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This paper is the result of a survey that aims to learn the perceptions and evaluations of the people living
in permanent residences after the Marmara Earthquake. In doing so, it guides the decision-makers and
researchers about the features that should be in the planning stage of permanent residences and to
bring out some points that they should take into account in the future. Within the extent of the study,
permanent houses which have been built in Subaşı Village, Yalova, Turkey have been analyzed in the
meaning of post-earthquake housing applications after the Marmara earthquake on 17 August 1999.
In the research, the planning of the houses built in Subaşı Village, the overall evaluations about
the design, the principles of entitlement, the planning method of the permanent houses, and the
demographic features of the householders are evaluated. For this reason, a questionnaire was created
to understand the thoughts of the respondents. In this sense, users’ satisfaction was examined through
the survey which based on interviews with the householders. Within the questionnaire, the users have
answered some questions such as demographic characteristics, economic conditions, and the degree
of previous house satisfaction, the physical, social, environmental features of the permanent houses,
social relations, and general perceptions. In doing this, users were asked to evaluate the positive and
negative aspects of the project.
One of the most critical problems in the area is transportation. On the other hand, problems have also
emerged in the social relations of people settled in permanent residences after a physically destructive
earthquake. In general, participants have definite opinions about the houses on earthquake resilience,
size, and location of residential interiors, visual privacy, and lighting. Also, they have negative notions
about auditory privacy, heating, transportation to the city center, relations with relatives, problemsolving with neighbors, municipal services. As a result of the research, it is observed that the permanent
residential areas in Subaşı could not unite with the existing city. The findings suggest that the permanent
residences in the research area produced for the people who suffered from the earthquake have not
been able to meet the needs of the households sufficiently. Besides, looking at the results of the study
from a broad perspective, it is necessary to evaluate the subject holistically so that the permanent
houses do not create new problems for the despairing households.
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Turkey is one of the countries suffering from earthquakes concerning its geological and topographical features (Limoncu and Bayulgen, 2005). The country has had 285 medium and large
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Permanent houses are not houses constructed in a very different way from those produced before
the quake. Nevertheless, one of the most significant exceptions is that post-disaster housing is
built very fast and supports to respond to the regular way of living situations. As it should be in
residential buildings manufactured under natural circumstances, many factors such as cultural,
environmental and economic factors should be planned in post-disaster housing.
Permanent houses are to build for the psychologically, culturally and economically affected people
whose expectations of the built environment in which they will live for an extended period as well
as fitting the housing needs (Tas et al., 2007). Within the extent of the study, permanent houses
which have been built in Subaşı Village, Yalova, Turkey have been analyzed in the meaning of
post-earthquake housing applications after the Marmara earthquake on 17 August 1999. Furthermore, overall evaluations are made about the satisfaction of the houses before the quake, the plan
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Haybat, 2014)

Fig. 3. Earthquakes around Yalova between the years 1900 and 2013
Following the earthquake, the Turkish administration started to tackle housing regeneration to
provide units to homeowners (Ganapati, 2013). Subsequently, the Project Management Unit was
set up for the construction of the permanent houses supported by external sources (Tas et al.,
2011). After the quake, a total of 43,053 permanent houses were constructed in different provinces
and districts, in 27 various settlement areas (18 of Turkey’s Ministry of Public Works and Settlement, the remaining 9 of the Prime Ministry Project Implementation Unit) (Tas et al., 2011; Erten,
2003). In Subaşı, Yalova 3002 permanent houses were constructed to settle 12.000 people.
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archives)
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Fig. 5. A floor plan of Subaş permanent houses (Source: personal archives)

In the study, the demographic characteristics of the participants, such as the number of people
in the household, the average monthly income were gathered. Also, thoughts about earthquake
The contract for the projects was on 16 06 2000. The area was delivered to the cons
resistance, interior size, indoor locations, also needed places, redundant areas, privacy, warmMinistry of Public Works and Settlement on 28 06 2002. Hence, the dwellings, which ar
ing, transportation, neighborhood relations, the presence of green space, missing facilities, the
finished in about five months, can be completed in about nine months from the pla
desired location and questions about general services were asked. At first, the participants an3002
houses wereand
built
in Subasi. Figure
shows atofloor plan of the permanent
swered questions about Finally,
demographic
characteristics
pre-earthquake
housing.5According
the results of the study, the participating families consisted of 2 (35.3%) and 4 (23.5%) people. According to the majority of respondents have earnings between 1000 TL and 1900 TL (equivalent
to US$ 187.68- US$ 356.59) (Url-2). Before the earthquake, they principally lived in the middle of
Altinova subprovince which is at the center of the Yalova province. Pre-earthquake housing was
mostly (64.7 %) apartment buildings. The extent of the pre-earthquake dwellings was mainly
among 100-130 m2 (41.2%) and 80-100 m2 (29.4%). 76.5% of the participants were owners of the
pre-earthquake residence. The apartments were severely damaged (52.9%) or destroyed (41.2)
in the quake.

Survey
Results

Some of the families inhabiting in Subasi permanent housing come from Yalova and some from
Central and Eastern Black Sea Region of Turkey. All participants were satisfied with the location
of their previous housing. Nearly all participants were satisfied with the size and the place of their
previous home.
When asked to the participants about earthquake resilience of their permanent residences, 94.1%
of the households think that their houses are resilient. In the evaluations on the size of the interiors, the participants are satisfied with living room (88.2%), rooms (41.2%), kitchen (82.4%), bathroom (94.1%), toilets (94.1%), and balconies (58.8%). When asked about the location of permanent
residences, they are satisfied with living room (%82.4), rooms (94.1%), kitchen (82.4%), bathroom
(88.2%), toilets (94.1%), balconies (70.6%).
The participants indicated that they need a storehouse (58.8%), and a big bathroom (5.9%). Some
said that there is no need for extra space (35.3%). Most of the items they could bring from their old
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houses (70.6%) were appropriate to fit into permanent housing. Participants often wanted to live
in their previous houses (82.4%) if there were any possibility.
88.2% of the families believe that visible confidentiality was realized between residences while
70.6% of them believe that no audible isolation was provided. More than half of the participants
expressed that (70.6%) are not satisfied with warming. 64.7% of them responded that they are
satisfied with lighting and ventilation. Nearly all respondents do not complain about fitment. Half
of them have got difficulties to go to the city center. 94.1% of the participants have entrance to the
city or district center by minibus. More than half of the participants are going to the city center
rarely, the others almost every day.
Mainly, most of the respondents said the neighborhood relationships are well. Besides, the percentage of participants who endure their conversation with their kin and friends are low. Meetings
with neighbors to solve problems are very low at 5.9%. Nearly half of them is satisfied with the
green areas. All respondents said that there is a need for a hospital in the precinct.
Similarly, the participants also stated that there is a demand of shopping center (47.1%), business
center (41.2%), entertainment center (52.9%), mosque (29.4%) and sports hall (52.9%) in the location. All the participants noted that the waste is not taken in time. So, they are mostly (82.4%) not
satisfied with the municipality services.

Evaluation

In general, all of the participants were satisfied with the location and size of their old houses.
However, almost half of the permanent residences do not like the size of the rooms and balconies
of the permanent housing. They are not satisfied with the location of the balconies. The most important reason for this is that there is no user participation in the planning phase of the project. In
permanent residences, they need a separate area such as a warehouse. The point that residential
structures do not have flexible designs does not allow the housing units to be converted into viable needs. Houses do not hold the chance to enlarge if demanded. It is an essential problem for
families who want to experience old living conditions and comfort.
Most of the participants could be able to fit their old belongings in their permanent residences. It
can be said that this situation is caused by necessity when the losses of the people whose houses
are destroyed are taken into consideration in the economic conditions after the earthquake. Satisfied with visual privacy, participants experience problems with auditory privacy and the heating
system of the house. The main reason for this is the permanent housing construction system.
The houses were built with a tunnel formwork system for quick completion. As a result, auditory
problems occurred in buildings. The state, which was under pressure to relocate the people whose
houses were destroyed after the earthquake, wanted to construct the houses as soon as possible.
As a result, the houses have been built more rapid and economical in construction methods, thus
resulted in a compromise on quality.
One of the most critical problems in permanent housing is the transportation problem. The distance of the area to the city center is an essential problem for the households who want to maintain their old habits. The distance provides a living for the households below the old living standards. In this sense, permanent residences do not provide the expected benefits.
On the other hand, problems have also emerged in the social relations of people settled in permanent residences after a physically destructive earthquake. For instance, in case of a collective decision to solve the problems in the building, adequate communication with the neighbors cannot
be ensured, and participation in the meeting is insufficient. There is also a decrease in the relations
and communication of the participants with their relatives. Besides, participants are not satisfied
with the amount of green space in permanent residences, which are more rural than in the city
center. The participants think that the municipality does not provide adequate services to permanent residences. However, the presence of municipal services has vital significance for improving
the quality of life of people residing in permanent residences.
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Fig. 6 shows the overall satisfaction with the factors related to the survey. In general, participants
have definite opinions about their new houses on earthquake resistance, size, and location of
residential interiors, visual privacy, and lighting, Additionally, they have negative thoughts about
auditory privacy, heating, transportation to the city center, relations with relatives, problem-solving with neighbors, municipal services. These findings suggest that the permanent residences
produced for the people who suffered from the earthquake have not been able to meet the needs
of the households sufficiently.

Fig. 6
Overall comparison
of the factors

Fig. 6. Overall comparison of the factors
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Disasters are one of the most critical issues to deal with. Various rehabilitative studies are carried
out for families affected by disasters to return to normal living conditions. Central and local governments have initiated many activities to prevent specific problems such as housing related to
disasters. One of the regenerative actions of the governments is to construct post-disaster housing after a catastrophic disaster. Post-disaster housing is essential to vulnerable families so that
all will be capable of returning to a suitable living condition as before the disaster.
Nevertheless, as permanent houses are built very fast, it is crucial that the living standard of
permanent housing should be suitable with the prior usage of the users. In this sense, post-use
evaluations of permanent housing are getting a value to understand the issue. Within the scope,
permanent residences in Subaşı Village, Yalova Province in Turkey have been reviewed in the
study. This study was aimed to determine the characteristics that contribute to user satisfaction in
the selected area. In doing so, a survey was carried out in the field, and user satisfaction was tried
to be revealed. After the survey, some results emerged to evaluate the permanent residences on
the area.
One of the most important results of the study is that the post-disaster houses in Subası cannot
unite with the existing city, thus reducing the quality of life of the householders. The householders
have had to adapt to a different culture, even within the same city. For this reason, it is inevitable
to build permanent housing areas in the process of integration with the existing city in the broader
frame.
More significantly, the affected householders could not have the opportunity to participate in the
project during the planning and design phases. Houses have not been created in a way to answer
the real needs of users. It means that the needs of households have not been appropriately addressed during the planning and design of houses. Accordingly, user participation in residential
planning after a disaster is a crucial requirement for future housing projects.
In conclusion, looking at the results of the study from a broad perspective, it can be said that any
mistakes made in the planning stage of the post-disaster housing cause dilemmas in practice. In
this regard, it is necessary to evaluate the subject holistically so that the permanent houses do not
create new problems for the despairing households.
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