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OZET

TURKIYE’DE LOFT YASAM ALANLARINDA MAHREMIYET OLGUSU
Cisem Mustafaoglu

Loft yasam, 1950’lerde Amerika ve Avrupa’nin bir¢cok sehrinde, savas, ekonomik
faktorler, niifus degisimleri ve soylulagtirma gibi bir¢ok sebeple endiistri yapilarinin
iiretim islevinden farklilasmasiyla olusmaya baslamistir. Loft yasam, hem barinma
hem calisma eylemlerini bir arada sunan ve genellikle sanatcilar tarafindan tercih
edilen Mekan lar olarak bilinmektedir. Endiistri yapilarinin sanayisizlesme sonrasi,
yiiksek tavanli ve genis agikliklt dokme demirden olan fiziksel hacimlerinin, sanatci,
akademisyenler tarafindan degerlendirilmesi ve bulunduklar1 ¢evreyi toplumsal,
kiiltiirel agidan etkilemeleriyle loft yasamin yayilmasina onciiliik etmislerdir.

Konut tipolojilerinden, apartman ve toplu konut gibi bilindik plan ¢éziimlemesinden
farkli bir Mekan sal orgiitlenmeye sahip olan loft mekan lar, mahremiyet beklenti ve
¢oziimlerinin de farklilastigt mekan lar olmaktadir. Temel ihtiya¢ olan barinmanin
giderilmesiyle baska ihtiyaglarin dogmasina sebep olmustur. Mahremiyet, yasamin
bircok noktasinda aranmakta, ihtiyag ve istek halinde birey davranislarina
yansimaktadir. Bireyin bir digeri ile ne zaman bir arada olmak veya olmamak tlizerinde
kendine ait olan1 belirlemesine olanak tanimaktadir.

Insan dogasi, ahiskanlik, algi ve deneyimlenmesi ile sekillenen mekan larin,
mahremiyet beklenti ve diizeyininde etki ettigi bilinmektedir. Bireysel mahremiyetin
mekan 1 bi¢imlendirdigi goriilmektedir. mekan sal oOrgiitlenmede mahremiyeti
saglarken faydalanilan fiziksel faktorlerin haricinde, s6zel olan ve olmayan davranis
mekanizmalarinin, mekan 1 deneyimleme, mekan a dair aligkanlik ve tercihlerin de rol
oynadig1 goriilmektedir. Mahremiyetin, kullanici i¢in aranan bir davranis olmasi,
evdeki mekan sal yogunluk iizerinde kontrol sagladigina deginilmistir. Barinma
mekan 1 olan konutta, mekan sal diizenleme i¢in 6nemli bir belirleyici olduguna
deginmektedir. Toplumun yasam kiiltiiriniin ortaya koydugu, yasam bi¢imlerinden
kaynakli mahremiyet ile ilgili tutum {izerinden yasam mekan larinin plan tipolojileri



ve mekan sal iliskileri belirledigi goriilmektedir. Konut tiplerindeki mekan sal
degisim, kullanic1 yasam tercihleri etkisiyle bigimlenmektedir.

Mahremiyetin, belirlenen kurallarin diginda da saglanabildigi bilinmektedir. Kavram
taniminin bireysel olarak degistigi yorumlanmakta ve beklenilenin mekan a yansitilma
seklinin degistigi gozlemlenmektedir. Mahremiyet diizeyi hakkinda net yarg: tasiyan
ciimlelerden kacilmistir. Sebebi ise c¢alismanin bu boliimiiniin tamamen kisisel
gozlemlere dayali olmasidir. Erisim grafigi ile yapilmak istenen, yasam alanlarina
girildiginde karsilagilan tanimli alanlarin mekan sal dizilimi ile mahremiyet esigi
arasinda baglanti saglamak ve birimler tizerinden okuma yapmaktir.

Konut igerisinde bulunan 6zel oda ve duvarlarin mahremiyeti ve istenileni karsilayip
karsilamadiginin disinda loft yasam alanlarina dair Istanbul’dan segilen Karakdy,
Balat, Bomonti, Beyoglu, Levent semtlerinde bulunan 6rneklerin incelenmesi ve
mahremiyet kavrami ile iligkilerinin analiz edilmesini gerceklestirmek amaciyla
olusturulmustur. Hedef, belirlenen 6rneklere dair mekan sal 6rgiitlenme ve mekan lar
aras1 iliskinin mahremiyete yansima seklinin irdelenmesidir. Belirlenen amag
dogrultusunda erigim grafigi, plan semalar1 olusturulmus ve analizlerden elde edilen
veriler morfolojik tablo olusturularak gorsellestirilmistir. Tez kapsaminda Istanbul’da
secilen ornekler lizerinden degerlendirilme yapilmistir. Mekan 1 kullaniciya gore
sekillendigi goriilmektedir. Genel kabul olarak, kamusal ve 6zel alan arasinda bulunan
siirin, ayni sekilde eve girildikten sonrada ayrim yasayan Mekan lar {izerinden bazi
birimlerin daha 6zellestigi goriilmiistiir. Banyo, yatak odasi gibi birimlerin hizmet
ettigi eylemler, yasam alanina gore daha 6zel oldugu, ancak her kullanimin bireysel
olarak degisebilir oldugu goriilmiistiir. Kamusal ile 6zelin ayrildigi, evlerin iclerinde
de fazlasiyla bireyselligin 6n planda oldugu goriilmektedir. “normal”in degisebildigi,
mahremiyet esiginin de farklilasabildigi tanimlanmaktadir.
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ABSTRACT

PRIVACY CASE IN TURKEY LOFT LIVING AREA: EXAMPLE OF
ISTANBUL

Cisem Mustafaoglu

Loft life started to be formed in many cities of America and Europe in the 1950s with
the differentiation of industrial structures from the production function due to many
reasons such as war, economic factors, population changes and gentrification. Loft life
is known as places that offer both shelter and work activities together and are generally
preferred by artists. They pioneered the spread of loft life with the evaluation of the
physical volumes of high ceilings and wide-span cast iron by the artists and
academicians and their social and cultural effects on the environment in which they
are located after deindustrialization of industrial buildings.

Loft spaces, which have a spatial organization different from the housing typologies,
the familiar plan analysis such as apartment and public housing, are places where
privacy expectations and solutions also differ. With the fulfillment of the basic need
of accommodation, other needs have arisen. Privacy is sought in many points of life
and is reflected in individual behaviors in case of need and request. It allows the
individual to determine his own over when to be together with another or not.

It is known that spaces shaped by human nature, habits, perception and experience
affect the expectation and level of privacy. It seems that individual privacy shapes the
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space. In spatial organization, apart from the physical factors utilized while ensuring
privacy, it is observed that verbal and non-verbal behavioral mechanisms, experience
of space, habits and preferences related to space also play a role. It was mentioned that
privacy is a desired behavior for the user, providing control over the spatial density in
the home. He mentions that it is an important determinant for the spatial arrangement
in the residence, which is the place of accommodation. It is seen that the plan
typologies and spatial relations of living spaces are determined by the attitude related
to privacy arising from life styles, which is revealed by the life culture of the society.
Spatial change in residential types is shaped by the life preferences of users.

It is known that privacy can be provided outside of the established rules. It is
interpreted that the definition of the concept has changed individually and it is
observed that the way the expected is reflected in the space has changed. Sentences
with clear judgments about the level of privacy were avoided. The reason is that this
part of the study is based entirely on personal observations. What is desired to be done
with the access graph is to provide a connection between the spatial sequence of
defined areas encountered when entering the living spaces and the privacy threshold
and to read through the units.

In addition to the privacy of the private rooms and walls in the residence and whether
they meet the desired or not, it was created in order to examine the examples of the
loft living areas in Karakoy, Balat, Bomonti, Beyoglu, Levent districts and to analyze
their relations with the concept of privacy. The aim is to examine the way the spatial
organization and the relationship between spaces are reflected on the privacy of the
determined examples. Access graphics and plan charts were created in line with the
determined purpose, and the data obtained from the analyzes were visualized by
creating a morphological table. Within the scope of the thesis, it was evaluated on the
samples selected in Istanbul. It is seen that the space is shaped according to the user.
As a general acceptance, it has been observed that the boundary between the public
and private areas, similarly, after entering the house, some units have become more
specialized over the spaces that separate. It has been observed that the actions served
by units such as bathrooms and bedrooms are more specific than the living space, but
each use may vary individually. It is seen that the public and the private are separated
and individuality is at the forefront in the interior of the houses. It is defined that
“normal” can change and the privacy threshold can also differ.
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