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[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.
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