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A MIA MO AYZTFIPHSARSR MO S @R
GENTRIFICATION

‘Apng Kaiavridng™

[TEPIAHYH
S ovveylSuevn ovdifmon yia my gentrification, 0 600g €xEL VTOOTEL ONUAVTIRES AAAALYES ATTO TOTE TTOU TEWTOYONOLUOTTO-

Bnxe ané ™ Ruth Glass mdve ad 40 xoévia mowv. To doBeo avtd embupel va ovppdaier omv RATAVON 0T TOU ARG ROl VO
TOOTEIVEL JLLCL TYETLAA TEQLOQLOUEVY %o1jom Tov. Ot BemENTxEs dlaTudoeLs Tov epunvevovy my gentrification ouviifwg ta-
Ewvopotvral o dUo opddes: oy TAEVO TG TEOOPOOGS (LAQELOTIXES EQUNVELES) *aw oV TTAEVEG TS Ciomg (puiehevbe-
oec eopmnveiec). Tevind emnoatel ofjpeQa Cup@VIia OTL TOGKELTAL YLK EVOL TOMITAOKO PALVOHEVO, GTTOV %Al OL OUO EQUNVEL-
TRES YOUUPES, TO0O@ORd %at Titnon, maovy onpaviizé o6ho. ITepBwoLaxrd p6ro om 6An oulimom, aArd %aTd ™Y GToyn
LoV oAU aMpuavtizd av BELove va xatardBovue oyx€oels eEovoiag, mailel n ovhiimon ywa my gentrification o€ oy€om pe m)
oeEovahixGTTa %ot To @UA0. TTOMES PELETITOLES YONOLHOTOLOUY TAEOV TOV 6QO yia #GBE eldovg agtixn avalwoyovnon, &i-
TE UTI] EIVOL OVATACLOT), VEEC RATAOREVES, EITE VEES ONOELS TOWNV PLOPNYAVIZDY EXTAOEWY. YTOOTNOT® PLct TEQLOQLIREVT)
Y0107 TOU G0V, TOAT %OVTd oV CEy LY TG onpacic. [Tapéro mov dExOuaL ATOAMITWS ™V TaELXT dLATTAO TOV PULVOUEVO,
dev moTeEvw OTL TEPL0pCeTan 08 auTd. Ot OYEoels eEovaiag omV xowwvia Tallovy zal 08 dAAa PETmma: GUAO, OEEOVAMXAO-

™, QUAY %Ot (00 %Ol TOAAG arOU).

For a Stricter Use of the Term Gentrification

Ares Kalandides

ABSTRACT

In the ongoing discussion on gentrification, the term has undergone some fundamental changes since it was coined by Ruth
Glass more than 40 years ago. This paper’s objective is on the one hand to clarify its meaning and on the other suggest a rel-
atively limited use for it. Explanatory theories on gentrification are usually classified in two groups: the supply-side (or
Marxist) approach and the demand-side (or liberal) approach. The consensus today is that it is a complex phenomenon,
where both supply- and demand-side arguments play an important role. Marginal in the discussion, but in my opinion para-
mount to the understanding of power relations, is the discussion on gentrification, sexuality and gender. Today researchers
often use the term for any type of urban regeneration, be it rehabilitation, new construction, brown-field redevelopment, etc.
I argue for a very focused use of the term, closer to its original use. Though I thoroughly endorse its class component, I
believe that it is not confined to that: power relations in society are also enacted in terms of sexuality, gender, race and prob-

ably a lot more.

*Yroyrguog 61ddntme, Topéag IMokeodopias rar Xwootakiag, EMIT, »ar InPolis, Bepohivo, e-mail: kalandides@inpolis.de.
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ave amo 40 xoovia £xovy TEQAoEL amtd T dnuoveyia Tov pov gentrifica-

tion amo ™ Ruth Glass, zar oxedov 30 and 1o xeipevo tov Neil Smith
(1979a) ovo Journal of the American Planning Association, «Toward a Theory of
Gentrification: A Back-to-the-City Movement by Capital not People», pa am6
TG TOWTES TEOOTADELES BEMOENTIXYS TTEOTEYYLONE TOV PAULVOUEVOV. ATIO TOTE €-
YOLV YOUPEL TOAAG YU cuTO, GG SEIYVEL ArOUaL %O et BLacomirt] nomudt ot Pu-
Broyoapia. Iatt Aowtdv éva ardun dGobo tdvw omy gentrification;

“Eva amto ta mpata #elpneva tov Beauregard yuo to O€pa (1986) gpépeL tov
1(th0: Xdog »at moAvmAoxotnra tng gentrification. A6 ™y 0y AVN®E GTL TO
POULVOUEVO EYYOCAPETAL HEOC OE EVQUTEQES dLAOIRAOTES TG RATTTAMOTIRI|G CVCL-
OLapBomONg ®aL TAYROOULOTOMONG, CAAG OL HEAETES TEQLOQLOTNXRAY OTLS CrY-
yhooaEovirég xwoeg, ®vptmwg oe HIIA, Kavadd xaw Boetavia. “Etot, evrola
LWTOQOVOE V& VITODETEL RAVELS OTL TTQORELTAL YL RATL TTOV APOO LOVO 0T OL-
YAELQUUEVA TTOMTIAG OUOTLATCL KL KOLVWVILES OOUES OE OUYREXQLUEVT) LOTOQL-
21 otyr]. ‘Omwg 6pwg €xet Yiver pe ToAd amd ta O€para Tov ataoyolovy Ty
ayyASpwvn €pguva, TEMRA EEATAMONKE OLYA-OLY G %ot G AVTIKEUEVO NEAETG
AAAG %ot WS AvahuTIRG EQYAED 08 TTOMES XWOES TOV TACVITY).

Mali pue ™ Yewyoa@uan eEATA®ON OUMGS TOU EVOLAPEQOVTOG, TAOATIQOU-
IE %O pict LETABOAT TOU GOV, 1] TOVAGKLOTOV [iLet ONUALOLOAOY LT} dLEVQUVOT| TOV
YLaL Ve CUUTTEQUAAPEL TOMMOUTAG %atl LORETA ETEQORANTCL HETAEY TOUG PUULVOUEVCL.
Oa mpoomatiom rowtdv £d¢) ad ™ wa va Eexabapiom pe vonpuatxy aod-
PELCL TTOV ETURQATEL YUOW QTG TNV EVVOLXL %atl ATt TV GAAN VL TTQOTEVW . (TTe-
OLOQLOEVT, GTtwS Bt SOUNE TUOUHATM) %0107 TOV OQOV.

Ac TaparohovooupE Gpms ®at apyds ™ YEVEON ®al EEMEN TOL 6ROV
%S ROl TS TOAMATAES TOV YONOELS, *at TOAAG TRdypata Ba yivouy o ®a-
Tavontd

AVOROAIES OTY) HETAPOCLOT

"Hon amd T TeonyOUREVE EYIVE QAVEQS OTL VITAQYEL pict duoROMa OTN HETA-
poaom Tov Gpov gentrification ota eAAvird. Meyot OO EXOVV YIVEL TTOMESG
TPOTAOELS, PETAEU GAhwy 1) oUvBEm) AEEN «avaPadpuon/eEevyeviopds» ahrd xau
«EEWOAIONGS».

H A€En gentrification xONOWOTOLE(TaL YLCt TEOT) POOA AT TNV KOW®-
viohéyo Ruth Glass 1o 1964 yia va puhrjogr yie my AVATTACLOY) REVTQIXWY TTEQLO-
x@v Tou Aovdivov. Emedr] 1o #EPEVO avtd g Glass amotehel v aQyr] ™G Ov-
Gimomg, 1o TapabéTw edw OAGRANQO:

H pua petd my Ay, TOMES oo Tig £0YATIES OUVOLRIES TOL AOVDIVOL EXOUV %at-
taxmBel and TG PEOQIES TAEELS, AVOTEQES KO XATWTEQES. Proyd ot Xo
nodny otdfhol [mews] ~Ovo dwpdnia xdtw, dVo Tavw— PE ™ MEn Tov oupufo-
Aatfov pioBmomg avaxawviCoviar xal YIVOVTOL ROPPES AUl XQUPES KATOLKIES. Me-
yaha Brrtopravd o, VOB LOPEVaL TAAMOTEQL, TTOU YONOLLOTIOLOVVTALY YLeL
V1] xarowria 1) elxay YWOLOTEL OF Sapepiopara, £xovy avapabuorel ko na-
M. [...] Ané m oty ov avn 1 dradaoia mg «gentrification» EexwvaeL o€ pua
ouvowxia, ovvey(CeL Tayitarta, gy oL mov Aoy, 1 0yedGV GAOL, OL RATOLXOL TG EQ-
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YOTURIC TAENS €X0VV EXTOTLOTEL il O GAOG XOLVWVIXOG Y UOARTHOAS TG TEQLOXNS
€xel adrater. (Glass 1964: xviii, 1 petdgpoaom Skt Hov)

A6 to TEAN ™S dexaetiag Tov 1970 folonovpe po TANOmOa #ELUEVWY Lot
0 QPaVOLEVO, TO omtolo ot Smith & Williams (1986) opiCovv wg €€xg: «n avdmha-
01 EQYATIRMV %O EYRATUAELUUEVOV KATOLALWY KO 1) LETATQOTN] LAS TTEQLOXNS
o€ yerrovid peoaiag taEng» (1986: 1). Katd tov Marcuse, «0 XTOTLONGS QTOTE-
hel v ovola g gentrification, T0 OTOXO ™G, Ol Uit AVETBUUNTN TAQEVEQ-
yewa» (Marcuse 1992: 80).

Méyot ta néoa mg dexraetiag tov 1980 0 600G ExEL TAQEL TOMY AEVNTLXY
%0OLd, XATL TOU SETVOUY OL L NULOTIRES TOOOTADELES (TG TO AGUTTL TWV %11
uaropeottayv ot Néa Yooxn (avagépetar oto Smith 1996: 30-34).

Stov Kavadd, pio amo tig mowtes xwees, patl pe tig HITA »al v Ay-
vhia, Tov araoySinoe to Limua, foiorovue oto Meydio Ae§ixd ogoioyias Tov
Doageiov Farthnric Thdooas tov Kepnéx (Grand Dictionnaire de Terminologie,
Office québecois de la langue frangaise) vay 0QLOUG WG «AOLVOVIXOOULOVOULAT|
UETAPOM] LLOS LOTOQUANG CLOTLRYG YELTOVLAS, 1) OTTOICL ETEQYETAL HE TNV EYROTA-
OTaON IS VEAS TAENS ATORMV, TTOU avarawviCeL TO dounUEVO TeQBAAAOY %at
avePdel To Plotird enimedor». Avtos 0 oM 0VOETEQOS Emg HETHOS 0QLONGS
nepLopiCetal Myo mapaxdtm omy exeEfynom, ®abws avapeQeTaL TWg 0 6OS
YOMNOLLOTTOLE (T OUYVA VTG, YIaTl ATOXAE(EL ATOUM 1] OPAOES AMYOTEQO EV-
vonuévec. O (d1og opyaviouds oe pa avaxoivwon (2004) mpoteiver T xonom
10V YoAhxoU embourgeoisement o€ avtiBeomn pe TO ayyArg TOOEAEVONS gen-
trification. Q¢ #UpLo emyeionua TaEUBETEL ™V ETUROAOYIC TOV GOV UITO TO gen-
try, Snhadr toug ratdrepovg evyeveis mg ayyhrnig vraiBoov. ToviCetal 6T T0
QUUVOLEVO TTOV HELETATAL APOQA UEV OF EVTTOQM OTOMUATCL AhAG GYL OE EVYEVELS.
Avagéoetar eniong ) xovon tov 6pov élitisation and o Radio Canada, 600g 6-
UG 71OV OEV ETAOGTNOTE.

Se avrifeon pe avnij m Bedenom, ot Pingon & Pingon-Charlot (2004) om)
Tahic TOOTLHOVY TOV ayyYAG GO TTOU TTEQLYQAPEL TUVTOYQOVA «EVCL (PUVOUE-
VO TAUTGY0OVE VARG, ZOVOVIXO A0 TTOMTLOTIAO» %Ol TTQOTEVOUV VaL (LyVOTj00U-
LE TNV TEOELEVON TOV at6 To gentry. [TapaBETw TO OYETIXO UTOOTAOTNCL:

O 6poc «embourgeoisement» Sev EIVAL LXAVOTOMTROG YLt VL TTEQLYOPEL TV
APLEN TV PECUIMY KL AVHTEQWY TAEEWY OE TEQLOYES OV XATOTE VIOEMY Ad-
in€éc. Aev elval a0Tol OV €XOVV XANQOVOWIOEL ONUAVTIXG OLKOYEVELURO REPA-
Lo auTol OV £QYOVTaL VO #0TOWooVY T Baotikn zat axdun AyoteQo )
Goutte d’Or. [...] Y6 mv mpoincBeom va Eexdoovpe v ayyMxn €vvola Tov
gentry, TOV TEQLYOAMEL TOUS EVYEVEIS TNG Y1|G, O 600G «gentrification» epmeQue-
YEL HOOTEQO %ivOUVO avaxpifelac [approximation] amd To «embourgeoise-
ment». (Pingon & Pingon-Charlot 2004: 55, ) petdgoaon ouxn pov)

Evo) oe mahaidtepa 1Tahind #E(UEVO OUVAVTOUPE arOUC TOV 60 imbor-
ghesimento, emxpuToUV TEM®AE OTOL 1ITOMAHA %ol omavird ot AéEelg gentrifi-
cazione »au gentrificacion (Rodriguez et al. 2002) avriotouyo, Gpuecog dSavelopos
amo T oy YA

Kau ota yeppavind duamoeitar o 6pog Gentrifikation, Tov omolo ot
HauBermann »au Siebel opiCovv wg «[...] Sradinaoio avEnong mg alag puag a-
OTURNG TEQLOYNS IOV OUVOEETAL UE ULt VOO0 TOU XOWMVIXOU Status Twv ®aToi-



APHZ KAAANTIAHZ 161

2oV ™S [...]» (2004: 130). [Mapdiinia toviCovy Ty mohMTuxr yoYjom ™mg AEENG
%O TY) OUYRQOVOLAXT] YOOLE TG OTC YeQUavird. TTo omdvia. epgpoviCeTal ®oL 0
70 yeppavomomuevog 60og Gentrifizierung (Friedrich 2000).

O TEOTUNOW KL EYWD YL TNV WO (ROL NV EYOVTAS L0 ROAAVTEQN CVTL-
ATOOM) TN KON oM TOL 6oV gentrification, Bewpwvrag GtL €ToL lval o diapa-
VNS 0 OAVELOUAS RO TG 0QOAOYIS ARG RO TOV AVOAUTIZOU EQYCAEIOV CTtS TNV
ayyhogwvn Bipioyoapic. ‘Omwg nat dAAeg AEEELS TTOV AVAPEQOVTAL OTO (OLO
TAYAOOULOTOMUEVO Ramraiotxd ovotpa (PA. marketing), etvar ®au vty
TAQUEVT QIO TCL ALY YALRE, TV RATEE0YNY YAWOOW TG Ty ROOULOTOMONG. AV %Ol
ot EMNVIRA EPPAVICETaL ®VEIWS 0 0RO «EEEVYEVIONOS», Ba mpoomabiom va
10V amo@iyw 600 eivar duvatdv. "Exer Eviova BeTinég amoyomoeLg, ®atL o
OTNV TEQITTTWOT TOU PALVOUEVOD TTOU HEAETMW UEVEL AXOUN VOL DLEVHOLVIOTEL. A-
VAUPEQOUEVOS OTOUS Aeyopevoug gentrifiers (ta dropa dniadn mov doovv), Ha
YONOLUOTOU|0® %O TOV G0 «EEEVYEVIOTS», YiaTl €iva VEOOYLONGS #a dev €-
YEL GUETES AVAPOQES OE YVWOTEG LATNYOQLES.

OewENTIRES TTQOCEYYIOELS

H Biprioyoaic ETUEVEL OTO O MOLOUS TWV EQUNVEVTIRMY TROOTaDELDV OF
30 PAORES YOUUUES: TV TREVOA TS TROOPOQAS (TUY VA OVOUATOUEVT RO HatQ-
Elotuai/douotin Bednon) xaw my heved ™ Dimong (1 gukehevBeon).
o) A6 Tovg TE@TOVG oL avérTuEay ™ pagSlotik Bewenon frav o N.
Smith (1jdn azé o 1979), 0 omolog pali pe Tov P. Williams exdider o 1986 tov
160 oL BewpEiTan Théov xhaouxds: Gentrification of the City, a ouhhoyn do-
xpiov aé Torhovs epevvntes. Baowi B€om mg papSiotixis Bemonong glvau 0-
TL OUYREXOUUEVES OOPES TG KATUTAMOTIRIG 0QYAVWOONG TS TOANG 0dN YOV OTNY
gentrification. e pa 0elpd and xelpeva (1979, 1979b, 1986, 1987, 1992a,
1992b, 1996, 2002) o Neil Smith xatayodgeL #al avarieL TO QUVOUEVO 1600
omv Tomt Tov (0Ta TEWTA YEOVLA) GO0 %ot 0TV Y ROTULOTIOUUEVY) TOL dLdi-
otaon. Ou tapameEnoets Tov Smith yivovrar ot HIIA, 01OV, OIS AEEL KA O (-
duoc (1996: XIV), n avtiBeom omy oAy (antiurbanism) aTOTEAOUOE %EVTQUXO BE-
(L0 TOV GEQURaVIXOU TTOMTIOpOV. H Aeyouevn «aVOLyEVYIOM» TV TTOAEWV 1] 1) €-
TUOTOOPY TWV RATO(RWY OTCL AOTIRA REVTOU €xeL ywa Tov Smith xvnujola dova-
U1 TO %EQAAALO %at GYL TOVS avbommoug (1979a). H 6An draduraoio eEnyeitan
HECQ QTG TN CUOOMQEEVON KEPAAIOV Kal TV avay®n eTaveTEvOvong Tov. X
PAOELS TTOV 1) OLYRVICL TO ETUTQETEL, aum] 1) EXEVOVOT YIVETOL OTN) Y1), KA OUYRE-
ROUUEVE OTCL PEQY EXEVAL OO TCL omola 1 emévduom €Aewte péyoL Tote. I1goner-
o OMACdY Lo o xurAiri %iynom avaueoa omy QITETEVOLOM KA ETTAVETEVIL-
om (disinvestment - reinvestment). Kevrowd onuelo eivar 1 diarimwaon mg Be-
wolag meQi «dopatog evouriov». O Smith eEeTdlel VTOPAOMONUEVES TEQLOXES
me Néag YOprng He Yapunhd evoiua, oM X pnAGTEQQ QTd cTd TTov Bat pto-
QOVOE VOL TCUTHOEL O LOLOXTITNG @V TO {810 ®TjELO TV AVaxAWIOREVO. ‘Otav
a6 1o Ydopa €xer avEnOel onpavuxd Aoy g draprovg vropaduong tov
#MOIOV HOTE VoL SNPLOVEYHOEL TUEDM, O WSroxTimg emevOUEL avaxauviCovidg o,
IE QOO emtaxolovbo v QUENOM TV EVOLXIWY KoL TV QTOUARQUVOT) TWV UE-
XOL TOTE EVOIRWY. g )
To heEthéyro Tov Smith YONOULOTOLEL JLct EVXOVOYQAPLOL TOU ngosqxsrqt
ad ™MV 1oToEwkY EEGTAMON TV HITA %o TV XOTAXTION TG AREQURavIXNG Av-
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1. O 0YOAMAONOS TMV GOWV POOVILATLLO
RO LETAPOQVILOTLXO E(VAL EEW QIO TO OTO-
%0 1oV dpbpov avtov.

one. ITpoxerTal yuat TG EVVOLES TOU «OUVOQOU» RO TOU «TTLOVLEQOU», OQOVS TTOU
YONOLUOTOLOVY OUYVA RINUATOUEOITES, RUATUOREVAUOTIXES ETAULQELES ROl AAAES
duvapeig low a6 v gentrification yia voL TEQLYQEPOUV TNV RATAKTYOY) VEWV
aotrwy TepLoy®v. Katd tov (010 axpifng 1oomo ov ot Ivoidvor fjtay 1o «ava-
YRAL0 #ARO» VTS TG RATARTNONG, ETOL XOL OL XATOLXOL HEALOVTLRWY EEEVYEVL-
OUEVOV TTEQLOY MV Ba elvan Tar AUpaTO TG ETEXTAONG TOV REPOUACIOV OE OAOEVQL
A0 TTEQLOOOTEQES TTEQLOYES TS TTOANG.

B) H Aeyouevn whevpd g Emong, ad v dAAY, ETUEVEL OTL OL AvBom-
7oL Oev Elval UOVO TTABNTIRA AVTIXEIIEVE TS LOTDAS TOUG 1) RATTOLWV SOUWV €-
Ew a6 avtovs, ahhd €xovv oxetirn erevBeQiar ETLAOY V.

“Etol, peretvras tov Kavadd m dexaetic tov 1970 morhol epevvnTeg €-
dwoy EVOLLPEQOVTXL EITTELQLXA OTOLYELDL %Ol (Lt OUXY) TOUG EQUNVELDL YLOL TNV gen-
trification, TOvV TOEEXXAIVEL ONUAVTIXG AITO TO ROEELOTIXO dopopd Tov N. Smith.
Tola wvolwg ovopata elvar ouvdedepéva pe cvni my taom: o Jon Caulfield (otig
€EL neyahvtepeg mokes tov Kavadd), o David Ley (oto Topdvro) xaw ) Damaris
Rose oto Movrpedh. [Tapamjonoay ot emotoogy OTa AOTA REVTOQ, TNV O-
ToleL EQUIVEVOY (G KOLTLXT] CVTIOQOON OTNV CLOTUAY AVATTTUEY) TOU PETCITOAELL-
#0U ovreEVLIopov otov Kavadd xat mg amrdponm evos To0mou Cwrg mov €xeL mg
YOO TOV TO TEOAOTLO %ot T palixn ®atavarwon. H eEdmhwon pag «vTeAry»e-
VIOLOS» OTO E0WTEQLXO TOV UECUIMV OTOMUATMV TOV KATAAVTLAY] YU QT TNV
#ivnom azé Eva poEVTLOTLXG PovTELo Comc om petagopviiotxn eE€MEN.! “Erat,
TO VMU AUTO EPPAVICETAL MG CUVELONTY AVTIOTOOT %L OL EEEVYEVLOTES WG
«dOUITETEC» (TG TOUG TTEQLOPLOOUS TNG TOANS Tov 1960 (Caulfield 1994). Me na-
oopola emmyelonuata o Ley egUnVEVEL TO QULVOUEVO WG AUECO ETAXGAOVO0 TOV
1968, GITOV OL LEVIQIXES CLOTIXES TTEQLOYES EYLVALY O TOTOS CUPLOPTNONG, VOIS
™mc dapopetivdmrag xau arerevBepmwong (Ley & Mills 1993, Ley 2003).

To 1986, yoovid ™mg €#O0ONGC ™G RAUOLXG OVAAOYNG UEAETMY CIT6 TOUG
Smith & Williams Gentrification of the City, o David Ley dnpooievet €va dpbpo
e Tov Titho «Evalhartinéc eounveles yuo my aotxr gentrification: pua aoro-
ynom o6 tov Kavadd». Ze avtd 1o ®elnevo mpoo@EpeL TEOOEQLS BavEs eEn-
yNoeis ywa mv gentrification, Tig 0moles HEAETAEL EUTELQIRE OALA ROL PE TTOAD
AOLTIXO UATL OTIS ROVUOLXES TTOLELS: TN ONUOYOUPLXT] ahhayr], LETOPOAES oV
Y000 RUTOUALOG, TNV TOMTIOTUAY AOL RATUVOAWTIAT 050 TOV AOTURWY REVTOWY
%aL, TEAOG, TIS UETAPOAES 0NV Otrovouxt] fdom. ITo avaluTtiid: 10 AEYOUEVO |E-

TatoAe 0 baby boom dnuiovoyel pua rohvdptBun nhiwiaxr] opdda 25-30 eTwv
UExoL Ta pEaa s dexaetiag tov 1970, »dt wov mporarel peydin ieon omy a-
Y00d zatowxios. Tavtdyoova xpaiver To LEYEDOS TV VOLXOXVOLWY, EVH OLO-
EVOL 1AL TEQLOOOTEQES YUVAIRES PITCLIVOUY 0TV YoRd epyaoias. H ayopd ratot-
#log ota mpodotia Tov Kavadd @rdvel og mohd Ynhés TUES »al ETOL Lo TTOAOUS
VEOUG TaL #EVTOX TWV TOAEWV elval 1) devtepn emhoyr] Tovg. Eival mohd eAxvoti-
%A yuo €va OLagpopeTixd lifestyle, onpuaviind xoppdtia Tov omoiov eivar 1 duot-
0%€daom %o 1 vatavdiwon. TEhog, 1) peTafoin g oovopiag, He myv avamm-
EN Twv VIMEECLHV %aL TV wUENOM Tov aEBpol Twv epyalopévov o aumi, dn-
ULOVOYEL pLat #ovoupyLe opddo pEoa otn peoaia TaEn mg woins. O Ley rata-
MyeL 611 at6 Tig vavadinéc morelg Aeimel vabe €vOelEn mov va otolCel T Oe-
WOLC YLaL TO Y AT EVOLRIWV.

AxorovBdvrag vy idua Aoy, Yayvovrag dnhadr va del oot eivar av-
TOL %OL AUTES IOV YAy VOUY %aTolAie 0Ta %EVTOO. TwV TOAewv, ) Damaris Rose
(Rose 1984, 1989, Rose & LeBourdais 1986) Boloxet e onpuavtivy opdda mov
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ovoudtet «eplBwoLaxois eEevyeviotés» (marginal gentrifiers). ITodxertal -
OLMG YO YUVAIRES, LOVOYOVEIRA VOLRORVQLA ROL LECCLICL ELOOIUATA OF «TTEQL-
Booian] amaoyoinon». I'l avtés ta zévipa Twv Tohewv TaQEOVY eEVNEET]-
oelg raw dlnTva alinrofonBelag wov dev elvan VITaERTA tE TV (SLa TUAVOTHTCL
OT0L TEOAOTLA. AUTY] 1) AVTLLETWOTTLOY O€TEL 0TO TEATELL T oLTIfTNOY YLeL TO PUAO
omv gentrification, xdm mov Spwg dev Bt avarTtiEw TEQLOOGTEQO OE AUTO TO
apBpo.

v) H e ouyadrmon tmv 000 EQUNVEVTIRMOY YOUUUDY —TOO00POOAS ®at O
™MOoNG— EEMEQAOMRE OYETRA YO YOO Ol HELETHTOLES L HEAETNTES ONjUEQCL
ovvduatouvy xat T dV0 TAEVEES TOV PULVOUEVOL — UOLRA 1) ®aBepia ®aL O ®a-
Bévag divovtag o durd mg/Tov ®EVTEo Pdovs. Mopoupe dniadr| va avayvo-
oloovpe omv gentrification €va awvopevo EAENS/WONOMS: 1 TEOGPOOA TOUPdEL
amd ™ pla zaw n Cmon omeadyvel artd ™y dAkn. Amo ) pla peoud eSeliEelg
OTLS TTOATLXOOLXOVOUIXES DOUES TTOOEEVOUY [LeL TTEEOY 0TV YOO RATOUKIAG,
2O QIO TNV AAAY ROWVOVIRES HETATQOTES YEVVOUY TOVG XONOTES AUTOVS oL Hat
#vnBovv péoa o auto To TAaioo ®at B aELomonjoovy oG OPEAGS TOVS TIg
véec ovvOnixec. "H, 6mtwg to diatinmae wort EexdBapa o Redfern (2003), «ou e-
EevyevioTég eEevyeviCouy Oyt ylatt TEETEL, AhAd YLOTl LITOQOVV».

Méoa amd aut] my 1o oLVOETIAY HaTLd, pEAETOVTOL BEpaT OTTMS O EO-
AOC TOU #OATOUGS %L OL AVATTAGOELS, TO image %o T0 marketing Tmv TOwy ®ou ®u-
0(WC Ol LOTOQIXO-KOVWVIXES UETAPBOAES TV TOTWY.

Ot PELETITOLES KO HEAETNTEG CUPPOVOVY OTNV TAELOYNPICL TOVS TNV U-
napEn paoewy om duaduraoia mg gentrification: 1) TQOTN PAON APOQA OV €-
YAATAAENPT) TOU KEVIQOU TWV TOAEMV QIO T PECALC TTRWUATA XAL TNV QO
otomomon Twv peyarmv tokemy. To pecaic OTEWHIATA RATAXTOVY T TQOGTTIL,
£V T XEVIOM TV TOAEWY, 0TV %aTowxic Tov €xel eEAevbeQwBEL, xatowrovvtal
ané rardTea orpduaTe. Mua deUTeEn o TeovmodETeL T dLOY WO 1} pETa-
BOM| TV HECAIMY OTOMUATOV XatL TY) YEVEOY OTO ECMTEQLXO TOUG ULOS VEXS opd-
dac, Tov ap@LopnTel Tov 6o *aL 1émo Long ™mg. H tolm gdom eivaw 1 emi-
OTOPY VTS TS VTOORAdAG TNV TTOAY, OTIS TEQLOYES TTOV ElYAV EYROTUAEL-
@Oel oy o™ pdom. Térog, 1) TETaE™) pdom elva avn| GOV OL O €UOQEG
opddec, o xareEoynv eEEVYEVIOTEG, aviirabLoTovV pe m OELOGL TOVG TO TTOWTO
O TOV «TTLOVIEQWV».

A6 ™) OTLyp| TTOU €XEL OUVTEAEOTEL 1) EXTOTUON TWV AATOTEQWY OPAdWV
—av %at, 6mwe Aéew ) Rose (1996), dev elvar asapaimro va OhOXANQWOEL TTOTE—-
10 aUVSpEVO oLVEX(TEL 1G DIEQYAOTCL OTO ECWTEQIRG TV LEOQMY OTOWUATWY.
“Et01, OPAOES [LE TEQLOTGTEQO KEPAALO EXTOTCOVV UE TN OELQA TOVG TLG TTQOM-
youpevee. Towg 0@ va rEUPETaL ®aw M duorohia g papSotirng Bewonong va
aoyoM0el pe Ghhes TruyEg Tov BEpaTog xaw GMhec pop@eg eEovaiag, Emewd -
%l 1o pETWITa PEIOROVIOL OTO ECWTEQLXO TG (duag TAEng xaw dev amoTeAOVV a-
VIre(uevo aing uetalv tagewy.

MmoQOUE AOWTOV Ve JATIOOUHE YLt duo Paoixd xupaTe EEEVYEVIONOU: OE
O™ PAoN ELOPAALOVY TNV TEQLOYY] OL «TOVIEQOL», TTOV (00 daBETouy GA-
AoV TOTTOV REQPAAALO QTTO TO owovourd. To véo lifestyle wov @€pvouy pall tovg
dpovpyei véeg avayreg ROTaVAAONG, DITHEDAONS KL RATOLKIAG, eV us}ta-
BaMheTan TowTdY OV 1) CUUBOART onpaoic mg meguoxs. ‘Etol, oe pot devte-

01 PAOM WTOEOVY Vat ELOPGEAOVY OL »ateEoY|V EEEVYEVIOTES, mov drabETovy nan
T0 TEQIPNHO OLXOVORLKG HEPAAALO. OL TLOVIEQOL, HE T gELed TOUG, TTUQOYW-
pouv ) B€om TOVg OTO SeUTEQO HUUQ TWV Heoaimy OTEWUATOY.
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2. Avapeoa otovs eEEVYEVLOTES OTOV
F'aratd ms Kowvotaviivoimohng o Islam xo-
TaYOAPEL EVQL TOA PEYALO TTOCOTTO YUVaL-
#OV PE apolBSpevn epyaoia: oyedov Gheg
oL yvvaizeg mov pwtinzav 1 oL ovlvyol
TV avIpuV Tov pwmibnxay €xovy Hi1xd Toug
ELOGOM U a6 epyaoia, ot aviiBeon pe 27%
OUUUETOYT) TWV YUVAUAWDY OTO EQYUTIG Ou-
vauro oe 6An mv w6An (Islam 2005: 132).

ITolou elvan oL EEEVYEVLOTEG;

AvTo Tov TeofAnuatiCel oAU TEOOTAOMVTAS VO 0QIOEL RAVELS TOVS EEEVYEVL-
OTEG €lVaL O OQLOUOS QUTNG TNG TTEQINUNG «UETalas TAENS». "Exel mapatmonBel
a7t6 GLOUS OYEOGV TOUS EQEVVNTES TTMS OL TEWTOL EEEVYEVIOTES OUYVA OEV Ex0UV
TO REPAACLO YL VO YOOOUXTNOLOTOUY €TOL. AVIIOETA, TTOORELTOL OUYVA YLOL ROA-
MTEYVES 1] POINTES UE YaunAd etoodnuata. Me Ty dvodo g VEUS OLXOVOUINS
(new economy) ot dexaetict Tov 1990 eugaviCovral Opmg OAOEVA KAl TEQLO-
OO0TEQOL VEOL EQYQCOUEVOL OTCL AEYOUEVA ONULOVQYIRA ETTAYYEAUATA — O,TL RO
va onuaiver ot n AEEN. Av deytovie OtL TO ®EPALaLO OEV EIVaL HOVO OLXOVO-
ULKO, CAACG RO ROLVOVIRO, TTOALTLOTLXO 1 oupfoiwxd (Bourdieu 1972/2000, 1984),
(0WG TANOLACOVNE TTLO ROVTIE OTN @UOT QUTHOV TOV VEWY ESEEVYEVIOTMV.

[ va Toug TEQLYQdEeL, EppaviCetal ota YaAMxd 0 6p0g «bourgeois-
bohéme» M ev ovvropia «bobo» (Tavw oe auto BA. Brooks 2002). ITeptypdget
ULt opad . HEOH OTa LECTLIC OTEMUATO TTOV, %0t ToVs Pingon & Pingon-Charlot
(2004), elvar axpipmg n xivnmota dvvaun g gentrification. Tavtdypova umg
ToviCeTan 1 SuarOALCt 0QLOHOT CUTNG TNG OUAONS TTOV OEV EUPAVICETUL 1S OTALTL-
OTUAN RO Y0OLCL. ATTO ETTOLYYEAUCTIAY) OROTILE TTQORELTAL YLC ATOUC OE VEOUS TO-
LELS TNG OLXOVOUIOG: VEES TEXVOLOYLES, ETROLVOVIa, dtagruion xat design. Ao
HOLVWVLIOLOYLXY] OROTILEL TTQOXELTCL YLOL OUGOES TOV RATUTATOOVTIOL OE EVaL EVOO0G
ETTOLYYEAUOTIRMV ROTNYOQOLWV: ATTO TC EVOLAUETC ETOLYYEAUOTO UEYOL TCL OTEAE-
AN ETLYELQNOEMVY ROl OVATEQX OLavooUpneva eayyEhpuata. TELOG, amd dmoym
status WAdUe yio €va €000G avaueoa 0g obmTovs Tov OMuociov %ot dLevBuvTES
etawpelv. To Petit Larousse, omv €xdoom tov 2005, etorjyaye Tov 600 bobo %a-
TOYVOWVOVTAS ToV emonums. H dvorohic optopot zat twv dvo 6pwv (gentrifi-
cation zaL bobo) potdlel va TavTiCeTan ®oL Vo, avTavarAd ToA #ald T 0EVOTO-
™Ta OV TAPOVOLALEL axdpa To 6Ao @awvouevo. ‘H, 6mwe Aéew o P. Jackson,
«UL0L TETOLOL OUYYVOT OE(YVEL OTL TTOETTEL VaL AELTOVQYEL pLat LOEOAOY XY OLEQY LT
OOV SLOPOETILOL TUQATNONTES TOOPAAAOVY TIS DLLES TOUS avNOUYIES %o TaL OL-
#0 TOVG EVOLAPEQOVTA OE Ve TOMU 2OWVO pauvopevo» (1989: 56). Kdtu tétolo
TOOTEIVEL LOUL TO ETTOUEVO TUNUCL TOV TTALOOVTOS GpBoO0V.

ZeEovalnomra »al gentrification

H otz tov @uhov omy gentrification (BA. mapandvo tig O€oeis g Damaris
Rose yia tovg mepmpraxoig eEevyeviotés), mapdAinha pe avt g oeEovaht-
#OTNTOS, TUOOVOLALEL LOLAITEQO EVOLOPEQOV YTl OYVEL PwS O GAAOV TUTOU
NYEUOVILES OYETELS AVANUEOH OE ROWVWVIRES OpAOES. [Tdvm o devtepn omtixr,
mv onoie Oo. avanTiEm apéons TapardTw, VTAEKEL e EXTEVETTATY BLBALo-
yoagia. AvtiBeta, n pehétn g gentrification amd ™y ortixy Tov QUAOV, EVE £-
K€L ELo0y Bel IO vnpis oty GAn ovlmo, TAQAUEVEL TUOGEEVA ATTOOTAOOL-
wxn. Evo) n Bifhoyoagpio diver morhd epmelound otouyeio yio mv avEnom tov a-
0LBHOT Yuvamy omy ayopd epyaoiag %ol Tov TO6m0 OV autd emnEEdLel T
gentrification (Smith 1996, Bondi 1991a, 1999, Lyons 1996, Kofman 1998, Islam
2005), poudCer vo helmer pua ohoxAnowpévn Bewontiug TEOoEYyLoN Tdvw OTo
B€pc. Eviumooion eivan n mhrjong éMenm omoLaodimote avapoods —ie . -
701 eEaipeon’~ oe pia and Tic TEAeVTaiES dNUOoIEVOELS TAVD OTO BEpa
(Atkinson & Bridge 2005), uio oulhoyn GoBowv i mv gentrification.




Ag gmotpéyovpue 0to Timpua tng oeEovahxdmrag. ITold vopic oty 6-
An ovDjmom, mow axdpa exd00el | ouiloyr Twv Smith & Williams to 1986, o
Manuel Castells (1983) pehetd tig avarhdaoeig oto Zav Poavoiono #al ToviCel
TOV LOLATEQO OOAO TS OHOPUASHIANG ROLVOTNTAS 0TV OAN dadiwaoia. 1o Sav
doavoiono ovveRn To e&ng: To Kdotpo, yerrovid oe #evioun meployy mg o-
ANG, EYRATAAELIUEVT) QITO TOUS TTOMNV RATOIXOUS TS, EYWVE HEOK amd Stadina-
ol avamAaoNg Lot atd TS o Cwvtaveg meployEg me moing. To #owd yaoa-
ATNOLOTLIXO VEWV ZATOIRMV —TWV EEEVYEVLOTWV (;)— OEV 1Ty 1) ®Ow| Tovg TaEL-
#1) TEOEAEVOM, ARG 1) OEEOVUALROTNTA TOVS. AXQBMS TNV ETOYT| TOV YEVVIETAL
10 gay »ivnua omy Apepuxr}, dhadr amo ta téhn g deraetiag Tov '60, ava-
TTVOOETOL YLOL TTOWTY] POOA Kt pLa gay Toutdmra. Ot Opo@UAGELAOL AVTOES TTOV
goyovral va Ooovy omy meptoyr Kdotpo, €xovrac Tioet «duaxploelg omy a-
yopd gpyaotag, Bolorovy TpOmovg va eloouy HEoa oo TG SUOROALES OV €-
youv epdoews (1983: 206). Aev elvat POVO LOLOXTNTES 1] KINUATOUECITES, ARG
A0 ELOIREVIEVOL EQYATES, DETTOQUTEQ, LaOY®OL 1| pwroylatindeg. Ot mepLooo-
TEQOL GAAWOTE OEV EXOVV TO REQPAAALO V& ayopdoovy omitt. [Tpoteivovrag pua
EVUAAUHTIAT LOQEY] CUYRATOIANONG GAAY GITO CUTIV TNG OLXOYEVELAG, (TLEYVOLY
#nohext(Peg, ayopdlovy pmvd omtitia, Ta 0ol Ta ETOREVALOVV ETELTC LOVOL
Toug. OL ahhay€g OeV 1Tay GUMS LOVO TNV AVaXaivion TV ®atouktdv. H wokn
améxmoe e GAAn Conj omyv tohn, dvolEay xabe e(00vg EMLYELQNOELS, «amtd
wMvIES péyol rabapionjoa» (1983: 206). Evd n mepuoxn eixe eyratarewpbel
and Toug TNV [pAavdoUs #UTO*OVS TG TOV HETAXOULOAY OTCL TQOGAOTLLL, TO
Kdorpo €inoe, péoa amd my gay ®ovotnTa, «EUTTOOAY, VALY xat alotnuunn)
Behtimon».

H moAt eviiagépovoa aulrjmon mov xavel o Castells ot ouveyela ago-
0d 010 epua v €xOUpE E8K) i vk gentrification, QOCOV oL EEEVYEVL-
OTEC dEV VIOV amrapaiTTa oTa pETaic OTEMRATCL. AVijzouy dniadr o€ pa o-
uada ov 0plCeTal péow ™G OEEOVAAMAGTTAS Kot GYL HEOW TG KOLVOVIRNS Td-
Eng. BéPaia, péoa 0To E0WTEQLXE TG OHOPUAGHIANG OUADAG VIO OLY OL TagL-
%0( SLayMOLOPOL, ahAd, OF PAOELS TOV OUYXQOTE(TAL pLat gay CUVEdN O, OF Qd-
OELC AYDVWY %Ol LELQAPETONG, WIOQEL Tt OTOUXELCL TOV EVAIVOLV VL ELVOLL OMpaL-
virGtepa amé autd ov xweiouv. I tov Castells dev fitay 1o xdona EVOLXL-
OV 1] 1) RMTIRETTR TOL REQaAaiov Tov Minoe mv EYRATACTAON TWV OUOPUAC-
PIAOV AVTOHY OTO OUYREXQUEVO TOTTO, ARG M CvGy®n TOUG Vit OUYXRQOT|OOUV
TaQUTOTHTA — %ATL TTOL TOVG ETETREWPE 1) TUYREVTQWOT OTOV QOTIRO Y WQO.

Mua o TaEn avdyvoon ot oxéon petasy gentrification xa 0eEOVaAL-
womrag mpoteiver o Lawrence Knopp peAeTa@vrag t yerwovid Magwi om Néa
Ophedvn (Knopp 1990a, 1990b). AvayvwoiCel SLpOQETIRES HETAEY TOVS (-
oelg omv 6A dradiaoia, omy omola TOOTALYWVIOTOVOaY ®AOE POOa dLapOQE-
TIREC OPADES OTO EOMTEQLXO NG OMOPUAGEIANG XOVETNTAS, QTTO TOVS XAQTLXOUG
«epLBmpLaxovg eEEVyEVIOTES» TS Rose UEYOL TOVG EVTOQOVG LOLOXTIHTES YNG
%O TOUS XTUATOPEOTTES. ‘OAEG QUTES OL OUADES OGS AVIXOVY OE pLa EVQUTE-
oN HEoaicL TAEN, IOV PdyVEL TOOTO VL OVOOWEEVOEL XEPAALO. OEWQEL OTL, pito-
&l eV 1 opoguropLiic va eugaviGetal ot xabe Tan xa PUAY, CAAG f)L mba-
VOTTES VO OVYRQOTOEL OROPUAGGLA TauTéT T Elvan PEYAUTEQES OTAY %a-
veic elval Gvroag, Aeuxdg xaw peoalag TAENS. Aga axedOV €€ oguapoy ov gay G-
VIDEC OVIJXOUY OTCL HECQLCL OTQMUALTCL. OL TEQLOCOTEQOL ouoqfl))»oq)f)\ou gEevye-
VIOTEC, Y10 TOVE 0T0{0UG AoV %au 0L dUO TOQAIIAV( EQEVVITES, AVIXOLV OF jua
gvoUTEQN pECaia TAEN. Kat pdhota, mwg emoruaiver o Knopp (1990b), xad
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3. Q¢ TEOG T ELCONUATA TWV OUOPU-
AO@UAWY QVTOWY TUYHEXOLUEVA, TOOOPUTES
LELETES OE((VOUV LLOL ONUCLVTLAT) CLOVI|TLAT) -
TORALON GO TC CVTIOTOLYCL TWV ETEQOPUAD-
@uhov (BA. Carpenter 2005).

1 OUY®QEGTNON JAS OHOPUASHIANG (AVTOLXYG) TAVTOTNTOS HECE G0 TV gentri-
fication eViOYUOVTCL OL YEUOVIXES OYEOELS (TMV AVTOWYV) UE TO YWQO.

H ouyxo0mon Tautémrag HECm TG XVITIROTNTOS OTO WO %Ol T OUYRE-
VIOWOT) O OUYLEXQUUEVES TTEQLOYES EIVAL EQUXTY HOVO TIAVM QTG EVAL OLXOVOUL-
%6 rato@AL. Ioyvolopar €0 OTL AVTO TO XATWPAL YLt TOUS OHOPUASPLAOLG El-
vau eEatpeTind yaunAid. H xatastieon mov d€X0vTaL O [ ETEQOPUAGPLAN %OL-
vovia, auT TOU TOUS #AVEL VAL EXOUV TOON QVAyRY £Va 010 TOUS XMEO, EIVaL TO-
0o peydin (Kirby & Hay 1997) ov tovg avayrdCel va #Gvouy PHeYAAES OLXOVO-
WRES BLOTES YLaL VAL TOV QTOXTHHOOUV. AUTO dMMAadN TOU SLAPEQEL OTO EOWTEQL-
%6 S OUAdAS TV gay EEEVYEVIOTAV IO KEL KO TEQQ EIVAL TO TOOOOTO TOV EL-
COdNHUATOS TOVS TTOU ALABETOVV YLaL VUL RATOLKOOVY OF EEEVYEVIOUEVES TEQLO-
yéc.3 T va terpunoLmBel pua tétowa BEom Spmg Ba YOELaoToUY euTeELQuxd dedo-
uéva ov dev €xw avti T oy om dudbeon pov.

Exel mou 1 o opdda aveiraBuotd i extomniCer my Gin, Ba vdpEovy ov-
yroouoELS. 10 M€ Tov ITapiolot avmj n ovy#povom €yLve avaueoa om efoa-
1] ROWOTTQL, TTOL TAEADOOLUX A RATOLOVOE OTNY TTEQLOYN, %Ol OTOUG (VTQES O-
LOQUAGELLOVE TTOV eyrataotddnxay ex Twv votépwy (Sibalis 2004). Avtiotoa,
n tawvia tov Linda Goode Bryant xaw Laura Poitras Flag Wars (2003) deiyver m
OUY%OOVON AVAUEDH OE OUAIES OPOPUAGPLAMV (HVOIIG YUVALADV) KL HATQWY
o€ pua TepimTmon gentrification wpanv pavong yerrovidg. Kat otig 6vo meourtm-
OELS €)OVIE TUYRQOUOELS YLOL TNV XUOLCOYICL OTO (DO AVAUECH OE OUADES IOV
Bewpovpe un oovouaxés. ‘Onmg toviCel »ar o Knopp (1998), eivar onpavuxo
VO #AVOUPE TOMATAES AV VOOELS, AT OLPOQETLRG OMpElat ExxivnONG, e dia-
(POOETIXY OTTTLXY] %aiL OE OYEOM UE OLPOQETIXA HETWITEL NYEROVINS (pUko, 0EEOVA-
AMrOTTA, UM, TAEN %.AT.). AV TAQOUUE TIG OVO TOQATAV® TEQUTTWOELS, HITO-
0OULE, #OITALOVTAS TIS ThOVOTEVTIRA, VO DOURE puat ovyrpovom un ERoaimy xal
EBoainv 1 hevrdv oL paipwv aviiotoya xot Vo BYahovie eVA0Aa OUUTEQA-
ONOTAL YL TIS MYEUOVILES OOUES. MOVO QTOOOUMVTAS UTES TIS RATNYOQIES L
YPAYVOVTIOS OTO ECWTEQLXO TOUG RATAUVOOUUE OTL T HETWITCL E(VaLL WO OVVOETCL.

"Evag 600¢ AAOTLY(O

Kau oto anéonaoua g Ruth Glass, 6mng 1o mapéfeoa mapamdvm, ahhd ®al 0e
TOALOUS aTté ToVg 0pLoHOVS TS gentrification, 0 GPOG YONOLUOTOLE(TAL PETT OE
20.00QLOUEVE GOLOL YL VL TTEQLYQUPEL EVOL (PULVOUEVO OF LOTOPUKEG TTEQLOYES OTCL
#EVIOU TWV TOLEWY, O OTEVI] OYEON pE TIS avamhdoels. ‘Opwg o petaforeés a-
76 ™V eEATAWON TOV (BLOV TOV GEOV ATTG TN Wi, OL TOMTROOLXOVOKRES EEEAL-
Eelg amd v dihn, €xavay ToAhovc va BAlovy ®AT® a6 TV «OUTREAM» TG
gentrification QovOpeEVe. ®ow HLEQYUOIES TTOV UE TO OTEVOTEQO 0PLONS g Glass
dev epmepLéyxovral o avtiv. “Etot, o Smith mpoteivel éva peydro €0pog ot

%0MaM TOL 6POV:

[Ta)g pwopovpe, pEca 0€ €va EVEUTEQO TAUIOLO HETARUAMCUEVWV ROWVWVIRDY YE-
WYOAPLOV, Vet EEYMOITOVIE ILUVOTOMTIRA AVAUEDC, OTNV AVAKOIVION RUTOUXLDY
0V 190V awiva, ™Y “aTaoxev] VEOV Tioymy 1OLWTIXIG XaTowkiog, To Eyraivia
QeOTPAL %ot 0yOQWV Yio VoL TOAPNEOVY TOTIHOUS %L )L TOOO TOTROUS TOVQI-
OTEG, TOV TOAAATACOLLONG TV wine bars —#a Twy urovtix yio 6ha ta oryafd— oh-
MG OL TNV %OTAOREVT] HOVIEQVWV %Ol HETAUOVTEQVWY ®TO(WV YOapEiwY, divo-



vrag SOVAELA O YIMAdES emaryyeuaTies Tov GhoL dyvouy Eva népog va Lijoouvy
[.-.]; (N. Smith 1996: 39, n petagpoaon duxrj pov)

Ko ratahjyer 6Tt 0 600G }ONOLHOTOLETOL YL TV «TUELXY] AVARATUOREVT|
TOV REVTOLKOU aoTIxOU Tomiov» (N. Smith 1996: 39).

2t ayyMrd 0 600G epgaviCetar ouyva mapdrinia pe dhovg: trendifi-
cation, upgrading, renewal, reinvestment, revitalization (Jackson 1989), studen-
tification (D. Smith 2002), neighborhood recycling, upgrading, renaissance, yup-
pification, modernization, renewal, urban cleansing (N. Smith 1996), whitepaint-
ing, rehabilitation, townhousing, sandblasting (Slater 2004), financification (Lees
2003b), Londonisation (Dutton 2003), greentrification (Smith & Phillips 2001)
2o EYEL OUYVA OLEVEVVOEL TOOO 1WOTE VO oupITeQLAapPaveL OAa Ta Taatdve. Ot
TEQLOOOTEQOL (TG AUTOUS TOVUG OOVS AVaLpEQOVTaL ETE OtV avafaduion Ttov
dopunuévou eLPAALOVTOG #atL ONUOTLOV XWOEOV EITE OTIG AT YOQIES OOV CLvN-
#ovv oL VEou rdtowxol (AovOpETot, pormteg, yuppies). ‘Onwg mapatmeet o D.
Smith (2005: 72), cvnj 1 VONUOTLAY SLEVQUVOT) AVOUVEUEL VOL TTOOUVUUWOEL TOV
600 GAAG a6 TV AAAN OEYVEL TOV ROWVO TAOOVOUAOTY] CAWMV TV TOQATAVW:
mv «avalmoyovnon» (revitalisation).

Katd tov idio 1o6mo o Tolga Islam (2005), peretwvrag my Tovpxia, diev-
OUVEL % GALO TNV EUPELELCL TOV GOOV YLCL VOL OUUTTEQUAGPEL KO VEES HATAUOREVES
#ABHS ROL TV AVARAIVLON ERTOQIRMY XTNOIMV, TOOO 0NV TOAN 600 %o 0TV U-
naBpo. Evdiagépoy mapovoldlet 8¢ xau dhhn pua dradiaocio wov falet »a-
TW 0TS TV OWTEEAL TOV GEOV: TTALG OTTITLCL (Y OQACOVTOL el avarawviCovTan a-
76 peoaieg TaEelc o€ TaEABAAAOOLES TEQLOYES YIaL VaL XONOLUOTOWm oY Yo ta-
oaBepLoTinég natowies. To «ehdrrwpa avmig mg gentrification givan OTL TaL Y-
0L UTA ZIVOUVETOLY VL EIVELL EQNIUMUEVES KO ATTOHOVOUEVES TIEQLOYES, EUTOG
a6 e pureY Tepiodo To rahoxaiol, kaBug N TAELOYN@a TV EEEVYEVIOTOV a-
@HVEL T OTHTLEL PETA TIG OLUKOTIES KO ETUOTQEQPEL OTCL OTLTICL TOVG OTNY TTOAN»
(Islam 2005: 123). H gentrification ) coTiX®V TEQLOXMV, XWOIS VXt aTovoLdleL
EVIEADC At TV GAn ouliTnom, TEQLYQAPETAL RO AVAAUETOL POVO TTEQLOTALOLNL-
#@ (Phillips 1993, 2003).

Kard tov Sykora (2005), 1 QTao*evt VEWV TOARATOXUDY OF ALOTURA KE-
V@ W0l var E(vaL OMUaVTLY 0TV QOTLx avadiapOpmon HECK aTd VALKY Haul
HOWOVIRY PETAPOMY], ahhd dev T BemQEl wg ™V xateEoynv gentrification. Me-
rerdvrag my [Modya, tapameel 6T n avalwoyovnom Tov XEVTQOU OEV EYLVE Q-
16 TV Vaxaivion TV xmoimy *atowiag, ahhd VOIS QUTO TV AVTIRATAOTCL-
ON YONOEWV: GG RATOURICL OF EUTOQUKES yOoeLs. Avm) ™) draduxaoict v ovo-
WACEL EPITOQEVUATOTTIOMOT) (commercialisation) o ™ duayEICeL ad TV ®aTe-
Eoyjv gentrification, Tov a@od € UETAPOLES TNV HOWVWVLXY) OUVBEON TV %L~
Toirwv xou Gy oug yoroels. Kau ta dvo QaUYOHEVE 0dNYOUY 08 EAATIMON TOV
TANBVoPOY. TtV TEW™) TEQITTWO 10Tl 0L RATOLROL EXTOTTOVTAL QIO EUTTOQL-
REC YOHOELC, et OTN) SEVTEQN YLATE JUKQOTEQH dwapepiopara svu’wovTaL e va
YIVOUY PEYOMITEQQ, EVE TCL VOLXOXVQLA TV gEEVYEVIOTOV E(VaL OUYXVA WKQOTE-
00t TG AUTA TWV EXTOTULOHEVWV OpuAdWV. it )

O Ietowuéone (2005), ik, pAnvrag yie my gentrlflcatlon’ong ITOMRES
TGMELC, PEQVEL TOMATAG TAQADELYHOTEL RETATQOTIS XQTOMS mothudy Propimyovi-
OV EYRATAOTAOEWV € KOTOKIES, OIALOREDAON, TOMTIOO KA EPTOQLO: Mulino
Stucky om Bevetia, ) mald frotexvia tupaouav Pantella xaw 0 Mirot tov Ba-

Travov om Poun.
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O E. Clark (2005) tehxd, amyaivovrag €va fripa magaréoa amd tov N.
Smith, oA paymurd vroomeCel ™y avdayxn va dovue Ty gentrification pe
mv evOUTEEN Evvola, av BEhovpe va ratardfoupe L arQpws diaxvpeveTal:
gentrification e{val, xaTd ™MV GITOYI] TOV, N XATAXTNON XWEOV U0 OPGDES UE a-
VATEQO KOLVMVIXOOIXOVOLUXG #UQ0G (status). KEVIQO, TEQLPEQELX 1} XWOLO, VA
Thaom 1 VEa RaTaoxeuy, zatowia 1j duaorEdaon), GAa TQETEL VO HITOVY RATW Ot-
716 oV (810 6p0. Ialpvovrag auti My omrTLxy, OV VTAQYEL TLTTOTA TO TTEQUTAORO
OTOV 600, 6TTWS A€EL %o 0 TiThog Tov doxuiov Tov Clark H tdén xat 1 amiory-
Ta ¢ gentrification, amdvimon oto doxilo Tov Beauregard Xdog xat woAvAo-

xotnra s gentrification, o6 To 1986.

To YEWYQUPIXLS %Ol LOTOOLXO TAALOLO TG gentrification

Tnv gentrification v €40vv ueheTjoeL TOAOL TG TOVS ETLOTLOVES TNG TTOANG:
YEWYOAPOL, #OWWVIOAGYOL, aVBOMTOAGYOL, OIXOVOROAGYOL. ‘OmoLEg EQUNVELES
%O TEQLEYOUEVO RCL VO, SIVOVTOL OTO QPUVOUEVO, PAIVETAL TAV® Gt OACL 1) X0-
o Tov dtdotaon. ITord EexdBapa To expealel o D. Smith:

[...] n xoriom Tov Gpov gentrification eTTEETEL OF PEAETNTES VL OUYREVIQWOOLYV TIG
nolhamhéc dtadoopéc e aotinis avalmoyGynong, Tov EIVaL YVWOTES HE pidt
TN GALMY OVOUATOY — OE O(EOT UE TNV OLXOVOLAT], TOMTLOTLAT] 1 ROWVWVL-
#0-400LAN] LOLAUTEQOTNTA TG OUYREXOUEVNS dradinaciag. AMLG T Elval auT6 IOV
TUVOEEL AUTEC TIC SLadIaOTES avalwOoyGVIOMG, XL TL ONUAIVEL 1) «TAUTELD» gen-
trification o€ PaBitepo BemonTixd eninedo; "Eva onuaviind #ovo otolyelo
avapeoa otig dladinaoles avalmoyvnong eival 1 (ave)Taeaywyn YEWYQUQLmy
ROLVOVLXOU DL MOLOPOU KLl CUYAEVIOWONG, XABMS %ol 1] OLOEVA TILO OLEVQUUE-
V1] ZOWWVIRO-YWOLAT TOAWOT SLapOQETIRHY OUAdWY [...]». (D. Smith 2005: 88,1
UETAPOaON OLxn Hov)

To gawvéuevo mc gentrification agopd MOUTOV OE OUYXEXQIUEVO Y WO KAl
deV UTOQEL VO EQUNVEVTEL % TOV (D10 TEGTO (TG TO EVOL Y WEOHOWWVIRG TTACL-
010 070 (1ho. "E}OUpe pic 0£10G 0TT6 TUQAUETOOUS TTOV, HETARAAAGIEVES, ETINOE-
GLovv my TayimTa, ™V Extaom, (ong xou T guon mg gentrification and tov €va
%500 0TV (ko H Epevva €5w s ToV «rupiivay Tmv ayYAGQOVeY XmQav EO0eL-
Ee puo omuavtiz] dlagpoomonom artd T6mo ot Tomo. O #abE TOOg EVIAOOETAL PE
TOV 1% TOU TOGTIO TTNY Uy #OOULCL LOTOQICL KO YEWYQAPICL, HE DLAPOQETIHES (-
oeig exPropnyaviong #au aroflopnydviong (Islam 2005), duapoeTinn Ox€om pe 10
romTahotizé ovomuc (Sykora 2005), duagpoetix dudpBowaon mg owrovoulag,
TV emayyelpudrov xal eloodnudrov (Pingon & Pingon-Charlot 2004). Ou 1d€eg
Y10 TV TTOAN, 1) TOOUOTLOTTOMOM, N (WO UEN SLaPEQOVY ONpuavVTIRG A6 TOTO
OF TO0, GTI0C SEMVEL AAGIIN %O JLCL OUYZOLOT| OTLS YEITOVIXES X peS HITA %o Kat-
vadd (Slater 2005). ALproo@avovtal Aowtév oM diapoQeTHEg UV xeS yua va
Eenvijoes 1j va eEehiyBel 1) diadinaoio gentrification CUYXERQULEVOV TEQLOXWV —
A %o 1o vo SlomumwBel €vag EOTROVIXGG AGYOS YLOL TC (PALVOREVA QUTA.

H 00Ydvmor Tov #0GTOUS %O 1) EXTAOT) TOU kQUTAOU PNy aviopov, Beoput-
#EC ahhd naw ToadooLanES duvatdmTes TaERPoNS, TO WOLOXRMOLAXS *abE-
OTiS, PTopoUV va emtayivouy 1j va empBoadivovy gawdpeva gentrification
(Bernt & Holm 2002). H wot0pic ™5 p@Lopimong, Twv ROWOMVIXGV KVIid-



TWV %0 OVYRQOUCEMY, IOV TN SLEVXOAGVOLY 1 TN duonorevouy, €xeL O RAOE T6-
70 TG WLTeEOMTES TS (Smith 2002). O 10670G TOV 0L AVTEES KO OL YUVAIHES
rataorevdlovral zowwvixd (Bondi 1999), o to6mog éviaing twv guiwy omy a-
yood eoyaoiag (Smith 1996, Kofman 1998, Islam 2005), dtapoQeTinég ®otvwvi-
%EG AVIIMPELS HOL TOAKTIXES 1G TTOOG TNV OLLOYEVELX, TO PUAO %ol T oeEova-
Aromra (Kirby & Hay 1997) #aBopCouv »at 1o 06A0 TETOLWV TaQAUETOWY 0T
ueh€mn »au epunveia mg gentrification.

SvyrAhloelg nat ATorAMOELS

To ®VpL0 avTLelpeVo autol Tov GeBov elvar va oproBemBel o 6pog gentrifica-
tion %at va EexaBaQLotel, 600 auTo elvat OuVATOV, 1) VONUATLRY] TOU AodpeLa. A-
7O T TORATTAV) WTORQUOTAAADVOVTL RATOLX Y UQUATNOLOTIAA TTOV CITOTEAOVV
OMUELD TOWIG TWV TEQLOCOTEQMV —AAG Gyl OAWV—TWY BEMOENTIAWDY OLATVTWOEWY.

Kat’ apydg 1 gentrification, 6tmg 1101 VTOYQAUULOC, EIVOL X WOLLO PALVO-
LLEVO %L, (OG TETOLO, ATAOYOAEL ®VOIWG TOVS YEWYOApOLS. Mihdpe i gentrifi-
cation pLag YEITOVLAS, PG TEQLOXNS, mag moing. H gentrification agod #v-
0l0)C O€ REVIQURES AOTIRES TTEQLOYES, HCUL TILO CUYAEXQUUEVCL OTCL LOTOQURA REVTOU
TV TOAEWV (e OAN T dVOROAIK TTOU €XOVNE VaL TA OQIOOVILE ), OTCL OTTOLCL LVt
PEQETAL %atl TO HEYUAUTEQO HEQOG TG EWTTELQLAIG EQEVVAS. AUTO OEV ATOXAELEL
6 yivovral avagopés omy gentrification TQOAOTIMV 1) AXOPA ZAL XWOUDV.

TO PAIVOHEVO WITAIVEL OTO EVOUTEQO TAAIOLO TG «ETUTTQOPS OTNY TTOAN.
T #oppdTLe TS TOANG 0T OTOLE ETUTTOEPOVY OL ®ATOLKOL DEV Elva TV, Cth-
AG ouVOEoVTaL pE ™V TOLOTNTEL TOU SOPNUEVO TTEQLRBAALOVTOG %aL TOL dNGTLoY
YHOOV, TNV AVAXGAUYY TG CALOYITERTOVIXIG XANQOVOULAS %L TV EWTOQEVIATO-
momonj mge. H gentrification ouvdgetar dueoa pe tg AVATTAAOELS 1| ROL UE VEEG
KOATAOREVES OTO ECWTEQLAG CUTAY TWV TEEQLOYWY. Z€ CUVOUUTUO UE OLKOVOUILES
SOPEC, TN TUOOMEEVON KEPALIOV KT TV CAVAYH) ETAVETEVOUONG TOV, AELTOVQ-
YOUV SlapoRETIRES duvApELg EAENS 1o mEnomg Tov odnyovv oe gentrification.

Kupimg EQUNVEVGUEVT] (IS OLLOVOIKO PAULVOEVO, 1) gentrification ouvOge-
T GUEDT [E TO XEEDOG KAl THY RVITLROTITCL TOV #eQahaiov, TG ALPoES oY
TOOLYHOTIAY] %Ol €V QUVANREL YOUOTEO00D0 %t TO TEQIPNHO XAONC EVOLRIWY. ZUV-
déeTaL GG %t U PETAROAES OTO ECWTEQLRO TWV HEOa{WY OTROUATWY, IOV devV
ETMTOETOUY LOVOTTAEVQES EQUVELES 0T Pom TV HOWWVIROV TAEEWY QTTOKAELOTL-
%@ AUTEC PTOQE( Ve Elvan OUVOETES SLadIRaOTES apgroprimong Tov teémov Lwnig
R RATAVAADONS 1] TOV OYETEWY NYEROVIOG AVAUEOT OTCL UM, M ®at 1) dLendin-
M DUAPOPETIRWV TEEOVUMAIV TAUTOTITOV. KaBag n €vvola TEQLEYEL TTAVTOTE TO
OTOLYE(O ™G RATARTOMG VEOU ((DQOV, (PEQEL [LE QTG TOV TEOTO et EYYEVY) ETbe-
TG T, Anhadn 1 oUYREO™ O oUALOYIRIS TaUTETTOS (Ha) PEE atd TO XWEO
UTOQE( VL E(VELL OUYXQOVOLIKT] %Ot VOt ovppaiver oe Paoog dhhwv, AyGTeQo mQo-
VORLOUY MV OPAdWY, OV (cwto)mpoodropLovral e dudgpopa xormjoLaL.

It e To avoTen YOMON TOU OOV

‘Onwe €yeL YIVEL paveQd amd Ty avdhvom mov meonynonxe, n ovCﬁmon, YL TV
gentrification Egxivnoe, 6we xat toMG atd Ta O€paTa Tov ancztoxo)»ov’v TOV E-
TULOMUOVIXG DO, oY AyYAic ®at 0TS HITA, %0t JE CUTY] TNV EVVOLQL ELVAL JLaL
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ayyAdgmvn emvonom. "Exoviag amaoyohjoet Opmg ToAOUS HEAETNTES ROl [E-
AeTTOLEC EEM QTG TOV «TTUOVA» AUTOV, €xEL AtOdOUNOET YLOL VOL ETITOEYEL TTOA-
AUTAEC VALY VOOELS, TOOO LAPOQETIKES CTTO TOTTO UE TOTO TTOV LOVO RUTAKONOTL-
%@ WAGLE Y1 TO (810 ayyAooaEovire pauvopevo. Qg eQEVVNTIXG EQYaAE(D, Ao
™MV AN, Wroel va oUpUPAaLEL O€ TEQLOTGTEQO CUVOETES TOOOEYYIOELS TWV TEO-
TV LLE TOUS OTTOIOVS DLAPOQETIRES OUADES DLATTOULYUATEVOVTCL TO XMDQO, TWV TTO-
AMITAORWV OYECEMY EEOVATAS ROL TWV OVVOETWV UETHTWY OVYXQOVANS TTOV AVOL-
dvovTaL OTO XWEO TG TOANG.

To no)c Ba emhéEovpe va opicovue v gentrification dev elval pa ovdE-
TEQN «ONUALOLOAOY AT} ATTOPAOT), TTAWMS YLOL V&L CUVEVVOOULOOTE OV (dLat YAWO-
oa. Eltvau puo oAt Baoxy emhoyn] ov tepaoyel TIg OYE0ELS LOXU0S AVAET
otic Sudgopeg opnddec. Tia tapdderypa, av SeXTOUIE TV TOAS TAATLA % Q1|01 TOV
600V, ET0L 6TTMOE MV TEOTEVOLY ®a 0 TE6o@arog D. Smith (2002) xaw o Clark
(2005), ®AivOULE OOPHOS TEOS EQUIVELES TTOV DIVOUY TEOTEQAUGTNTC 0TV TAELXY
dudotaon Tov gavouEvov, Bempdvrag ™V TaEikn dLapoed wg TO ®UELO, AV )L
QTTORAELOTLXG, SLAPOQOTOMTILG OTOLYELO TNV ROWWVIC. ATG KEL KOl TEQQL, (A~
AEC MYEUOVIXES OYECELS VTTOXMQEOVV OF onpaoia 1) zau eEagaviCovrat. Av, avii-
BEeTaL, EMLOTOEYOULE TOV GO OTNY COYLXY TOU OTEVOTEQN EVVOLQL, ETOL 6TTwg d6HN-
#e ané mv Glass 1 tov N. Smith ota mpwta Tov xetpeva (1979a, 1979b, 1986,
1987), BOLOHOUAOTE PITQOOTA OE EVOL PULYOUEVO VAL [LEV TTLO TTEQLOQLOUEVO OF E-
#TOOT, AAAG [LE TTOAU L0 CUVOETAL KOl SLULPOQOTTOMUEVCL TCL HETMITCL EEOVOTOS.

‘000 AVEGVOUE TO EVOOS TWV QPULVOUEVOY TTOU BEWOEOVNE OTL EPTTIITTOVY
omv gentrification, Bewpovpe dnhadij 6n 1 gentrification agoEd o& TOAELS oL
UmaLB0, #EVIQO %aL TEQLPEQELL, AVOXALVIOUEVES KAl VEES RATOWXIES, YOUPELQ
%aL TOOMY PLOUNUVIZOUS XMHEOVS, POLOROUAOTE UTQOOTA OF EVOL AVUAVTLLO
%G0C 1j 0 Evay 600 YIS ovoLaoTixe TepLexopevo. H ampoadiopiotia ot ov-
VEYELQL ETUITEIVETOL XOL OTIO TG TOMATAES OTTURES TTOOTEYYLONG, T.X. A0 TNV
TAEVOG TWV DLAPOQETIAWY OUAdMV EEEVYEVLOTMV 1] TOV REPAANIOV TOL %AOE PO-
04 epmAéxetal ot dadiraoic. AvVILOETA, KONOLUOTOLWVTAS TNV EVVOLAL [LE UL
UEYOAUTEON CUOTNEGTNTA M TOOS TN YWELAY TG AVAPOOd, PTOQOVIE VaL aELo-
onjoovpe TOAMATAES omtrés (.. @Uho, oeEovalxndmra, QuArj, TAEN %.Am.)
Y10 vaL SLEQEVVHOOUUE TIS TTOMITAOXES OLEQYQOTES TTOV OPOVV TTIOW TNG.

210 TAALOL0 TGO, VITOOTNEICW [ie. ovdyvmon g gentrification wg €va
QOLVOIEVO TTOV APOQOU. OF ROWVMVILES LETAROAES DLaPOQETIROU TUTTOV 0T XEVTOWL
TV TTOLEWV, O€ OUVOVAOUO pE TNV avalwoyovnon CUThY TV TEQLOYMV, XL OTO
070(0 oL EEEVYEVIOTES dEV ElvaL piar adLapoEoToin ™ pecaic TAEY, ahrd ovyre-
AOWUEVES OUADEC 0TO EOWTEQIXO TS peoaias TaEns. H mapamdve ovlimon yua
™ OEEOVaMAOTNTA TOOTEIVEL PLCL TETOLOV E(OOVS avdyVmOT), 67Tov Ot EEEVYEVL-
OTEg OeV POIOROVIUL TAVTOTE OTt6 TNV TAEVEA TWV LOYVEOTEQMY. MmoEe(l Aoutdv
gentrification vo. pnv e(var povo amoxhelOpUos Twv adivapmy amd Toug duvatovs,
ahAd, O€ RATOLEC TEQUTTWOELS, INYAVIOUOS AU@LOBiTons twv oyEoemy eEov-
olag za dladiraoic ovyrEGTONG THVTETNTAS %al HECK A6 TO YWDEO.
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