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ABSTRACT

In this study, it is tried to find out how it is shaped in utopias generally the city
especially the residential areas. The impacts of utopias on housing typologies are
argued as well. The study is undertaken in two major parts. Firstly, housing
typologies which are proposed from different utopias are introduced then the
utopias and the housing typologies which are generated especially for the city of
Ankara are evaluated. As a result it is seen that the aim of utopias are to find out
the ideal conditions for social, cultural and economical structure. In this context
some clues are explored how utopias shape the cities and housing.

Key Words: Utopia, Housing, Typology, Ankara

KENT UTOPYALARI KAPSAMINDA KONUT TiPOLOJILERI

OZET

Bu c¢alismada, genel olarak kentin ve &zel olarak da konut alanlarmnin
iitopyalarda nasil sekillendigi arastinlmistir. Utopyalarm konut tipolojilerine
etkileri tartigilmistir. Calisma iki bolimde ele alinmustir. Ilk olarak, kent
iitopyalarina katkis1 agisindan onem tastyan farkli iitopyalarin &nerdigi konut
tipleri ortaya konmus, daha sonra Ankara kenti 6zelinde gelistirilen iitopyalar ve
konut tipleri degerlendirilmistir. Sonu¢ olarak, bu c¢alismada iitopyalarin
toplumsal, kiiltiirel ve ekonomik yapiya iliskin ideallere ulasmaya caligtigi
goriilmektedir. Bu baglamda iitopyalarn  kentleri ve konutlar1 nasil
sekillendirdigine dair ip uglari elde edilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Utopya, Konut, Tipoloji, Ankara

1. GiRiS

Utopyalar; toplumsal, kiiltiirel, ekonomik yapiya iliskin
idealleri aramakta ve bu kapsamda kentleri ve konutlari
sekillendirmektedir. Her iitopya kendi i¢inde biitiinciil bir
kent sistemi igermekte ve bu dogrultuda farkli mimarlik
iriinleri vermektedir. Mimarlik {riinleri i¢inde 6nemli bir
yere sahip olan konutlar, iitopyanin 0ngordiigii yasam
felsefesine gore bigimlenmiglerdir.

Bu caligma kapsaminda, iitopyalarda genel olarak
kentin ve 0zel olarak da konut alanlarinin nasil
sekillendigi  belirlenmeye ve iitopyalarm  konut
tipolojilerine etkileri tartisilmaya galigilacaktir.

Bu amac¢ dogrultusunda ilk olarak iitopya kavrami
aciklanacak ve daha sonra tarihsel siire¢ icinde mimarlik
ve kent planlamasi disiplinleri kapsaminda ortaya konulan
iitopyalar degerlendirilecektir. Tarihsel siire¢ iginde ortaya
cikan iitopyalarda kent ve konut alanlar1 tasarimlar
secilen Ornekler iizerinden ortaya konulacaktir. Daha
sonra, bir iitopya olarak degerlendirilebilecek, Ankara
kenti 6rneginde iitopyalar ve konut alanlari tasarimina
etkileri tartistlacaktir. Sonug olarak, konut tipolojisi
kapsaminda iitopyalar degerlendirilecektir.

1. INTRODUCTION

Utopias search ideals regarding the social, cultural, and
economic structure and within this scope they shape cities
and residential areas. Each utopia covers within itself a
totalitarian city system and thus each creates different
architectural products. Residences, which have a
significant place among architectural products, have been
shaped according to the life philosophy, as envisaged by
the utopia.

Generally how the cities are shaped, and specifically
how the residences are shaped in utopias; and the effects
of utopias according to residence typologies will be
discussed within the scope of this study.

Within this respect, first, the concept of utopia will be
explained and then the utopias created under the
disciplines of architecture and urban planning in the
historical process will be mentioned. Urban and residential
areas will be put forward by presenting examples as the
utopias emerged within the historical process. Then, in the
example of Ankara, which can be evaluated as a utopia
example, the effects of utopias to the design of residential
areas will be discussed. Conclusively, utopias will be
evaluated within the framework of housing typology.
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2. UTOPYA NEDIR ?

“U-topya” kelimesi Yunanca “topos” (yer) ve “eu” (iyi) ile
“ou” (olmayan) kelimeleri arasindaki bir kelime
oyunundan kaynaklanmaktadir. “Eutopia” (iyi yer) ve
“outopia” (olmayan yer) arasindaki belirsizligin iitopyaci
diisiinceye yansimalart bazen iyi/biiyiik olasilikla elde
edilebilir sosyal sistemler ve bazen de istenen fakat elde
edilemeyen miikemmellik arayislari olmustur. Utopya
kelimesi ilk kez Sir Thomas More’un 1516’da yazdig1
“Utopia” adh kitapta kullanilmis ve sonrasinda “ideal yer”
konusu hep glindemde kalmustir (1).

Genel olarak iitopyaci diisiince, simdiki zamanla ilgili
olarak hognutsuzluk duymak ve simdiki zamani, ondan
daha iyi oldugu diisiiniilen ge¢misin veya gelecegin hayali
bir goriintiisiiyle degistirmek olarak tanimlanabilir.
Utopyac1 gelenek icinde gecmisi simdiki zaman iginde
yeniden canlandirmay1 amaglayan “ge¢mise 6zlem duyan”
grup ve simdiki zamani gelecegin hayalleriyle yeniden
inga etmek isteyen “gelecege yonelik” grup bulunmaktadir

Q).

Mannheim {itopyay1; mevcut diizenin iliskilerini kismen
veya tamamen ortadan kaldirmayi hedefleyen devrimci
olasiliklar1 dneren diisiince sistemi olarak, Mumford ise;
ya mevcut zorluklardan ve bosuna ugrasilardan kurtulma
arayist yada gelecekteki kurtulus sartlarini saglayan
yeniden kurma girisimi olarak tanimlamaktadir. Bademli
(3) ise, {topyalar;; ‘olmasini istediklerimiz kadar
istemediklerimizi de icerebilen; enerji, iiretim, ulagim,
iletisim ve biyoloji konularindaki teknolojik geligmelerin
toplumsal iligkiler ve kentler {izerindeki olasi etkilerini
bazi varsayimlara dayanarak ve abartarak kurgulayan
modeller’ olarak tanimlamaktadir.

Uyopyacilar tarih  boyunca anlatmak istedikleri
“varolmayan yer”, “iyi yer”, “mutlu yer” leri sdzciiklerle
ve cizgilerle ifade etmislerdir. Utopyalarin bir ¢ogu;
Ozlenen, Ornek alinmasi gereken ideal bir toplum ve
mekan1 anlatirken; bazi iitopyalar ise, tam tersine;
insanlarin  baski altinda oldugu ve mutlu olmadig:
toplumlart anlatmaktadir. Bu tiir {itopyalar; ‘“anti-
itopyalar”, “karsi-iitopyalar”, “ters-litopyalar” yada
“distopyalar” olarak adlandirilmaktadir.

Bazi iitopyalarda, eski giinlere olan 6zlem nedeniyle her
sey ilkel komiinal toplumlardaki gibi ilkel ve yalinken,
“tekno-iitopya” olarak adlandirilan digerlerinde ise;
ylizlerce yil sonrasinin akil almaz derecede ileri bir
teknolojik devrim betimlenmektedir. Kimi iitopyalarda,
toplumsal, ekonomik yasam, yonetim bigimi uzun uzun
anlatilirken, kimi {itopyalarda, mekansal diizen, yani
binalar, kentler, daha ayrintili olarak anlatilmaktadir (4).

Utopyanin ilk ortaya cikisindan bu yana 6nemli bir
ozelligi ¢ogu kez kent acisindan ele almmasidir.
Mumford’a gore; “ilk {iitopya kentin kendisidir”.
Utopyalarin fiziksel, kurumsal ve manevi yonleri kente
rahatlikla yansitilabilir; bu baglamda {itopya ve kentin
imaj1 birbirinden ayrilamaz (2).

2. WHAT IS UTOPIA?

As a word “U-topia” stems from a pun in Greek,
composed of the words “topos” (land), and “eu” (good)
and “ou” (not to be). The reflections of ambiguity between
“Eutopia” (a good land) and “outopia” (neverland),
sometimes come out as the social system that can be
obtained with high/great probability, and sometimes as the
searches for perfection, which could not be reached.
Utopia, as a word, was first used in Sir Thomas More’s
book named “Utopia”, written in 1516; and then after the
issue of “ideal place” have always been brought onto the
agenda (1).

In general, a utopian thought can be defined as a feeling
of distress for the present time and changing this present
time with an imaginary view of the future or past, which is
considered to be better than the present time. This utopian
tradition embodies two groups; one of which is the ones
who “have an aspiration for past” and thus aims to
recreate the past, and the other of which is the ones who
“longs for future”, and thus aims to reshape the present
time with the visions of the future (2)

While Mannheim describes utopia as a system of
though that proposes revolutionary probabilities that target
to eliminate the relations of the existing order partially or
completely, Mumford describes it as a search for rescue
from the existent difficulties and vain struggles, or as an
attempt to restructure that provides the future conditions
for salvation. Moreover Bademli (3) defines the concept of
utopia as models, which can cover the things that we want
as well as the things that we do not want, speculating the
probable effects of technological developments in an
exaggerated way about the issues of energy, production,
transportation, communication and biology on social
relations and cities, by being based upon some
assumptions.

Throughout the history the utopians have expressed the
concepts that they wish to explain such as “neverland”,
“good land”, “happy land” through the words and lines.
While the majority of the utopias describe a place and a
society that should be longed for and taken as a model; on
the contrary some of them draw attention to the societies,
where people are under pressure and where they are not
happy. These latter are named as “anti-utopia”, “counter-
utopia” or “disutopia”.

In some utopias, everything is primitive and simple as it
was in primitive communal societies due to the aspiration
for the days past; however in other ones “which can be
named as “techno-utopia”, an advanced technological
revolution of centuries later, which could not be imagined,
is depicted. While in some of them the social and the
economic life is expressed in details, in the others the
residential arrangement, which means buildings and cities,
are expressed in details (4).

Most significant feature of utopias is that utopia has
mainly been taken in terms of cities, since its emergence
as a concept for the first time. According to Mumford;
“the first utopia is the city itself”. The physical,
institutional and spiritual aspects of utopias can easily be
reflected to the city; within this context utopia and the
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3. TARIHSEL SUREC ICINDE
UTOPYALARDA KENT VE MiMARLIK

Utopya, gelecekte arzulamir bir durumun 6zelliklerini
belirler ama bu duruma ulagmak i¢in gerekli olan yollari
ayrintili  olarak belirlemez. Utopyalar kentlerin ve
konutlarin hem mekansal organizasyonunda hem de
tasariminda etkilidir. Yasadigimiz ve icinde
bulundugumuz doneme iliskin Snemli ipuglarmni, farkl
litopyalar icinde ve sosyal, ekonomik ve mekansal
elemanlarin  etkilesimi ve birlikteligi ile bulmak
miimkiindiir. Kentlerin mevcut mekansal
organizasyonunun ortaya c¢ikardigi olumlu ve olumsuz
sonuglarda  yeni iitopyalarn  iretilmesine neden
olmaktadir.

Kent planlamas: gecmisten gelen bilgi ile gelecegi
tahmin  etmek durumunda oldugumuz toplumsal
davramiglar ile  ekonomik ve  kiiltiirel yapinin
fonksiyonudur. Kent planlamas1 hem iitopyalarda oldugu
gibi gercekte arzulanir bir durumun, hem de iitopyalardan
farkli olarak bu duruma ulasmak igin gerekli araglarin
ozelliklerini betimlemekle yiikiimliidiir (5)

Avrupa iilkelerinin toplumsal ve siyasal diisiincesinde
ve literatiiriinde Ozgiin bir yeri olan iitopya kavrami,
diislenilen yasam bigimini daima bir kentsel ve mimari
gevre ile biitiinlestirmistir. Bu {itopik ¢evre modelleri de
mimarlik tarihinin alanina giren zengin bir birikim
olusturmustur (6).

19. yiizy1l sanayi kenti iitopyalari, kentte varolan
diizenin ve imgenin yok olusu ortaminda dogmustur.
Sanayi kentinin elestirisine (Sekil 1) dayanan bu dénem
iitopyalarinin tiimii varolanin karsi-projesi olmus; iiretim
ve tiiketim modelleri ile yasam tarzi sorgulanmis ve yeni
modellerin iginde yer alacagi kentsel kurulus semalari ile
mimari konseptler gelistirilmistir. Gergek kentin karsisina
konan ideal kentin mekani1 kirsal alan olmustur (6). Bu
sanayi donemi iitopyalarmin bir kismu edebiyat imgesi
olarak kalirken, bir kism1 da eyleme gegmeyi denemistir.

19. yiizy1l {itopyalari, mevcut kentleri sorunlariyla
ylizyiize birakarak, kent disinda kiigiik kentler inga etmeyi
onererek ve toplumu tek bir sinifa indirgeyerek elestiriler
almistir. Ancak; kiigiik 6lgekli iitopik yerlesimleri var eden
yerlesim ilkelerinin modern kent planlamasinin olusum
siirecini baglatmis olmasi agisindan 6nem kazanmustir (7).

Tarihsel siirecte pek cok kent ve mimarlik iitopyalari
ortaya ¢ikmistir. Bu ¢aligma kapsaminda kent ve konuta
yonelik farkli Oneriler getiren; Robert Owen, Charles
Fourier, Jean Baptiste Andre Godin, Ebenezer Howard, Le
Corbusier, Frank Lloyd Wright ve Archigram grubu ele
alinmustir.

3.1. Robert Owen

Bir toplum projesi olarak  disiiniiliip sonra
gerceklestirilen iitopyalarin en erken Orneklerinden biri,
kooperatifiligin kurucusu olarak da tammnan Ingiliz

image of the city could not be separated (2).

3. THE CONCEPTS OF CITY AND
ARCHITECTURE IN UTOPIAS WITHIN
THE HISTORICAL PROCESS

Utopia defines the features of a status to be aspired for
the future, however it does not set out the ways to reach to
this status. Utopias are effective both in the spatial
organizations and the designs of the cities and residences.
It is possible to find important clues regarding the time
and period that we are in, in different utopias through the
interaction and solidarity of social, economic and spatial
elements. The positive and negative results, emerging
from the existing spatial organization of the cities result in
the production of new utopias.

Urban planning is a function of economic and cultural
structures, together with the social behaviors that the
future is guessed by using the past experiences. Urban
planning is to depict both a status that is aspired actually
as in utopias, and the features of the required equipment to
reach this status, different from the utopias (5).

The concept of utopia, which has an authentic place in
the social and political thought of the European countries,
has always united the imaginary life style with the urban
and  architectural  environment.  These  utopian
environmental models, has formed a rich accumulation for
the history of architecture (6).

The 19th century utopians for the industrial cities,
appeared from the destruction of the existing order and
image. All of the utopias produced in this period, were
based upon the criticism of industrial city (Figure 1); in
these utopias, as well as the new models the production
and consumption models were examined, and urban
schemes and architectural concepts were developed for
these new models. The ideal city, which has been created
against the real city appeared as the rural area (6). While
some of these industrial period utopias remained as a
literature image, some of them were tried to be gone into
action.

The 19™ century utopias were criticized, since they left
the existing cities with their own problems, and they
proposed to construct small countries and they formed a
singe-class society. However the settlement principles that
form the small-scaled utopian residences, are significant in
terms that they have commenced the modern urban
planning process (7).

During the historical period, many urban and
architectural utopias have appeared. Within the scope of
this work, Robert Owen, Charles Fourier, Jean Baptiste
Andre Godin, Ebenezer Howard, Le Corbusier, Frank
Lloyd Wright and Archigram group, which have presented
different point of views for the issues of cities and
residences, have been taken up.

3.1. Robert Owen

Robert Owen has presented one of the earliest sample
utopia, after then which has been thought and realized as a
social project; Robert Owen, an English industrialist and

135
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sanayicisi ve politikacist Robert Owen’a aittir. Owen,
toplumu gelistirmek i¢in reformcu bireylere ihtiyac
duyuldugunu ve dncelikle bireyi hognut kilmak gerektigini
ve bunun da yaratilacak bir fiziksel c¢evreyle
saglanabilecegini diisinmiistiir (Sekil 2).

— —

“—

L | -
“Hlu.,”“‘lll'

Figure 1. Industrial City
Sekil 1. Sanayi Kenti

Owen, diisiincelerini gerceklestirmek icin ideal bir
toplum ve yerlesme modeli hazirlamigtir. Owen’in ideal
toplumu; hem kirda hem de fabrikada ¢alisan, kendi
kendine yeterli bir toplum, ideal yerlesme modeli ise bu
topluluk i¢in biitiin zorunlu hizmetlerle donatilmis olarak
kurulacak komiinal yasamli bir kdy yerlesimidir.
Yerlesim, yar1 yartya kirsal bir yasama diizenine baglh
olarak 100-150 hektarlik araziyle cevrilmis ve her biri
1200 kisiyi barmdirabilen kareler  bigiminde
diistintilmiistiir. Dortgenin  kenarlarinda;  biitin =~ 6zel
konutlar, yani yetigkinlerin yatak ve oturma odalarryla
bakim altindaki ¢ocuklarin ortak yatakhaneleri, ¢esitli mal
ve {riinler i¢in depo ve ambarlar, bir otel ve bir revir yer
alacak; ibadet mekanlari, okullar, mutfak ve yemekhane
ise ortada yer alacaktir (6).

Modern  kent  planlamanin  ilk  6rneklerinden
sayilabilecek bu Oneri; politik ve ekonomik planlama
ilkeleri ile finansman ve biitce gibi ayrintilart diisiiniilerek
tasarlanmistir. Owen’a gore bu yeni toplumsal
organizasyon, biiylik arazi sahipleri, zengin kapitalistler,
bliyilk sirketler, yerel yoOnetimler veya iscilerin
olusturacaklar1 bir birlik yada kooperatif tarafindan
gergeklestirilecektir. Ancak Ongoriilen gruplardan higbiri
girisimi desteklememistir (8).

Kisisel bir girisim olarak oOnerilerini gerceklestiren
Owen 1825 yilinda, Indiana’da 30000 doniimliik arazi
satin almig ve 800 kisi ile birlikte ‘New Harmony’i
kurmustur.  Girigsim; ekonomik sorunlarin yarattigi
gerginlik ve i¢ anlagmazliklar nedeniyle basarisizlikla
sonuglanmigstir.

3.2. Charles Fourier

Yerlesim ilkelerini son derece karmasik siniflandirma
esaslarina ve yepyeni bir terminolojiye dayandiran
Fourier, evrensel uyuma ulasmada toplu yasamin
gerekliligini  vurgulamistir. Fourier’in  teorisine gore;

politician, is known as the founder of the system of
cooperative business. Owen thought that reformist
individuals are required so as to develop the society, and
for this reason individuals are to be pleased and this could
only be possible by a physical environment to be created
(Figure 2).

Figure 2. New Harmony Suggestion / Robert Owen
Sekil 2. New Harmony Onerisi / Robert Owen

Owen prepared an ideal society and an ideal settlement
model to realize his thoughts. Owen’s ideal society is the
self-sufficient one who works both in the factories and in
the rural areas; and his ideal settlement is a rural
settlement, with the communal life style, which will be
equipped with all the required services for this society.
This settlement is thought as an area of 100-150 hectare
depending on a rural life style, and which will be
composed of squares, each of which will shelter 1200
persons. All the special residences, which are composed of
the bedrooms and living rooms of the adults, and the
dormitories for the children who are in need of care;
warehouse and granaries for various commodities and
products, an hotel and a sick bay are located at the corners
of the rectangle; however the religious places, schools,
kitchens and dining halls are placed in the middle (6).

This proposal, which can be deemed as one of the first
example of modern city planning, has been designed by
taking into consideration the politic and economic
planning principles as well as the financing and budgetary
details. According to Owen, this new social organization
will be realized by the great land owners, rich capitalists,
huge companies, local administrations or by the union to
be formed by the workers or a cooperative business
system. However non of these groups supported this
attempt (8).

However Owen actualized his proposals as an
individual attempt and purchased a 30000 square-meter
area in Indiana. Here, he established the ‘New Harmony’
together with 800 persons. Unfortunately this attempt
resulted in failure due to the tension and disagreements,
created by the economic problems.

3.2. Charles Fourier

Fourier, who based settlement principles upon very
complex classification principles and upon bright new
terminology, emphasized the communal life to reach
universal harmony. According to Fourier’s theory,
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evrensel uyum, yedi donemden gegilerek
saglanabilecektir. Yedinci ve son donemde insanlar,
kentleri terk edip 1620 kisilik ‘Phalange’larda toplanacak,
‘Phalanstere’ olarak adlandirilan  kolektif binalarda
yasayacaklar ve hayat tamamen kolektiflestirilecektir
(Sekil 3).

universal harmony could only be attained through passing
by seven periods. In the seventh and the last period,
people will abandon the cities, and will convene in
‘Phalanges’ of 1620 persons; they will live in collective
buildings called ‘Phalanstere’ and life will be fully
collective (Figure 3).

Figure 3. Falanster Thought / Charles Fourier
Sekil 3. Falanster Diigiincesi / Charles Fourier

Phalange’larin gergeklestirilmesi i¢in Oncelikle; iyi bir
su akisina olanak veren, siiriime, ekime elverigli, ormanla
bitisik ve biiyiikk kente de ¢ok uzak olmayan bir araziye
gereksinim duyulmustur. Ortak saray Phalanstere; iki
kollu, ii¢ katli biiyiik bir yap1 olarak diisiiniilmiistiir. Toplu
kullanima agik olan yapi, yemek salonlari, tapinak,
gbzlemevi, finans merkezi, kiitiiphane, calisma mekanlar
gibi genel amacli mekanlan igerir ve yapinin kollarindan
birine; marangozhane, demir islikleri gibi giiriiltiilii
mekanlar yerlestirilirken; diger kol, ziyarete gelecek
yabancilar i¢in odalar ve salonlar, balo salonu ve toplanti
salonu i¢in ayrilmistir (8).

Owen’in Onerisinden farkli olarak; Phalanstere’ de,
ayrik konutlar yerine tiim aktivitelerin toplandigi biiyiik
blok binalar 6ngériilmiistiir. Bu bloklar icinde, yaslilar
zemin katta, cocuklar orta katta, yetiskinler ise iist katta
yerlestirilmistir. Bdylece, tiim binalar zemin kattan ayri
olarak en az ii¢ kat ve bir ¢at1 katina sahip olacak sekilde
diistiniilmiislerdir. Bireyler, iist katlardaki dairelerde
kalryorlarsa da yatma disinda birlikte yasamakta, bir ¢ok
salonda biraraya gelip, ortak mutfakta piseni birlikte
yemektedirler (Sekil 4) (9). Phalange, doganin tiim
acimasizligina karsi, tiim y1l boyunca havalandirilan, kisin
sitilarak, yazin serinletilen sokak galerilerine sahiptir.
Ulasim tamamen kapali bu sokaklar ve tiineller yoluyla
saglanmistir.

. il
= [l

Figure 4: Plan and cross sections of Phalanstere / Charles Fourier
Sekil 4. Phalanstere’nin plan ve kesit semalar1 / Charles Fourier

1842-1858 yillar1 arasinda Amerika’da kirk kadar

To realize these Phalanges, a land is firstly required,
which enables the flow of water, which is convenient to
grow crops, and which is near the forest but not too far
from the city. Phalanstres, which is the palace for all, is
considered as a two-section, and three-storey huge
construction. This palace, which is open to common use,
is composed of public-purpose places such as dinner halls,
religious place, observatory, finance center, library, and
work places; while one section of the building is
composed of vociferous places such as carpenter shop, and
iron works, the other section is formed of the rooms and
halls, a ball room and a meeting room, for visitors (8).

Different from Owen’s proposal, which suggests
separate residences, in Phalanstre huge block buildings, in
which all the activities will take place is suggested. Within
these blocks, elder people are placed in the ground floor,
children in the middle floor, and the adults in the upper
floor. Thus, all buildings are also designed to have at least
three floors and an attic, independent from the ground
floor. Although adults stay in the apartments of the upper
floors, they come altogether in the halls to eat and to live
together, except from sleeping (Figure 4) (9). Despite all
the harshness of the nature, Phalange has street galleries,
which is heated in winters and cooled down in summers,
through air conditioning. Transportation is provided
through these streets and tunnels, which are completely
sheltered.

Loft/ Cat1 Arasi

Standpipe/ Su Deposu

Private Houses/ Ozel Konutlar
Corridor/ Yiikseltilmis Gegit

Meeting Room/ Toplant1 Salonu

Floor for Children/ Coguklar i¢in ara kat
Ground Flor/ Zemin Kat

Flor/ Yiikseltilmis Kat

PNAINR WD =

Between the years 1842-1858, nearly forty Phalanges
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Phalange kurulmus, ¢cogu uzun Omiirlii olmamis; ancak
ideal yasama ortami i¢in deneyim ve birikimler
olusturmustur.

3.3. Jean Baptiste Andre Godin

Jean Baptiste Andre Godin, Fourier’in projesini basarilt
bir bigimde uygulamaya gecirmistir. Yerlesmenin tarim
toplumu ile sanayi toplumunu birlestirmeye yonelmesi ve
komiinal yagamin terk edilerek, her aileye bir ev verilmesi
ve boylelikle ailenin 6zerkliginin kurulmasi, Godin’in
getirdigi iki 6nemli yeniliktir (8).

‘Familistere’, 1959 yilinda Kuzey Fransa’da Godin’in
fabrikasinin yaninda, ormanlik alanda onsekiz hektarlik
bir bahge i¢inde 1000 kisilik bir is¢i grubunu barindiracak
kapasitede kurulmustur. Familistere, fabrikadan sik ortiilii
genis bir yesil kusak ve irmak ile ayrilmakta; igyeri ve
konut baglantisi iki koprii ile saglanmaktadir.

Familistere, birbiriyle baglantili {i¢ biiylik konut
yapistyla, hastane, kres, anaokulu, ilkokul, tiyatro,
jimnastik salonu, ¢amasirhane, banyo ve gesitli servis
yapilar1 ve depolardan, sebze ve meyve bahgeleri ile oyun
alanlar1 ve havuzlardan meydana gelmistir. Konut bloklari,
ortadaki avlusu cam kapli bir metal striiktiir ile ortiilii olan
biiyiikk dikddrtgen binalardir. Merkezdeki binanin zemin
kat1 tiiketim magazalarina ve biirolara ayrilmistir. Sag ve
sol kanatlar; su, elektrik, kanalizasyon ve 1s1 donanimut ile
¢Op Dbacasi olan igyilizer dairelik konut birimlerini
icermektedir. Familistere’de kullanicilara donemin konfor
kosullar1 sunulmus; ortak eglence ve dinlenme mekanlari
tasarlanmustir (Sekil 5).

were established; although many did not last long, they
provided experiences and information for an ideal living
climate.

3.3. Jean Baptiste Andre Godin

Jean Baptiste Andre Godin, successfully implemented
Fourier’s project. Godin’s settlement attempted to unite
the agricultural society with the industrial society, and to
abandon the communal life and to provide a house for
each family. Thus the autonomy of the family was
established. These are the significant novelties, introduced
by Godin (8).

‘Familistere’ was established in Northern France in 1959
in the garden of eighteen hectors located in a woodland
near Godin’s factory, which could shelter a worker group
of 1000 persons. Familistere was separated with a dense
green area and a river; the connection between the work
place and the residence was provided through two bridges.

Familistere, having three big residences connected with
each other, was composed of a hospital, créche,
kindergarten, primary school, theatre, a gymnastic hall,
laundry, bathroom and various service facilities, and of
warehouses, vegetable and fruit gardens, play areas and
pools. The residence blocks were the big square buildings,
the courtyard of which were sheltered by a glass covered
metal structure. The ground floor of the building, located
in the center, was allocated for consumption stores and
bureaus. The right and the left parts of the building
covered water, electricity, sewerage and heat mountings
and 300-unit residences, each of which also had flues. In
the familistere, the participants were provided comforts of
the period; and it was designed together with the common
entertainment and relaxation areas (Figure 5).

Figure 5: Plan and cross sections of Familistere / Jean Baptiste Andre Godin
Sekil 5. Familistere’in plan ve kesit semasi1 / Jean Baptiste Andre Godin

Godin’de Fourier gibi yeni sinifin yasam bigiminde
iletisimin  6nemine inandigt igin dairelere ulasilan
koridor/sokaklarin  ve bunlarmn agildigi dis gevre
kosullarindan korunmus, genis ve aydmbik bir ortak
mekanin giinlik yasam iginde siifsal dayanismayi ve
komsulugu gliclendirecek mekanlar oldugunu
disiinmiistiir. Godin, diisiincesini Familistere’in kurulus
ve yoOnetim bigiminde gergeklestirmis ve tesisleri
fabrikada ¢alisanlarin  ortak  miilkiyetinde kurulan
kooperatifin isletmesinde 6rgiitlemistir (6).

Phalanstere’ler, sosyal konut ve toplu konut kavram ve
modellerinin 6n tasarimi niteliginde oldugundan; iitopya

Like Fourier, as also Godin believed in the importance
of communication in the life style of this new class, he
thought that the flats that were reached by
corridors/streets, which were open to a wide and bright
common area that was protected from the external
environmental conditions, would strengthen the solidarity
and friendly relations in the daily life among people.
Godin realized this thought in the establishment and
management style of Familistere, and he organized these
facilities in the operation of the cooperative business
system, established under the ownership of the workers,
working in the factory (6).

Phalansteres were the preliminary design work for the
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mimarliginin ac¢isindan 6nemli bir 6rnektir.

3.4. Ebenezer Howard

Ebenezer Howard’in bahge sehir teorisi, kirin dogal
kosullarini kente, kentin sosyal islevlerini de kira tagimis,
kirla kent arasinda karsilikli dayanismayr 6ngdrmiistiir
(10). Howard, goriislerini 1902 yilinda ‘Garden Cities of
Tomorrow’ baglikl kitabi iginde agiklamistir.

Cevresinde ikibin hektarlik tarim arazisi bulunan ve
dortyiiz hektarlik bir alan {izerinde kurulacak olan otuziki
bin niifuslu kiigiik sehirler, birbirlerinden yesil kusaklarla
ayrilacaktir. Her kiigiik sehir; giinliik gereksinmelere
cevap verebilecek ekonomik, sosyal ve Kkiiltiirel
donanimlara sahip olacaktir. Bahge sehirlerin ortasinda; bu
sehirlerin tek tek sahip olamayacagi donanimlara sahip
ellisekiz bin niifuslu bir merkez sehir yer alacaktir.

Bahgesehirlerde, merkezden ¢evreye uzanan ve sehri
alt1 esit pargaya bolen, altt biiyilk bulvar olacak,
merkezdeki  yuvarlak  alanda,  ikibuguk  hektar
biiyiikliigiinde giizel bir bahge bulunacaktir. Bu bahgeyi;
belediye binasi, konser ve konferans salonu, tiyatro,
kiitiphane, miize, sanat galerisi ve hastaneden olusan
kamu binalar1 ¢evreleyecektir. Bundan sonra, yaklasik
altmig hektar biiyiikliigiinde bir kamu parki olan ve genis
rekreasyon alanlar igeren, halkin kolaylikla girebilecegi
‘Central Park’ yer alacak, parkin biitiin ¢evresini {iretilen
mallarin satis igin sergilendigi, ‘Crystal Palace’ olarak
adlandirilan genig bir cam arkad ¢evreleyecektir. Crystal
Palace’dan sehrin digina dogru gidildiginde, konutlardan
inga edilmis bir ring bulunacaktir (Sekil 6).

Figure 6. Garden City / Ebenezer Howard
Sekil 6. Bahgesehir / Ebenezer Howard

Sehrin digmna dogru devam edilirse, dortyilizyirmi feet
genisligindeki ‘Grand Avenue’a ulasilacaktir. Ug mil
uzunlugunda yesil bir kusaga sahip olan bu cadde sehri
ikiye bolecek ve en uzak noktada oturan kisiye yaklasik
uzakligr ikiylizyirmi metre olan yiizonbes acre
biiyiikliigiinde ikinci bir park olusturulacaktir. Bu cadde
her biri dort acre olan alt1 okul ve bunu ¢evreleyen oyun

public housing and mass housing concepts, and thus they
are significant for utopian architecture.

3.4. Ebenezer Howard

Ebenezer Howard’s garden city theory required a
mutual cooperation between the city and town, and
brought the natural conditions of town to city, and city’s
social functions to town (10). Howard expressed his views
in his book named ‘Garden Cities of Tomorrow’ issued in
1902.

Small cities of thirty-two thousand people, will be
established on an area of four hundred hectares, around
which is surrounded by an agricultural land of two
thousand hectares, each of which will be divided by green
areas. Each small city will have economic, social and
cultural facilities for daily needs. In the center of these
garden cities, a central city of fifty-eight thousand people
will be located, in which it will cover facilities that the
other small cities could not have.

In the garden cities, there will be six big boulevards that
divide the city in 6 equal sections, extending from the
center to the neighborhood; and there will be a beautiful
garden, which will cover an area of 2,5 hectares, to be
located in the round area in the city center. This garden
will be surrounded by public buildings such as
municipality building, concert and conference halls,
theatre, library, museum, art gallery and hospital. Then in
the next stage, ‘Central Park’ will be located; this park
will be of sixty hectares and will include a public park and
a huge recreational areas, which will be easily visited by
people. A wide glass arcade will frame the park, in which
consumption goods are exhibited, this arcade is called
‘Crystal Palace’. When proceeded through the suburban
areas from the Crystal Palace, a ring, constructed from
residences will be seen (Figure 6).

Section = mwavdls ATPEEA

If one continues to proceed through the suburban areas,
‘Grand Avenue’ of four-hundred and twenty feet will be
reached. This street, which will have green area of three
miles, will divide the city into two; and then a second park
of 115 acre will be formed, which will be approximately
two meters far from the farthest located person. This street
will be reserved for six schools, each of which will be 4

139



140

G.U. J. Sci., 17(4):133-147 (2004)/ Zeynep Ash Giirel UCER*, Giilsen YILMAZ

alan1 ve bahce icin ayrilacak; cadde iizerindeki diger
alanlar ise dini tesislere ayrilacaktir (Sekil 6) (11).

Howard’in bahge sehir teorisi uygulanamamistir; ancak
kirsal mekana tasidigi kentsel aktivitelerle yasami
biitlinlestirme diisiincesi; 20. yilizyilin basmdan beri
Onerilen tim konut ve kent tasarimlarinin temelini
olusturmustur.

3.5. Le Corbusier

20. yiizy1l kentinin sorunlar yumagina doniismiis yapisi
karsisinda Le Corbusier, koktenci bir degisimin
gerekliligini savunan ‘iglevsel kent’ Onerisini getirmisgtir.
1922-1935 yillart arasinda ¢esitli kentler i¢in gelistirdigi
Oneriler; endiistri kentinin carpikligma karsin, akilc
diizeni ilke edinen projelerdir. Akilci ilkelerle kentlerin
yeniden organizasyonunun Ongéren Le Corbusier, kenti
fonksiyonel bir birim olarak ele almis ve sehirciligin
anahtar fonksiyonlar1 olan dort temel fonksiyonun
(oturma, c¢aligma, dinlenme ve ulasim) birlikteligini
tanimlamistir. Le Corbusier’in  ideal kent modelini
olusturan bu ilkeler, ayn1 zamanda modern kent

planlamasinin  da  ilkelerini tasiyan bir gelecek
projeksiyonu dngdrmiistiir.
Boylece Le Corbusier, kentsel yasami yeniden

orgiitleyen; kentsel yapiyr fiziksel ve fonksiyonel bir
biitiin olarak ele alan bir vizyon dnermektedir. 1925 deki
‘Plan Vois Pour Paris’, ‘iglevsel kent’ dnerisi bu vizyonun
somutlastigi projedir (Sekil 10). Pariste, sehrin stratejik
bolgesindeki dar sokaklari ve kdhne konutlari kaldirarak,
son derece biyik gokdelenlerle diisey bir sehir
olusturmustur. Le Corbusier’in sdylemi, mevcut kentleri
yikip yeniden kurmayi gerektiren kdktenci bir anlayisla
bicimlenmis {itopik bir vizyona dayanmaktadir.

Le Corbusier, Fourier’in diisiince sistematiginin de
etkileriyle, komiin konutuna egilimli olmustur. Tim
insanlarin gereksinmelerinin ayni olacagi ileri siiren Le
Corbusier, ornek kent ve Ornek konut tasarlanmasi
gerektigini one siirmiistiir. Onceki dénemin {itopyalarida
oldugu gibi Le Corbusier’in o6nerileri de ideolojik ve
politik nitelikler tasimaktadir (9). Le Corbusier’in
konutlar1 genis binay1 bagtan basa kaplayan pencereleri ve
yiiksek tavanli yasama mekanlarma sahiptir. Utopya
modellerinde oldugu gibi; toplu yasam seklini, ¢ocuk
kresleri, oyun salonlari, gatilarda yiizme havuzlari ile ortak
camagsirhane ve yemekhanelerini 6ng6rmiistiir.

Le Corbusier, ¢agdas mimari ve teknoloji ile ¢agdas
konstriiksiyvon —arasinda baglantilar kurmustur. Tim
duvarlarin  yiikiinii  tagtyan ve duvarlarin  tasiyici
gorevlerini ortadan kaldiran kolonun Onemine isaret
ederken; tasiyict iskelet ile boliicii duvarlarin, islevsel
farkliligini  vurgulamistir. Boylece iskelet sisteminin
avantajlariyla her katta farkli serbest igsel kurgulara
yonelmistir. Iskelet konstriiksiyonun direkt sonucu olarak;
cephede tam bir serbestlik saglanmistir. Diiz ¢atilari
kullanarak zeminde kaybedilen alanlar geri kazanilmistir.
Iskelet sistemin tiim bu avantajlariyla, nokta blok olarak
adlandirilan 15-20 kathi binalarin insasma girigilmistir
(12). Yasama mekanlar1 ve tiim sosyal aktiviteleriyle
birlikte tiim yerlesim tek bir blokta toplanarak, genis yesil

acres, a play ground surrounded this, and for a garden; the
remaining areas located in the street will be reserved for
religious facilities (Figure 6) (11).

Howard’s garden city theory could not be implemented,
however his thought of integrating life by carrying urban
activities to suburban areas has formed the basis of all
residential and urban designs, suggested from the turn of
the 20" century.

3.5. Le Corbusier

Le Corbusier suggested ‘functional city’ by asserting
that a radical change was required against the problematic
structure of the 20™ century city. The projects, developed
by him between the years 1922-1935 for various cities,
based upon smart organizations against the distorted
structure of the industrial city. Le Corbusier envisaged the
re-organization of cities through smart principles; he took
up the city as a function unit, and defined the integration
of four fundamental functions (residence, working,
recreation, transportation), which are also the key
functions of the city planning. These principles, which
formed Le Corbusier’s ideal city model, also envisaged a
future projection, that carry the principles of the modern
city planning.

As a conclusion, Le Corbusier suggested a vision that
re-organizes the city life, by taking the urban structure as a
whole with its physical and functional structure. ‘Plan
Vois Pour Paris’, ‘functional city’ plan, proposed in 1925,
is the project that this vision became concrete (Figure 10).
This project requires the removal of narrow streets and
rattraps located in the strategic region of Paris and the
construction of a perpendicular city with skyscrapers. Le
Corbusier’s project is based upon a utopian vision, shaped
by a radical approach, which requires the destruction of
cities and then the reconstruction of them.

Fourier’s system of thought affected also Le Corbusier,
and thus he had a tendency towards communal residence.
Asserting that every person would have the same needs,
Le Corbusier suggested that a sample city and residence
should be designed for this purpose. Like the utopias of
the previous periods, Le Corbusier’s suggestions had also
ideological and political features (9). Le Corbusier’s
residences have windows that cover the building from one
end to another and have also living rooms with high
ceilings. As all in other utopian models, his model also
requires the communal living, créches for children, play
halls, swimming pools on the roofs, common laundry and
dining rooms.

Le Corbusier made connections between the
contemporary architecture and technology, and the
contemporary construction. He pointed out the importance
of columns, which are the load bearing walls and which
remove the load bearing functions of the walls; and he
also stressed the functional differences of column and
beam structure and partition walls. Thus he turned to
different free inner abstracts at each floor through the
advantages of this column and beam structure. As a result
of this load bearing construction a whole freedom is
provided in the facade of the construction. The lost spaces
in the ground, is acquired again through using flat roofs.
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alanlar ic¢ine genis araliklarla yerlestirilmistir. Le
Corbusier’in blok tasarilarinin ilk uygulamasi olan ‘Unite
D’Habitation’ 1947-1952 yillar1 arasinda Marsilya’da insa
edilmis, tiim fiziksel ve sosyal ihtiyaglar1 karsilayan
kurgusuyla, blok diizene yeni bir anlayis getirmistir (Sekil
7). Bu anlayis konutun 20. yiizyildaki en Onemli
doniistimii olan ‘Nokta Blok’u olusturmustur.

The construction of 15-20 storey buildings, called point
block, by using all the advantages of this column and
beam structure (12). All settlement, including the living
areas and the social activities, were gathered in one single
block, and they were placed in wide green areas with wide
spaces. The first implementation of Le Corbusier’s block
designs, called ‘Unite D’Habitation’, was constructed in
Marseilles between the years 1947-1952, and provided a
new approach for the block arrangement, with its design
that met all the physical and social needs (Figure 7). This
approach has formed the ‘Point Block’, which is
considered as the most important residential conversion of
the 20" century.

Figure 7. Unite D’Habitation — Marseille / Le Corbusier
Sekil 7. Unite D’Habitation — Marsilya / Le Corbusier

3.6. Frank Lloyd Wright

Wright, dogaya doniis diislincesinin 20. yiizyil
basindaki en 6nemli temsilcisidir. Endiistri kentinin yol
actig1 sosyal, ekonomik ve saglik problemlere karsi
¢ozlimler tretmeyi amagclamaktadir. Wright’iin {itopik
goriigiinlin {iriinii olan Broadacre kenti, doga ile uyumlu
kent olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Dogaya doniis temasinin
yansimasl sonucu ortaya ¢ikan Broadacre, yasama ve
caligma birimlerini i¢eren ¢ok katli gokdelenlerin kent
merkezini  olusturdugu  {itopyalara, Ozellikle Le
Courbusier’e karst durusla ortaya c¢ikmig bir kent
tasarimidir (13).

Wright tarihsel bir determinizmle ilerdeki yasama
bi¢iminin kendiliginden Broadacre’da 6ngoriildiigi sekle
doniisecegini savunmaktadir. Broadacre kenti yaklagik 10
km?2 alana sahiptir ve 1400 aileyi (7000 kisi) barindirir.
Izgara planli bir i¢ ulagim sistemine sahiptir. Ana karayolu
ve kisisel ucan araglarla (aerotor) diger yerlesimlerle
baglant1 kurar. Broadacre’de otomobile yapilan vurgu
mimarin Ongorisiinden &te, gozleme dayanan giindelik
yasam ger¢egidir. Bu da tasarimin zaman dis1 olarak
nitelendirilmesine neden olmustur. Broadacre kentinin
niifus yogunlugu ¢ok diisiiktiir, ancak bir kentin tiim
Ogelerine sahiptir. Broadacre kentinde tek bir biiro binasi
hari¢ tiim yapilagsma kir- kent havasi iginde ele alinmistir.
Wright bu birimlerin tiimiinii plan kesit ve goriiniisiine
kadar bigimlendirmistir (Sekil 8).

Evler i¢inde yasayan niifusa gore degil sahip olduklari
otomobil sayisina gore isimlendirilmektedir. 2 arabali ev,
3 arabali ev gibi. Tasarimin merkezinde genis alanlar

Lo Cuarhuasior. Marsibva Konut Blogu,

Marsilva

3.6. Frank Lloyd Wright

Wright is the most important representative of the ‘back
to the nature’ thought at the turn of the 20" century. This
thought aims to provide solutions against social, economic
and health problems, stemming from the industrial city.
The city of Broadacre, the product of Wright’s utopian
view, is defined as a city, which is in harmony with the
nature. Broadacre, which has emerged as a result of the
reflection of ‘back to the nature’ theme, stands as a city
design against the utopias, specially Le Courbusier’s, in
which the multi-storey skyscrapers, including both living
and working units, form the city center (13).

Wright defended that the future living styles would turn
into that of the Broadacre with an historical determination.
The city of Broadacre is approximately 10 square
kilometers and shelters 1400 families (7000 persons). The
city has a domestic transportation system with grid plan.
The city contacts with the other settlements through main
highway and personal aerators (like personal planes). The
emphasis put on cars in Broadacre, is a daily life reality,
based upon observation, other than the foresight of the
architect. For this reason, this concept of design has been
depicted as out of time. The population density of the city
of Broadacre is low, however this city has all the elements
that a city can have. Except one office building, all the
construction is taken up in relation with town-city concept
in Broadacre. Wright also shaped all these units in plan
cross-section and sights (Figure 8).

The houses are named according to the number of cars,
not the number of people living in, for ex., house with two
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icerisinde tek katli evler bulunmaktadir. Merkezi

cevreleyen alanlarda kiiciik giftlikler, meyve bahgeleri
Broadacre’da doga ile biitiinlesmis bir yasam iiretmeye
yoneliktir. Broadacre konutlarmin kullanicilarin alacagi
parcalarin birlesimiyle iiretilecegi bdylece ¢evrenin sonsuz
olacag:

bir ¢esitlilik  igerecegi ve  demokratik

varsayilmaktadir (13).

cars, house with three cars. In the center of the design,
there stands single-storey houses in the middle of wide
areas. Small farms and fruit gardens located in the areas
that surround the center, are all towards to form an
integrated with nature in Broadacre. It is assumed that as
the residences will be constructed by the materials to be
bought by the residents, the environment will include an
endless variety and will be democratic (13).

Figure 8. Residence from Broadacre city/ Frank Lloyd Wright
Sekil 8. Broadacre kentinden konut / Frank Lloyd Wright

Wright’in organik mimari prensipleri kisilere sunulan
iirtiniin her zaman iyi tasarim {irlinii olmasin1 saglar. Zaten
bu ideal toplumda kisiler kotii zevk sahibi
olamayacagindan c¢evre Kkalitesi yiiksektir. Sonugta,
Wright’in ortaya koydugu kent karsit1 gelecek senaryosu,
giniimiizdeki gelismeleri ve mimarlik olusumlarini
anlamak i¢in dnemlidir.

3.7. Archigram

Archigram grubu, 1960 yilinda ¢ikmaya baslayan
Archigram dergisi ¢evresinde orgiitlenen 6 mimardan
olusmustur. Peter Cook, Ron Herron ve Warren Chalk’in
onciiliiglinii yaptig1 grup o donemde Avrupa avantgarde
bilinci ile ortaya ¢ikmustir. Teknolojinin ulastigi noktada
gelecege ve ilerlemeye duyulan inang, beraberinde dogaya
hakimiyet ¢agrist yapan tavrin iiriinlerini vermislerdir.

Archigram teknolojinin ve elektronik ortamin daha akilel
ve ilerici kullanimini igeren Onerileri ile giindeme
gelmistir. Bu oneriler gelisen teknolojinin saglayabilecegi
olanaklar ¢ergevesinde daha yogun ve degisik bir yasam
bi¢iminin arayis1 olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Bir fabrika
yada bir petrol rafinerisi diizeyinde geliskin bir
yapilanmanin, kentsel ¢cevreye uyarlanmasidir (Sekil 9).

Archigram ‘Plug in City’ (Tak-Sok Kent) de kenti dev
bir makine olarak ele almaktadir. Kent pargalar1 eskidikge
yenilenen bir makinedir. 1964 tarihli Plug in City projesi
zamanla eskimeye yiliz tutan yapilarin, caddelerin ve tim
kentsel oOgelerin teknoloji ¢aginda fiziksel degisim

Wright’s organic architecture principles requires that
the project presented to the person, will be the best design
work. As people do not have bad tastes in this ideal
society, environmental quality is very high. As a
conclusion, Wright’s scenario for the future, which is
against the concept of city, is important to understand the
developments and architectural formations of our time.

3.7. Archigram

The group of Archigram was formed by 6 architects,
within the framework of Archigram magazine, started to
be issued in 1960. This group, which was pioneered by
Peter Cook, Ron Herron, and Warren Chalk, appeared
with the European avant-garde consciousness in that
period. The belief in future and progress at the point that
technology reached, resulted in the products of an
approach, which also calls to rule the nature.

Archigram appeared with their views covering the smart
and progressive utilization of technology and electronic
environment. These views can be taken up within the
framework of the facilities, provided by the developing
technology, as the search for a more intense and different
lifestyle. This is the adaptation of a technological
structure, such as a factory or a petroleum refinery to an
urban environment (Figure 9).

In the ‘Plug in City’project, Archigram is taken up the
concept of city as a huge machine. The city is a machine,
the pieces of which are renewed as they get old. This Plug
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gecirecegini vurgular. Bu nedenle mekanik bir konsepte
sahiptir (14). Plug in City’ de konut alanlarn 1zgara
sisteminde donen ve degisebilir parcalardan olugmaktadir.
Kosegen siitunlar yukari catiya uzanmaktadir. Konut
birimleri birbirine gore hareket edebilmektedir (Sekil 10).

Figure 9. Plug in City / Cook and Crompton
Sekil 9. Plug in City / Cook ve Crompton

Ron Herron’un ‘Walking City’ (Yiiriiyen Sehir) projesi
de Archigram grubunun yiiriittiigli amag¢ dogrultusunda
olusturulmustur. Bu projede de sehirler tagmabilir ve
degistirilebilir dgeleri ile, geleneksel yapinin alisilagelmis
karakterini kentsel boyutta tamamen yok etmeye ydnelik
bir u¢ noktada yer almaktadir (Sekil 11).

Figure 11. Walking City / Ron Herron
Sekil 11. Walking City / Ron Herron

Walking City projesinde konutun ayri bir birim olarak
ele almmadig1 goriilmektedir. Degisim ve onun yarattigi
devingenligin izleri projenin en belirgin o6zelligidir ve
konuta da yansimistir. Sosyal iitopya, endiistri toplumunun
yeniden sekillenmesi ile degisen ekonomik kosullarin
kentlere uyguladigi baskilara, konutsuzluk, altyap1
eksikligi gibi sagliksiz yasam kosullarina; kisacasi
endiistri kentine kars1 bir anti-tez niteligindedir.

Bu iitopyalar icinde yasama mekanlar1 Onerilen yeni
toplu yasam bigiminin {iriiniidiir. insan ve doga arasinda
kurulacak anlamli iliskiyle, dogaya doniilerek kentlerin
sagliksiz yasamindan kurtulma arzusu ve kisitli ekonomik

in City project, dated 1964, emphasizes that the buildings,
streets and all rural elements will experience a physical
change in this age of technology, as they get older in the
course of time. For this reason, this project has a
mechanical concept (14). The residential areas in the Plug
in City project, have convertible and changeable pieces in
the grid system. Diagonal columns reach up to the roof.
The residential units can move according to each other
(Figure 10).

Figure 10. Residence from Plug in City
Sekil 10. Plug in City Konutlari

Ron Herron’s ‘Walking City’ project has also been formed
in line with the targets of Archigram group. In this project
cities can be moved and changed; thus this approach aims
to destroy the conventional features of a traditional
construction in terms of urban construction, by stressing
an extraordinary view (Figure 11).

It is seen that the concept of residence has not been
taken as a separate unit in the Walking City project. The
traces of change and of the dynamism creates by this
change, are the most significant features of the project;
these traces have also been reflected to the residences.
Social utopia is briefly an anti-thesis; it is against
unhealthy living conditions such as the pressures placed
on the cities by the economic conditions, lacking of
infrastructure, or not having residences.

The living areas, being suggested in these utopias, are
the products of a new mass living style. The wish to return
to the nature by giving up the unhealthy life of the cities,
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giice sahip genis kitlelerin hayat kosullarmi diizeltme
arzusu; bu yasam bicimini sekillendiren konutlarin ortak
ozellikleridir (15).

Bu boliimde degerlendirilen iitopyalarin bir kisminda,
sosyal ve ekonomik yasam ve yonetim bi¢imi daha detayli
olarak anlatilmisken; digerlerinde ise mekana; kente ve
konuta iligkin degerlendirmeler daha fazla yapilmistir.

4. BIR UTOPYA OLARAK ANKARA ORNEGI

4.1. Ankara Kentinin Baskent Olarak Insasi: Utopist
Bir Proje

Ankara kenti, 500 yil1 askin siiren bir imparatorluga son
verme ve yerine yeni bir rejim kurma siirecinde iitopist bir
diistincenin Urliniidiir denilebilir. Cumhuriyetin ilan1 ile
yeni rejimi temsil edecek kentsel yasam alanlarinin
Ankara kentinde planlanmasi kararlastirilmistir. Adam’ a
gore “Ankara, yeni Cumbhuriyet’in bir ¢ok yiiziiniin
sergilendigi bir sahne idi. Bu sahne pek ¢ok 6zellikleri ile
yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin kurgusunun arkasindaki
distincelerin somutlagmasini ifade etmekteydi.
Dolayisiyla Ankara sanki yeni cumhuriyeti kuranlarin
itopyalarinin somutlastirilmaya calisildigi bir sahne idi.”
Utopyalarin sifirdan baglama olanaklarina sahip olmasi ve
daha Onceye dair yonlendirici mekansal orgiitlenmenin
olmamasi nedeniyle Ankara kenti bdyle bir iitopya igin
uygun bir yerlesim alan1 olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Ankara kentinin yeni formu bu itopik goris
kapsaminda sekillenmistir. Cumhuriyet ideolojisi ve yeni
beklentiler dogrultusunda, Ankara kentindeki konut,
ticaret ve idari olmak {izere tiim yapilar bu kimlige uygun
tipolojilerle insa edilmistir. Ornegin, Garden City modelini
ornek alarak tasarlanan Bahgelievler yapi kooperatifi
(Sekil 12) bu iitopik diislincenin iriinii olarak karsimiza
cikmaktadir. Genel olarak degerlendirildiginde, donemin
bozkir kasabasi goriintiisiindeki Ankara kenti ozellikle
1923-1940 yillar1 arasinda bu {itopik vizyonun etkisi
altinda gelisimini tamamlamigtir.

and the wish to improve the living conditions of many
people, who have limited economic powers, through a
meaningful relationship between the people and the
nature, are the common features of the residences that
shape this living style (15).

In some of the utopias being discussed in this section
the social and economic living and management styles
have been taken up in more details, while in the others the
evaluations regarding the places, cities and residences
have been made.

4. ANKARA AS AN EXAMPLE OF UTOPIA

4.1. The Construction of Ankara as the Capital City:
An Utopist Project

It can be said that the city of Ankara is the product of a
utopist thought in the process of establishing a new
regime, in place of an empire, continued for about more
than 500 years. After the declaration of Republic, it was
decided that urban living spaces that would represent the
new regime would be built in Ankara. According to
Adam, Ankara was the place on which many faces of the
new Republic were staged. This stage depicted the
realization of thoughts behind the newly declared republic
with its many features. Thus Ankara was like a stage on
which the utopias of the founders of the new Republic
were tried to be actualized. As utopias can start from the
beginning, and as there is no need to have any residential
organizations before, Ankara can be evaluated as an
appropriate residential area for such a utopia.

The new form of Ankara city was shaped within the
scope of this utopian view. In line with the Republic
ideology and new expectations, all the residences, and all
the commercial and administrative buildings were
constructed in appropriate with this identity. For example,
Bahgelievler construction cooperative business (Figure
12), which was designed by following the Garden City
model, is the product of this utopian thought. When
generally evaluated, Ankara, which was in the appearance
of a dessert area, completed its development under this
utopian vision especially between the years 1923-1940.

H.Jansen'in sokak tasarimi.

Figure 12. Bahgelievler District in Jansen Plan
Sekil 12. Jansen Planinda Bahgelievler

H.Jansen'in Bahgeli Evlerin girigine iliskin tasorumt.
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4.2. Ankara Kenti Utopyalar

Ankara kentinin bagkent olarak insa edilmesi
kapsaminda Jansen’in Ankara i¢in yaptig1 plan {itopist bir
vizyon tagimaktadir. Her ne kadar giiniimiiz kosullar1 bu
itopik yasam kurgusundan uzak olsa da, o donem
dinamikleri i¢inde gizemli imgelere sahip bu planin
ongordiigli yasam alanlarinin  gergeklestirilebilirliginin
oldugu agikga goriilmektedir.

Ankara, Jansen tasariminda ekolojik yapisini koruyan
yesili ve maviyi igeren bir yerlesimdi. Ankara’da “Cubuk

Cayi, Hatip Cayr (Bent Deresi), Incesu, Dikmen,
Kavaklidereleri vardi. Jansen planinda bir bendin
arkasinda topladigi sular ile Ankara’y: mavilige

kavusturmay1 diisinmiistii. Bu tasarima gore Sihhiyeden
Operaya kadar Atatiirk Bulvari, Incesu Deresi boyunca
giden agaclikli bir yoldu. Kavaklidere boyu mesirelerden
biriydi. Bu dereler ve caylar bentlerle biiyiitiilseydi belki
de goletlerin kiyilar1 bambagka yasama bi¢imlerine olanak
saglayacak iskeleleri, rihtimlari, yali kahveleri ve su
sporlart olan bir kent olacakti” (16). Bdyle bir kentte
olusturulacak konutlar hem manzara/yénelim hem de
tipolojik agidan bugiinkiinden ¢ok daha farkli bir yapiya
sahip olabilecekti.

Ankara kenti iitopyalarinda en 6nemli alanlardan biri
bugiin stii  Ortiilen Bent Deresi ve c¢evresini
kapsamaktadir. Bu kurgu kapsaminda Bent Deresi 1slah
edilerek, Kale ile Altindag arasindaki vadiden gecip baska
yerlerin derinlestirilmesine karst bu g¢evrede gelistirilmis
olmasi temel 6zellik olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Simdi
minibiislerin durak/park yeri olan alan bir yat marinasi
haline sokulmus, minibiisler yerine tekneler yer almistir
(17). Uygun yerlerde yiizme havuzlart ve tramplenler
bulunmaktadir. Ayrica dere boyu yaya yollari, agaclar,
sogiitler ile donatilmigtir. Dere kiyisindan Altindag
yamacina yada Kale yamacina egimli yiizeyler diizenli
amfiler haline sokulmus ve orada kiigiiklii biiyiikli
gruplarin konserler verebilecegi mekanlar tasarlanmistir
(Sekil 13-14).

Figure 13. Bent Deresi Street
Sekil 13. Bent Deresi Caddesi

Diger bir proje ise Dikmen, Ayranci, Cankaya,
Kavaklidere gibi semtlerde oturanlarin, birinden digerine
gitmek i¢in Kizilay’a inip oradan yukari g¢ikmalarin
onlemek {lizere tasarlanmigtir. Bu kurgu kapsaminda

4.2. Utopias regarding Ankara

Jansen’s plan, designed for Ankara within the scope of
the restructuring of Ankara as a capital city, has a utopist
vision. Although our time’s conditions are far from this
utopian living concept, it is clearly seen that the living
spaces envisaged by this plan, which covers mystic images
in the dynamics of that period, could be realizable.

In Jansen’s design work, Ankara was a city, which
protected its ecological structure through covering the
green and the blue. In Ankara, there were Cubuk Stream,
Hatip Stream ( Bent Stream), Incesu, Dikmen and Kavakli
rivers. In his plan Jansen thought to meet Ankara with the
blue through the waters to be convened behind a dam.
Accordingly, Atatiirk Boulevard, proceeding through
Opera from Sihhiye was well-wooded road along Incesu
River. The area extended along Kavaklidere river was one
of the promenades. If these streams and rivers had been
expanded, Ankara would have been a city with the ponds
the shores of which might have covered wharfs, docks,
small coffees and these ponds might have enabled water
sports (16). The residences to be built in such a city would
have surely been different structures both in terms of
view/orientation and of typology, when considered today.

One of the most significant area, that took place in
Ankara utopias is the Bent River, which was covered
today, and its surroundings. Within this scope, through
improving Bent River, and passing through the valley
between the Castle and Altindag, it is important that this
had been developed in this surrounding against deepening
other places. The area, which is used as a bus stop now,
was designed as a yacht marina with boats (17). There
were swimming pools and diving boards in appropriate
places. Furthermore there were trees and willows near
pedestrian lanes along the river. The slopes along Altindag
side and Castle side from the river shore, were designed as
regular amphitheatres for the music groups to give
concerts (Figures 13-14).

Bentderesi Caddesi

Figure 14. Bent Deresi View From Ankara Castle
Sekil 14. Kale’den Bent Deresine Bakis

The other project was designed to prevent the residents,
living in Dikmen, Ayranci, Cankaya, Kavaklidere to go to
Kizilay and then to go up so as to reach one of these
districts. Within this project’s scope, it was designed
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vadilerin iizerinden gececek ¢elik halatli asma yaya
kopriileri ile insanlarin bu vadilerin iizerinden bir
noktadan diger noktaya ulagmalari amaglanmustir.
Ulasimda gergeklesecek bu tiir koklii bir degisimin konut
dokusunu da etkilemesi kaginilmazdir.

5. SONUC: KONUT TiPQLOJisi KAPSAMINDA
UTOPYALARIN DEGERLENDIRILMESI

Tarihsel siire¢ iginde farkli {itopyalar iiretilmis ve her
birinde farkli konut ve yasam alanlar1 tasarlanmstir.
Utopik goriise iliskin ideolojiler ve beklentiler hem konut
hem de diger yapilarda farkl: tipolojilerin ortaya ¢ikmasini
saglamaktadir. Utopyalarda &ngoriilen farkli sosyal yapi
ve aile diizeni, kent ve konut tiplerini etkilemektedir. Son
donem mimarlik iriinleri iitopik bir proje olmaktan ¢ok
sadece mimari betileri igeren caligmalardir. Yeni ile
eskinin, gelenek ile iitopyalarin mimaride, yasamda ve
insanin hayatinda bir araya geldigi giiniimiiz yap1 tipleri
tipolojik yaklasim i¢in 6nemlidir.

Her cagin gelecek tasarilart o donemin sorunlarini
yansitan, bunlara ¢6ziim getirilecegi digiiniilen ideal
yasam kapsaminda ideal tipolojileri ¢agristirmaktadir.
Utopyalarda genel olarak, kentsel fonksiyonlar dogaya
tasinmakta bazilarinda ise teknolojik gelismelerin
etkiledigi yasam bigimleri ve mekanlar1 goézlenmektedir.
Kir ve dogayla barisik (ekolojik) iitopyalarda yatayda ve
az katl konutlar karsimiza g¢ikarken, teknolojik yasam
kurgusu Oneren (teknotopya) iitopyalarda c¢ok kath
konutlar goriilmektedir. Ge¢gmiste komiin yasamina dayali
olarak kurgulanan iitopyalar;; giiniimiiz kosullarinda
toplu ve sosyal konutlar olarak ger¢eklesmektedir. Sonug
olarak, iitopyalar toplumsal, kiiltiirel ve ekonomik yapiya
iliskin idealleri aramakta ve bu kapsamda kentleri ve
konutlar sekillendirmektedir.

Utopyalarin somut olarak ortaya konmasi; mekansal
organizasyona iligkin yeni modellerin ortaya konmasi ve
geligtirilmesi agisindan onemlidir. Ankara kenti 6zelinde
incelendiginde modernite projesi kapsaminda Ankara’nin
bagkent olarak insaasi fikir ve anlayis olarak iitopik bir
diisiincenin  hayata gecirilmesidir. Cumhuriyetin ilk
yillarinda kentsel gelismede 6zellikle yonetim yapilarinda
olmak {izere tiim yapilarda bu {itopik disiincenin
yansimalar1 goriilmektedir. Ancak, hizli kentlesme ile bu
iitopik yasam kurgusundan uzaklagilarak kent ve yapilar
popiilist politikalarla yonlendirilmistir.

Bu c¢aligmanin; kentsel ve mimari Ol¢eklerde yeni
cahigmalara 131k tutacag diisiiniilmektedir. Utopyalar
icinde 6ngoriilen sosyal ve ekonomik yasam ve yonetim
bigimlerini, mekanin sekillenmesinde Onemli etkileri
olmasi nedeniyle daha detayli olarak ele alacak ve
degerlendirecek yeni caligmalar yapilabilir. Bu kapsamda;
kentsel Olgekte iitopyalarin ampirik ¢aligmalarla, Srnegin
toplu konut alanlarinda tasarim ve tipolojiler ele alinarak
yere Ozgii niteliklerin ortaya ¢ikarildigi yeni ¢alismalar
onem kazanmaktadir. Farkli bir ele alisla giinlimiiz
yapilarinda iitopik yansimalarin ele alinmasi kent bilim ve
mimarlik alanlarinda bu konudaki boslugu dolduracak
arastirmalar olacaktir.

suspension bridges with steel ropes, which would pass
over the valleys; it was aimed that people reach from one
point another by passing through these suspension bridges.
It is inevitable that such a radical change to be realized in
transportation will surely affect the residential structure.

5. CONCLUSION: EVALUATION OF UTOPIAS
WITHIN THE SCOPE OF HOUSING
TYPOLOGY

Different utopias have been produced during the
historical period, and in each of them different residential
and living spaces have been designed. The ideologies and
expectations regarding the utopian view provide different
typologies both in residences and in other buildings. The
different social structure and the family formation
envisaged in these utopias, affect the city and the resident
types. The architectural designs, produced in the recent
years, are the works that cover architectural depictions
rather than utopian projects. Contemporary construction
types, which bring together the new and the old; and
which combine the utopias with tradition, architecture, life
and with human life, are very significant in terms of
typological approach.

The design works produced in each age, which reflect
the problems of that age, and which are designed to form
solutions for these problems, recall the ideal typologies
within the scope of ideal living. Generally in utopias,
urban functions are carried to the nature; moreover in
some of them the living styles and the living spaces
affected by the technological developments are observed.
While horizontal and low construction residences are seen
in utopias, which favor country and natural life style
(ecological), in techno-utopias, which suggest a
technological life concept, multi-storey residences are
seen. The utopias, designed as being based upon
communal life in the past, now appear as social and mass
housing in our time. Conclusively, utopias search for
ideals regarding social, cultural and economic structure,
and within this scope shape the cities and residences.

To bring forth utopias concretely, is important to form
and develop new models regarding the residential
organization. When observed in the example of Ankara
within the scope of modernity project, the construction of
Ankara as a capital city, is the realization of a utopian idea
and approach. Especially in the early years of the
Republic, one can see the reflections of this utopian
thought mainly in governmental buildings and in all other
buildings. However, the city and the buildings have been
directed with populist policies by moving away from this
utopian living concept through this rapid urbanization.

This study is considered to illuminate new works on the
urban and architectural scale. New works, which will take
up and evaluate in details the social and economic living
and management styles, as required in the utopias, since
they have important effects in shaping residences, could
be carried out. Within this scope, new works that bring
forth the features special to that space by taking up the
design works and typology in mass housing areas for
example, with empirical activities on an urban scale, have
been attached importance. Studies, which will take up
utopian reflections in the constructions of our time, will be
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the researches that fill the spaces in this issue in the urban
science and architectural areas.
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