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Tum Krizler Karsisinda
Bir Siginak Olarak Yasamaya
Elverigli Konut

Yasar Adnan Adanali

COVID-19 pandemisinin dayattigi kiiresel kapanma deneyimi, konu-
tun bedenlerimizi dért duvar ve bir ¢ati ile en yakindan kusatan, en dogrudan
anlamiyla ytzlesmemiz ig¢in kaginilmaz bir firsat ortaya koydu. Tum diinyada
milyarlarca insan, hayatlarimiza kastetmis g6zle géremedigimiz bir “diisman-
dan” kagmak igin, birkag on metrekareden olusan fiziksel mekanlara siginmak
zorunda kaldik. islerimizi, ofislerimizi, okullarimizi, bakim temelli iliskilerimizi,
sosyal yasantilarimizi olabildigince evlerimize tasidik. Dijital teknolojiler ve
galismanin dontistimi ile Uretim ve yeniden tretim mekanlari arasindaki zaten
bir stiredir muglaklasan sinirlar iyice gegirgenlesmis oldu.

Peki "evde kal” ¢agrilari karsisinda milyonlarca evsiz ne yapacakti?
Ya da yasamaya elverigli konutlardan yoksun milyarlarca kent yoksulunun evle-
rinden ¢ikmamalari ne kadar miimkiindi? Konut kredilerini 6demekle bogusan
veya gelirinin buytk bir kismini kiraya yatiran ve islerini evlerine tasiyamayacak
insanlar calismadan, agir bir finansal yik altinda ezilmeden evlerinde ne kadar
kalabilirdi? Kendine ait odasi, bilgisayari veya internet baglantisi olmayan
cocuklar egitimlerini evlerinde nasil sirdireceklerdi? Aile i¢i siddet magduru
kadin ve gocuklarin siddet uygulayan erkeklerle evde kaldiklari siire arttikga
"siddet mesaileri” de artmayacak miydi? Surekli ellerimizi ve evimizi temiz
tutmamiz telkin edilen bu dénemde temiz suya erisimi olmayan milyonlarca
kent yoksulu nasil “hijyenik” bir ortama sahip olabilirdi? Temiz hava ve giines
almayan, saglikl girenin hasta c¢ikacagi rutubetli evlerde, hi¢cbir canlinin yasa-
mamasi gereken bodrum katlarinda veya dip dibe binalarda oturanlarimiza
ne olacakti? Kentsel donlistim projeleri ile dayanisma aglarinin ve komsuluk
iliskilerinin zayifladigi, yabancilagmanin arttii konut silolarina tagsinan/tasinmak
zorunda birakilan farkh yas gruplarindan kent sakinlerinin, sosyal mesafe ve
"evde kal" ¢agrilari sonucunda ruh sagliklari nasil etkilenecekti? Rant ugruna
usulstiz bir sekilde imara agilan yumusak zeminli tarim alanlarina insa edilen
kocaman binalarda pandeminin ge¢mesini beklerken deprem gibi baska bir
afet ile hayatlarini kaybedenlerimizin hesabini kimden soracaktik?

Halbuki mega kentlerde insaat baskisiyla ardi arkasi kesilmeyen gay-
rimenkul yatirimlari, AVM'ler ve ekolojik ayak izi ¢ok yiiksek olan mega kentsel
projeler sonucunda nitelikleri ve nicelikleri azalan agik kamusal mekanlar,
sosyal donatilar ve kusatilan kiyilar tam da su an evlerimizin etrafini masmavi
ve yemyesil bir 6rtl gibi sariyor olsaydi, penceremizden disari baktigimizda
veya ekmegimizi almak igin kisa siireli de olsa evden disari ¢ciktigimizda biraz

da olsa kendimizi daha iyi hissetmez miydik? Evlerimiz, tim temel
ihtiyaglarimizi yirime mesafesinde giderebildigimiz, kentsel hizmetlere eri-
sebildigimiz, insan dlgeginde ve yasamak istedigimiz mahallelerde bulunuyor
olsaydi gbzle géremedigimiz “diismandan” kagarken onlara génul rahathgiyla
siginmaz miydik? Konutun degerini, piyasadaki parasal ederi veya spekilatif
getirisi degdil de kullanicilarinin farkli ihtiyaglarina cevap verebilme kapasitesi
belirleseydi, kamu politikalari da bu kullanim degerini giivence altina almak
icin etkin bir sekilde uygulaniyor, kamu kaynaklari adil bir sekilde kullaniliyor
olsaydi konut bir kriz olarak degil de pandemi de dahil tiim krizlerde “hava
yastigl” goérevi gérecek bir kaynak haline gelemez miydi?

Velhasil, yakin dénemde diinyanin gérdigi en biyik halk saghgi
krizi bize konut konusunda da, sosyal adaleti ilgilendiren diger tim mesele-
lerde oldugu gibi bir ayna tuttu ve konutun iginde bulundugu krizi ve olmasi
gerekenleri sarsici bir sekilde sorgulatti. Evet, konut krizini uzunca bir stredir
ve (sosyal konut arzinin tikenmesi, ipotekli konutlarin haczi, hanehalki borcu,
mdltecilerin barinma sorunu, kentsel dénigsim ile yerinden edilmeler gibi)
farkli hadiselerin 6ne ¢iktigi bir sekans ile kiiresel 6lgekte tecriibe ediyoruz.
Hizla metalasan konutun ve Uzerine inga edildigi kentsel arsalarin kullanim
degeri yerine piyasadaki degisim degeri, hatta spekiilatif degeri 6ne ¢ikiyor.
Konut birgok llkede finansal yatirim aracina dénistl. Sosyal konutlar hizla
Ozellestiriliyor, vahsi yatinm fonlarinin spekdlatif yatinnm gézdeleri arasina
coktan girdi. Soylulastirma ktiresel bir élgekte gergeklesirken orta siniflar ve
dar gelirliler Gzerinde yerinden edilme baskisi olusturuyor. Mekansal adaletin
olmadigi sehirlerde evsizlik yaygin ve yasamaya elverisli olmayan konut ola-
ganlastirilmis bir halde. Kentsel déntistim politikalari Kiiresel Gliney'in hizla
blylimekte olan kentlerinde kent yoksullarini zorla yerlerinden etmeye devam
ediyor. Konut kaynakli banka borglari milyonlarca insani ekonomik ve psiko-
lojik olarak eziyor. Guvenlikli siteler sadece sosyal ayrismayi derinlestirmiyor,
doganin tizerindeki baskiyi da artiriyor. icinde yasayanlarin katilimi olmaksizin
tepeden inmeci yuritllen konut planlamasi, tasarimi ve ingasi diin oldugu
gibi bugiin de sorun olmaya devam ediyor. Hizla dénliisen demografik yapinin
ve yaslanip yalnizlasan nifusun ihtiyag duydugu nitelikte yasanabilir konut
modellerini Uretmekten oldukga uzak bir yerdeyiz.

Bu ¢ok boyutlu krizden ¢ikisin ilk adimi, her ne kadar milyonlarca insan
bundan bile mahrum olsalar da, konutun salt barinmak igin basimizi sokaca-
gimiz bir dort duvar ve gatiyi ifade etmedigini anlamak. Her konut insanlik
onuruna yakismadigi gibi, yasamaya elverigli konut en temel insan haklarin-
dan biri. Birlesmis Milletler Ekonomik, Sosyal ve Kiiltiirel Haklar Komitesi'nin
“Yagamaya Elverigli Konut Hakki Uzerine 4.Genel Yorumu”, konutu biittincil
bir sekilde ele alir: Konutun yasanabilir olmasi igin: 1) hukuki giivenceye sahip
2) 6denebilir 3) yasamaya uygun 4) herkes igin erisilebilir 5) hizmetlere ula-
sabilir durumda 6) glivenli ve sehre entegre bir yerde ve 7) farkl kulturleri
ve yasama bigimlerini yansitir ve onlara saygi duyar olmasi gerekiyor. Simdi
bu sartlari agalim:



Hukuki guvence altinda

Oncelikle konutun hukuki giivence altinda olmasi, sakinlerinin yerin-
den edilme korkusu yasamadan iginde oturabilmesi gerekir. Bu glivence, konu-
tun imar planlarina uygunluguna veya icinde oturanlarin kiraci veya ev sahibi
olmasina bakilmaksizin saglanmalidir. Bu ayni zamanda kimsenin yasal slregler
isletiimeden kapisinin éniine konulmayacagdinin garanti edilmesi anlamina da
gelir. Pandemi gibi kriz ortamlarinda bu giivencenin saglanmasinin yagsamsal
bir 5nemi oldugunu anlamis olduk.

Odenebilirlik

ikinci olarak, konutun &denebilir olmasi lazim. Ev sahibi olmak igin
ipotekli kredi de ddiyor olabiliriz veya kiraci olarak kira da. Konut ile ilgili
harcamalar sebebiyle diger temel ihtiyacglarimizi karsilayamiyor olmamali,
hanehalkinin egitiminden, beslenmesinden, sagligindan, sosyal ve kdiltirel
etkinliklerinden kisip konut kredisi veya kirasi 6demek zorunda kalmamamiz
gerekir. Dolayislyla 6denebilirlik belli bir oran ile agiklanabilmelidir. Bir konutta
yasayanlarin aylik gelirlerinin makul bir oranindan fazlasini -ki bu oran birgok
baglamda Ugte bir olarak hesaplanmistir- sadece o konutta barinabilmek igin
harcamamalidir. Diinya genelinde buyuk kitleler igin durum ne yazik ki ¢ok
farkli. Metropollerde birden fazla kisi ayni evi paylasarak; kirayi, masraflari
bolluserek ¢ok ufak metrekarelerde yasamak durumunda. Turkiye'de bu duruma
belki de en g¢arpici 6rnek olarak, barinma ihtiyaglarini karsilamak igin ayni evde
birden fazla milteci ailenin ¢ok ufak alanlarda, ¢ok kot standartlarda ve gok
ylUksek kiralarla oturmalarini gdsterebiliriz.

Yasamaya uygun

Ugtincii olarak, konutun mekansal olarak icinde yasayanlarin temel
ihtiyaclarini kargilayabilmesi gerekir. Konut, saglikli ve gtivenli bir ortam, birey-
lerin 6zel alanina koruyan konforlu bir yagsama alani sunabilmeli. Catisi akan,
altyapisi sorunlu, glines gérmeyen, hava almayan, rutubetli, yapisal olarak
glvenli olmayan, igindekilerin kendilerini hapiste gibi hissettikleri evler haliyle
yasamaya uygun evler degildir.

Herkes icin erigileloilir

Dordlinci olarak, bir konut farkli bireylerin farkli ihtiyaglarini mekéansal
olarak karsilayabilmeli, her anlamda erisilebilir olmalidir. Ornegdin merkezi bir
semtte, yeni bir binada, yeterli blylklikte bir konutun eger tekerlekli sandalye
kullanan birine uygun genislikte banyosu yoksa, orasi o kisi igin yasamaya
elverisgli bir konut da olamayacaktir. Kendine ait 6zel bir alani olmadan bir
evin oturma odasinin bir kdsesinde yasayan veya dis diinya ile baglantisi gok
zayIf ylksek kath bir binada kalan yaslh bir bireyin sirf basinin Gstlinde bir ¢ati
oldugu igin evinin yasamaya elverisli oldugunu séylemek mimkin dedgildir.

Hizmetlere ulasilabilir durumda

Besinci olarak, yagsamaya elverisli konut, kentsel hizmetlere de erisimi
olan konut anlamina gelir. Akan temiz suyunun, diizgiin bir kanalizasyonunun
olmasi, elektriginin bagli, internet hizmetine erisebilen, iIsinma derdi olmayan
bir konuttan bahsediyoruz. Tabii tim bu kentsel hizmetlerin glivenilir ve 6de-
nebilir bir sekilde sunuluyor olmasi gerekir.

Guvenli ve sehre entegre
pir yerde

Altinci olarak, konut eg@itim imkanlarina, gocuk bakim hizmetlerine,
saglk sistemine, istihdam olanaklarina ve diger sosyal hizmetlere ulasabilir
bir yerde olmalidir. Bulundugu yerin, kirlilik sebebiyle halk saghgina tehlike
arz etmemesi gerekir. Yasayanlarin kendilerini glivende ve bulunduklari kentin
bir parcasi hissetmeleri dnemlidir.

Farkl kultur ve yasama
pigiMmlerine saygili

Son olarak, konut insaati, kullanilan malzemeler ve uygulanan poli-
tikalar icinde yasayanlarin kulturel kimlikleri ve gesitlilikleri ile uyumlu olma-
hidir. Belirli bir kulttrel birikimin pargasi olarak hayat bulan yasam alanlarini
"kalkinma" veya "modernlesme” iddiasi ile yikip yerlerine baska bir tipolojiyi
dayattiginizda sadece mekansal olarak bir uyumsuzluk yaratmakla kalmiyor,
ayni zamanda bir kiltirel varligi, yasamla i¢ ice gegen bir kiltlirl de yok etmis
oluyorsunuz. Ornegin, Ilisu Baraji altinda kalan tarihi Hasankeyf'in, 6nce magara
evlerinin bahgeli konutlara, son olarak da ¢ok kath toplu konut dairelerine
doénustlridlmesi, kiltirin géz ardi edildigi ve dolayisiyla yasamaya elverisli
konut hakkinin ihlal edildigi ¢arpici vakalardan biri olarak kayitlara gecti.

Konutun, pandemi de dahil tim krizlerde saglikl ve giivenli bir ortam
saglayabilmesi icin en dar ve dogrudan anlaminin 6tesinde, tim bu baglamlari



ile butincil bir sekilde micadelesinin verilmesi gerekiyor. Konutun, farkl
kullanicilarinin farkli ihtiyaclarina cevap verebilmesi ise merkezinde kullani-
cisinin bulunmasina bagli. icinde yasayanin, tasarimindan malzeme secimine,
ingaatindan ydnetimine konut ile alakall temel kararlarda daha fazla s6z sahibi
olmasina ihtiyacimiz var. Nasil “nasil kentlerde yasamak istedigimiz” sorusu
sehir planlama veya mimariden dnce temelde demokrasi ve (mekanda) ada-
let ile alakall bir soru ise yasamaya elverigli konut hakkinin artan bir sekilde
tahsisi i¢in de iginde yasayanin dogrudan pargasi oldugu bir konut rejimini
hedeflemek durumundayiz. Pandemi sonrasi daha yasanabilir bir diinya igin
en temel toplumsal micadele glindemlerimizden birinin konut oldugu ortada.
Bu miicadele i¢inde, salt barinmanin 6tesinde ulasiimak istenen hedefi yiiksek
koymakta fayda var.

GiIMIZ” sorRUSU

RDE YASAMAK ISTEDI

NASIL ‘NASIL KENTLE

MIMARIDEN ONCE TEMEL DE DEMOKRASI VE

UMUNDAVYIZ.

UGU BIR KONUT REJIMINI HEDEFLEMEK DUR

VASAYANIN DOGRUDAN PARCASI OLD






Housing Justice in the Face
of Crises

Yasar Adnan Adanali

The global lockdown experience, forced upon us by the COVID-19
pandemic, has offered a valuable opportunity to face the most unmediated
meaning of housing intimately circumscribing our bodies with four walls and
a roof. Millions of people all over the world had to seek shelter in physical
spaces of several square meters in order to escape from an “enemy” which
cannot be seen with naked eyes and directly attempts at our lives. We have
transferred, as far as we could, our jobs, offices, schools, care-labor based
relations, and social relations to our houses. The borders between spaces
of production and reproduction —more ambivalent each day as a result of
digital technologies and transformation of work— have become even more
permeable.

What were millions of homeless people supposed to do in the face
of “stay at home" calls? Or how likely was it for billions of urban poor, who
were deprived of habitable housing, not to leave their homes? For how long
could people, who struggle with mortgage loans or spend most of their in-
come on rent or could not perform their jobs from their homes, stay in their
homes with no work and without being crushed under the heavy financial
burden of their homes? How were the students, who do not have a room of
their own, a computer or access to internet connection, supposed to continue
their education at their homes? Would not the domestic violence experien-
ced by women and children increase as the period they stay at home with
men extends? How could millions of urban poor, who do not have access to
clean water, create a "hygienic” environment during this period when we are
constantly encouraged to keep our hands and our homes clean? What would
happen to those of us, who live in damp homes without fresh air where even
a healthy person could get sick, or others who reside in molded basements
or thronged buildings that no living creature should ever inhabit? How would
social distancing and calls to stay at home affect the mental health of urban
residents of different age groups, who had moved or were forced to move—as
a result of gentrification projects—to housing silos where solidarity networks
and neighborhood relations are weakened, and people are increasingly iso-
lated? While we are waiting inside the huge buildings built on soft-soiled
agricultural lands, which were illegally opened to construction for the sake
of rent, whom should we hold accountable for those who lost their lives in
an earthquake, yet another disaster?

However, if outdoor public spaces, social facilities, and the besieged
shores—which have decreased both in quality and quantity as a result of the
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incessant real estate investments, shopping malls and mega urban projects
with huge ecological footprints—were to surround our homes with a blue and
green canopy today, would not we feel ourselves even a little better when
we look out of the window or left the house briefly to buy our bread? If our
homes were located in human-scale neighborhoods where we can meet all
our basic needs simply by walking, have access to urban services, would
not we take refuge in them more comfortably as we try to escape from the
"enemy" that we cannot see? If the value of housing was determined not by
its monetary value or its speculative return in the market but by its capacity
to respond to different needs of its residents, and also if public policies were
effectively implemented to secure this use value and if public resources were
used fairly, then would not housing become a resource that could function
as an "airbag” not only during the pandemic, but in all forms of crises?

In short, the biggest public health crisis the world has seen in re-
cent years has held us a mirror on housing alongside other social justice
issues, and requested us to distressingly question the crisis of housing and
what should be done. Yes, we have been globally experiencing the housing
crisis for a long time and in a sequence of events (exhaustion of the social
housing supply, the foreclosure of mortgaged housing, household debt, the
housing problem of refugees, displacement through gentrification). Instead
of the use value of the rapidly commodified housing and urban land, the
exchange value and even the speculative market come to the fore. Housing
has turned into a financial investment tool in many countries. Social housing
is being privatized rapidly and it has already become one of the favorite
speculative investment tools of savage investment funds. As gentrification
takes place on a global scale, it continues to put displacement pressure on
the middle classes and the poor. In cities where there is no spatial justice,
homelessness has become rampant and uninhabitable housing is normalized.
Gentrification policies continue to forcibly displace the poor particularly in
the rapidly growing cities of the Global South. Mortgages and other hou-
sing-based debts economically and psychologically crush millions of people.
Gated communities not only deepen social segregation but also increase
the pressure on nature. Housing planning, design, and construction, which
are carried from top down without the participation = of the
residents, continue to constitute problems. We are :
very far from producing habitable housing models 1
necessitated by the fast-changing demographic
structure and populations which are ageing and
becoming more rapidly isolated.




The first step out of this multidimensional crisis is to realize that
even though millions of people are deprived of it, housing does not mean four
walls and a roof where we will seek shelter. Not all housing is fit for human
dignity, and habitable housing is one of the most fundamental human rights.
The United Nations Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights in
"General Comment No.4: The Right to Adequate Housing"” tackles housing in a
holistic way. Accordingly, habitable housing has to fulfill the following criteria:
1) legal security of tenure 2) affordability 3) habitability 4) accessibility 5)
availability of services, materials, facilities, and infrastructure 6) location 7)
cultural adequacy. Let's briefly discuss these criteria here:

Legal security of tenure

First of all, housing should be under legal protection and residents
should be able to dwell in their houses without the fear of displacement. This
guarantee must be provided whether or not the housing fits the zoning plans,
or regardless of the fact that the residents are tenants or owners. This also
means that legal protection must be ensured in a way to preclude the eviction
of anyone from the housing without any legal process. We understood that
ensuring this protection is of vital importance during periods of crises such
as pandemics.

Affordability

Secondly, housing should be affordable. We might be paying mortga-
ges to own a house or paying rent as a tenant. We should not be in a situation
where we cannot meet our other basic needs on account of expenditures
related to housing; the residents of a house should not have to cut down their
expenses on education, nutrition, healthcare, social and cultural activities to
be able to afford mortgage payments or rent. Therefore, affordability should
be explained with a stable ratio. Residents of a house should not spend more
than a reasonable percentage of their monthly income, which has been cal-
culated as one-third of the income in many different contexts, on housing.
Unfortunately, the situation is very different for large masses around the
world. In metropolises, people are to share a flat—divide the rent and ex-
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penditures—and live in very small square meters. In Turkey, the most striking
example of this situation is the condition of refugee families who share very
small living spaces, live in very poor standards, and pay high rents in order
to meet their housing needs.

Halitability

Third, housing must meet the basic needs of its inhabitants spatially.
It should be able to provide a healthy and safe environment, a comfortable
living space that protects the privacy of its residents. Houses that have leaking
roofs, faulty infrastructure, no sunlight, no ventilation, high levels of humidity,
are structurally not safe and make its residents feel like they are living in a prison,
are not suitable for living.

Accessibility

Fourth, housing should meet the different needs of different indi-
viduals spatially and be accessible in every sense of the word. For instance,
if a new and sufficiently large house in a central district does not have a
bathroom suitable for a wheelchair user, then it will not be a habitable house
for that person. If an elderly person lives in a corner of a house without any
private space of her own or in a high-rise building with very weak connection
with the outside world, then it would not be possible to say that this person’s
house is habitable simply because there is a roof over her head.

Availability of services,
Materials, facilities, and
iNfrastructure

Fifth, habitable housing means housing with access to urban services.
We are talking about housing that has clean running water, proper sewage,
electricity, internet access and no heating problems. Of course, all these
urban services should be reliable and affordable as well.

L_ocation

Sixth, housing should be situated in a location where the residents
could access educational opportunities, childcare services, healthcare servi-
ces, employment opportunities, and other social services. The housing location
should not pose a threat to public health due to pollution. It is important for
residents to feel safe and integrated in the city they live in.
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Cultural adequacy

Finally, housing construction, the materials used, and the policies
implemented should all be harmonious with the cultural identities and diversity
of the residents. If by using arguments of “development” and “modernization”
you demolish living spaces, which have sprung to life as a part of a specific

&_& cultural accumulation, and impose another typology in their place, you not

only posit spatial disharmony but also destroy a cultural entity that has been

interwoven with lived experience. For instance, the transformation of historical
Hasankeyf—today submerged under the Iisu Dam—first into houses with
gardens and finally into multi-storied housing units, has been recorded as
one of the striking cases where culture was ignored and, thus, the right to
habitable housing was violated.

In order for housing to provide a healthy and safe environment even
during crises, including the pandemic, a holistic struggle reaching beyond
housing'’s narrowest and direct meaning and addressing all these contexts is

necessary. The ability of housing to meet different needs of different users
depends on locating the residents at the center of housing. We need residents
to have more say in fundamental housing decisions, from design to material
selection, from construction to management. If the question "in what kind
of cities we want to live?” is first and foremost a question of democracy and
(spatial) justice and therefore a question of city planning and architecture,
then, for the increasing allocation of the right to habitable housing, we have
to target a housing regime in which the residents are direct participants. It is
today blatant that one of our main social struggle agendas for a more livable
world in the post-pandemic period is housing. In this struggle, it will benefit
us to set the desired goal higher than just shelter.

(:)Il
IFE THE QUESTION "INWHAT KIND OF cmes WE WANT TO L VE"

IS FIRST AND FOREMOST A QUESTION O EMOCRACY

AND (SPATIAL) JUSTICE,

THEN, FOR THE ALLOCATION OF THE RIGHT TO HABITABLE HOUSING,

H THE RESIDENTS ARE DIRECT PARTICIPANTS.

IC
WE HAVE TO TARGET A HOUSING REGIME IN WH

14 15






