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REFLECTIONS OF IDENTITY ON ARCHITECTURE IN THE AGE OF
GLOBALIZATION

SUMMARY

The aim of this study is to understand the “identity” with its dynamics, examining the
process in which its complicated nature is transformed in global age and exploring
the reflections of identity affecting architecture in the age of globalization. The main
questions of this thesis are; “Is it possible to formulize or represent individual’s
identity?”, “How can the condition of identity in the globalization period including
the last quarter of the century be defined?”, “What is the relationship between
identity and architecture in the globalization period?”, and “How the identity related
senses are addressed in architecture of the global age”. In order to get responses to
these questions, in this study, the issues related to; “the identity in the globalization
period”, “the dynamics between identity, globalization and architecture”, “the
identity related architectural conditions, problematic and approaches in the global
period”, are discussed through theoretical perspectives, explanations and
architectural examples.

In the last quarter of the century, with the impact of global information networks
provided by the rapid developments in technology and the global consumption
strategies managed by powerful corporations, the “identity” becomes an emerging
subject of debates all around the world. These debates mostly refer to the “loss of
identity” due to the identity related impose of global powers which is believed to kill
the local identities. Because, the paradox of identity comes from the reality that the
individuals, despite identity’s everchanging nature and desire for progress, still need
the continuity for their psycgological well-being. Consequently, the reactions against
the dominancy of the global occur, which results in the construction of new
identities. Architecture, as being a profession in the middle of all human related
issues, also becomes part of the identity debates.

Architecture and identity, in history, mainly analyzed through theories based on
“space” and “place” that means the experience of the built environment is primarily
the experience of spatial boundaries and connections in “time”. This basically affects
the senses of rootedness and belonging, which is an irreplaceable ground for our
humanity. However, the “space-time” relation in modernity shifts because of
breaking ties of western societies with the traditions. In the globalization period, this
condition dramatically accelerates and expands to the entire world including the non-
western societies by the affect of high-speed information/communication
technologies, capitalist investment dynamics and immigration flows. Globalization
generates the dominance of a global architectural language based on power and
prestige of global identity that brings the concept of “homogenization of
architecture” due to the emerging of similar iconic and high-rise stereotypes in
distant corners of the world. This new condition of architecture, driven by “branding

XX1



of cities with iconicity by mostly famous architects”, counters with reactions mostly
dealing with the “loss of identity” claims by people and architects. Architects
generate approaches to the issue on different grounds such as, national, cultural,
local, etc. Some of these approaches try to create alternative aspects that question the
“authenticity” and search for hybrid combinations to represent the multiple, real
condition of identity against the global dominance. These approaches seek for
alternative ideas in architecture-identity relation in order to provide a meaningful,
productive dialogue with the past. So, the main problematic of the architecture-
identity relation in the global age comes from the necessity of fulfilling the identity’s
need for sense of “continuity”, “belonging” and “familiarity” in architecture while
being capable of engaging with the global requirements such as technology,
multiplicity/hybridity.

In light of the above, the target of this study is to analyze and evaluate effects of
identity on architecture in the age of globalization while emphasizing the dynamic,
complex and multiple structure of identity together with the need of continuity.

In order to embody the reflections of identity affecting architecture in the age of
globalization and argue the consequences of them on buildings, Doha is selected as a
case study area. The impacts of identity on architecture are mostly visible in non-
western countries in the global age, since they experience the imposed global identity
stronger than the Western societies. In this respect, Qatar/Doha emerges on the
global stage in the last quarter of the century, by experiencing a rapid urban
development, rise of a new form of capitalism, cultural capitalism, creating new
spaces for global requirements. In addition to that, Doha is exposed to strong
immigration flows in that period in which identity representation creates dynamics in
relation to nation, culture, locality or etchnicity. Consequently it is also analyzed in
the scope of this study that how the architectural examples in Doha address the
senses of “continuity”, “belonging” and “familiarity” during the global period in the
last quarter of the century.

This study is believed to contribute to the current debates in architecture based on
identity related issues.
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KURESELLESME CAGINDA KiMLiGIiN MiMARLIK UZERINDEKI
ETKILERI

OZET

Bu calismanin amaci, “kimlik”in dinamiklerini anlamak, kimligin komplike
yapisinin, kiiresellesme c¢aginda doniistiigii slireci analiz etmek ve kimligin
kiiresellesme ¢aginda, mimarlik tizerindeki etkilerini sorgulamaktir. Tezin temel
arayislarint; “Bireyin kimligini formiile ederek temsil etmek miimkiin miidiir?”,
“Kimligin, yiizyilin son ¢eyregini iceren kiiresellesme cagindaki konumu nedir?”,
“Kiiresellesme caginda kimlik-mimarlik iliskisi nedir?” ve “Kiiresel ¢agda, kimlikle
iliskili duyu ve hislerin mimarhktaki temsilleri nelerdir?” gibi sorular
olusturmaktadir. Bu sorulara yanit bulabilmek i¢in, bu ¢alismada, “Kiiresellesme
periyodunda kimlik”, “Kimlik, kiiresellesme ve mimarlik arasindaki dinamikler”,
“Kiiresel cagdaki mimarlikta, kimlikle iligkili durum, sorunsal ve yaklagimlar ” gibi
konular, teorik perspektifler, agiklamalar ve mimari Ornekler dogrultusunda
tartisilmigtir.

Yiizyilin son ¢eyreginde, hizli teknolojik gelismeler tarafindan saglanan kiiresel bilgi
aglarinin etkisi ve giiglii sirketler tarafindan yonetilen kiiresel tiiketim stratejileri ile
“kimlik” tiim diinyada yeniden ortaya ¢ikan bir tartisma konusu olmustur. Bu
tartigmalar ¢ogunlukla, yerel kimlikleri Oldiirdiigline inanilan kiiresel giiclerin
empoze ettigi kimlikle iligkili olarak, “kimlik kaybi” konusuna deginmektedir.
Ciinkii kimligin paradoksu, oldukca degisken yapisina ve ilerleme kaydetme
(gelismelere ayak uydurma) tutkusuna ragmen, bireylerin psikolojik iyiliklerini
korumak i¢in, yine de “siireklilige ihtiya¢ duymalar1” gerceginden ileri gelmektedir.
Bunun sonucunda, kiireselin baskinligina karsi, yeni kimliklerin ingasi ile sekillenen,
tepkiler ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Mimarlik da, insanlikla iliskili tiim konularin igerisinde
konumlanmasi nedeniyle, kimlik tartismalarinin bir pargasi haline gelmistir.

3

Tarihte, mimarlik ve kimlik, agirlikli olarak, “mekan” ve “yer” temeline dayanan
teoriler cercevesinde incelenmistir. Bu da, yapili ¢evrenin deneyimlenmesinin
oncelikli olarak mekansal sinir ve baglantilarin “zaman” kavrami igerisinde
deneyimlenmesi anlamina gelmektedir. Bu durum, temel olarak, “kdéklesmis olma”
ve “ait olma” gibi, insanlik i¢in vazgegilemez bir zemin olusturan hisleri
etkilemektedir.

Dolayisiyla, kimliklerimiz sadece fiziksel, mimari ¢evremizle iliski igerisinde
degildir. Ciinkii, bireyler, ayn1 zamanda sayisiz baglamlarin ve Kkiiltiirel, sosyal,
dilbilimsel, cografi ve estetik dillerin iiyeleri olarak dogar, biiyiir ve yasamlarini
stirdiiriirler. Boylece, kimliklerimiz izole olmus sabit varliklara eklemlenmez, bunun
yerine, devam eden yasamla verimli iligkiler kurmaya calisan bir “siireklilik”
duygusuna bagimlidir. Bunun sonucu olarak da, kimlikle iligkili tartismalar,
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mimarlik zemininde daha ¢ok, yer-kimlik iligkisini sorgulayan “yerellik” kavraminin
tanimiyla sekillenmektedir.

Fakat, mekan-zaman iliskisi, modernite ile birlikte, batili toplumlarin gelenekle
baglarinin kopmasina bagli olarak, biiylik bir degisime ugramistir. Kiiresellesme
doneminde, bu durum, yiiksek hizli bilgi/iletisim teknolojilerinin, kapitalist yatirim
dinamiklerinin ve go¢ hareketlerinin etkisi ile 6nemli Sl¢iide hiz kazanmis ve batili
olmayan toplumlar1 da i¢ine alarak tiim diinyaya yayilmistir. Dolayisiyla,
kiiresellesme daha ¢ok batili olmayan toplumlar ekseninde daha giiclii etkilere ve
tepkilere sahne olmaktadir. Bu anlamda kiiresellesme, mimarlik-kimlik iliskisinde
yapili ¢evre ile belirgin bir “siireklilik” sorununa yol agmasi bakimindan énemli bir
donemdir. Bu donemde, “yerellik” kavrami yeni anlamlar kazanmustir.

Kiireselligin siireklilik sorunuyla iliskilenmesinin sebebi, diinyanin uzak koselerinde,
birbirine benzeyen ikonik ve yiiksek yapilarin ortaya cikisina bagli olarak
“mimarligin homojenlesmesi” kavramini getiren, kiiresel kimligin gii¢c ve prestijinin
temsiline dayanan, baskin bir mimarlik dilini {iretmis olmasidir.

Bu homojenlesme etkisinin sonucu olarak, devletler, ekonomik hedefleri
dogrultusunda, mimarlig1 kullanarak kiiresel arenada diger iilke ve ya sehirlerden
farklilagsmanin yollarin1 aramaya baglamistir. Bu arayis, mimarlikta, “ikonisite”
kavramiyla iligkilenen, genellikle iinli mimarlar tarafindan tasarlanan ikonik
yapilarin yoneticiler tarafindan yogunlukla talep edilmesine yol agmistir. Sehirlerin
markalastirilmas1 amaciyla kullanilan bu ikonik yapilar farklilagsmak kaygisiyla
agirlikli olarak sira dis1 bicimsel arayislara girmislerdir.

Kentlerin, genellikle 1nli —mimarlar tarafindan, ikonisite kullanilarak
markalastirilmasiyla tesvik edilen, mimarliktaki bu yeni durum, tepkilerle
kargilagsmistir. Bu tepkiler, insanlar ve mimarlar tarafindan ¢ogunlukla, “kimligin
kayb1” iddiasi ile iliskili olarak ortaya konmustur. Mimarlar, konuyla ilgili, “milli,
kiiltiirel, yerel” gibi zeminlerde, degisik yaklasimlar iiretmislerdir.

Bu yaklasimlarin bazilar da, kiiresel baskinlik karsisinda, otantisiteyi sorgulayan ve
kimligin ¢ogul, gercek durumunu temsil edebilmek i¢in melez kombinasyonlarin
arayisinda olan alternatif fikirler gelistirmeye ¢alismistir. Mimarlikta, bi¢im, cephe,
program, mekansal diizenler, baglamla iligki, araziyle fiziksel baglantilar, vb. 6geler
bu alternatif kombinasyonlarin olusumunda genellikle kullanilan 6gelerdir. Bu
yaklagimlar, mimarlik-kimlik iligskisinde, ge¢misle anlamli ve iiretken bir diyalog
saglayabilmek icin alternatif fikirlerin arayisinda olmuslardir.

Kimlik-mimarlik 1iligkisi baglaminda, ge¢misle anlamli ve {iretken diyaloglar;
“stireklilik™, “aidiyet” ve “tamidiklik” gibi hislere refere ederken, gelisim, cogulluk,
farkliliklarin bir araya gelebilmesi gibi durumlar da kiiresel gereksinimlere refere
etmektedir. Bu nedenle, kiiresel ¢agda, mimarlik-kimlik iligkisinin ana sorunsalini,
mimari tasarimda bir yandan gelisim, teknoloji, cogulluk/melezlik gibi kiiresel
ihtiyaglara cevap verebilecek yeterlilikte olunmasi saglanirken, bir yandan da
kimligin “stireklilik”, “aidiyet” ve “tamidiklik” gibi hislere olan ihtiyacinin
karsilanmasi gerekliligi olusturmaktadir.
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Tim bunlar 1s181nda, bu calismanin hedefi, kimligin dinamik, karmasik ve coklu
yapisina, “siireklilik” ihtiyaci ile birlikte vurgu yaparak, kiiresellesme caginda
kimligin mimarlik {izerindeki etkilerini incelemek ve degerlendirmektir.

Kiiresellesme ¢aginda kimligin mimarlik iizerindeki etkilerini somutlastirabilmek ve
bunlarin yapilar lizerindeki sonuglarini tartisabilmek i¢in, Doha, ¢alisma alani olarak
secilmigtir. Kimligin mimarlik iizerindeki etkileri, kiiresellesme doneminde,
cogunlukla, batili olmayan iilkelerde, kiiresel kimligin empozesini batili
toplumlardan daha giiclii sekilde deneyimledikleri i¢in, daha goriiniir olmaktadir. Bu
baglamda, Katar/Doha, hizli kentsel gelisimi ve kiiresel gereksinimler ic¢in yeni
mekanlar yaratan, kapitalizmin yeni bir formu olan kiiltiirel kapitalizmin dogusunu
deneyimlemesi sebebiyle, kiiresel sahnede ortaya ¢ikmistir. Buna ek olarak, Doha,
aynt zamanda, kimlik temsilinin, milliyet, kiiltiir, yerellik ve ya etnisiteye iliskin
dinamikler yarattig1 giiclii go¢ hareketlerine maruz kalmistir. Sonug¢ olarak, bu
calismanin kapsaminda, yiizyilin son ¢eyregindeki kiiresel donemde, Doha’daki
mimari Orneklerin, “siireklilik”, “aidiyet” ve “tanidiklik” hislerini nasil temsil ve
ifade ettikleri de incelenmistir.

Bu ¢alismanin, son donemlerde mimarliktaki kimlik temelli tartigmalara katkisi
olacagina inanilmaktadir.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last quarter of the century, with the impact of global information networks
provided by the rapid developments in technology and the global consumption
strategies managed by powerful corporations, the “identity” becomes an emerging
subject of debates all around the world. Against the imposed global values on the
individuals, the debates mainly refer to the “loss of identity” in cultural, national or
traditional localities. On one side of the debate, the defenders of global identity take
place emphasizing the need for technology, progress, development, etc. Whereas, on
the other side, there exist the resistant identities claiming the need for culture, nation,

tradition based authenticity as an origin.

However, the identity concept provides a complicated nature in itself. Therefore, the
chaotic condition of identity due to the feeling of “being lost” in global age can be
associated with the complicated nature of the identity concept itself. By examining
the identification action, it can be argued that it is not possible to formulize identity
due to the complex and ever-changing parameters it depends on. So, it is also not
easy to represent it, based on fixed meanings. Nevertheless, the paradox comes from
the reality that the individuals still need the “continuity of identity” for their
psychological well-being. In addition to that, in case of a sudden change or
discontinuity in identity, individuals perceive a threat, develop resistance and search

for an anchor point to verify their identity.

The identity transforms in the last quarter of the century by the effect of globalization
and its consequences on identity. This is because, the identity loses all its anchor
points in cultural and national meanings due to the interconnectedness of the world
provided by globalization, “Homogenization / Westernization” in cultural field and
the transformed condition of nation-states in political ground. By the high-speed
information and communication technologies, multiplicities start to stand together,
the authenticity/originality becomes a questionable concept and it becomes
discussible whether the nations are imagined, artificial entities. With the

consequences of globalization, the identity loses its continuity without any stable



parameter. This means, the identities become constructed in this period. The second
part of this study, after introduction, targets to show the current condition of identity
and how it is constructed in the globalization period, in order to diagnose the reality

of identity accurately in the age of network societies.

Architecture, as being a profession in the middle of all human related issues, also
becomes part of the identity debates. Thus, the relation between architecture and
identity gains importance. A sense of rootedness and belonging, is an irreplaceable
ground of our humanity. So, our identities are not only in dialogue with our physical
and architectural settings as we grow to be members of countless contexts and
cultural, social, linguistic, geographic, as well as aesthetic identities. Our identities
are not attached to isolated things, but to the feeling of “continuity”. Eventually, the
identity debates include the concept of locality defined through place-identity
relation in reference to architecture. In addition to that, architecture-identity relation
experiences a great shift after modernity, which also has its reflections on

architecture. In that sense, the third part covers these relations in the first section.

Globalization is again a significant parameter affecting architecture-identity relation.
Since the modernity in architecture basically affects the Western societies which
break their ties from tradition to modern, globalization can be defined in the frame of
other societies than Western. This age becomes an important period, which causes a
significant continuity problem on architecture-identity relation of built environment
and a period that “locality” gains a new meaning. The most important affect of
globalization on architecture is the global identity representing the global powers that
impose similar global buildings to the cities in terms of architectural language,
functions, materials, spatial organizations, etc. resulting in “homogenization” of
architecture. As a consequence of this homogenization effect, the governments
search for distinctiveness in the global era for economic targets. This search
generates the states’ demand for “iconicity” in architecture referring to the iconic
buildings designed by famous architects (star architects) for branding the cities.
These buildings search for extraordinary forms in architecture in order to be
different. Therefore, the global identity represents the global power and prestige

through similar global buildings and icons designed by star architects.



The sudden impose of global stereotypes in architecture results in the “loss of
identity debates” and their reflections on architecture and space generate different
approaches in the representation of identity. The homogenization and iconicity in
architecture representing global identity of power, encounter with negative reactions
Because of this, some alternative architectural approaches in relation to identity
concept occur. Some architects defend the existence of a pure so-called “origin” of a
society and claims the preservation of this origin through mostly copying it.
Nonetheless, disregarding the current realities of the world in architecture would
have serious inadequacies. Some search for differentiating combinations of
multiplicities against global dominance in architecture, question whether the
authentic/original identity exists or not and search for different hybrid combinations
in architecture to be able to represent the real condition of identity which includes
multiplicities. This search generates alternative dialogues in architecture-identity
relation to provide a meaningful, productive dialogue with the past. While analyzing
this relation and alternative approaches, it is also targeted to draw attention to the
way these approaches are developed by the professionals which includes their
discussions and brainstorming to create a position regarding identity. Despite their
different suggestions, it is common that, they look for an architectural continuity
with the past while incorporating the necessities of the global requirements.
Consequently, the architecture-identity relation in the global age basicly searches for
the, “continuity”, “belonging” and ‘“familiarity” in architecture that are
indisregardable while engaging with the global requirements. The second section of
the third part aims to analyze this problematic search in architecture-identity relation

during the globalization period.

The impacts of identity on architecture are mostly visible in non-western countries,
since they experience the imposed global identity stronger than the western countries
in the global age. Hereby, Qatar emerges on the global stage due to a number of
interconnected international, regional and local changes in the political and economic
spheres as a commercial and entertainment hub in the Gulf Region. It observes a
rapid urbanization and building madness in Doha that has been characterized by
explosive expansion of the existing city in almost all spatial coordinates such as
building skyscrapers, constructing malls, establishing iconic buildings and sports

facilities, creating artificial lakes and islands, etc. After the sudden impose of global



identity in the built environment of Doha, reactions occur by the people against the
new situation which threatens the sense of “continuity” in architectural identity. For
that reason, the last part of this study aims to show how the architectural examples
address “continuity”, “belonging” and “familiarity”, with identity references in
architecture, through the selected building examples in a non-western city, Doha,
within the last quarter of the century. These examples will be analyzed through
different architectural features such as; formal expressions, geometry, visual image,
spatial organizations and programme, context in relation to ‘““site properties, public-
private organizations, climatic conditions”, building techniques, patterns and

materials.



2. IDENTITY AND GLOBALIZATION

The objective of analyzing the dynamics of identity is the aim of framing the identity
concept, to be able to link it to architecture. But, at the same time, substantiating the
complicated nature of the identity concept in terms of formulization is aimed, as
well. The purpose of focusing on the complicated nature of identity is trying to be
able to put forward the links with the current condition of identity notion today,

which will be linked with architecture as the base of this study.

The identity concept provides a complex nature in itself. Thus, the chaotic condition
of identity in global age can be associated with the complicated nature of the identity
concept itself. Since the main purpose of this study is analyzing the reflections of
identity affecting architecture in the age of globalization, it is important to examine

the “identity” in psychology.

The identity becomes a very complicated ground for the researchers in every period
so it is important to look at the main theories of identity to understand how complex
and interrelated networks it has. In addition to identity concept, it is also important to
look at the relation between identity and its representation because representation

becomes the face of identity that is perceived by the society.

The identity affects the public face of architecture through representations also. So,
the complicated relation between identity and its social representations gains
importance and will be examined in the “Identity - Social Representation relations”

section as well.

After examining the identity theories and identity - social representation relations, we
need to look at the reflexive nature of identity and “Resistance” as an overcome
mechanism against change. This is important because the resistance mechanism of
the identity against changes provides a base for the other resistance mechanisms in

different fields, which are affected by identity such as architecture.



Identity theories

The basic theories that try to frame identity are “Identity Theory”, the “Social
Identity Theory” and “Identity Process Theory” in history. “Identity Theory” and the
“Social Identity Theory” try to define identity through the personal and social frames
together with their interactions. The key concepts for these two theories are the
“self”, individual, group, other selves and other groups. Therefore, they try to explain
identity through interactions between these concepts. Nevertheless, “Identity Process
Theory” tries to explain the identity concept through changing dynamics and it
mainly examines the construction process of identity including more dynamic
relations with the context and real time situations of the individual. So, it tries to
explain how identity regulates itself through changing dynamics with Self-Esteem,
Self-Continuity, Self-Distinctiveness and Self Efficacy principles of the identity and
the processes regulating these principles. It can be argued that, while the “Identity
Theory” and the “Social Identity Theory” tries to frame identity through interactions
between the “self”, the “group” and the “society”, the “Identity Process Theory” tries
to explain the construction process of identity in context of changing external
dynamics. But, all three theories show commonalty in proofing how identity
dynamics are unstable and how impossible is giving a fixed definition for the

complex nature of identity.

Identity is part of the “self” and the self is part of the “society” in relation with other
identities. For that reason, examining social structure and its mechanisms in terms of
its relations with the self may be more helpful to fulfill the definition of the identity

in a wider perspective.

However, every individual has its own relation degree to the other individuals and
groups in terms of similarities and differences of them to the other individuals and
groups. This can be evaluated as each individual has its own identity and this reality
cannot be disregarded even the groupings through similarities exist. This issue is

explained by Stets and Burke as;

“As Hogg and Abrams (1988) make clear, the social categories in which individuals place
themselves are parts of a structured society and exist only in relation to other contrasting
categories (for example, black vs. white); each has more or less power, prestige, status, and
so on. (...) individuals are born into an already structured society. Once in society, people
derive their identity or sense of self largely from the social categories to which they belong.
Each person, however, over the course of his or her personal history, is a member of a unique
combination of social categories; therefore the set of social identities making up that person’s
selfconcept is unique.” (Stets, et al., 2000 p. 225)



With this regard, it can be argued that the people living in an already classified
society, are affected by the features of the society, which will result in expectations
from that individual according to the position the person identifies itself. In Identity
Theory, explained by Stets and Burke, these positions, referring to the social classes,
are defined as; “Among the class terms learned within a culture are symbols that are
used to designate positions-the relatively stable, morphological components of social
structure that are termed roles”. For Burke and Reitzes, “these expectations and
meanings form a set of standards that guide behavior” (Stets, et al., 2000 p. 225).
This can be interpreted as the identities (roles) that the people hold in a society are
standardized by the society, which controls the human behaviors. These expectations
may force on the individual as a pressure to verify its identity. For Jon W. Hoelter,
the result of losing such a role is at the same time loss of a social network that is
psychologically important for the self-concept and for self-esteem (Hogg, et al., 1995
p. 258).

When we go through this statement in detail, it is clear that the positions, people hold
in the society and their condition being in a group member, requires them to evaluate
themselves in different dimensions, which form their social identity. This identity
brings commitment to the person for the group, which results in affirming the group
behaviors. In their papers, Haslam et al. (1996) suggest that in-group identities
provide an in-group homogeneity through cognitive, attitudinal, and behavioral bases
which brings “stereotyping and stereotyped perception” to the group members. With
regard to this, it is also important for Brewer et al. (1993) to state that “in-group
homogeneity is especially strong when no motivational forces exist to distinguish

the self from others within the group” (Stets, et al., 2000).

Thus, even if every person has a different identity, being a group member brings a
relative homogeneity to the group in which the people regulate themselves through
group discourses. In addition, if there is no external motivational force exists, the self
does not leave the group discourses for not losing its self-esteem. This can be
interpreted from the opposite side as; the self may distinguish itself from the

homogeneity of the group when a motivational force emerges.

So, we can once more say that, the strong group sense of the individual may let

him/her to be part of a social movement for the sake of his/her social identity.



Nevertheless, there is not always a full negotiation between the individual’s personal
identity and its social identity. This may bring us to a point that, a person does not
have set of identities that create a homogenous whole together. They may conflict in

some conditions.

The relation between the personal identity and the social identity is explained by
Durkheim as “mechanical and organic form of societal integration” (Stets, et al.,
2000 p. 228) in which mechanical corresponds to peoples’ personal identities
whereas organic corresponds to their social identities. Moreover, for him, it is
essential to evaluate them together to understand the society completely. Therefore, it
can be argued that it is not easy to distinguish an individual’s personal and social
identity since they have a complex set of relations. For identity theories, mainly,

there exist no clear concrete definitions, which can explain this complex relation.

One can argue that group prototypes may generate the shared meanings of the group.
However, this again does not mean that the groups are places of only shared
meanings because as mentioned before, every individual has its unique relation to the
group. In that manner, these shared meanings can only be representatives of the most
common similarities. This is also mentioned by Hogg et al. as “they are fuzzy sets
that capture the context-dependent features of group membership, often in the form
of representations of exemplary members” (Hogg, et al., 1995 p. 261) which can be

explained as the shared values of the group can only stay in a blurred level.

This can be interpreted once more as the ccomplicated nature of the identity even in
the form of so-called shared meanings. It can be claimed that it is not logical to load
a stable or explicit definition to the identity concept that will stay in certain
boundaries. This means that the group prototypes are also subject to change due to
the change of outer groups. In addition to substantiating the ambiguous nature of
identities, it is possible to say that both the personal identity and the group identity
are not stable because the group identity is reflexive to the context and the personal
identity through roles are dynamically constructed and reconstructed through

interpersonal relations.

In this regard, it can be easily claimed that, identity can never be accepted as a stable
entity. As one of the inferences obtained from the previous paragraphs, identity has

various parameters that affect each other due to different conditions that are not easy



to formulize. This ever-changing ground of identity is also stated by Hogg et al. as,
“Thus social identity is highly dynamic: it is responsive, in both type and content, to
intergroup dimensions of immediate social comparative contexts” (Hogg, et al., 1995
p. 261). It can be understood that, even being a common subject of psychology and
sociology, identity is not a fully resolved era through the theories of the two fields.
This is mostly reasoned due to the wide perspective it concerns with including

unstable parameters such as society and context.

This is also mentioned by Hogg et al., citing from Taylor and Moghaddam, as “
although a great deal of detail is provided on self-categorization and
depersonalization, currently there is less work on how social structural variables or

social belief structures really enter the picture” (Hogg, et al., 1995 p. 264).

Stets and Burke state that “people largely feel good about themselves when they
associate with particular groups, typically feel confident about themselves when
enacting particular roles, and generally feel that they are ‘real’ or authentic when
their person identities are verified” (Stets, et al., 2000 p. 234). It is a complex issue
that how identities operate to produce particular combinations of identities in any one

situation.

As the complicated nature of identity makes it difficult to explain, Leary and
Tangney hypothesize that “identities with common meanings will tend to be
activated together” (Leary, et al., 2003 p. 148) which at least brings a perspective to
the issue. But, it brings us to a slippery ground again when thought that the

individual is not alone.

As a conclusion, it can be highlighted again that the identity is basically explained by
the “self” and the “society” in terms of personal and group identities. The self and
the society have a reciprocal relationship in which they influence each other
unavoidably. For that reason, it is essential to evaluate the individual’s identity in the

society he/she exists.

Nonetheless, every individual has its own relation degree to the other individuals and
groups in terms of similarities and differences. Therefore, every identity is unique
and even a group homogeneity concept is supported by the theories, at the same time,
the self may distinguish itself from the homogeneity of the group when a

motivational force emerges.



Identity can never be accepted as a stable entity and has various parameters that
affect each other due to different conditions. This makes the identity concept so
complicated. Despite the different sources of meaning in two identities
(personal/social), it is also possible that they overlap in some points, which cause

more complexity.
“Identity - social representation” relations

Social representations are basic symbolic reflections of the groups and, in larger
scale, of the societies. They are used in broad fields to symbolize a specific group or
society for sending messages to our minds and to familiarize us to the given

information with that group or society.

It is also important to look at the relation between identity and its representation
because representation becomes the face of identity, which is perceived by the

society.

In this section, it is aimed to examine the relations between the identity and the social
representations and underpinning the difficulty of solving a social representation

accurately even for the social researchers.

According to Breakwell, the social representations are results of social dynamics.
Since these dynamics are in structure of identity, they also affect the interaction of
the individual with a social representation in different ways. According to the
Identity Process Theory, founded by Breakwell, the identity formation may be
explained through Representation Theory of social psychologist, Gerard Duveen that
each representation corresponds to a process of identity formation. “Process” refers
to the social influence processes which come together to create the multifaceted
ideological environment for identity (Breakwell, 2010), such as education, rhetoric,

propaganda, polemic, persuasion, etc.

So, the influence processes take the form of social representations. “In his 2001
paper, Representations, Identities and Resistance, Gerard writes, “social identity
appears as a function of representations themselves” because, he argues, “identity is
as much concerned with the process of being identified as with making

identifications” (Moloney, 2010 p. 15.1).

It shows that the social identity is a function of social representations and these

representations are constructed externally and positioned in cultural symbols.
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In that sense, a research to relate identity and representation needs many parameters
to be analyzed at the same time. According to Breakwell, it both needs the search for
consensus and diversity. In addition, analysis must focus on not only the similarities

between individuals but also the dissimilarities.

Breakwell states, social representations, even called as “shared”, are not shared in
their entirety even within relatively homogeneous samples since the individuals

regulate their social representations to verify their identity (Breakwell, 1993).

Within this respect, it is clear that even to relate the identity to the social
representations has various differentiating parameters and conditions that cannot be
fixed. Social psychologist Gail Moloney also investigates the relation between
identity and social representations in her paper through a case study of Australian
public’s perception of immigration policies, and their own history. In her study, she
shows the importance of social representations for identity by investigating the
success of resettlement programmes in Australia for the refugees. According to her,
representations of Australia’s history, immigration policies, definitions and practices,

and a refugee’s country of origin are important for this success.

The country has its own representations therefore refugees do not come to an empty
social space. “Despite the resettlement community’s lack of experiential knowledge
of the refugee’s country of origin and their journey to Australia, established networks
of beliefs, values and ideas already exist in the host country that position newly
arrived groups into the social matrix, even before they arrive” (Moloney, 2010 p.

15.5).

So, according to her, this condition creates an imposed identity on refugees through
the representations. She argues that, by defining identity as a location within
representations, Gerard Duveen brings attention to the different relations that exist

between representations and identities.

Imposed identity on individuals to adopt an identity, creates the representation-
identity relation that she investigates in her study. Imposed identity manifests
through stable characteristics such as ethnicity, age, or gender and becomes a

powerful force in social positioning (Moloney, 2010) (Figure 2.1).
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« individual’s self regulation (self-esteem, efficacy, continuity,
distinctiveness)

« individual’s social identity’s centrality to the overall self
concept

Figure 2.1 : Differentiating parameters and conditions while relating identity to a
social representation and the unstable condition of the representation as
a consequence.

Consequently, one can say that the research for associating identities with social

representations is as complicated as the identity itself.

In light of the above, it is clear that the “identity” in history is very complicated in
terms of formulization. The identity is never stable due to changing parameters it
depends on. These parameters have also a change matrix in between that affects them
according to each other’s context, condition, etc. and even the hierarchy or priority of
them changes due to different situations. This complicated nature of identity makes it
also difficult for the researchers to obtain accurate results for the researches. In
addition to that, when we need to engage an identity with a representation among
society, then another complexity comes to front. This is the changing parameters of

determining a representation for a particular group identity.

Reflexive nature of identity and “resistance” as an overcome mechanism against

change

Even if the identity and determining its social representation becomes quite difficult
and experiential, there is also another mechanism of human being, which still needs
to fix itself through unchanging values. Hereby, the complexity of identity becomes a

double-sided problem in which one side makes the identity almost impossible to fix
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and the other side still needs to fix itself and protect the wellbeing. This need for
keeping a stable point for the human being creates the resistance against the threat of

change. So, overcoming mechanisms emerge.

Since the identity is highly reflexive of the context it belongs, the individual always
responses to the external conditions. It can be discussed that the most important
factor that triggers the reflexes of the person is the external danger perceived which
may be labeled as the basic instinct of the human being. Being dynamic and unstable,
identity may form itself through differences because the individual regulates the self
continuously. This self-regulation may differ during the lifetime and it is possible to

consider that they may vary depending on the different cultures.

With regard to the mentioned changing capability of identity, the person may
regulate the self through external changes, threatens or shifts in social context for the
sake of its identity verification. This can be interpreted, as, when the exposed
situation does not allow the person to verify its identity through known processes, the

individual perceives a threat.

In that point, the basic protection mechanism of the person which is known as reflex
finds its correspondence as coping strategies which include ignoring the existence of
the threat or “any activity, in thought or deed” that provides the removal or

modification of the threat to identity.

One of the most important of coping strategies is defined as “resistance” stated by
Breakwell against a social representation. According to Breakwell, quoting from
Duveen, “representations precede identities” because identities take shape through
the engage of the individual in the world of representations”. Besides, identities, with
their previously mentioned capabilities, may reject a social representation that is
accepted by the group. In that sense, we can turn back to the “resistance” choice of
the individual against a social representation that threaten “esteem, efficacy,

distinctiveness or continuity” of the identity (Figure 2.2).

This is explained by Breakwell, quoting from Duveen as; “the concept of
“resistance” to signify the point where an individual refuses to accept an attempt to
influence their identity that has emerged from the communication of current social

representations” (Breakwell, 2010 p. 6.7).
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Figure 2.2 : Reflexive nature of identity and “resistance” as an overcome
mechanism.

Individual identity not always accept an evolved social representation of the group
and this causes the “resistance” as a coping strategy against a social representation

which threatens the verification of the identity.
Individualism of identity through modernity

Modernity, changing people’s lives almost in every dimension, has some
consequences accordingly. Modernity takes people from their socially bounded
secure nest and makes them stand alone against the complexity of the modern world.
Individualism that modernity brings gains importance because it creates the

foundation of contemporary chaotic condition of identity in globalization.

Modernization dynamics have changed societies through their infrastructures, their
functions, and the communications within and between them. Marta Bjorg
Hermannsdottir, in her study “Self-identity in modernity”, explains the modernity in
two phases. These are, firstly, the modernization which dissolved the structure of the
19th century feudal society and produced the industrial society and secondly, today’s
modernization which dissolves the industrial society and still going on

(Hermannsdoéttir, 2011).
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The modernity is best explained by “reason” even for the social explanations. These
reasons for example, are social transformations, like mobility and industrialization
resulted in intellectual and spiritual changes. They make people move away from old
habits and beliefs, which have no independent rational principles. Modernity is seen
in negative perspective also which is explained as the loss of the horizon by a loss of
roots. This is explained by Taylor as; “mobility and urbanization dissolve the beliefs
and reference point of static rural society”. This point of view is seen as regret and
nostalgia. Another view at the same time is that humanity has overcome many false
and harmful myths. He states that modernity is evaluated in a positive manner for the
ones who see it as the development of modern scientific reason and in negative
manner for the traditionalists who believe traditional reference points were valuable
and scientific reason is not enough. Nevertheless, the common point of these views is
that old views and loyalties are eroded, old horizons are washed away and beliefs are
lost by modernity. The shift of the person from beliefs makes him leave the illusion
of god or the sacred order of society resulting with individualism. People behave as
individuals because this happens naturally when they are no longer held in by the old

religions, metaphysics, and customs (Taylor, 1995).

Briefly, modernity brings instrumental rationality commanding a scientific attitude to
nature and human life but it does not mean that every society lives this change
towards science in the same way. Since the people only identify themselves through
the existence of the others, seeing modernism created by only one side would be a
mistake. We can only define ourselves in exchange with others, those who bring us
up, and those whose society we come to see as constitutive of our identity-our self-
understanding always places us among others. Accordingly, the individualism of
modernity may be linked to the new understandings of time and society with new
modes of social imaginary, which is explained by John B. Thompson (1984) as the
creative and symbolic dimension of the social world, the dimension through which
human beings create their ways of living together and their ways of representing their

collective life (Taylor, 1995).

This freedom of people from traditions makes social forms of society such as class
culture, class-consciousness, gender, family etc. weaken and they are transformed
into reflexive individual actors, which make their own decisions. In this sense,

individualization of decisions increases the choices. According to Beck, people start
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to make choices between varieties of options in which group or subculture they want
to be identified with. Therefore, they start to change their social identity with taking

all risks coming with this change.

People needed to live on an ego-centred lifestyle to be able to survive. They can no
longer see themselves as an inseparable part of an uncontrollable world and their
lives were not being shaped by their environment any more. Instead, they start to
shape their environment for the sake of themselves individually. This is explained by

Beck as the constructability of individuality.

“Each person’s biography is removed from given determination and placed in his or her own
hands, open and dependent on decisions. The proportion of life opportunities which are
fundamentally closed to decision-making is decreasing and the proportion of the biography
which is open and must be constructed personally is increasing” (Hermannsdéttir, 2011 p. 7)

As a result, self-reflexive biographies replace socially described biography by a self-
produced biography, which individually decides on every field of life by

individualization processes of modernity (Hermannsdottir, 2011).

In the same parallel, according to Professor of Sociology, Nicos Mouzelis, modernity
introduces an unprecedented mobilization of people that weakens local ties and
brings them to an economic, social, political and cultural centre. According to
cultural modernity, supported by Baudelaire, aesthetic limits can be exceeded and
moral norms can be collapsed for experiencing anything even bad, artificial or
temporal to encourage imagination, quicken sensibilities, and deepen feelings. For
Marx, bourgeois modernity with constant revolutionizing of production,
uninterrupted disturbance of all social relations, everlasting uncertainty and agitation,
sweeps away all fixed, fast-frozen relationships. But, according to Baudelaire, as the
supporter of cultural modernity, the everyday life becomes something to be accepted
as it is with its properties being concrete, but fragmentary; immediately present, but
in flux. According to Dilip Parameshwar Gaonkar, Associate Professor in Rhetoric
and Public Culture and the Director of Center for Global Culture and
Communication, to find the modern one must go by the way of the fashionable,
which is not totally free from history and uses the history for its masks and costumes

(Gaonkar, 1999).

Modernity triggers changes in power and conflict. Bell suggests that modernity

causes a disjunction between social structure and culture, by the rise of standards of
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living, individualism, and expressive lifestyles. He calls the postindustrial age as an

information society (El-Ojeili, et al., 2006).

The individualism of modernity is based on the self-questioning of the individual
beyond society facts. As a consequence of modernization, for the first time in history
many people start to develop thoughts about issues not directly connected with the
daily routine of earning for living. By the help of industrialization, the life gets easier
and this makes people start to question the meaning of life. The life interpretation of
the previous times becomes old fashioned so individual finds itself alone with new
doubts. Therefore, unanswered questions emerge and this causes anxieties and sense
of insecurity. Beyond the old needs of people based on simply survival and
reproduction turns to different needs regarding personality. In traditional cultures
which were mostly stable on the collective level, changes in identity and transitions
in individuals’ lives were often depending on the rituals. Nevertheless, in modern
cultures, the transformed self-needs to be constructed and explored and this reflexive
process connects social and personal change. This reflexive process brings self-
determination by turning to the internal references instead of social and traditional

considerations.

Briefly, self-identity does not occur as a result of traditions, localities, rituals or
family as in pre-modern settings, instead, self-identity is created by the individual

through choice in modernity (Hermannsdottir, 2011).

According to German sociologist and philosopher, George Simmel’s essay, “The
Metropolis and Mental Life”, independence and individuality of person’s existence is
something to be maintained against the powers of society, the weight of the historical
heritage, the external culture and technique of life. He describes the eighteenth
century as liberation from all the ties, which grew up historically in politics, in
religion, in morality and in economics for freedom of individual and the nineteenth
century tries to promote, in addition to man’s freedom, his individuality his
achievements, which make him unique. But, at the same time this individuality
makes him/her more dependent on the complementary activity of others (Simmel,

1903).

By the help of above perspectives through the changing dynamics of modernity, it

can clearly be seen that one of the most important affects of modernity on society is
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the weakening of beliefs and releasing from the traditions. This happens through the
changing dynamics of development in science and technology and consequently the
dominating affect of scientific/technologic information against beliefs and traditions.
The people start to search for reason in all fields and instrumental rationality gains
importance. This “information and reason versus beliefs and traditions” effect mostly
seen as a West based affect or Westernization but there are also perspectives that
does not see modernity only from the Western perspective and defend the existence
of alternative modernities. This change while causing positive affects for people in
terms of technological improvements, at the same time provides a meaningless,
routine lifestyle by the standardization of life with the affect of industrialization and
changing production techniques. This double side of modernity both promises
dynamism through technology and mobility and meaninglessness and hopelessness.
In addition, the releasing of people from traditional ties and beliefs makes them
individualized more. Putting the individual to the center, modernity increases self-
exploration and self-realization. The individual no more lives by the readymade
decisions and under predominant authority of the society with the changing
structures. Freedom of choice brings variety of options and the individual stands
alone against options to make its own decisions. Individualization consequence of
modernity affects society structure and accordingly identity of the individuals
dramatically in terms of different issues such as, interests, choices, values, beliefs,

habits, hobbies, etc. (Figure 2.3).
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Figure 2.3 : Identity and change (Url-001).

Since the individualization effect of modernity puts the individual alone against the
world and makes the identity released from its ties, the globalization concept in the
last quarter of the century makes the situation much more complicated in terms of

identity. The globalization mainly increases the choice options of the individuals
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against any simple decision thus the identity encounters with multiple options to

define itself.

2.1 Consequences of Globalization on Identity

Globalization as the current and most powerful version of modernity becomes main
concern of this study in terms of its affects on identity and accordingly its affects on
architecture. Globalization is a multi-dimensional subject concerning many fields
and study areas. Nonetheless, in this study, globalization will be tried to be limited to
contemporary globalization including approximately last quarter of the century in

terms of its affects mainly on identity in this study.

Over the last decade, globalization becomes a phenomenon and captures the public
imagination. In an age of strong and fluid global change, traditional ideologies and
big theories appear to fade and the idea of globalization opened the door of a new

paradigm (Held, et al., 2002).

“Called upon to account for developments as diverse as the value of the euro, the worldwide
popularity of Star Wars, the rise of Third Way politics and religious fundamentali’sm, the
discourse of globalizatipn seems to offer a convincing analysis of the contemporary human
‘predicament. As with the idea of modernization, which acquired intellectual primacy within
the social sciences during the 1960s, so today the notion of globalization has become the
leitmotif of our age” (Held, et al., 2002 p. 1)

Similar with the identity itself, globalization again creates a quite complex ground as
a concept. With its many dimensions covering various debates, globalization
becomes an independent field of study. For that reason, globalization will be
analyzed in a limit that will contribute to the main concerns of this study, which is
analyzing how the complex nature of identity turns to a chaos of identity in the
globalization period. In the following parts, globalization with its definitions, its
political and cultural consequences that have direct effect on chaos of identity
through transformed condition of nation-states and “homogenization/westernization”

effects and the emerging of “hybridization” concept, will be analyzed in due course.

Globalization is not only a broad concept including many dimensions it is also a term

that is defined in different perspectives by many scholars and researchers.

Globalization, as a description of the contemporary world, is an extensively debated
topic with little consensus over its nature, meaning and implications and scholars

suggest different explanations regarding the basis and consequences of it. Some
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scholars give the first place to the political economy with a materialist explanation
emphasizing the emergence of a new class of elites and the universalization of
consumerist ideologies. Some scholars give the first place to political factors, state
actions, transnational regulatory corporations, and the growing power of international
nongovernmental organizations dealing with environmentalism, human rights,
feminism, etc. Some other scholars focus on the increasingly important role of media
and cultural forces in shaping global relations. They claim that the concentration of
mass media and the “space-time compression” of the modern world caused radical

transformations of culture, consciousness and identity (Langman, et al., 2013).

The first encountered point of view on globalization mostly becomes the definition
of the term through economic facts. According to British writer and educator, Mark
K. Smith and international relations scholar, Michael Doyle, globalization is mostly
described as the spread and connectedness of production, communication and
technologies across the world, which needs the networking of economic and cultural

activity (Wagner, 2009).

However, beyond its economic dimension, there is also overlapping definitions of
globalization with “interconnectedness” concept. Globalization as the connector in
economic and cultural life across the world has been growing for centuries; but, the
current situation of globalization differs due to the speed of communication and
exchange, the complexity and size of the networks involved, and the whole volume

of trade, interaction and risk.

In this manner, the networks provided by globalization and the interconnectedness of
it throughout the world, gains importance for this study because the identity mainly
is affected by these concepts of globalization. British sociologist, Martin Albrow
describes globalization referring to all the processes by which the individuals of the
world are incorporated into a single world society, which is called global society (Al-
Rodhan, 2006). In the same parallel, Giddens defines globalization as the increasing
of worldwide social relations which links distant localities in such a way that local
happenings are shape reciprocally the distant other local events. He sees
globalization as the development power that brings varied changes, which shape
modern societies. It is a process that contains diversity of tendencies which are
sometimes opposing. In that sense, we cannot criticize globalization completely and

we cannot stop it either. Accordingly, “globalization can thus be defined as the
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intensification of worldwide social relations which link distant localities in such a

way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring many miles away and vice

versa” (Al-Rodhan, 2006 p. 10).

Just like Giddens, globalization is defined by British political theorist David Held
and Professor of International Relations Anthony Mcgrew as a global
interconnectedness with its undeniable material aspect which can be identified as
flows of trade, capital and people across the globe. These are regularized by different
kinds of infrastructure such as physical (transport or banking systems), normative
(trade rules) and symbolic (English as international language). Hence, globalization
is not a random case but refers to these structures providing worldwide

interconnectedness.

The interconnectedness of globalization and the significant shift it brings in the
spatial access of social action, unavoidably creates geographic, social and
psychological dimensions. Zoran Stefanovi¢, in his paper about globalization, gives
the definition of Malcolm Waters, Professor of Sociology, that, globalization is
understood as a social process in which geographic obstacles to social and cultural
arrangements lose importance and where people are becoming increasingly aware
that they lose importance. He also mentions a sociologist and theorist of
globalization, Roland Robertson’s definition that says “globalization is also defined

as compression of the world and intensification of consciousness of the world as a

whole” (Stefanovi¢, 2008).

Another dimension of the interconnectedness of globalization is the emerging duality
of the state and the world, which affects the identity in the national perspective.
According to German sociologist, Ulrich Beck, globalization implies the weakening
of state sovereignty and state structures. In the similar dimension, Professor of
Politics and International Studies, Jan Aart Scholte describes globalization as “an
ensemble of developments that make the world a single place, changing the meaning

and importance of distance and national identity in world affairs” (Al-Rodhan, 2006
p.- 12).

One can argue that the political dimension of globalization mainly defined on the
duality of nation state-world interaction. This interaction causes the mixing of

cultures in a borderless world. Contemporary social-cultural anthropologist, Arjun

21



Appadurai describes globalization from a cultural point of view and states that what
is taking place is a process of cultural mixing or hybridization across locations and
identities. Similarly, according to business and corporate strategist, Kenichi Ohmae,
globalization means the onset of the borderless world (Al-Rodhan et al., 2006). Mike

Featherstone, professor of Sociology, describes the condition as,

“The process of globalization suggests simultaneously two images of culture. The first image
entails the extension outwards of a particular culture to its limit, the globe. Heterogeneous
cultures become incorporated and integrated into a dominant culture which eventually covers
the whole world. The second image points to the compression of cultures. Things formerly
held apart are now brought into contact and juxtaposition” (Al-Rodhan, 2006 p. 3).

Similarly, Professor of Business, Rosabeth Moss Kanter sees world as a global
shopping mall, in which ideas and products are available everywhere at the same
time. According to Professor in the Department of Communication, Robert W.
McChesney and American economist and media analyst, Edward S. Herman, “The
universal acceptance of popular culture indicates that a widely felt need and demand
are being met, and its global reach makes for a greater connectedness and linkage
among people and the emergence of some kind of global culture” (Al-Rodhan,
2006). American literary critic and Marxist political theorist, Fredric Jameson also

links cultural globalization with identities stating that,

“As cultural process, globalization names the explosion of a plurality of mutually
intersecting, individually syncretic, local differences; the emergence of new, hitherto
suppressed identities; and the expansion of a world-wide media and technology culture with
the promise of popular democratization” (Al-Rodhan, 2006 p. 12)

Since globalization is a multidisciplinary process with several overlaps in between
and the process is still going on, the definitions of the concept are dramatically
variant and they all subject to change. All scholars and researchers try to define
globalization from different perspectives, besides, most of them accept that the
definition they make is not fixed and may change in time. Because globalization is an
ongoing process so periodically it may affect new areas of life, which will be added

to its definition.

Despite its complexity and its multi definition nature, if we try to simplify the
globalization we can evaluate it as a process. Globalization can be defined as a
process in which; the local cultures and traditional national ties dissolve, the
authority and determination of the nation states weaken, every kind of relation
between individuals and groups gets easier, production and distribution transforms,

spreading of conflicts in nations and between nations increase more than ever,
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traditional actors lose importance, a new individualization occurs and the value-

system is not founded yet (Kose, 2003).

Nevertheless, the main inference to be made from the definitions of the globalization
is the double-dimensioned power of globalization. This means, globalization not only
means the unification of the world around common values with its homogenizing
affect, but also means the increase of different voices/cultures by the universal
freedom it provides. Some of the definitions state the unification by emphasizing the
single global world, some of the definitions state diversification by emphasizing the
international introduction of localities and some of them state the both as a dual
function. So, it is possible to say that, globalization both unifies and diversifies. This
duality of globalization which can be named in different terms such as; nation state-
world and local-global, provides a third perspective also which searches for in-
between position such as the emerging concept of hybridization. In this way, it seems
that, first is the dominance of a single power either in the name of Westernization or
global power which homogenizes the world. Second is the increasing localities
coming to the front by again the help of globalization with its highly interconnecting
technology. Third is the hybridization which is the mixture of these globalities and
localities and also which has the potential to explore new conditions. This
contradiction creates the main internal paradox of globalization, which results in

consequences, which also include this double-sided impact.

Globalization is covering such a wide area in terms of its causes and effects. By the
help of strong dynamics such as technology, mobility, information, etc. globalization
diffuses into various fields of life. Because of the large scale of the subject, the
consequences, which have a direct effect on identity, will be part of this study. The
main consequences of globalization affecting identity can be defined as the political
and the cultural dimensions. When the identity is subjected, the political dimension
of globalization is mainly linked to the transformed condition of nation states, which
has direct effect on national identity. The interconnectedness of the globalization
weakens the nation states, which bring the thought of “unification of the world”, and
consequently the “homogenization/westernization” effects appear in the cultural
ground of identity. In addition to that, the nation state — world duality creates a base
for the third perspective on the issue in order to find an in-between position. As a

consequence of the search for a third point of view, the “hybridization” concept
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emerges which affects identity in the global age. The emerging of hybridity concept
also creates the questionability of the Authenticity/Originality concepts in terms of
cultures and the identities. Therefore, the consequences of globalization will be
analyzed in these three main points in order to frame the current chaotic condition of

identity (Figure 2.4).

Figure 2.4 : Chaotic condition of identity (Url-002).
Political globalization and the transformed condition of nation-states

Globalization, with its power of cutting the time-space stability and power of going
beyond the boundaries, affects the nation states in a negative way; so, nation states

become one of the most impacted victims of globalization.

Globalization creates the experiencing of large amounts people of universal concepts
such as, democracy, human rights, justice, environmental concerns, peace, freedom,
etc. By the help of this consciousness, people start to be more familiar with universal
organizations, which will represent the universal values they have been introduced.
This only causes the occurrence of universal non-governmental organizations over
the nation states but also occurrence of some sub-communities in a nation state. So
nations start to be disintegrated into sub-communities, which weakens the integrity
of a nation state around common values such as the nation, ethnicity, common

values, common profit, common culture, etc.

Moreover, globalization causes the dominance of universal corporate powers over
the states, which goes beyond the state boundaries and create regional or universal
unification (Figure 2.5). This also makes diplomatic relations differentiate from
classical nation-state to nation-state relations and diversify with new relations such as

nation state-universal organization or nation state-international corporate.
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Figure 2.5: Universal values and consciousness imposed by images (Author)

By the diffusion of international concepts into the nation states, the governments start
to lose power of their authority against global powers. Because of the pressure of
global powers over the nation state, mostly in economical area, governments start to
represent the global powers in the state instead of representing the nation in the
global arena. Hereby, the governments stay in a position that has double pressure by
both the global powers in terms of privatization, diffusion of global companies, etc.
and localizations in terms of resistance to global powers. This means the division of
nation states and reduction of authority of government, which results, with the

transformation of the nation states to new management strategies.

Against the power of universal human values, it becomes more and more difficult for
the governments to manipulate the people for stabilizing their authority and power.
They become more dependent to universal values and profit by the help of
globalization with its power of spreading information worldwide, increasing
consciousness of people through mass media tools. So nation states not only weaken

but also get more dependent in global level.

On the other hand, by the affect of globalization, the geographical boundaries fade
away. Accordingly, the nation state does not become a unit scale of government as
before. The damage of geographical boundaries affects the nation state in the scale of

government. Every dimension that depend on the nation state and its government
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such as dependency on national boundaries, defense, economic dependency,
dependency on social integrity, etc. do not need to be limited in nation state any
more. The state more and more becomes a weak figure that is incapable of

regularizing itself through global integrity and values.

Globalization makes nation state unnecessary, breaks national ties, damages the idea
of national independence and breaks the ties between capitalism and nation states.
So, power of globalization exceeding national boundaries results in the rootless and
identity free condition, which significantly destroys the nation state. This condition
weakens the traditional governing strategies of the nation state such as, social and
economic improvement in national borders and the centrality condition of politic
action and national identity for social integrity, peace and consistence. Nation state

becomes only the private symbol in a global system (Kose, 2003).

When the state loses importance then the culture comes to the front in terms of
individuals to identify themselves in the global arena. In this way, the individuals,
which were used to identify themselves through their national identity, start to search
for identity in cultural roots against the Homogenization/Westernization pressure of

globalization on nation-states.
Cultural globalization in the tension of “homogenization / westernization” effect

One of the most debated parts of globalization is the cultural globalization that
dramatically affects the societies in terms of their reference points to make the life
meaningful for them. According to John Tomlinson, “Globalization lies at the heart
of modern culture; cultural practices lie at the heart of globalization” (Tomlinson,
1999). Globalization is not only an important historical process that impacts on

culture but also it is the center of contemporary culture.

The cultural variety of identities in globalization is provided by interconnectedness
of the world, which connects different cultures. According to Tomlinson,
globalization brings the idea of proximity and connectivity. In that sense,
globalization firstly brings a common conscious appearance of the world, which is
more intimate, more compressed such as our experience of rapid transport or our use
of media technologies to bring distant images into our most intimate local spaces.
Distant places are thought as routinely accessible, either representationally through

communications technology or the mass media, or physically, through a relatively
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small amount of time on a transatlantic flight. This means, Mexico City is no longer
meaningfully 5,500 miles from Madrid and it is eleven hours by flying time
(Tomlinson, 1999) (Figure 2.6).

Figure 2.6 : Interconnectedness of globalization (Url-003) (Url-004).

In this way, according to some, the second perspective of cultural globalization on
identities in terms of variety becomes a positive evaluation of the issue because the
connecting of differences brings adjustability of identities through global familiarity.
For example, Tomlinson explains this positive process as “the global homogenization
of culture is a little like arriving by plane but never leaving the terminal, spending all
one’s time browsing amongst the global brands of the duty-free shops” (Tomlinson,
1999). He sees this beyond the cultural homogenization idea and success of
globalization in the ease of adjustment process when an individual steps out of the

terminal.

On the other hand, the centrality of globalization on culture is mostly criticized with
the occurrence of a single world, which has a common culture. By the two main
resources of global culture, media and consumption, it is mostly argued that the

people are gathering around a single culture, which is global culture.

Mass media is the most powerful actor that constitutes the cultural globalization and
spread it over to the entire world. The images produced may reach to the distant
points of the world immediately by breaking both time and space dimensions by the
technological developments of the media tools. The electronic imagination, also
spreaded by migrations, has created transnational symbolic universes, communities
of feeling, possible identities, shared tastes, pleasures and aspirations (Figure 2.7).

On the other hand, according to Brazilian sociologist, Octavio lanni, the set of
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electronic, informational and cybernetic technologies for information and
communication, especially television, became the architects of the electronic agora in

which everybody is represented, reflected, deflected or disfigured, without the risk of

/R
— )

sociability or experience (Santos, 2002).

Figure 2.7 : Global electronic, informational and cybernetic technologies for
information and communication (Url-005) (Url-006).

One of the important ideas of the cultural globalization is its affect, which is called
by some scholars “homogenization” and by some of them “Westernization” or
“Americanization”. This creates a single-culture world which is dominant
everywhere (Figure 2.8).
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Figure 2.8 : Dominant global culture (Url-007) (Url-008) (Url-009).

Homogenization or Westernization idea starts with the introduction of products with
high technology media tools and distribution of them throughout the entire world by
developed techniques. Cultural goods can be defined as consumer goods, which
convey ideas, symbols, and ways of life. They inform or entertain individuals,
contribute to build their identity and influence cultural practices. In the last quarter of
the century, there has been an important growth in the global circulation of cultural
goods such as printed matter, radio, crafts and fashions, television, cinema, visual

arts, games, and sporting goods. This notion is created some words such as
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“Disneyfication”, “Coca-colonization”, “McWorld” and “Westoxification”. These
terms explain that cultural power is not only distributed but also largely held by the
West, or by America. This results in cultural homogenization, which means the

worldwide standardization of lifestyles (El-Ojeili, et al., 2006).

The uncontrollable reproduction and distribution of cultural products results in the
homogenization of the world. Since the biggest amount of these products is produced
by Western or American resources, it starts the debate of Westernization in the

global era. This has the capacity to dominate societies.

Also, culture can be understood as the order of life in which human beings construct
meaning through practices of symbolic representation. Tomlinson claims that many
symbolic representations can be found in the areas out of common definition of
culture such as marketing or advertisements. This is because they offer narratives of
how life may be lived, references to shared notions of identity, appeals to self-image,
pictures of ideal human relations, versions of human fulfillment, happiness, etc. In
that sense, culture is ordinary and it describes a whole way of life that provides
personal meanings. He states that Picasso’s Guernica is no more and no less cultural
than an album of Spice Girls (Tomlinson, 1999) (Figure 2.9). Culture, according to
him, addresses everyday practices and experiences of human beings that provide

meaning for them.

Figure 2.9 : Picasso’s Guernica and Spice Girls (Url-010) (Url-011).

In the context of cultural globalization, some scholars claim that the globalization
provides homogenity and the specific features of local and national cultures are at
risk. But, for others globalization produces homogeneity as much as it produces
diversity. According to the second group of scholars, in example for Friedman,
cultural and ethnic fragmentation sits on the one hand and modernist homogeneity on
the other and they are not two opposing perspectives but rather two trends which

both constitute global reality. Similarly, for Appadurai, the electronic media, far from

29



being the source of inactivity of the people, is actively processed by individuals and
by groups, which creates a fertile ground for exercises in resistance, selectivity and
irony. He states that, it is through imagination of globalization that citizens are
disciplined and controlled by states, markets and other dominant interests but it is
also through imagination that citizens develop collective systems of disagreement
and new representations of collective life. The important thing is to determine the
relation ways that homogeneity and differentiation has and hierarchy between them

(Santos, 2002).

Thus, the cultural consequences of globalization affect the identity mostly in the
circle of homogenization/Westernization debates. While some scholars point out the
negative dimensions of this effect in terms of cultural unification of the world, some
of them try to frame the possibilities that unification may have. In that sense, cultural
globalization cannot be limited to homogenization or Westernization, since it is a
process which has not come to an end yet. Consequently, it continues to introduce
new opportunities for people beyond its narrow definition, which is reduced to
homogenization. Although the dominance of a “global culture” is undeniable and the
homogenization effect of globalization on identities is a fact, this dominance may
also create its own potentials. Accepting the negative consequences of globalization
on culture and not ignoring its destructive nature for cultural values, a positive
dimension from these impacts can be created through different potentials.
Adjustment capability of human beings always reproduces meaning which

transforms negative conditions to opportunities.

In this sense, “Hybridization” comes to the front with its potential to convert the
negativity of cultural globalization into positive manner with its search for pure new
cultures by searching for an in-between position between the global and the local

cultures.

Emerging of hybridization concept in cultural globalization and the

questionability of authenticity / originality

By the affect of globalization, individuals are not only exposed to other cultures
through technological tools and media but also, by increasing mobility and
immigration, the cultures are transferred from their origin to the distant places. In

that sense, when the cultures come to the condition of being face to face, they
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sometimes start an adjusting process, which produces a pure new culture called
hybrid culture. This new culture mostly creates the positive potential of globalization
by the thought of optimist scholars and contributes to the diversity of cultures. For
them, the new hybrid culture goes beyond the so-called Westernization or

homogenization carrying the potential of development (Figure 2.10).
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Figure 2.10 : Immigration questions authenticity (Url-012) (Url-013) (Url-014).

The contemporary cultural landscape under the effect of globalization, is an amalgam
of cross-cultural influences, blended, patch-worked, and layered upon one another.
This culture is unbound, fluid and hybrid which is moving between spaces of
meaning. Although cultural hybridity is not totally which arises out of interactions
between “colonizer” and ‘colonized”, it gains a new dimension after imperialism.
Globalization, going beyond the expansion of Western culture, creates a process by
which the West constantly interacts with the East. This creates cultures for its own
means and these cultures continually shift their own signifiers of dominant culture.
Hybridity refers to the integration of cultural bodies, signs, and practices from the

colonizing and the colonized cultures (Yazdiha, 2010).
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Hybridity is a potential idea in current postcolonial studies. When there is a dominant
situation such as homogenization of the world or westernization, hybridity may play
the role that will break the one direction power and provide dual thinking. In the
chaos of dominant power or desperateness of societies with the fear of assimilation,
hybridity has the potential to allow the voice of the so-called victim societies to

restructure their existence and resist the dominant power.

The dimension of hybridity that “it exists in historical contrasts” is also important. It
also brings the question of originality and authenticity whether it is real or not. This
is because, if all cultural statements and systems are constructed in this contradictory
and ambivalent space, critics against the inherent originality or “purity” of cultures
and these critics’ argument stating that “originality cannot be defended” is
understandable. Since the cultures cannot be kept in their isolated form in history and
the globe is hybrid rather than homogenous then hybridity challenges globalization.
Prabhu states that, encounter of different cultures does not decrease difference even
when there are unequal relations of power in such an encounter. Instead, the facing
of cultures with each other creates an increase of difference through resistance or
strategic adaptation (Prabhu, 2007). In this case, hybridity has the potential gained

from situations such as globalization.

One of the important inferences to be made from these explanations is the
impossibility of returning of societies or cultures to the so-called origin/authenticity
of them to fight with the dominating powers of globalization. There can be two
logical explanations for this argument. First is that the history does not flow towards
back. Accordingly, it is not possible for individuals to turn back to their historical
existence since the identical conditions cannot be together again. Further to that, it is
a questionable point that the originality or authenticity really exists. It is not logical
to think that all the cultures are created purely by themselves free from any
interaction of the other cultures. This makes the terms such as purity, originality or

authenticity questionable.

According to Bhabha,

“The transnational dimension of cultural  transformation -- migration, diaspora,
displacement, relocation — makes the process of cultural translation a complex form of
signification. The natural(ized), unifying discourse of nation, peoples, or authentic folk
tradition, those embedded myths of cultures particularity, cannot be readily referenced. The
great, though unsettling, advantage of this position is that it makes you increasingly aware of
the construction of culture and the invention of tradition” (Yazdiha, 2010 p. 2)
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According to researcher, Haj Yazdiha’s paper regarding hybridity, Bhabha illustrates
the dynamic nature of culture, and the non-real consistency of the historical
narratives that cultures rely upon to draw boundaries and define themselves. Culture
cannot be defined in and of itself, instead, it must be defined within the context of its
construction. There is a mutual construction of culture and hybridity (Figure 2.11).
This construction can offer the opportunity for a counter-narrative in which the
dominated can reclaim shared ownership of a culture that relies upon them for
meaning. In this way, hybridity becomes a powerful tool for liberation from the
domination imposed by bounded definitions of race, language, and nation (Yazdiha,

2010).

In this respect, it can be argued that the purity, originality or authenticity of a culture
or a nation is a very weak idea since the cultures are constructed through mutual

relations and interactions through history.

Figure 2.11 : Hybridity (Url-015).

Hybridity questions also the notion that “nationality is essentialized in a distinct
culture” and that “geographic borders somehow embody inherent knowledge or truth
about the people they contain”. It cannot be accurately determined the dividing line
between the indigenous and the non-indigenous. Hybridity may clarify the shifting
and indefinite nature of culture. Things that give culture meaning are unfixed and
variable, against the essentialist arguments about authentic meanings of culture.
Yazdiha suggests that “culture is itself a traveler collecting artifacts from various

locations along the way, and its walls are too insubstantial to be used as a means of

exclusion” (Yazdiha, 2010 p. 35).
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Similarly, historian James Clifford states that, “It is now widely understood that the
old localizing strategies-by bounded community, by organic culture, by region, by

center and periphery-may obscure as much as they reveal.” (Clifford, 1994 p. 303).

Hybridity has the ability to deconstruct bounded labels. It has the potential to allow
dominated collectivities to reclaim a part of the cultural space and reimagining an
interconnected collective. Since our orientations can be shifted, our feelings towards
others can be transformed; there is a possibility of redefining our exclusionary
systems of labeling (Yazdiha, 2010). From this perspective, it can be seen that the
cultural boundaries, which are romantically expected to be the same as they have

been in history, becomes a virtual dream.

The uncertainty of cultural boundaries can also be substantiated with, Professor of
English and Comparative Literature, Edward Said’s opinions. In his book,
Orientalism, he claims that the nations define themselves through the others.
According to him, the national boundaries are artificial and there are hybrid roots of

national cultures (Said, 1977).

Since the past and present boundaries of culture cannot be defined strictly in their
isolative boxes in terms of nations, ethnicities, groups, etc., turning our faces
completely to the historical existences to construct meaning in terms of culture
cannot have the capacity of a productive solution for today’s global conditions.
Reproduction of meaning through adjustments and negotiations with the irreversible
external natures may address new existences which are neither totally foreign to the
individual nor the same with its historical existence. In this perspective, “hybridity”
is analyzed in this section in order to discover whether it may have a potential to

handle the negative impacts of cultural globalization.

2.2 Construction of Identities in the Age of Globalization

Identity becomes a very complicated field of study by the latest flows of
globalization and its consequences. Unavoidably and irreversibly, globalization has
an impact on identity, which strongly results in a chaos of identity in the last quarter

of the century.

Nevertheless, although there is a big impact on identity in the current globalization

age, it does not mean that this impact can only be classified as a negative condition
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and it can be reduced to a desperate situation. In the age of globalization, identity is
constructed by both individuals/collectivities and external powers such as global
powers or the governments. In that sense, this construction creates positions, which

are taken through identity.

Identity is mainly the values that the individual identifies itself through the others.
Accordingly, there exists an individual identity, which refers to the personal
properties of the individual that exist by birth and the ones that are added to the
individual by the context it lives in, such as cultural and national identity which are
historically produced. Besides, the identity is not fixed by historical points and it
constantly changes. Moreover, the cultural and especially the national identities are
also questioned by some studies in the last years whether they really exist or not.
Because these identities are not thought to be pure/authentic any more and cannot
refer to an origin since they have also been produced with interactions of different
cultures and nations. But, the individuals still need to anchor themselves on some
commonalities and differences with others to be able to identify themselves. By the
individualism effect of modernism, the so-called traditional values fade away. By the
affect of contemporary globalization, the cultural and national identities are also
destroyed; even they cannot represent authentically or purely originated values.
Consequently, it turns to a chaos of identity for the individuals who cannot find the

frame of reference in the readily given identities any more.

In the chaos of identity, some people take a position that supports globalization in
terms of identity impact and they defend the newly introduced values, which they
think contribute to the development of individuals’ identities. Some people, also,
take a position against globalization in terms of identity and they claim that loss of
cultural and national identities causes a disaster. So the situation turns to a battle of
local and global in which some people are dragged to radical/marginal corners
defending the necessity of turning back to the roots such as nation, religion, and
ethnicity. But, these roots of origin or purity/authenticity are strongly questioned
whether they really exist. In addition to that, it is not possible or logical for people
isolating themselves from the world they live in and turn to the exact conditions of
the past. Furthermore, increasing mobility and immigrant moves result in the
existence of multi-cultural societies, in which different nationalities, ethnicities,

religions, cultures, etc. stand together. So these fundamentalist perspectives are
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mostly stand in a radical corner in terms of resistance to globalization of identity.
Besides, still people need to identify themselves with some anchor points in order not
to be lost in the uncertainty and meaninglessness. Hence, defending only the
existence of global/dominant values which are totally foreign to the individual also
has negative affects on the peoples’ identity which needs the feeling of belonging in
every condition. Accordingly, they need to resist the destroying features of
globalization on identity, which legitimates the dominance of global powers (Figure

2.12).

Figure 2.12 : Global dominance and resistance (Url-016) (Url-017).

In the age of globalization, identity becomes a strong concept and a resource of
power for the people who feel the need for protecting themselves against the
destroying power of globalization. The identity, either individual or collective always
reacts when a threat to its existence occurs. So, in the sociological history, the
concept of identity becomes popular when there is a condition, which threatens the

identities of people such as, existence of dominant powers and wars.

By the rapidly increasing globalization features such as, technological developments,
foundation of multidimensional networks, immigrations, mobility, high-speed media
tools, etc. in which countless decisions need to be taken against limitless options of
daily life, people feel more and more insecure. Because the more the decisions are
made the more the risks are taken. So the society transforms into a risk society in
which they feel themselves, uncertain, rootless and meaningless. This condition
activates people to construct the meaning again by constructing identities through

creating some collectivities to rely on.

In the current decade, it is no longer possible to separate personal and collective
identities. Since the individuals belong to several social networks and groups that

shape their identity, they take from society the elements that they need for their self-

36



definition. This makes them face with multiple choices which preceding generations

did not have the chance for.

There are many social processes that contribute to build an identity such as,
education, individual and collective fulfillment, social mobility, career mobility,

geographical mobility, and life style (Langlois, 2001).

According to Professor of Anthropology and Geography, David Harwey, the search
of people for individual and collective identity can be summarized as the search for a
secure harbor in a rapidly changing world. The collage of continuously exploding
spatial images on people makes them search for an identity to distinct themselves

from the others (Celik, 2013).

Therefore the identity in the global age becomes both multiple in terms individuals
and at the same time it becomes extremely temporary compared with historical
existence of identities. Professor of sociology of culture, Alberto Melucci states that,
identity is not a simple “thing”; rather it is the system of relations and

representations.

Hereby, today’s crisis of identity is defined as the impossibility of preserving a given
combination of identity in a specific time and space. This crisis results in specific
social movements, which give the collective opportunity to the individual to be a
social actor and also to balance identification process of itself and the others. The
identity is the dynamic, active dimension of collective activity so, it is symbolic and

subject to external factors (Celik, 2013).

Modernity has enabled individuals to control their own destiny and they can become
what they want to be without the future dictation of their status in society. Political
freedom, education, and economic development have enabled individuals to innovate
and this made them responsible for their future. Every individual may have diverging
or conflicting interests, but also they define values that will be expressed through

various social movements and collectivities.

However, one of the strongest critics to globalization by anti-globalist lobby comes
from the fear that such a process might erode national cultures and individual
identities. In today’s conditions, individuals are “forced” to be in the constant search
for identities in which they cannot stay committed to one and the same identity for a

long period of time. According to Charles Taylor, individuals also define themselves
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by their collective past, which is made up of a shared culture, life style, and
language. This means the nations (Langlois, 2001). Some scholars evaluate
globalization as a total threaten. According to Jurgen Habermas, globalization
destroy collective identities under a nation by the increasing pluralization of societies
due to waves of transnational migration, and by the culturally leveling effects of

global consumerism and mass culture, exported mainly from Europe and America.

Similarly, according to critical theorist, Herbert Marcuse, people lose their souls in
hi-fi sets and apartments and the growth of multinational corporations and the
globalization of their impact are wrapped up with the rise of the brand. Habermas
states that, this condition decreases the cultural resources that maintain the historical

agreement of national collective identity and democratic solidarity (Murali, 2010).

But again, the nations are not real and they are imagined communities, so the
paradox exists again (Langlois, 2001). According to Benedict Anderson, nation is an
imagined political community, which has imagined flexible but finite boundaries,
which makes it an unhealthy structure (Figure 2.13). The language that creates nation
state is a printing language, therefore, nation is artificial and human made. The
identity, which is believed to be the “original”, and stands for tradition as a safe place
against differences and uniqueness is not an accessible reality. According to
Friedman, when the expansion of modernity comes to its maximum boundaries, it
gets more difficult to sustain the modern identity, hereby, cultural identity gains

importance in the global age (Celik, 2013).

According to, Head of Dept. of Philosophy at Madura College, R. Murali, this
perspective of identity puts culture in a rigid, fetishistic manner. The
instrumentalization of a blocked concept of cultural identity has harmful
consequences in the practice such as the cultural conflicts between societies. There
are many positions regarding identity politics of globalization, which is stated by

Murali as;

“Some are separatist nationalist movements; some represent historically oppressed minorities
which demand equal rights; some are dominant groups trying to prevent minorities from
gaining access to national resources; some are religious, some are ethnic, and some are
regional. Many writers see identity politics in general as an anti-modern counterreaction to
the individualism and freedom embodied by globalization, while others see it as the defence
of the weak against foreign dominance, or even as a concealed strategy of modernization.
Some emphasise the psychological dimension of identity politics, seeing it as nostalgic
attempts to retain dignity and a sense of rootedness in an era of rapid change” (Murali, 2010).
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Figure 2.13 : Imagined communities (Url-018).

In that sense, it is also difficult for individuals to redefine their continuously
changing identities purely on nations. Consequently, there exists a duality in which
identity in the global age both needs to be defined through common ground of
historical existences such as nations and it cannot stick to these questionable
existences. This means that the identity in globalization stands together with its

conflicts.

Friedman defines globalization in his book “Lexus and the Olive Tree” as;

“Globalization is everything and its opposite. (...) While it is homogenizing cultures, it is
also enabling people to share their unique individuality farther and wider. It makes us want to
chase after the Lexus more intensely than ever and cling to our olive trees more thightly than
ever. It enables us to reach into the world and it enables the world to reach into each of us as
never before.” (Friedman, 2012 p. 406)

In this conflictive ground of global identity, some scholars engage the new politics of
identity based on culture, with artificial external layers in which it turns to an
opportunity for capitalist powers. According to academician, Jorge Larrain,
globalization emphasizes cultural identity which both belongs to the past and future
and which changes through this process. It is reproduced again and again through the
experiences, relations, existing symbols and ideas. The emphasis on cultures blurs
the common values of humanity and enables cultural identity conflicts between
societies. It becomes an advantage for the capitalist market that every cultural
community transforms to a state (Celik, 2013). A social sociologist, Muhittin Agkin,
evaluates these produced national and cultural identities through politics, as “clothed
identities” which are only clothes worn on a common “human identity”. According
to him, identity is an individual phenomenon, which is tended to be defined as a

social phenomenon. The individual is manipulated to be a product of the society it
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lives, in terms of national, religious, political and economic values. So the society
produces individuals of specific identities. He claims that every human being has the
same human identity at the deepest level of its identity and the human values such as
wisdom and soul, which work through the same way for everybody. First of the
clothed identities are added by the physical, genetic, biological factors. The second is
the cultural identity, which is mostly controlled by the beliefs. As the last circle, the
national identity comes by the use of genetic/racial and cultural identity. According
to him, globalization causes these external layers to be melted. The clothed identities
are used for conflicts and wars between people however the hope is in the tolerance
which will be shown against these clothed identities and in seeing the pure real
identity which is common “human identity”. Since the clothed identities are open to
manipulation, restrict freedom in an identity mold, people need to be released from
the conditioned mental and emotional symbols of clothed identities. He suggests
starting the search for a new system that covers people under a “human identity”,

which he calls neo-individualism (Askin, 2007).

Nevertheless, “denying” or “ignoring” the existence of global powers to redefine
identity may not be a realistic approach in today’s conditions. Therefore, some
scholars search for the positive potentials of this and they try to handle with the
dominance of global powers on identity through different perspectives. Accordingly,
Murali mentions about the term “cosmopolitism” and states that, the tendency
towards the ethnicization of cultural identity is most certainly one of the main
responses to the pressure of globalization and we can speak of a relationship of
power when speaking of the relationship between cultures. But, interculturalism and
cultural identity are structured upon conflicting moments. This means, a new,
dynamic concept of cosmopolitism exists which is neither the logic of a blind
globalization, nor a simple particularity, but the capacity to think both across borders
and about borders (Murali, 2010). In the same parallel, Social psychologist Nuri
Bilgin, brings the metaphor of fluidity for the identities of today’s globalization.
According to him, in the age of globalization, relations beyond boundaries gain
importance by the collapse of social institutions. The cultural corridors and
immigrants travelling all over the world create transnational communities. The rigid
interrelations between people turns to a liquid, fluid form so it can be suitable to

define the global age with the metaphor of fluidity (Karaduman, 2010).
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The identities, going beyond the boundaries, are transformed into a fluid character.
The consumption society creates the use-throw condition, which means the use-
throw of not only the products but also, values, life styles, relations and commitment
to learned styles such as, things, buildings, places, people and actions. When this
happens, the people that are thrown out of the center develop the identity of
localization against the global society. In that manner, the globalization-identity
relation is mostly associated with the debates on local-global discussions. Hence, the
local-global debate also exists in terms of identity in the global age. According to
Hall, globalization becomes a notion that activates particularities such as, space,
ethnicity and identity rather than homogenizing them. Therefore, a constant
relationship between local and global goes on which comes from the paradoxical
nature of globalization. Similarly, academician Sibel Karaduman states that, on one
side, there exists the integration of cultures to the dominant one and on the other
side; a new culture is created by the interaction of different cultures. By its double-
sided affect, globalization brings together the local and global identities. Herewith,
according to academician, Nimet Onur, the national identities shaped by
globalization are neither global or local nor traditional or modern. They exist as

hybrid identities (Karaduman, 2010).

One can argue that the globalization of identity starts its journey with the strong
homogenizing affect, which goes beyond the boundaries and destroys peoples’
national and cultural identities. It becomes a strong dominant power, which spread
over the entire world through high-speed technological developments and the media
tools. It causes the transformation of identities, which are traditionally defined. It
forces people to integrate with global identity and dominates the societies. After all,
it also, contributes to the introduction of several different cultures to the world by the
same powers it uses to be dominant such as technology and mass media. This causes
the emphasis of cultures and identities instead of nation-states. While the nation
states collapse, the cultural communities with their diverse identities come to the
front. In conclusion, the globalization of identity creates a global identity, which
monopolizes values, and at the same time, it makes the interaction of different
cultures and identities. The homogenizing affect of globalization on identity creates a
threat to the peoples’ identities; so, it activates the basic protection mechanism of

individual against the external danger. In that manner, the globalization-identity
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relation can be evaluated as a crisis of identity based on duality of belonging and not
belonging to national or cultural values, which are also questionable in terms of
reliability on them when identity is redefined. So the cycle, turning around the
dominant identity and the search for protection of identity against dominance and

chaos, provides identity construction in the globalization age.

By the development of technology and unlimited communicative tools, the societies
experienced a great transformation in every field of life, which strongly affects their
identities in the last quarter of the century. It is quite acceptable that even positive or
negative, the people are released from the traditional anchors that hold them in a
stable perspective in the society. Almost every kind of traditional cultural value or
identity is opened to argument and questioned by the over consciousness gained
through limitless information flows. The networks of information travelling all over
the world made people not only release from their ties, it also made them to question
if these traditional ties, cultures, nations, identities were really existed or they are

artificially created illusions by actors of power to keep people under control.

Correspondingly, it has been an identity crisis for people since they can define
themselves by neither the past nor the existing global situation that gives them an

ocean of multidimensional options.

Further to above, the nation state also loses its power against the global powers and it
needs to cooperate with the global powers to reestablish its authority. Since the state
cannot prevent the global corporations to diffuse to the local context and impose its
cultural values, it chooses the way of incorporating with those powers. This means
the legitimacy of global values by the state against the society in the local context.
Hereby, the states also force people to engage with the newly introduced values by
showing them, as they are legitimate to the society. So the power either by global

resources or the state dominates people by the tool of legitimacy.

According to Habermas, this is why the process of legitimation is the key to enable
the state to stabilize the exercise of its domination. According to him, legitimation
can be provided with many different methods in which democracy is one of them.
Because, if the state uses power instead of democracy; it becomes an instrument of
domination instead of being an institution of representation. Legitimation is provided

by the state through the construction of shared meaning in representative democracy.

42



Meaning is constructed in society through the process of communicative action.
When the actor rationalizes the things that it wants to do, it provides the basis for the
actions of the actors. Habermas explains this power of the state as “the legitimate
exercise of power: power as representation of the values and interests of citizens
expressed by means of their debate in the public sphere”. According to him,
“institutional stability is predicated on the capacity to articulate different interests
and values in the democratic process via communication networks” (Castells, 2009 p.

12).

In this respect, it is possible to say that the legitimated values by the state are not
always the real values of the society, which is internally produced. The state
produces points of reference for the society to legitimate the action/notion, which is
foreign to them. By the artificial reference points, an identity is constructed for the
acceptation of foreign value. In terms of culture, it becomes the legitimation of
global culture/identity by the state through producing frame of reference for the

society to construct meaning.

In this new type of power relations of the global age, the state becomes the
representation of global powers and loses most of its authority. So the traditional
nationalism transforms to a new shape because the classical frame of references
changes into global ones. David Held states that “the classical theory of power,
focused on the nation-state or on subnational government structures, lacks a frame of
reference from the moment that key components of the social structure are local and
global at the same time rather than local or national”. According to Castells, the new
form of state is; “even if it does not fade away as a specific form of social
organization, it changes its role, its structure, and its functions, gradually evolving

toward a new form of state: the network state” (Castells, 2010 p. 17).

Accordingly, the society also transforms into a new form. This new condition of

society is defined by Dutch-American sociologist, Saskia Sassen as;

“Ultimately, the traditional notion of society may have to be called into question (...)
Societies as national societies become segmented and are constantly reshaped by the action
of dynamic networks on their historically inherited social structures.” (Castells, 2009 p. 18)

This can be interpreted as the total change of frame of reference either from the state

side or from the society side in the global age. For Castells, this is called a “network
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society”. These networks determine every field of life for the individuals to shape

their identities.

Therefore, people are forced to identify themselves in these network relations and
exclusion from these networks result in marginalization of the identity. Castells
states, “the global overwhelms the local — unless the local becomes connected to the
global as a node in alternative global networks constructed by social movements”

(Castells, 2009 p. 26).

In that sense, the identities in the global age turn to a new consumption resource
through its speed for change or modification. Thus, the identities are also subject to
being fashionable through their materialized values. According to researcher,
Giircan S. Avcioglu, identities are detached from their traditional bases in time and
new kinds of identities replaced them. By the communication technologies or media,
social or collective identities are organized through individual preferences by joining
local networks to global ones. This provides continuous mobility, which means
individuals can move from one identity to another on the basis of their preferences.
Identities, which can be defined as fashionable, become selectable identities for
individuals as in other consumer products. So the identities become items of
consumption. As he cites from Hall, the bases that the traditional identities are
founded have lost their reference points. The people who have self-consciousness

have also the capacity to reproduce their identities again and again (Avcioglu, 2011).

The way that the identities are reproduced by communication varies. For example,
television reproduces identity by introducing hybrid forms and reflecting various
cultures of different continents. Globalization of television reproduces life styles,
beliefs, images and collective identities. Internet also reproduces language and signs.
It makes people to participate social groups on the internet, which gives them a
different identity each time. The main identity that the information age produces
becomes the consumption identity, which makes it easier for the people to have
different identities, and this condition transforms the society. Consumption
contributes to the construction of identities for both societies and individuals by
artificially creating “virtual needs” in different areas of life. In the consumption
societies, the identities are reproduced and consumed just like the products. So they
stand temporarily rather than permanently. Especially in less progressed countries,

technological, cultural products and services are accepted easily to the society, which
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offer multiple choices regarding life styles and cultures. Nevertheless, the society and
individual still have the chance to choose its own culture and life style (Avcioglu,

2011).

So, it can be discussed that the identities of the global age are not the natural ones;
instead, they are constructed through the individual preferences of the people in
society through the every individual’s frame of meaning. According to Hall, identity
is not a stable core, which stays without change throughout history. Also the cultural
identity is not collective or true self hiding inside the many other, more superficial or
artificially imposed “selves” which people with a shared history and ancestry hold in
common. In addition, it cannot stabilize, fix or guarantee an unchanging oneness or
cultural belongingness underlying all the other superficial differences. He claims that
identities are never unified and in the globalization age, they are increasingly
fragmented and fractured. The contemporary identities, according to him, are never
singular but multiply constructed across different, often intersecting and antagonistic
discourses, practices and positions. They both face with radical historicization and
are constantly in the process of change and transformation. Every identity has its
margin and the unity, the internal homogeneity, which is claimed to be foundational
for identity, is not a natural but a constructed form of closure. According to political
theorist, Ernesto Laclau, the constitution of a social identity is an act of power. Hall
claims that the identities are temporary attachments to the positions, which discursive
practices construct for us. The individuals also take these positions even they know
that they are representations. These representations are always constructed across a
division from the place of the other and they can never be identical to the processes,
which are invested in them. As he cites from Judith Butler, identifications belong to
the imaginary, they are never fully and finally made and always temporary (Hall, et
al., 1996).

In this sense, it becomes clearer that the contemporary identities of the global age are
mostly temporary and imaginary. It is also clear that their historical existence is
subject to question, as well, since they are always constructed and not naturally
existed. Besides, the identities of the globalization age are subject to continuous
consumption and constant change as if they are objects of a fashion or a trend. By
these definitions, it becomes obvious that the identity of the individual totally falls

into a chaos by collecting various ambiguities, uncertainness and multiple options in
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the age of globalization. The chaos of identity results in the construction of new

identities of the global age.

The identity, in the age of globalization is socially constructed to protect it from the
slippery ground of uncertainty of the contemporary multi optional world. It is
generally constructed in the line of coping with and recovering from two main issues,

which are,

1. The uncertainty, ambiguity of identity and the sense of rootlessness and
meaninglessness of the individual in the age of globalization. Additionally,
despite the ambiguity it brings, the need for dealing with that and not losing

today’s multiple options, advantages and opportunities.

2. The desperate need of the individual for belonging and creating a frame of

reference for the meaning, despite the unclearness of identity.

In the tension of these two opposite corners, the identity is constructed artificially. In
the age of globalization, it is constructed both by global powers/states and the social

actors.

The most generalizing explanation of the socially constructed identities in the
globalization period becomes the one that bases identity construction on legitimizing
of global dominance, resisting the global through history and resisting the global
dominance through negotiating with it by proposing a different project/target. In
parallel with this perspective, Spanish sociologist Manuel Castells explains the
global condition of identities through the condition of nation-states, society and the
global powers. He states that, there exists a huge gap between the state with its
representatives and the people. Nation-states transformed themselves to the main
agents of liberalization and globalization. By supporting the global powers strongly,
they distanced themselves from the society and lost political legitimacy. In this
chaos, people try to establish their collective identity since they feel alienated from a
State that no longer represents them or helps them build meaning in their lives
(Figure 2.14). Accordingly, people try to build these identities on historical
foundations. According to him, “Identity” is way of constructing meaning in people’s
lives at a time when the reason of existence (raison d’étre) of modern States seems to

be disappearing. When defining identity he states that,
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“In the Social Sciences, identity is the process whereby people draw on a cultural attribute to
build meaning in their lives. People create a cultural construct in referring to something that
lies beyond them as individuals but which also defines them as such. However, one should
note that such a cultural construction may be purely individual, given that individuality is
also a form of identity. (...) although we generally consider identities to be based on
historical elements. (...). I consider that identities are constructs and that all cultural
phenomena are the product of such construction” (Castells, 2006 pp. 62-63)

Castells claims that the identity is built upon personal experience, which in turn
draws on a history, a culture, and has linguistic and geographic components.
According to him, no identity can be an essence, and no identity represents a
progressive or regressive value outside its historical context. The only important

thing is the benefits of each identity for the people who belong (Castells, 2010).
Castells defines the constructed identities in three groups. These are,

1. Legitimizing identity: This is the identity introduced by the dominant
institutions of society to extend and rationalize their domination. It is the
theory of authority and domination. But, the domination is not applied by
force rather it is applied through rationalization of it. The state dominates its
proposals through the civil society and its institutions such as, unions,
parties, cooperatives, civic associations in order to rationalize them without
a direct attack. It is a kind of normalizing identity (Castells, 2010). For
example, in age of globalization, this can be explained by the normalization
of dominant global powers over the society by state’s legitimizing power.

2. Resistance identity: This identity is generated by the actors who are
excluded by the dominant legitimizing identity. They build the trenches of
resistance and survival on the basis of principles different from legitimated
identity. “It constructs forms of collective resistance against otherwise
unbearable oppression, usually on the basis of identities that were,
apparently, clearly defined by history, geography, or biology, making it
easier to essentialize the boundaries of resistance” (Castells, 2010 p. 9).

3. Project identity: This is the identity constructed when social actors, on the
basis of whatever cultural materials are available to them, build a new
identity that redefines their position in society. Hence, they struggle for the
transformation of overall social structure. In this sense, he claims that
building this identity is a project of a different life, sometimes based on an
oppressed identity but goes beyond that to transform the society (Castells,
2010).

47



Figure 2.14: Global identities (Url-019).

Castells states that the identity politics can only be situated in a specific historical
context. Hereby, he defines the three identities for the age of contemporary
globalization and period that includes the rise of the network society. According to
him, the network society is based on the systemic disjunction between the local and
the global for most individuals and social groups. This results in the impossibility of
life planning of the individuals who are out of both elites who inhabit in the timeless
space of flows of global networks and the locals. In that manner, the redefinition of a
fully autonomous identity based on trust becomes vital for these individuals. By the
new conditions occurred with globalization, the societies cannot find the power or
the shelter from the association and representation in specific societies and cultures
to reconstruct meaning and to protect themselves against global impacts. So they
search for the meaning with the defensive identities around communal principles in
which unidentified flows and secluded identities stand together for the social action.
These identities are different from the ones in late modernity because in modernity,
they gather around civil societies. In that sense, a totally new process of social
change whose route is different than the ones in modernity, and late modernity is
organized by project identities around “subjects”. These subjects of network society
are not based on civil societies any more but based on disintegration and communal
resistance. So the identity politics gain importance in the network society and the
heart of social changes must be investigated in the transformation of communal

resistance into transformative subjects in the information age (Castells, 2010).

By these definitions, it becomes clearer that the chaos of identity in the global age

generates new identities, which are totally different from the previous ones in
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history. The inference in this point becomes that the identities of the global age can

be generalized mainly in three positions.

1. The dominant identity, which is, imposed to the individuals either by the
global powers or the states who become weak against the global powers and
who try to reestablish their authority over society. These are the identities,
which some call the homogenizing global identity or Western identity and
the some call the legitimizing identity which is dominated by making it
seem to be rational. This dominance also represented by new nationalist
movements of the states, which try to construct a new national authority on
the multiple identities of the society on the basis of nationality. This
nationalist identity differs from the fundamentalist nationalists, which
defend purity. This new nationality dominance includes the legitimizing of
global values over society under the name of national pride or globally
recognition of that nation. By that way, the state reestablishes its
authority/power over people both allowing global dominance and dealing
with the multiple identities of the society. In both cases, the individuals are
exposed to a totally foreign identity, which they cannot find reference from

their individual context or meaning.

2. The resistant identities that react to the dominancy in totally opposite
direction and try to reestablish the so-called “origin” or the “authentic
identity” just the same with the historical conditions. These may include the
fundamentalist identities, which offer to construct the meaning based on
nation, ethnicity, race, religion, which they believe exist originally or
authentically in the history. They try to establish the identity based on an
“imagined pure origin”, which does not except the togetherness of multiple

identities.

3. The resistant identities that react to both the dominant identities and the
fundamentalist identities, and try to establish a completely new identity free
from the “dominancy of identity” and based on communal subjects. These
identities may also include the cultural or historical parameters besides they
do not give priority to the unity of a specific identity. They may synthesize
the new meaning from the multi-cultural or multi-historical parameters by

gathering different cultures, the different time periods, local and global to
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generate a real-time frame of reference. They also may come around a
totally new subject free from culture or history where they can again bring
the multiple identities around a common subject. Because the age of

globalization represent the togetherness of multiplicities.

In addition to above, one can say that the state plays a double role in the identity
politics. Because they incorporate with the global powers since they are weak against
them and they allow the society to be exposed to dominant global values. They also
seem to be against the global power in the mask of new nationality in which they
seem like they are protecting nation from the so-called “alien” global. But, they use
the “nationality” with some historical references to cover the global powers and
legitimize the global with national discourses. In conclusion, globalization generates
a chaos of identity, which turns to the identity crisis debates all around the world. By
that crisis, people try to reconstruct the meaning mainly in three ways as explained

above.

Correspondingly, the reconstruction of meaning in the age of globalization
unavoidably finds its representation in the field of architecture as well. Since there
exists a chaos regarding identities in the global age and this crisis causes the
construction of new identities, architecture similarly faces with the consequences of

this chaos.
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3. EFFECTS OF IDENTITY ON ARCHITECTURE IN THE AGE OF
GLOBALIZATION

Architecture, as being in the heart of the issues related to human beings and the
societies, always tries to represent the social reality of people in physical ground. The
social reality mainly finds itself for people in the “search of self-meaning”, which
refers to the notion of identity. Thus, when there is any impact on identity of the
people in a specific period of time, consequently it affects the architecture of the age.
In the scope of this study, identity in the age of globalization will be analyzed in

terms of its effects on architecture.

Globalization addresses its impact on identity as dominancy of global powers and
governments on every different state of the world. Since the globalization presents
the dominancy of global powers in terms of identity, the architectural products of this
dominancy creates homogenization impact on architecture in which the similar
buildings of global power, start to cumulate in global cities of the world. As a
consequent of the similar visual appearance of cities under homogenization effect,
the cities try to differentiate themselves from the others in order to compete with
them economically in the global arena. To create distinction from the other cities, the
governments use iconicity of buildings in architecture to be recognized easily in the
world with the help of these icons. Accordingly, the formally iconic buildings
designed by famous architects for branding the cities becomes an emerging trend of

global identity all around the world, which creates the “star architect” concept.

In addition to that, also “alternative architectural approaches in the global age in
relation to identity concept” will be analyzed in this section in order to frame the

main problematic of the “architecture-identity” relation in the global age.

3.1 Architecture and Identity

Architecture and identity, in history, is mainly analyzed through concepts of “space”

and “place” and their changing relationships throughout different time periods. The
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space in architecture is about the human perception of space and the historical

development of spatial ideas from the earliest times until the present.

According to architectural writer and educator Chris Abel, various analogies have
been drawn between the symbolic function of architecture and the formation of
personal and social identities. The accumulation of these analogies has reached the
point where the idea of “architecture as identity” now rivals that of “architecture as
space” and “architecture as language” as one of the principal metaphors and themes
in architectural discourse. Although many theoretical approaches have been taken to
the subject, they all revolve around a basic psycho-social analogy. For example,
Kevin Lynch evaluates this issue with generating interest in the relation between the
formal characteristics of cities and problems of orientation. Some other writers
emphasize the importance of being able to interact in a personal way with
architecture, in the are of “dwelling”. For example, Professor of architecture, Amos
Rapoport focuses upon the relations of identity between home and the occupant.
According to Abel, the basic act of architecture is hereby to understand the
“vocation” of the place by which we protect the earth and become ourselves part of a

comprehensive totality (Abel, 2000).

Spatial experience is a dynamic entity. Architecture, as space, means that the
experience of the built environment is primarily the experience of spatial boundaries
and connections. Space includes narratives, sequencing of connections and
boundaries described as; rhythm, balance, darkness, light, scale, material, colour, etc.

and the space is primarily experienced “in time”.

Juhani Pallasmaa also associates “space” and “place” with identity. According to
him, cultural identity, a sense of rootedness and belonging, is an irreplaceable ground
of our very humanity. This can be interpreted as, our identities are not only in
dialogue with our physical and architectural settings as we grow to be members of
countless contexts and cultural, social, linguistic, geographic, as well as aesthetic
identities. So, our identities are not attached to isolated things, but the continuum of
culture and life and our true identities are not momentary as they have their
historicity and continuity. In this paralel, Pallasmaa insists that, instead of being mere
occasional background aspects, all these dimensions, and dozens of other features,
are constituents of our very personality. Identity is not a given fact or a closed entity.

Regarding space and identity, Pallasmaa states that; “It is an exchange; as I settle in a
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place, the place settles in me. Spaces and places are not mere stages for our lives, as

they are ‘chiasmatically’ intertwined” (Pallasmaa, 2012 p. 18).

Nevertheless, the “time” concept in modernity shifts from being a static concept for
people as experienced in the past. In the concept of modernity, including the current,
the new, and the transient, all levels of meaning refer to the “present”. Modernity, by
that way, is what gives the present the specific quality that makes it different from
the past and points the way toward the future. This situation makes modernity, a
break with tradition, and typifying everything that rejects the inheritance of the past.
According to Hilde Heynen, in the West, time is regarded as being linear,
irreversible, and progressive whereas other civilizations base time on a static concept
which is the timeless time of primitive civilizations. These civilizations considers the
past as the archetype of time, the model for the present and the future such as that of
classical antiquity by which the distant past represented an ideal that would return at
some time in the future (Heynen, 1999). With this shift in “time” through modernity,

the space-time relation also changes dramatically in architecture of modernity.

Place is mostly associated with the term “home” in its phenomenological
correspondence. According to researcher, Ashild Lappegard Hauge, phenomenology
is especially concerned with place and home due to the centrality of these topics in
everyday life. There are different definitions/studies regarding “place” such as, “To
Dwell” by Heiddeger, “Genius Loci” by Norberg Schulz, “sense of place” by
Edward Relph, “Topophilia” by Yi-fu Tuan. All of the different concepts that have
been used in relation to place which are; “sense of place”, “place attachment”,
“place-identity”, “place dependence” etc., is difficult to separate, and might have

parallel definitions representing mainly positive affective ties to a place (Hauge,

2007). Hauge defines Place-identity as part of individual’s memory. She states that,

“Place-identity has been described as the individual’s incorporation of place into the larger
concept of self (Proshansky, Fabian & Kaminoff, 1983), defined as a "potpourri of memories,
conceptions, interpretations, ideas, and related feelings about specific physical settings, as
well as types of settings" (...) Place identity is a substructure of self-identity” (Proshansky &
Fabian, 1987)” (Hauge, 2007 p. 46)

Accordingly, place has a direct relation with space in architecture, in which “space”
is transformed to a “place” by action of “building”. The “building” here refers to a
meaningful dwelling, which goes beyond the meaning of “physically dwelling”.

Hence, “dwelling”, according to Heidegger, does not stem from building; instead,
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true building is grounded in the experience of true dwelling. “Building,” after all,
means that a place is brought into being where the four dimensions that surround
dwelling are made tangible, a place where the fourfold is gathered. “Building” means
to make a place out of undifferentiated space. This can be interpreted as the
“dwelling” associated with place refers to the traditional relation of architecture and
place in which space-time relation is not broken by modernity. By modernity,
“dwelling” transforms to “metropolis” in which the development of modern
civilization makes the world uninhabitable. This is explained by Cacciari as “Non-
dwelling is the essential characteristic of life in the metropolis. Modern life no longer
has anything to do with the dwelling referred to by Heidegger: there is an

unbridgeable distance separating the metropolis from dwelling” (Heynen, 1999).

Thus, the “place” and the “space” have a psychological relation with architecture that
can be associated with identity. Identity of the individual has psychological relation
with architecture through meanings associated with place, which goes beyond the
physical standing of the building. One of the functions of place-identity is defined as
anxiety and defense so the “place identity” provides a feeling of belonging in which
any threat to the place-identity or discontinuity of physical environment may result in
anxiety and resistance. The feeling of belonging to a physical environment and a
person’s need for defense against threat to the continuity of that place may also bring
in mind the feeling of locality. Proshansky defines place identity as an aspect of self-
identity including memories, attitudes, beliefs, values, etc., about the physical world
in which a person lives. Elements interrelated to place can be defined as; physical
setting, activities in the place, and the meaning that a person assigns to both of these
components. When these elements come together, there exists “belonging” to a place
through knowing and being known in a place, which is the basic human need. Place
identity gives people a sense of roots in a place and people often develop a sense that
they belong in places as a result of their relationship between self and place
(Proshansky, et al., 1987). Laura A. Alexander states that people become attached
over time through cumulating of experience and th