaniminin yayginlasmasiyla da dogru orantilidir.
Gecekondu semtlerinde samimi ve glivene dayali mekanik dayanisma iligkileri ¢6zildUgl halde bunun yerini
sozlesmeci ve rasyonel nitelikte organik dayanisma iliskileri alamamaktadir. Gecekondu semtlerinde belirli
kesimlere gikar saglayan cemaat ve mafya tipi enformel iliskiler yayginlasmaktadir. Ozellikle arastirmamiza
katilan erkeklerin 6nemli bir boliminin konu-komsu dayanisma iliskilerinin kalmadigini sdylemesi
varoglasmanin kulturel boyutunun su yuziine g¢ikmasi olarak degerlendirilebilir. Siddet, su¢ ve mafyalasma
Gzerinden bir okuma yapmak gerekirse arastirmaya katilan bireylerin %85-90’lik kismi siddet, su¢ ve
mafyalasmanin arttigini dile getirmektedir. Arastirmanin sorulari bu baglamda cevap bulmus oldu. Tirkiye’de
gecekondular giderek varoslasmaktadir, fakat bu durumun, Latin Amerika ulkelerinde oldugu gibi azgelismis
toplumlardan farkli ve bize 6zgii yanlari da vardir. Ornegin varos alanlarda aile yasami devam etmekte ve fuhus

olaylari gérece az gozlenmektedir.
BULGULAR

Arastirmada ikinci olarak “Varoslasmanin i¢ ve dis dinamikleri nedir?” sorusuna cevap aranmistir. Arastirma

verilerine gore, varoslasmanin i¢ dinamikleri soyle tespit edilmistir:

a) Enformel iliskilerin giderek artmasi varoslasmanin énemli géstergesidir. Ornegin semtte kanunsuz is
yapanlarin sayisinda artis vardir (%85 bu goriste). Geng gete Uyelerinin sayisinin arttigini dile getiren
katilimci orani %76’dir.

b) Kentin merkezi semtlerindeki zenginlik karsisinda varos alanlarda yoksulluk birikmektedir. Bu ikili yapi
giderek derinlesmektedir. Artan yoksulluk tiketememe olarak da ifade edilmektedir. Arastirmaya
katilanlarin %80’i bu durumu onaylamistir.

c) Arastirmaya katilanlarin nemli kesimi (%63) varoslasmanin nedenlerinden birisi olarak igsizlige dikkat
cekmistir.

d) Arastirmaya katilanlarin %75’i semtlerindeki bireylerin galisma ve barinma glivencesinin olmadigini
dile getirmistir.

e) Arastirma kapsaminda gorisilen bireylerin %86’sI semtlerinde uyusturucu madde kullaniminda artis
oldugunu ifade etmistir.

f) Arastirmaya katilanlarin %76’s1 semtlerinin giderek siddet, terér, mafya ve uyusturucu gibi koti

kavramlarla anilmaya basladigindan sikayet etmistir.
Arastirma verilerine gore, varoslasmanin dis dinamikleri séyle tespit edilmistir:

a) Kentteki diger kesimlerin (kent soylular, merkezi semtler) gecekondululari yaftalamasi ve giderek
dislamasi varoglasmanin dnemli dis dinamigini olusturur. Arastirmaya katilanlarin %77’si, kentin diger

kesimleri tarafindan dislandiklarini hissettiklerini ifade etmistir.
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b) Kentsel biitinlesmeyi saglayacak yasal ve kurumsal diizenlemeler eksiktir. Gecekondularin mesruiyeti
hala tartismalidir. Kentsel donlsiim projeleri bile deprem yasasina dayali olarak yirutilmektedir.

c) Arastirmaya katilanlar genel olarak semtlerindeki altyapidan sikdyetgi olmuslardir. Elektrik altyapisi ve
kesintisi konusunda problemlerin varligini dile getirenlerin orani %62 iken ¢ép ve gevre konularinda
problemlerin oldugunu dile getirenlerin orani %38’dir. TiUm semt sakinleri arasinda oturdugu konutta
altyapi donanim eksikligi veya altyapi tamir gereksinimi oldugunu bildirenlerin orani %67’dir.

d) Neoliberal politikalar varoslarin olusmasinin 6nemli dis dinamigidir. Gerek devletin gerekse o6zel
sektoriin yeni istihdam alanlari yaratamamasi ve giderek is glvencesizliginin yayginlasmasi
neticesinde hayata pamuk ipligi ile bagli mesleksiz, issiz sinif-alti kitle biiylimektedir. issizlik orani
%26 civarindadir. Arastirmaya katilanlarin eslerinin issizlik orani bunun iki katidir (%44).

e) Arastirmada incelenen semtler yogun gé¢ sonucunda kurulmuslardir. Bu semtlerde go¢ siirecinin
bitmedigi Suriyeli gocu 6rneginden anlasiimaktadir. Goge bagl gelisen heterojenik yapi McKenzie’nin
(1926) dikkat gektigi Gizere rekabet ve gatisma potansiyelini igcinde barindirmaktadir. Suriyeliler ile din
kardesligi temelinden bag olmasi c¢ikar ¢atismalarini gérece 6nlese de kiltirel bagin olmadigi baska
gdcmen gruplariyla ayni kiiltiirlesme siirecinin yasanacagi siiphelidir. Ozellikle kisitli is ve gelir yapisi

kalturel gatismanin temel nedeni olabilir.

Varoslasmanin i¢ ve dis dinamikleri hakkindaki verilerden anlasilacagi lzere, varosa doniisen semtlerde artan
issizlik, yoksulluk ve calisma ve barinma glivencesinin olmayisi gibi dinamikler, ekolojik teori temsilcilerinden
McKenzie’'nin konsantrasyon (yogunlasma) adini verdigi duruma benzemektedir (1921; 1925; 1926).
Konsantrasyon, belli islevlerin, kiltur gruplarinin kentin belirli semtlerinde toplanmasidir. Buna uygun olarak
soyleyebiliriz ki inceledigimiz gecekondu semtleri; yeni adiyla varoslar, yoksullarin, issizlerin, barinma ve calisma
glivencesi olmayanlarin, suc¢ olaylariyla i¢ ice yasayanlarin, tiketemeyenlerin, etiketlenenlerin, kisaca

kaybedenlerin mekani haline gelmistir.

Anket uyguladigimiz semtlerde umudun tiikenen bir duygu durum oldugu gozlenmistir. Bu semtlerde gelecek
kaygisi ve mutsuzluk yayginlasmaktadir. Goérlstiigimiz bireylerin yaridan fazlasi (%58) yakin gelecekte
semtlerinin sosyal ve kultlrel olarak gelismeyecegini diisinmektedir. Yakin gelecekte semtlerinin ekonomik
anlamda gelismeyecegini diislinenlerin orani %52’dir. Kararsizlar ise %30 oranindadir. Buna gore, umutsuzlugun
yakin gelecekte daha da derinlesecegi soylenebilir ki bu klasik gecekondu insaninin dislince yapisina uygun

degildir.
SONUC ve TARTISMA

Gecekondu alanlarin varoslasmasi neticesinde, sosyal ve kiiltlirel yapida geleneksel ile modern arasinda ara
formlar olusmaktadir. Ne topluluk¢u ne de bireyci Ozellikte olan bu yapi kentsel biitlinlesmeye zarar
vermektedir. Gecekondularda oOrnegin, komsu iliskileri yuzeysellesmekte, insani degerler negatif yonde
degismektedir. Ekonomik yapida kapitalist iliski aglarinda yer alan diger tim seyler gibi gecekondular da birer
metaya, rant saglanan seye donlismektedir. Varos alanlarda nitelikli isler ve isyerleri gelisememektedir. Tek
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katl, derme-gatma evler, ¢ok katli beton yiginlarina dénismekte veya atil bir goriiniim almaktadir. Siyasal
yapida ise radikal, ice kapanik ve cemaat tarzi olabilen sosyal iligkiler tiiremekte ve bunlar kent igin potansiyel
tehdit olusturmaktadir. Gecekondularin bu olumsuz degisimine uyusturucu alt kiltiriiniin hizlandirici etkisi

olmaktadir. Siddet, uyusturucu daha gorindr bir hal almaktadir.

Bu arastirmanin genel bulgusu olarak ifade edebiliriz ki varoslasma artik Tirkiye kentlesme sirecinde

gecekondu kavramindan ayri ele alinmasi gereken yeni bir olgudur.

ikinci tespit ve &neri olarak sdyleyebiliriz ki, varoslasma olgusu yeni calismalarla teorik olarak agiklanmahdir.
Bunun i¢in 6rnegin, ekolojik teoriler icerisinde McKenzie'nin (1921; 1925; 1926) “Kentsel Blylme Sireci”
modeli erken varos (henliz gecekondu) mahallelerinin olusumunu agiklayabilecek yetkinlikte gozikmektedir.
“Klasik ekolojide umumiyetle sehrin bir merkezden cevreye dogru yayilan tabii alanlar seklinde farkhlastig
kabul edilmektedir: Sehrin gelismesinde dnce merkezi bir is yerinin tesekkil ettigi, daha sonra insani varliklar ve
muesseselerin bu merkezden gevreye dogru giden karakteristik kaliplar halinde dagildiklari ileri strtGlmustiir”.
Klasik ekoloji yaklasimina gore, kentteki islevsel alanlar belli bir 6zek etrafinda dizen olustururlar. Bu dizen,
merkezilesme ve merkezden uzaklasma; istila ve ard-ardalik, toplanma ve ayrilma gibi stireclere bagh isler. Bu
suregler hem dogal alanlarin olusumunda, hem bunlarin kilttrel alanlar halini almasinda, hem de topluluk
hayatinin her an bozulabilme tehlikesiyle karsi karsiya kalmasinda birinci derecede rol oynarlar (Yériikan, 1959:
157). Kentlesme slirecinde kent merkezinde isyeri yogunlasmasi yasanirken bir yandan da merkezde oturanlar
farkh nedenlerle merkez disina kacarlar. Merkezden ayrilan ve disaridan gogle gelen insanlar arasinda ayni
kiltire bagh olanlar bir arada bulunmak isterler. Bu gruplasma onlara hem giiven saglar hem de kiiltirlerinin
surdirilebilirligini garantiler. “Boylece, kentin belirli bolgelerinde belirli ydrelerden gelen insanlar yerleserek alt
kiltirlerini olustururlar”. Ornegin, Amerika’daki zenci, italyan, ispanyol.. mahalleleri veya Tiirkiye’deki
Sivashlar, Erzurumlular, Karadenizliler... mahalleleri béyle olusmustur. Kentteki ¢alisma, ikamet veya bos zaman
degerlendirme alanlari dinamizm igindedir. Kentteki bir islev veya bir kiiltiirel grup digerini her an igin istila
edebilir. Ornegin, belirli bir yerdeki sanayi sektdrii ikamet edilen bir semti istila edebilir. Veya tam tersi olabilir.
Bu siirecler sonunda, istilaya ugrayan semt karakter degistirir. “Ornegin, cékmekte olan eski bir semt, yikilarak
yeni konutlarin yapildig liiks bir semt haline gelebilir” (McKenzie, 1925: 74-75; Ozkalp, 2008: 337). Veya mazbut
aile yasantisinin oldugu gecekondu mahallesi zamanla uyusturucu alt kiltiirlinlin istilasina ugrayarak varos
haline gelebilir. “Gorillyor ki, klasik ekolojide, belli bir takim karakteristiklere sahip olan iyice belirlenmis
alanlarin meydana gelisi, istila ve ard-ardalik vetireleriyle miimkin olmaktadir. Bu alanlardan her biri kendine
uygun nifusu ¢eken ve segen bir kuvvet olarak rol oynadigi icin sehrin niifusu meslek, irk, yas, cins ve milliyet
bakimindan farkli olan tali bolimlere ayrilmaktadir. Irk ve din kolonilerinin tesekkill; nifusun evli-barkli,
cocuklu olan unsurlarinin sehrin merkezinden uzaklasmasi, daha hareketli ve daha az mesuliyetlere sahip olan
kismin ise merkezde toplanmasindan meydana gelen yas ve cins zimrelesmeleri; toprak fiyatlarinin ve kiralarin
fazla oldugu yerlerde modern mahallelerin tesekkilt, disiik oldugu yerlerde fakir siniflarin isgal ettigi ve sefalet

ve kotulugiun hiikiim stirdigu slum’larin meydana gelisi gibi...” (McKenzie, 1926: 141-154; Y6riikan, 1959: 161).
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Aslinda glinimlzde post-kapitalizmin ve kiresellesme sirecinin yogun etkisi altinda degisen kentlerde,
varoslasma sureci i¢in Harvey’in (2012a: 127-287; 2012b: 287-485) ‘Sermaye Birikimi Olarak Kent’ yaklagimi
uygun aciklama araci olabilir. Kapitalizmin gelisim siirecinde ilk gevrimde elde edilen agiri birikim krize yol
acmis, sermaye ikinci cevrimde krizi asabilmek icin kentsel mekana yatirim yapmaya baslamistir. AVM’ler, liks
konutlar, egitim-saglik-spor... kompleksleri vd. yeni yatirim aracidir. Kent merkezine yakin gecekondular yeni
yatirnm alanlari olarak belirlenmistir. Kentsel dontsim adi altinda midahale edilen gecekondularin belirli bir
kismi kentsel butiinlesme slrecine dahil ediliyorsa da geri kalan kisimda varoslasma siireci yasanmaktadir.
Ornegin Mersin’de sahil seridinde ve 6zellikle Yenisehir ilcesinde liiks konutlar ve yeni tiiketim mabetleri yapimi
hizla devam ettigi halde, kentin dogusunda kalan (Gay, GCilek, Siteler, Sevket Siimer ve Gindogdu gibi

mahallelerde) varoslasma egilimi bas gostermistir.

Tlrkiye’de varoslasma konusu daha yogun calisiimalidir. Konunun ¢ok boyutlu ve ¢ok aktorli bir olgu oldugu en
bastan iyi kavranmahdir. Varoslarin olusmasi ve yayginlasmasinin tek aktorli, sorumlusu gecekondulular
degildir. “Bunda gecekondulular kadar belediyelerin, siyasi partilerin, hikimetlerin, muhtarlarin ve ayni
zamanda konut piyasasi icindeki aktérlerin (insaat malzemesi satanlar, miteahbhitler, 'gecekondu mafyasi') de
roli bulunmaktadir” (Aslan, 2009; Erman, 2010). Turk kentlesme siirecinde sonradan ortaya ¢ikan varoslasma,
enformel iliskileri yayginlastirmasi gibi kentsel bitiinlesmeye zarar verebilecek 6zellikleri nedeniyle dnlenmesi
gereken bir sorundur. Bu sorunun bilimsel agiklamasi yapildiktan sonra gesitli projeler icin devreye girecek olan
siyasetgiler, yoneticiler ve diger uygulayicilar her haliikarda hakca (mesru) ve yasam kalitesini yikseltecek

¢O6zUmler tGretebilmelidirler.
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