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Figure	  5:	  Aslıhan	  Kerimkar,	  Music	  RecordingWorkshop 

Figure	  6:	  Semiha	  Altıntaş,	  Plastic	  Arts	  Residency	  

On	   the	   plot	   in	   Feriköy,	   the	   organic	   farmers’	   market,	   which	   is	   an	   important	   social	   and	   economic	  
generator	  for	  the	  neighbourhood	  was	  re-‐evaluated	  and	   interpreted	  as	  an	  application,	  research	  and	  
information	  center	   for	  organic	   farming.	  The	  existing	  market,	  which	  have	  been	  acting	  as	  a	  mediator	  
between	  manufacturers	  and	  consumers	  and	  raising	  awareness	  was	  brought	  a	  step	  further,	  including	  
also	  a	  small-‐scale	  production	  in	  the	  urban	  environment	  with	  an	  aim	  of	  introducing	  a	  new	  knowledge	  
to	  the	  urban	  dwellers	  (Figure	  7). 
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Figure	  7:	  Çiğdem	  Bayram,	  Organic	  Farming	  Research	  Center	  

Since	  the	  mid-‐1980s,	  radical	  economic,	  social	  and	  political	  changes	  along	  with	  the	  bombardment	  of	  
globalization	  have	  brought	   the	   emergence	  of	   ‘social	   exclusion’	   in	   Istanbul.	   And	   to	   tell	   the	   story	   of	  
globalization	   and	   post-‐globalization	   of	   Istanbul	   is	   not	   as	   simple	   as	   it	   might	   seem.	   To	   set	   up	   an	  
architectural	  design	  studio	  to	  confront	  the	  contradictions	  of	  globalizing	  dynamics	  is	  a	  critical	  arena.	  

- The	  Project	  period	  is	  7	  weeks	  has	  created	  a	  dynamic	  process.	  

- Short	   and	   experimental	   design-‐puzzles	   at	   the	   initial	   level	   set	   up	   a	  milieu	   in	   the	   design	  
studio.	  

- Students	   from	  different	  departments	   and	  participation	  of	  different	  professional	   create	  an	  
inter-‐disciplinary	  as	  well	  as	  multi-‐cultural	  platform.	  

- Architectural	   object	   has	   shifted	   into	   something	   else;	   the	   building	   and	   the	   plot	   are	   not	  
enough	  to	  focus	  any	  more.	  Contextual	  layers	  are	  off	  primary	  importance.	  

- Integration	   of	   contemporary	   critical	   urban	   theory,	   unveiling	   urban	   segregation	   processes	  
indicate	  contradictions	  and	  dynamics	  of	  the	  urban	  context.	  	  

- Grasping	   the	   built	   environment	   and	   questioning	   segregation	   pave	   way	   for	   not	   only	   the	  
development	   of	   social	   consciousness,	   but	   also	   the	   constitution	   of	   professional	   ethics	   in	   the	   young	  
professionals	  and	  citizens.	  

Since	  the	  principal	  accounts	  of	  the	  process	  are	  rapidly	  changing,	  our	  study	  on	  design	  studio	  is	  still	  far	  
from	  being	  complete.	  While	  this	  present	  study	  contributes	  to	  tell	  the	  story	  of	  the	  emerging	  issues	  as	  
well	  as	  social	  contradictions	  reflecting	  into	  the	  architectural	  design	  studio,	  its	  findings	  occur	  within	  a	  
debate	  that	  is	  rapidly	  developing	  at	  the	  present,	  and	  in	  which	  all	  conclusions	  appear	  provisional.	  	  
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