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ABSTRACT
The expansion of the cities after the industrial revolution led 
to new urban dynamics and cities began to develop in a disor-
ganized way according to arising new needs. This uncontrolled 
development brought the need for urban transformation/renew-
al in Turkey as well as in other countries. In Turkey, the terms 
‘urban transformation’ has not clearly been understood by the 
city dwellers due to the increasing unearned income policies and 
unmonitored projects. This paper aims to draw attention to this 
problem and analyze the notion of urban transformation from 
the perspective of the city dwellers with a case study carried 
out in Alaybey-Izmir. In the case study which was implemented 
on two distinct groups, namely children and adults, the survey 
was employed for data collection. The findings reveal that both 
the children and the adults were able to detect the problems in 
their neighborhoods that cause transformation. But they under-
stood the “urban transformation” differently from the definition 
given in the literature. Based on this result, it is suggested that 
the awareness of residents regarding the urban transformation 
should be raised. On the other hand, the expectations from the 
transformation project differ between children and adults. This 
result proves the claim that the studies from the perspective of 
adults cannot represent children. As is seen in the case study, 
children should be analyzed as a distinct subgroup in studies con-
cerning the urban transformation.

ÖZ
Endüstri devrimi sonrası kentlerin hızla büyümesi, yeni kentsel di-
namikleri doğurmuş ve ortaya çıkan yeni ihtiyaçlar doğrultusunda 
kentler düzensiz bir şekilde gelişmeye başlamıştır. Bu kontrolsüz 
gelişme dünyada pek çok ülkede olduğu gibi Türkiye’de de dönü-
şüm ihtiyacını beraberinde getirmiştir. Türkiye’de kentsel dönüşüm 
kavramı, maalesef artan rant politikaları ve kontrolsüz yapılan dö-
nüşüm projeleri nedeni ile kentli tarafından yeterince anlaşılama-
maktadır. Bu çalışma kentsel dönüşüm konusundaki bu algı kar-
maşasına dikkat çekmekte ve dönüşüm kavramını Izmir Alaybey 
örneği ile kent sakinlerinin gözünden incelemeyi hedeflemektedir. 
Yapılan alan çalışmasında bölgede yaşayan çocuk ve yetişkin iki 
farklı kullanıcı grup ile çalışılmış, çalışmada veri toplama aracı olarak 
kısa anket sorularından faydalanılmıştır. Çalışmanın bulguları değer-
lendirildiğinde, çocuk ve yetişkinlerin, yaşadıkları kentteki prob-
lemlere yönelik tespitlerinin benzer olduğu, ancak kentsel dönü-
şüm kavramının tüm katılımcılar tarafından literatürdeki tanımdan 
farklı algılandığı tespit edilmiştir. Bu bulguya dayanarak, dönüşüm 
süreçlerinde kentli kullanıcıların kentsel dönüşüm ile ilgili bilinçlen-
dirilmesi gerektiği söylenebilir. Öte yandan kentsel dönüşüm pro-
jesinden beklenenler sorgulandığında, çocuk ve yetişkinler arasında 
farklılık çıkması, çocuk katılımı almadan, büyüklerin gözü ile yapılan 
çalışmaların çocukları tam olarak temsil etmediğini göstermiştir. 
Bu çalışma ile kentsel dönüşümle ilgili yapılacak çalışmalarda ço-
cukların ayrı bir alt grup olarak incelenmesi gerektiği ispatlanmıştır.
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1. Introduction

Urban transformation is a comprehensive event that is aimed 
to improve the urban areas that are problematic in the as-
pects of economy, social - spatial and environmental (Turok, 
2005). As an alternative definition, urban transformation may 
be defined as organizing the properties that are built irregu-
larly, got old, vulnerable to natural disasters and urban risks 
with insufficient infrastructure and unqualified and densely 
built structures based on the new master plan data (Ülger, 
2010). Keleş defines urban transformation as an informed, 
systematic and planned event for a whole city or it’s certain 
settlements (Keleş, 2003). In both application and literature, 
the subject of urban transformation is defined with different 
concepts like urban renewal, urban regeneration etc. These 
concepts should be separated from urban transformation in 
certain aspects. To summarize; the concept of urban renewal, 
introduced in 1981 by the European Council with a campaign 
means “to reorganize and apply in order to improve the cur-
rent cities and centers and to renovate to meet the current 
requirements” (Hasol, 1998). For Keleş, urban renewal is ini-
tiated in order to: i) to clear out the poor areas, ii) to remove 
the economic barriers between the city centers and their 
sprawling settlements, iii) to increase the financial resources 
of the local city governments” (Keleş, 2004). In other words 
renewal is not only initiated to clear out the poor sections; 
the applications may include revitalization, preservation and 
redevelopment and aim to provide a better living standards 
to the people (Aaen, 1999). However it is seen that with the 
emerging consciousness to preserve, the concept of urban 
renewal is being left behind and the term “urban renaissance” 
is being used. “Urban renaissance” is also defined as provid-
ing new legal support for improving the living conditions in 
cities, to define the current and future role of cities and to 
improve the urban life in general and to develop relevant ad-
ministration and technical methods regarding urban related 
issues (Özden, 2008). 

In literature, another term used incorrectly instead of urban 
transformation is “urban regeneration”. Regeneration prac-
tices are defined as “during generation of new texture, im-
proving the areas that can be reclaimed and adding to the new 
texture”. Due to its definition, from time to time the urban 
regeneration practices may be confused with urban transfor-
mation (see: Demirkıran, 2008). On the other side, one can 
say that, based on certain resources, renewal and regenera-
tion practices on district scale should be defined as a tool for 
transformation (Bailey, 2004). 

The main reason for different definitions to emerge is the 
varying practices of urban transformation studies in differ-
ent countries (Kocabaş, 2006; Gibson and Langstaff, 1981). 
To summarize the rise and establishment of the term urban 

transformation; USA was the first to introduce the term ur-
ban transformation; however it is most commonly improved 
in Western Europe. The process that is initiated after World 
War II aimed to remedy the destructive trail of the war up to 
the end of 1970’s and meet the housing requirements due to 
increased population; for this reason, during 1950 to 1970 the 
focus was on improving the physical housing stock, especially 
in Great Britain. After 1970, Great Britain and USA went into 
a transformation process by closing down the industrial areas 
in city centers and moving them out of the city (Hall, 1997).

In 1980’s, by adopting the policies of urban transformation 
driven mainly by the private sector in USA throughout the 
world such as Great Britain, the partnership of local govern-
ments and the private sector became a rising trend. In this 
context, major projects oriented towards real estate on the 
lands that used to host the industrial sector were initiated, 
however instead of remedying the local issues; these practices 
served the global policies. Throughout the 1990’s, the emerg-
ing term was designing high density city areas formed of social 
and economical residences (urban renaissance). However this 
term is being criticized from time to time with the claim that 
it provokes social isolation (Lees, 2003). For this reason, ma-
jor steps were taken in order to remove the negative aspects 
of the real estate oriented transformation policies and the 
idea of having the local residences have a say in the urban 
transformation process was brought up (Özdemir, 2010). 

In recent times, the new focus of the 21st century in Europe 
may be the issue of “sustainable neighborhood transforma-
tion”. Forming sustainable communities in urban transforma-
tion is in focus now and the subject of urban transformation 
is being viewed as a mechanism to realize the decisions and 
the goals on both the national and city scale. 

1.1 Urban transformation in Turkey

Urban transformation issue is first surfaced in Turkey due to 
increased growth of slum settlements on the outer rims of 
the city. The studies initiated between 1950-1980 was en-
hanced and moved to the outer city sections. As a result of 
these studies, the risky areas were renewed, reinvigorated 
and the historical sections were gentrified and preserved 
(Ataöv and Osmay, 2007). Following this period, construction 
of tall apartments in major cities in Turkey with Istanbul tak-
ing the lead (Mukul and Sarı, 2015). With this new develop-
ment, the terms urban transformation, renewal, restructuring 
and revitalizing emerged in Turkey as well.

Another incident where the urban transformation was in 
the spotlight in Turkey was the 1999 Marmara earthquake 
disaster where 17.480 people lost their lives. After the Mar-
mara earthquake disaster, it highlights the need for immediate 
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renovation of the residence and urban infrastructure that is 
rendered unusable, starting from Istanbul. (Kocabaş, 2006). 
Following the awareness campaigns run by Republic of Tur-
key Prime Ministry Housing Development Administration of 
Turkey (TOKİ) and Metropolitan Municipalities, by engaging 
the private sector as well, various projects were developed 
throughout Turkey with a focus on the regions that pose a 
disaster risk.

During the recent period up to today, similar practices were 
applied as well and the term of transformation is being recog-
nized as a planning strategy (Ataöv and Osmay, 2007). 

The first literature discussions were recorded in 2003, the 
symposium of urban transformation hosted by the TMMOB 
chamber of city planners. After 2004, for complying with the 
European Union standards, the issues of urban transforma-
tion and renewal were discussed more frequently in our 
country (Genç, 2008).

Istanbul is one of the cities that urban transformation process-
es is most frequent. Tekeli classifies the projects undertaken in 
Istanbul as “projects that consist buildings with high risk, proj-
ects focused on slums, gentrifying the available areas in the city 
and realized projects and fraud projects that have emerged 
due to ideological choices of the local authorities (Özdemir, 
2010). Türkün highlights the state hegemony regarding the 
structures built in Istanbul and since the public need is disre-
garded in these projects, they are focused on profit as a result 
of the neoliberal urban policies (Türkün, 2011).

Türkün’s comment for Istanbul may be extended on many 
practices throughout Turkey. This is due to the influence of 
Western Europe and USA on Turkey and with a focus on 
globalization, consumption and profit focused projects are 
unfortunately prioritized. In particular, from 2000 when the 
neoliberal policies were realized, with a transformation ap-
proach lacking social aspect, mainly the residential invest-
ments were incentivized (Göksu and Bal, 2010). 

Lack of understanding the foreign practices, not taking les-
sons from these practices and focusing on profit instead of 
forming an urban policy are the reasons for not properly 
grasping the issue the urban transformation in Turkey. When 
the practices in question are reviewed in Turkey, at least 9 dif-
ferent practices may be highlighted (Özden, 2008). The legal 
backgrounds of these applications also vary: municipality law 
no 5393, legislation regarding the renewal of historical and 
immovable assets no 5366, metropolitan municipality law no 
5216, collective housing law no 5162, coastal law no 3621 are 
some of the laws that are formed with exclusive law mak-
ing practices. Furthermore, with the natural disasters and 
risky structures being under the spotlight, “Law regarding the 

transformation of the areas under the risk of natural disaster 
no 6306” came in effect in 2012. In the recent period, the 
practices in Turkey mainly focus on remedying the collapsing 
risk in an event of an earthquake. The practices mainly focus 
on certain provinces. The case of Izmir “Alaybey”, being re-
viewed in this article is one of the mentioned practices.

When the criticism related to the urban transformation prac-
tices in Turkey are reviewed more, the main issue stands out 
as the “the expectation of maximum profit focusing on real 
estate, the lack of an inclusive process, disregarding the 
needs and requests of the local populace” (Özdemir, 2010).

Similar issues can be seen in Izmir as well. As seen through-
out Turkey, the urban transformation projects in Izmir suf-
fer from only being focused on real estate and maximum 
profit, lacking social aspects and not running an inclusive 
process. Keeping the local populace isolated from the trans-
formation process leads to the process to be grasped partially 
by the populace and with independent, different projects, the 
cities are being isolated from their respective users. As a re-
sult, people who live in transformation areas perceive “ur-
ban transformation” in different ways. 

For this reason, the following sections of the study focused 
on the importance of the works towards collecting the opin-
ions of the local populace regarding the urban transformation 
processes and the ambiguity about transformation’s analyzed 
in Alaybey-İzmir, by using questions with regard to public un-
derstanding of urban transformation and expectations from 
an urban transformation project. The main purpose of this 
study is to understand the residents’ views on their neigh-
borhoods in the context of urban transformation and to find 
out whether the views of residents differ depending on being 
children or adult.

2. Theory and Methodology

2.1. Caring residents’ views in urban transformation 
processes

City is a social, cultural and physical phenomenon that affects 
human life. It is known that human beings are continuously 
in interaction with the urban environment and positive and 
negative results of this interaction are still argued today (see; 
Wells at al., 2010; Macgregor, 2010). Understanding the sig-
nificance of the relationship between human and the urban 
environment, has revealed the necessity of user-centered de-
sign of cities. This necessity has become a current issue due 
to increase of urban transformation applications lately and 
many studies towards receiving opinion from citizens are per-
formed within the urban transformation processes in the re-
cent period (Speak, 2000; Lawless, 2010; Lundy and McEvoy, 
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2011; Bineth, 2014; Chatterjee, 2015; O’Connell et al., 2015). 
Common purpose of these studies is to integrate people into 
the process of urban transformation. Apart from this general 
purpose, within these studies which has been an advocate of 
approaching urban transformation processes with the com-
munity, numerous other reasons can be mentioned as well. 

Integrating the city residents to the urban transformation is 
specified within the “context of right to participate” (Lundy 
and McEvoy, 2011; Akkoyunlu Ertan et al., 2013), it is men-
tioned from time to time to “increase the awareness of be-
ing a city resident and environment” (Speak, 2000) and “to 
ensure user satisfaction and increase ownership of the city 
landscape” (Severcan, 2012) or “cultural sustainability” (Mag-
inn, 2007) and “social life” as different priorities. In fact, all 
these reasons imply that approaching the urban transforma-
tion processes together with the community is necessary and 
beneficial, and tell that cities should be built in a way that 
makes them livable for everyone ( Jacobs and Dutton, 2000; 
Özden, 2008; Görgülü, 2009; Mukul and Sarı, 2015).

When we look at Turkey, it is observed that most cities are not 
transformed within this approach. The projects initialized un-
der the name “participation”, as stated in the study by Arnstein 
in 1969, are not inclusive in reality, the actual work is done in 
order to convince the populace and consist manipulation and 
therapy (Arnstein, 1969). So one can be said that, for transfor-
mation projects the city residents’ opinions are often ignored 
and the urban transformation projects are executed based on 
the personal opinions of the directors and the experts.

Another issue is that children and the youth are disregarded 
during these processes. Not only in Turkey, but also in many 
other countries, children and youth are still in a disregarded 
category in transformation processes (O’Connell et al., 2015). 
Urban landscapes built this way without inclusive policies is 
estranging the city residents and increasingly turn into envi-
ronments that do not serve the populace and in turn the pop-
ulace do not hold ownership for the environment in general.

Especially in disadvantageous areas, this issue becomes more 
apparent and people living in these spaces think that they 
have no influence on decisions taken regarding their immedi-
ate environment (Smith, 2011). 

However, the citizens have the right to speak on decisions 
taken regarding the city which they live in. This right is given 
to everyone without making age discrimination and as a mat-
ter of fact, is entitled to children in Convention on the Rights 
of the Children (UN Convention on the Rights of the Child, 
1989). In certain studies performed recently, it is emphasized 
that views of children are as valuable as adults’ views (Speak, 
2000). In many countries such as Denmark, Germany, Unit-

ed Kingdom and Ireland, the argument that beginning with 
children, the whole community must participate in decisions 
taken about the environment they live in, is acknowledged 
and user-centered urban designs are carried out. Thinking and 
applying with public is predicated upon urban transformation 
applications as well, therefore new approaches such as “inte-
grated urban transformation”, “participatory urban transfor-
mation”, “child-friendly urban transformation” are developed.

Based on the recent studies, a study involving gathering opin-
ions is included here. Making use of opinions of children and 
youth in a study performed for slum areas in India (Chat-
terjee, 2015), determination of urban transformation areas 
together with the community and investigation of spaces to 
be transformed with participation of community in Copenha-
gen (Technical and Environmental Administration Urban De-
sign Department, 2012), cooperation with children for the 
transformation of mass housing area in the study performed 
in Ireland (O’Connell et al., 2015) and such studies based on 
receiving opinions have been the source of inspiration for this 
article. In accordance with studies taken as examples in this 
article, a space that is considered for transformation in İzmir, 
Turkey, is being reviewed with a user-centered approach. Be-
fore moving on to this assessment, the review conducted by 
the researcher is included here in order to provide informa-
tion regarding the area of study.

2.2. Properties of the sample transformation area: 
Alaybey-İzmir

İzmir is one of the cities in Turkey in which transformation 
projects have been carried out due to the risks of disasters. 
Bordered by the Aegean Sea, it is a gulf city in the west of Ana-
tolia (see Figure 1). İzmir is the third densely-populated city 
in Turkey with a population number 4.113.072 (TUİK, 2015).

The culture of the city that has roots in ancient era and its 
layered structure have brought the preservation and trans-
formation issues into question. Following the Marmara Earth-
quake, renewal and transformation of improperly urbanized 
sections of İzmir is important.

Based on the declarations made by İzmir Metropolitan Mu-
nicipality, an area up to 4371 hectares to be renewed fo-
cusing on the improper urbanized sections. In this respect, 
new urban renewal areas are constantly being declared, in 
addition to the fact that the renewal of inactive and dilapi-
dated old constructions has been particularly prioritized. 
District municipalities also contribute to studies within this 
framework.

Such transformation studies are predominantly carried out in 
a building scale by means of individual efforts. They are also 
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implemented on the basis of districts in a holistic way as is the 
case in the Municipality of Karşıyaka District. 

Karşıyaka is a district in İzmir with a population of 325.717 
and it is situated in an area of 84 km in the northern coasts 
of İzmir gulf (see Figure 2). This district was opened to settle-
ment with the coming of İzmir-Menemen railway into service 
in 1865, and it has developed rapidly since the sea transporta-
tion to other districts was launched in 1874.

Based on the information gathered from Karşıyaka Munici-
pality Directorate of Planning and Projects, the area which 
is considered to be renewed in near future in Karşıyaka dis-
trict is approximately 93.000 m2. Within this area, there are 
six neighborhoods: Alaybey, Tersane, Tuna, Bahriye Üçok, 
Donanmacı and Bahariye. 

For the area consisting of these 6 neighborhoohds, there are 
no finished works. When reached to Karşıyaka municipality 
regarding the planned practices for Karşıyaka, the information 
below is obtained:

The first neighborhood to be planned for works is Alaybey. 
The initial goal of the municipality is to include the private 
sector to the urban renewal process and establish the region 
a center of attraction for investors. Karşıyaka municipality 
first prepared an “urban renewal” project for the borough 
and presented the project to Metropolitan Municipality and 
announced it to inform the residents.

However, the municipality cancelled the project due to re-
ceiving a rejection from the Metropolitan Municipality due to 
certain reasons (for instance lack of site investigation, ground 
studies etc.) and initialized another project and referred to 
Ministry of Environment and Urbanization based on “urban 
transformation” law no 6306 (law, regarding the transforma-
tion of areas under natural disaster risk). The goal of the proj-

ect is specified as “To declare Alaybey as a region of urban 
transformation due to risky structures within the borough 
and immediately improve the borough”. Following the local 
elections, due to the government changing hands, the process 
is once more delayed; however the new government also as-
sumed the prior plan. Based on this plan, the residents that 
have the financial strength initiate their own renewal works 
on structures.

As it is understood, urban renewal and transformation are 
unfortunately assumed as interchangeable practices that in-
clude different legal processes. Due to this conflict in terms, 
the residents are not informed properly. For this reason, the 
shared study initially focused on this section highlighted in 
Karşıyaka regarding urban transformation term and initially 
focused on properly promoting the region.

According to the information obtained from the analysis of 
the documents, this area has been one of the oldest settle-
ments areas of İzmir. When the former appearance of the 
area is compared to its recent appearance, the type of build-
ing is worth-noticing, and the traces of the increasing popula-
tion along with the changing public works can be read from 
these changes (see Figure 3). Within the borough that has a 
sea shore, the inner sections are cut off from the shore due 
to tall and aligned structuring.

The planned transformation area is bordered by İzmir gulf 
in east and south. The key access to the area bordered by 
the sea on one side is from the coastline. Bahriye Üçok 
and Girne Boulevards are used as a second option. The 
railway constituting the other border of the area was 
moved to underground and it has lost its bordering prop-
erty after the remaining area has been transformed into a 
green field (see Figure 4).

Within the borders of the area, the streets are common-
ly shared by both the vehicles and the pedestrians. Only 
the streets in the market place have been pedestrianized. 

PLANLAMA

Figure 1. Turkey, İzmir.

Figure 2. İzmir, Karşıyaka.
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On all other secondary roads, high vehicles have priority 
(see Figure 5).

Since there is no underground parking lot or no building that 
serves as a parking space, all side streets have become areas 
on which vehicles are parked as one or two sided (see Figure 
6). It has been observed that the streets lost their public 
function due to the transformation of streets into parking 
lots. It has also been observed that no legal penalty is im-
plemented on such random parking on streets. Ideal public 
places are defined as places easily passable into and through 
(Francis, 2003), whereas pedestrians cannot walk securely in 
the streets even not on the sidewalks in these areas.

The narrowness of the streets influences the pedestrians in a 
negative way. It has been ascertained that the streets in this 
area are commonly between 6-7 meters, which should be av-
eragely 13-14 meters with its sidewalks and grass verges in a 
residential area (Emms, 2011). It has been found out that the 
road to the school in the area has not still been pedestrianized. 

For this reason the students face dangers on streets and even 
on the sidewalks. Based on the study by Bruce Appleyard, it 
may be arguably said that the streets in the area affect nega-
tively the perception of the city by children (Appleyard, 2003).

The amount of green space open to public is reviewed, it is 
seen that on a 2.000.000 m2 area, 40.000 m2 area is reserved 
for green space, in other words, only 2% of the total area is 
reserved for green space. Almost all of this green area is con-
stituted by the coastal line (see Figure 7). Therefore, one can 
conclude that this nonhomogeneous amount of green area is 
insufficient since in the literature, it is stated that the active 
green space per capita should not be lower than 10 m2 ac-
cording to Turkish Republic the Ministry of Public Works and 
Settlement (MPWS) standards (Önder, et al., 2011). 

Almost a few play spaces have been observed within the 
whole research area (see Figure 7). Based on literature the 
streets are used as playgrounds where playgrounds do not 
exist (Gülay Taşçı, 2010). However when the space composi-
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Figure 3. Old and recent views from the coast line.

Figure 4. Planned urban transformation area in Karşıyaka. Figure 5. Priority of  streets in the area.
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tion is reviewed in Alaybey, the streets lost its function as a 
playground due to dense traffic.

When the buildings are analyzed in the area, it has been ob-
served that the buildings are mostly designed for housing and 
commercial functions. No other function has been observed 
in the area besides these. The number of the areas for sports, 
education and cultural activities for young and old people is 
very scarce. There is neither enough space for social func-
tions nor indoor space (see Figure 8). 

It has been observed that the building typology is mostly 
apartments (see Figure 9). In 4-8 floored apartments nor-
mal floors are used for dwelling while the basement floor is 
mostly used for commercial purposes. The whole area has 
a structure that can be used for 24 hours since the com-
mercial activities in the area have been generally developed 
by the retail sectors which will meet the needs of the hous-
ing fabric.

The quality of the structures was analyzed in the last phase 
of the preliminary research carried out on the area. Based 
on the information taken from the municipality, it has been 
found out that most of the buildings are 30-40 years old and 

PLANLAMA

Figure 6. General view of  streets, Alaybey.

Figure 7. Public green zones and play spaces in the area. Figure 8. Indoor social facilities in the area.

Figure 9. General building typology.
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that they were constructed with reinforced concrete. Having 
already expired their date of uses, these constructions are 
faced with the risk of being demolished by an earthquake. 

When the borough headmen are consulted, they specified 
that only small portions of the populace try to demolish and 
reconstruct their buildings, the majority cannot initiate such 
projects due to financial difficulties.

These findings based on observations, municipality docu-
ments and interviews with the authorities bear out the claim 
that the density of housing is much more than expected and 
that the area should be transformation due to many reasons. 
The most prominent reason is the earthquake; therefore the 
Municipality of Karşıyaka wants to declare this area as a trans-
formation area, with law no 6306 regarding the transforma-
tion of areas under natural disaster risk since it bears a risk of 
disaster. From the interviews with the Plan and Project Man-
agement of Municipality of Karşıyaka on the related topic, it 
has been learned that the aim is “to change the master plan 
and to draw investors to the region and increase the value of 
the region”. Then the issue is: What does urban transforma-
tion process mean for the public, that the municipality initi-
ated to handle the issue of earthquake?”

The rest of the study is seeking an answer to this ques-
tion, and it presents a different perspective to the process 
of transformation by means of taking the views of residents 
within the scope of a case study.

2.3. Method of the study 

Study used the screening model for researching user views. In 
a universe composed of many elements, an extracted sample 
out of the universe can be studied to reach to a conclusion 
about the universe in the screening model. There are sub-
groups which can be compared within this sample in the rela-
tional screening model (Selltiz et al., 1963).

In this study, the children and the adults residing in the trans-

formation area were determined as the universe in order to 
specify the views of the participants, and the 4th and 5th grade 
(age 10-11) students of a central school in Alaybey (Selçuk 
Yaşar Primary School) and their parents were chosen as the 
sample group. The children and their parents were analyzed 
comparatively within this sample.

The study were first launched with 84 available people who 
had first accepted to take part in the study, but it was com-
pleted with 78 people (39 students and 39 parents) owing to 
the fact that some parents rejected filling in a questionnaire 
during the research process. The study was carried out after 
the necessary permissions were granted by the İzmir Provin-
cial Directorate of National Education and the management 
of Selçuk Yaşar Primary School.

To determine the students that will be included in the study 
are based on the permission obtained from the administra-
tion and with suitable schedule, the numerical equivalence 
between boys and girls are not observed. For this reason an 
evaluation based on gender is not conducted.

The determining factors were the age group and the school 
in choosing the child participants. Studying in a school was 
a preferred reason due to the fact that it is easier to find 
students of the same age range together at the same time. 

Following Appleyard’s study, the location of the school was 
taken as the basic criterion in determining the school. In Ap-
pleyard’s study, it is stated that the awareness of students 
walking to school is higher than students going to school by 
means of a vehicle (Appleyard, 1981). And it is thought that 
the environmental awareness is necessary for children to 
make interpretation about urban transformation. Therefore, 
a central school of the residential area was chosen depending 
on that criterion. The question as to whether the children 
commute to school on foot was borne out by means of ob-
servations (see Figure 10) and interviews with their teachers. 

The reason as to why the children whose ages ranged be-
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Figure 10. Children commute to school in Alaybey.



102

tween 10 and 11 were used as participants was that they 
have already passed through the abstract operational stage 
and they have the ability to disclose their opinion about the 
abstract term “urban transformation”. 

In choosing the other group of participants, namely adults, 
the correlation between the children and the adults was tak-
en into consideration. Seeing that conversations and interac-
tions within the family may affect the perception of children 
based on the study by O’Connell, et al. (2015), adults thus 
was not selected at random. 

In order to eliminate the differences between the children 
due to living in different homes, children and adults from the 
same house is included in the study. In other words, the per-
ceived urban transformation concept may be inherited from 
the parents before the study is taken into consideration.

2.4. Data collection tools

The study employed the surveys as the written documents in 
addition to the researcher’s own observations. At the beginning 
of the study, as an introduction to “urban transformation” sub-
ject, the questions “what are the urban problems of Alaybey?” 
and “what can be the solution suggestions?” were asked to 
children and parents separately. Then the following questions: 
“What is urban transformation? What do you understand from 
the term ‘urban transformation?”, “-What are your expecta-
tions from an urban transformation project?” were asked.

It was predicted that defining evaluation parameters before-
hand could be misleading; therefore, open-ended questions that 
participants might freely state their views were used as a tool.

2.5. Assumptions

The participants are assumed to have answered the survey 
questions in a sincere and truthful way. It is assumed that the 
data gathering tool will allow all opinions to be received.

2.6. Limitations of the study

There are some limitations in the study regarding the re-
search topic and the sample. The research topic has been 
limited to “problems of Alaybey, definition of urban trans-
formation and expectations from the urban transformation 
project”. The sample has also been bordered by the children 
who are 10-11 years old, and their parents. 

2.7. Analysis of the data

Since the child and adult participants were dependent sam-
ples in the research, Mc Nemar Test, which is a two-sample 

test in dependent groups, was employed in the main statisti-
cal analysis of the data assembled in a qualitative way. The 
answers to the open-ended questions were first encoded by 
the researcher, and then these answers were entered in the 
Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS). After that, these 
data were analyzed by means of Mc Nemar Test.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. The problems and solutions 

The findings of the study are presented in an order accord-
ing to the given answers. The answers of the participants 
in handwriting were grouped under similar titles by the re-
searcher. The findings of the first and second questions as to 
the urban problems and solution suggestions of Alaybey have 
been summarized below (Table 1):

Not all participants mentioned these problems in the same 
proportion (see Figure 11). The percentages concerning the 
mentioning of the problems according to the adults and chil-
dren are as follows:

As seen in Figure 11, the most mentioned problem is the low 
quality of streets. Most of the participants marked the low 
quality of streets as a problem since they are used as parking 
lots, although they did not mention the low quality of the 
building with the same frequency.

As for the problem of parking, it can be said that the number 
of the adult participants stating it as a problem is higher than 
the child participants. However, the situation is reverse in 
terms of traffic problem. Here, one can conclude that the 
adult participants use the area with their vehicles while the 
child participants use the area as pedestrians. Children who 
commute to school on foot cannot use the street as a play-
ground. As for the problem of the absence of playgrounds, it 
can be stated that the tendency of the child participants to 
see it as a problem is higher than the adult participants. 

When the answers with respect to the absence of green lands 
are considered, it can be seen that both child and adult par-
ticipants paid reasonable attention to the green space, which 
are seen as a socialization space. However, the absence of 
indoor socialization spaces was not mentioned as much as 
the absence of green lands. 

Thus, it can be concluded that the deficiencies in building-
scale were not marked as a primary problem. The fact that 
the rates of their stating the risks of being demolished by 
an earthquake were the lowest rates reveals that the prob-
lems in building-scale were ignored. Although earthquake is 
defined by the municipality as the first motivation towards 
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the urban transformation, the awareness of both children and 
adults came out as the lowest rate (see Figure 11). 

3.2. Definition of “urban transformation”

After the pre-research about urban awareness, the second 
question of survey investigated the differences concerning 

the “definition of the concept of urban transformation”. In 
this respect, 28.2% of the child participants and 12.8% of the 
adult participants stated that they did not know the answer 
of the question “Can you define the urban transformation?”. 
The rest of the participants remarked that they knew the 
answer. However, they defined the term with priorities which 
differ from the ones provided in literature (see Figure 12). 
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Table 1. The problems mentioned by all participants

Problems detected in Alaybey Solution suggestions

Earthquake and unstable buildings Earthquake-resistant, stable buildings should be designed.

Lack of play space The streets should be extended.

 Playgrounds should be designed.

Low quality of streets The streets should be extended.

 The streets should be cleaned.

Low quality of buildings Old buildings should be repaired, renewed.

 Old buildings should be demolished and rebuilt.

 Single story houses should be built.

 Each building should have a garden.

 Each building should have its own parking lot.

 Houses should be located in special residence area.

Parking area Multistory car parks should be designed.

 Parking prohibition should be imposed.

Traffic problem Traffic calming should be carried out. Some roads should be closed to vehicle traffic.

 The number of traffic signs for pedestrians should be increased.

Lack of green space The number of green lands should be increased

Lack of social facilities The number of sports, culture and activity areas should be increased.
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Figure 11. The rate of  children and adults to vocalize the problems.
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The people who claim to “know what urban transformation” 
commonly answer as “to have homes that are modern, luxu-
rious and sturdy.” Furthermore another common feature as 
an answer is the city to have more green space and have more 
spacious streets and avenues.

In addition to these definitions, there are some applicants 
who defined the urban transformation as financial income. 
8.8% of the adults specified that they do not believe in ur-
ban transformation and they consider that transformation is 
merely for “ transformation for profits”. These limited re-
sponses that do not apply to the definition in literature speci-
fies that the urban transformation is not fully understood by 
the populace and incorrect judgments were cast regarding 
urban transformation.

3.3. The expectations from urban transformation 
project

The last question of the survey interrogated the participants’ 
expectations from the project in order to evaluate the ur-
ban transformation project designed by the Municipality of 
Karşıyaka. 1 adult and 3 child participants did not state their 
expectations from the project. The remaining participants 
were easily able to express their expectations. Some of the 
children’s’ interpretations were as follows: 

Pseudonym Blue, 11 year-old girl: “Urban transformation 
means that the houses become very beautiful. Our houses 
will be demolished since they are old. I dream of living in a 
luxurious home. I wish that our home would be so tall that 
it could touch the clouds. We have no elevators in our build-
ings. I wish to have a luxurious elevator in our new home. I 
dream of a site with a garden and a pool. So, my mom would 
let me play in the garden.” 

Pseudonym Flower, 10 year-old girl: “My expectation from 
the urban transformation is a city in which wide streets and 
houses with gardens would exist. There would be trees ev-
erywhere. There would be a playground just in the middle of 
the city I am dreaming of. My school and my house would be 
very close to this park.”

Pseudonym Princess, 11 year-old girl: “I’d like to live in a city 
in which there would be large parks. To me, there should be 
parks everywhere. Our home is far from the park. There are 
too many cars on streets. The city I dream of is composed 
of gated communities. It would be a safe place. There would 
be car parks. The children would be flying their kites safely”

Pseudonym Ironman, 10 year-old boy: “I dream of high-rise 
buildings. I wish to transport from one house to another by 
means of a mechanism hung on a rope. On ground, bicycles 

should be used instead of cars. There should be playgrounds 
in which children could climb with ropes. I dream of many 
more playgrounds.”

Pseudonym Sinan the Architect, 10 year-old boy: “The most 
significant property of the city in my dream is that it would 
be neat and large. My greatest expectation is the playgrounds 
and sports fields. I wish there would be fewer buildings than 
there are now. I suggest cycling roads for transportation.”

Pseudonym Pink, 11 year-old girl: “My expectation from the 
urban transformation project is to reorganize the transporta-
tion. I don’t find streets secure. The cars ruin the streets. I 
wish that I could fly from a place to another. Besides, my big-
gest dream is to have beautiful playgrounds in my city. I wish 
there would be a pool in the playground. I dream of the scene 
that the roads would be covered with trees.”

When the expectations of the adults regarding the urban 
transformation project, the issue of traffic is highlighted most 
frequently. Parents indicate that the streets of Alaybey are 
problematic, that they cannot even walk on the pavements 
and they are being used as parking lots by the cars. Further-
more the run down streets, the lack of public spaces are 
specified are major issues. In urban transformation practices 
in literature, organizing the traffic volume and improving the 
streets are also taken into consideration (Kocabaş, 2006). 
For this reason, one of the major goals of the transforma-
tion projects should be the mentioned expectations of the 
parents. 

Another issue specified by the adults is the lack of green 
space and lack of social reinforcement. In many surveys the 
question was answered as “we cannot find an open space 
that we can spend time in or gather with friends. We and our 
children lack the space to spend time in”. 

In addition, the answers of the adults consist the renewal 
of the residences with luxurious and modern counterparts. 
However they don’t give importance to the earthquake risks.
When the expressions of the children and adult participants 
are grouped under similar titles and evaluated together, the 
distribution is as follows:

As seen in Figure 13, the least mentioned expectation is the 
earthquake-resistant buildings as shown in the graphic, while 
the most mentioned expectation is a traffic-free city with 
green lands and playgrounds. Here, one can conclude that 
the participants had no idea as to what primary reason would 
be the driving force for the urban transformation in Alaybey, 
although Alaybey hosts an information office that informed 
the local populace that the residences still pose a risk against 
earthquake.
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3.4. Statistical results

All these findings stated in a general sense were evaluated 
depending on whether there is a statistically significant differ-
ence between the children and adults. 

In terms of the hypotheses shaped according to the ques-
tionnaire and Mc Nemar test, the results are as in Table 2. 
Considering the P value, one can say the difference is not 
statistically significant between the children and the adults in 
terms of “mentioning urban problems” and “defining urban 
transformation” since it is p>α on α=0.05 significance level. 
On the other side, for the last question, when we take the 
P value into consideration, the fact that the expectations of 
the children and adults from the urban transformation are 
the same was refused with a confidence rate 95% since there 
is p=0.022 on α=0.05 significance level and it is p<α. We 
can say that there is a statistically significant difference 
between the children and their parents in terms of their 
expectations of “play spaces”.

4. Conclusion and Implications

This study, which was on the city and urban transfor-
mation, was carried out with the participation of users 
and it revealed the value of the participant views. The 
participants were able to state all the problems detected 
in the analysis carried out in the area before applying the 
survey questions. However, the problem of earthquake was 
expected to display the highest frequency, yet it turned out 
to be the least mentioned topic, which indicates that the 
priorities of the participants are not same with the priorities 
of the area.

Similar data emerged when defining the urban transforma-
tion. The idea of building luxurious houses equipped with 
technological opportunities stands out rather than the idea 
of building earthquake-resistant buildings in the area which 
is prone to a destructive earthquake. This indicates that the 
notion of urban transformation has not been fully com-
prehended. 

As for the expectations from an urban transformation, varia-
tions were observed in the expectations of the partici-
pants depending on their ages. It was found that parents 
do not prioritize building new playgrounds in the scope of 
expectations from an urban transformation.

On the basis of the results of the study, the following sugges-
tions are made for the future studies:

Firstly, the public should be informed as to what the urban 
transformation is and why it should be carried out. 
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Table 2. Statistical results

Test statistics

  n  Mc nemar 
   test P

Mentioned problems

 Eartquake  39  1.000

 Lack of play space  39  0.096

 Street qualification  39  0.754

 Parking area 39  0.607

 Building qualification 39  1.000

 Lack of green space 39  1.000

 Traffic children/  39  0.388

 Lack of social facility 39  0.791

Definitions

 Modern, luxurious house 26  0.227

 Earthquake resistant house 26  1.000

 Green zones 26  1.000

 Single-story housing 26  1.000

 Wide streets 26  0.508

 Economic rent, unearned income 26  0.500

Expectations

 Modern, luxurious house 35  0.454

 Earthquake resistant house 35  1.000

 Green zones 35  0.815

 No traffic 35  0.549

 More social facilities 35  0.267

 Clean streets 35  0.454

 Play space 35  0.022

Is there a statistically significant difference between the children and adults. 
P values are for a two-tailed test
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Secondly, the areas to be transformed must be comprehend-
ed properly by the city-dwellers. It is suggested that the urban 
problems should be discussed with contributions of planners, 
architects, city-dwellers and representatives of local authorities.

And lastly it must be said that, to receive the contributions of 
the public, a guide that local administrations should comply 
with regarding the participation ought to be prepared and a 
participation model needs to be developed for each stage 
from decision-making to implementation in the process of 
urban transformation.

This participation model should be flexible as to be able to 
be localized according to wherever it will be applied to. It 
should include a participation strategy for each age group, 
and especially children and the young should be regarded 
as different groups. It is thought that the first thing to be 
materialized in this respect should be introduction of urban 
transformation into school and classes. This may make it pos-
sible to eliminate the gap between the local administrations 
and the children as well as the young.

Note that the urban transformation should be analyzed from 
the perspectives of the users as well since the aim of an urban 
transformation is to create a livable city for everyone. 
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