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The course focuses on the issues of urban politics and space, political actors, civil society
and capital in shaping the urban space, state policies, political mobilization and urban social
movements, etc.

(Urban} space is socially produced. It is produced in/via a dialectical relationship between
space as a context and the space as a focus of the actors. However, this social production is
not realized autonomously. Space is (re)structured, (re)produced and transformed by the
conscious and unconscious efforts and activities of the actors, under certain structural and
historical circumstances. Both objective and subjective experiences of the actors, classes
give a meaning to and define and (re)produce the space. Urban space is an active moment
of social development. In this process, the relationship of structure-agency is a dialectical
one. In contrast to functionalist, determinist and reductionist approaches which de-
emphasize the role of the agents in (re)production of space and the voluntaristic approaches
over-emphasizing this role, there are continuous determinations between structures and the
agents.

Political thought on urban spatial structuring has evolved on the critiques of the non-political
urban determinist explanations of classical urban determinist thought comprising urban
ecological theories of Chicago School and theories and models of urban geography. All
these are characterized by analytically non-existence of the role of the state or the role of
the political level in production of space.

The aim of this course is to introduce the students to an alternative approach which
problematize (urban) space as a political issue.

Grading and evaluation: i)Readings/book reviews, class discussions and seminar
presentation on term-paper topics (40%), i) Term-paper on one of the issues elaborated
during the class discussions: (60%).

COURSE OUTLINE

Space and causality: The refation of political level to urban spatial development.
Abolishing the dichotomy between space and politics/ideology and between structure and
action. The question of contingency in spatial organization.

{Re)production of (urban) space

Locus-focus dialectic of space.

Capital accumulation processes and (re}production of urban space.
Contradictions embedded in space.

The state and the (re)production of (urban) space

State activity onfin (urban) space- indirect means: public services, taxation, financial
instruments.

State intervention into spatialization of labor processes and capital accumulation

Political processes and spatial organization.

Political processes around urban space: Class struggle and other forms of
struggle/urban social movements around/in/on space and the (re}production of space
Spatialization of class struggle

Struggle around the land and the built environment.

A strategic point of view: Urban Praxis




REFERENCE MATERIAL

@ & & »

Bentley, |. (1999), Urban Transformations, Routledge, London, New York.

Castelis, M.. (1977), The Urban Question, Arnold, London.

Castells, M.. (1978), City, Class and Power, The Macmillan Press, London.

Castells, M.. (1983), The City and Grassroots: A Cross-cultural Theory of Urban Social
Movements, Arnold, L.ondon.

Engels, F. ve Marx, K. (1975), Felsefe Incelemeleri, Sol Yayinlari, Ankara.

Fainstein, N.(1985), “Class and Community in Urban Social Movements”, Urban Affairs
Quarterly, v.20, n.4.

Fainstein, N. and Fainstein, S. (1985), “Is state planning necessary for capital?”
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, v.9, n.4.

Giddens, A. (1984), The Constitution of Society, Polity Press, Oxford.

Gottdiener, M. (1984), “Debate on the Theory of Space: Toward an Urban Praxis”, in:
Smith, M.P., Cities in Transformation, Sage Publications, London.

Gottdiener, M. (1985), The Social Production of Urban Space, University of Texas Press,
Austin.

Gunay, B. (1999), Property Relations and Urban Space, ODTU Mimarlik Fakuitesi Yayini,
Ankara

Harloe, M. and Lebas, E. (eds), City, Class and Capital, Arnold, London.

Harvey, D. (1973), Social Justice and the City, Amold, London.

Harvey, D., (1982), Limits to Capital, Basil Blackwell Publisher, Oxford.

Harvey, D., (1985), Consciousness and the Urban Experience, The Johns Hopkins
University Press, Baltimore.

Harvey, D. (1996), Justice, Nature and the Geography of Difference, Blackwell
Publishers, Oxford.

Keles, R., (1993), Kent ve Siyaset Uzerine Yazilar (1975-1992}, IULA Yayini, Istanbul.
Keskinok, C.(1998) State and the Reproduction of Urban Space, Mimarlik Fakultesi
Yayini.

Keskinok, C. (2008) Kentlesme Siyasalari, Kaynak Yayinlari, istanbul.

Lefebvre, H., (1973), The Survival of Capitalism, Allison and Busby, London.

Lefebvre, H., (1991), The Production of Space, Blackwell Publishers, Oxford.
Leontidou, L., (1985), Urban land rights and working class consciousness in peripheral
societies”, International Journa! of Urban and Regional Research, v.8, n.4.

Marx, K., (1976), Louis Bonaparte'in 18 Brumaire’i, Sol Yayinlari, Ankara.

Mingione, E., (1978), Social Conflict and the Cily, Blackwell, Oxford.

Peet, R. (ed) (1977), Radical Geography: Alternative Viewpoints on Contemporary Social
Issues, Methuen and Co Ltd, London.

Saunders, P., (1979), Urban Politics, Penguin Books, New York.

Smith, D.M. (1994), Geography and Social Justice, Blackwell, Oxford.

Sengul, T (2000), " Radikal Kent Kuramlari Uzerine Elestirel bir Degerlendirme: Alternatif
bir Yaklagima Dogru®, Amme [daresi Dergisi, Mart 2000, ¢.33, sayn1, ss:27-58.

Tabb, W.K. and Sawers, L. (1984) Marxism and Metropolis, Oxford University Press,
New York.

Tekeli, 1., (1991) Kent Planfamasr Konusmalari, Mimarlar Odas! Yayini, Ankara.
Thernborn, G. (1976), Science, Class and Society, NLB, London.

Urry, J. (1995), Consuming Spaces, Routledge, London.

Werlen, B. (1988), Society, Action and Space, Routledge, London.

Wright, E.O. (1978), Class, Crisis and the State, NLB, London.



