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ABSTRACT

THE SOCIAL CONSTRUCTION OF MEANING IN LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTURE: A CASE STUDY OF GENGLIiK PARKI
IN ANKARA

Uludag (S6kmen) Zeynep
Ph.D. in Architecture, Department of Architecture

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Génul Evyapan

February 1998, 302 pages

This research concentrates on the development of urban
landscapes in a socio-cultural context with an emphasis on the
-example of public parks. As it is the case in all social
processes, a landscaped environment develops and shapes to
a certain meaning and identity with reference to changing
natural and social inputs. For re-establishing the identity and
uniqueness of places by processes of social meaning
attribution, the necessary social analysis is conducted within
the theoretical framework of Giddens’ ‘structuration theory' and

H&agerstrand’'s ‘time-geography’.

The study illustrates the history of Genglik Parki, the first
urban park in the capital city Ankara in Turkey. The Turkish

iii



Republic is a unique case being one of the first nation-state
that was founded after the 1°* World War. To propagate the
new ideology of this nation-state and to form a new society

Gengclik Parki assumed the role of an agency.

Historical documents and official letters from the archives
and articles from journals provided the source for the historical
analysis. The research has shown that the social meanings of
the park changed radically in time and that, its initial social
meaning as well as the meanings it assumed in later periods

can be studied within the framework of structuration theory.

Keywords: Social construction of meaning, landscape
architecture, time-geography, Ankara in the Republican period,

Republican ideology, public space.
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PEYZAJ MIMARLIGINDA TOPLUMSAL ANLAM URETIMi:
ANKARA GENCLiK PARKI ORNEKLEMESI

Uludag (S6kmen) Zeynep
Doktora, Mimarhik Bé61amua

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Génal Evyapan

Subat 1998, 302 sayfa

Bu arastirma kentsel peyzajin sosyo-kalturel sudregler
icerisinde olusumu Uzerine kurgulanmakta ve 6zellikle kent
parkiarinin gelisimini ve anlamlandiriimasini vurgulamaktadir.
-Batan toplumsal olaylarda oldugu gibi bir peyzaj cevresi de
degisen dogal ve sosyal verilere bagh olarak belirli bir anlam
ve kimlik alarak gelisir ve sekillenir. Bu kimligin ve buatuniagan,
sosyal anlamlarinin olusturularak yeniden kurgulanabilmesi i¢in
gerekli olan sosyal analiz yéntemi Giddens’in ‘yapilanma
kurami’ ve Hé&gerstrand’'in ‘zaman cografyasi’nin teorik

cercevesine gore olugturulmustur.

Bu calismada baskent Ankara’nin ilk kent parki olan
Genglik Parki'nin tarihsel hikayesi anlatilmaktadir. Turkiye
Cumhuriyeti 1. Dunya Savasi’'ndan sonra kurulan ilk ulus-

v



devletlerden oldugu igin 6nemli bir érnektir. Genglik Parki, yeni
kurulan Cumhuriyetin ideolojisinin yaylimasi ve yeni toplumun

olusturuimasi i¢in bir ara¢ olmustur.

Bu tarihsel analizi yaparken, arsivlerdeki tarihi
belgelerden, yazigmalardan ve gazete makalelerinden
yararlaniimistir. Bu arastirma sonunda, parkin anlaminin
zaman igerisinde radikal olarak degistigi ortaya ¢ikmaktadir.
Parkin kuruldugu zamandaki anlaminin ve degisen zaman
icerisinde kazandigi farkli anlamlarin ‘yapilanma kuraml’

gercevesinde incelenebilecegi gésteriimistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Toplumsal anlam uretimi, peyzaj mimarisi,
zaman cografyasi, Cumhuriyet dénemi Ankara'si, Cumhuriyet

ideolojisi, kamusal alan.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Problem Definition

A landscaped environment possesses a meaningful
identity only if its production is through a genuine socio-
cultural process, and thus it has the ability to survive parallel
to the socio-cultural changes in this process. The problem
studied in this research is the understanding of the change in
the meaning of urban landscaped space, as a result of the
socio-cultural changes in an urban society. This study stemmed
from the need to understand the social construction of meaning
in urban landscaped space. It aims to comprehend the cultural
identity and uniqueness of places in the contemporary
landscape architecture. This objective will be successfully met
to the extent that it may account for the production and

reproduction of meaning in cultural life in the urban context.

The primary focus of social and behavioral scientists
involved with human-landscape interaction has generally been
the aesthetics and specifically the perception of visual quality
or scenic beauty and landscape preferences. However, the
relationship of humans with landscape is not limited to visual
perceptions of aesthetic or scehic factors that fail to consider

the socio-cultural dynamics and multi-sensory characteristics

1



of hUman-Iandscape transactions. Changing tendencies and
resultant physical environment creation in landscape
architecture reflect the changing social systems and ideologies
about the relationship of society to the public sphere and

nature.

To address the characteristics and dynamics of both
humans and landscapes, a transdisciplinary and multi-
paradigmatic approach is required. Especially, the changing
concept of ‘nature’ and ‘man-nature’ interaction towards the
end of the twentieth century, necessitates re-examination of
the development patterns of open urban greeh spaces with the

new discourse about space in the post-modern decade.

The way human-beings see themselves in relation to
nature is fundamental to all cultures and has had a profound
impact on garden . traditions. Indeed human activities are:
shaped by social and cultural processes and structured by
meanings that people derive from the context in which those
actions occur. Thus, garden tradition has evolved with inputs
from its own historic past and with the human activities of the

still living cultures.

All through the history of landscape architecture, open
and green spaces, whether inside the cities or in the
countryside, were developed and shaped to a certain meaning
and identity with reference to the changing natural and social
inputs. In other words, the ever changing social structure of the
society has been reflected in both the physical and social
characteristics of the contemporary landscape development.

Firstly, organized landscapes have served as a symbol of

2



cosmos, heaven, ideal world, religion, power, despotism,
richness, royalty, and as a cure for unhealthy conditions in
cities; and now, they act as a crucial service not only for the
viability of urban life but also, for the reproduction of labor.
Thus, organized landscapes have always been the reflections
of power, state ideology, political and social struggles.
Consequently, landscape design, as an aspect of landscape
has inevitably had cultural and historical resonance in the

continuum of the past, present and future.

This research is focused on gaining an understanding of
the changes in meanings and the values associated with
landscape, of human interactions and of the relationships of
perceived environmental quality with both physical-natural and

socio-cultural elements of landscape in the urban environment.

1.2 Statement of Objectives

The main objective of this study is to analyze critically
the aspects of politics of space and socio-cultural phenomena
in the production and reproduction of organized landscape
within the urban environment. A study of social change and the
social construction of meaning in landscape, necessitates a
deep investigation of the changing socio-cultural dynamics in
the society, towards revealing the changing social and cultural
meanings and ideologies in the production of the physical

environment.

This research concentrates on the premise that; the

contemporary form of green spaces can be approached

3



principally as a historical and socially specific mode of design'
which can be understood by grasping the relationship between
space and the elements of social organization, and socio-
cultiii'al change, such as, social movements, economics,
politics, ideological and.cultural values. Within this scope, this
study aims to investigate the patterns of man-landscape
interaction within its socio-cultural context and to reveal the
physical and social transformation in landscape design
specifically in the development of public parks. The siudy
focuses on the concept that space is a social construction in all
its dimensions. The concept of social space necessitates the
evaluation of the elements of space to a principal analysis of
the effects of social movements and state ideologies. The
insights, derived from this cultural process will provide us the
way of re-establishing the identity and uniqueness of places in
the contemporary landscape architecture. Thus, to be specific,
~ the articulation of the changes in cultural, social, political and
economic activities within urban landscaped spaces also
represent the changing perceptions of meaning and changes in
the social construction of meaning in landscape designs,
particularly public parks.

Since landscape design is a social construct, it follows
that understanding man-landscape interaction is also culture
bound. It needs the expression of beliefs, feelings and
emotions of a given culture. Hence, the meaning of landscape
is socially constituted and it survives as long as it protects its
social and cultural value, which lies in its use for production
and reproduction of cultural life. This meaning also, helps as a
constituent element of changing cultural practice in the

urbanization of cities. So, it is important to understand the
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changing meaning of landscape for social reproduction and

constitution of urban consciousness. As Harvey says;

Increasing urbanization makes the urban the primary
level at which individuals now experience, live out, and
react to the totality of social transformations and
structures in the world around them. To dissect the urban
process in all of its fullness is to lay bare the roots of
consciousness formation in the material realities of daily
life. It is out of the complexities and perplexities of this
experience that we build an elementary consciousness of
the meanings of space and time; of social power and its
legitimations; of forms of domination and social
interaction; of the relation to nature through production
and consumption; and of human nature, civil society, and
political life. (Harvey, 1985:251)

In this changing perception of meaning, another objective
of the study is: to search for a critical analysis of the social
production of space and to provide a social consciousness for
understanding the changes in the meaning of landscape in the
urban milieu as well as physical transformations sometirﬁes
parallel to urban transformation. This study then suggests that,
landscape design is a ‘social production and reproduction’
which creates a practice of its own, based on a system of
social and cultural power. Thus, it affects and also is affected
by social structures, social agents or collective activities of
agents which construct the society. In other words, landscape
design is not only a personal manifestation of an agent but
also, a product of a historical context, socio-cultural context
and social relations in a society. Therefore, social and cultural
analyses; policies, ideologies, and the agency factor, all
contribute to the understanding of the changing social structure
and the establishment of the meaning and identity of places in

the urban social milieu.



The study aims at contributing towards an interpretation
of social life with a systematic analysis of the changes in social
and cultural system in a society, which will help define the
nature of socially constructed meaning in relation to cultural

and social change.

The design of landscaped spaces, that far mainly used as
a tool to serve political power, after the Industrial revolution
came under the influence of contemporary views of human
beings and the social reality of urban life. Early pleasure
gardens and gardens of the courtly life were replaced by the
first public parks (1840-1900), then, parks as instruments of
social reform (1900-1930), parks as active recreational
facilities (1930-1965), and now as open space systems serving
both the ecological and more passive recreational purposes
(Cranz, 1989). Today, the changing concept of public park with
new social, cultural, and symbolic meanings creates new
relationships with the citizens and has a new mission in a

modern world where the death of public space is in discussion.

Since landscape design has ideological origins and is a
space of social interaction, it requires a critical study of social,
geographical and historical theory. This critical analysis would
involve issues of individual and collective action, of
construction of new social and cultural realities, new
relationships, and of representation of both action and political
decisions in the wurban milieu. Changing perception of
environment and man-environment interaction also provides a

solid sense of social change.



As will be discussed in the following chapter, public parks
emerged from particular social contexts in each period and in
that sense, they possess a meaningful identity. The social
meaning of this identity is hidden in the social practices of that
period. With the changes in the socio-cultural environment of
the societies towards the 19'" century, a new understanding of
nature and culture emerged. This social change caused a
spatial change in the urban environment and thus in the urban
landscaped space. This historical change begins in design
practice with the development of many underlying tendencies,
movements, and styles as well as utopian projects. Hence,
daily life of the citizens changed with changing social relations
and the spatial environment of those relations. The result was
the change in the public sphere. Industrialization, urbanism
and new political systems are among the important features of
the modern social world which were also the main causes of
the change in the public domain. So, the emergence of modern

man in the modern society created the first public man.

In contemporary social theory, the change in the public
sphere is discussed by social theorist like, Habermas, Sennett,
or the Frankfurt School theorists. For Habermas, the change in
the public sphere was a structural transformation. (Habermas,
19'97) The weakening of the public is not just a matter of new
lower class entrants being mere consumers or substandard
participants. On the contrary, Habermas asserts that the
consumption of mass culture increases with wealth, status, and
urbanization. And the result is that, the public sphere as a
whole is transformed, not just diluted around the edges.
(Calhoun, 1994:25)



In fact, the changes in the 19" century public sphere
were important for the creation of the bourgeois society.
However, this transformation was an evolution rather than
decline of the public sphere. The numerous features of
modernity created new patterns of urban life. This change in
the social and structural systems of societies is replicated as
modernization and extends out from its original western base to

take in the whole world.

The establishment of modern Turkish Republic is a
unique experience. The constitution of a modern society out of
a traditional one with radical changes in political, social and
cultural spheres was an evolution in the 20" century. In that
sense, the establishment of the largest public park of the
Turkish Republic in the capital city Ankara was a unique
experience in the first half of the century. Genglik Parki has a
significant social meaning different from other examples in
Turkish experience. It was not designed for the reproduction of
labor force only. What makes it special among other public
parks or district parks was the ideological and social meaning
attributed to the park. Therefore, in this research we will
attempt to read the social construction of meaning in
landscaped environments and Genglik Parki will be

investigated as an example.

In the second chapter | shall try to reveal the emergence
of the first public parks out of the social context of the 19"
century Europe and then, | intend to question the Turkish
experience in landscape parks design practice, with respect to
current culture and politics; and discuss certain ideological

issues about the relationship of society to the natural world



and changing public and private space concept with the
changing perception of environment and man-landscape

interaction.

In the third chapter of this research as a case
demonstration, | shall try to reveal the changes in spatial and
social structure of Genglik Parki, which has a visible relation
with the social and cultural changes in Turkey, by introducing
frames of meaning associated with certain contexts of social
life from the beginning of the Turkish Republican period to the
1990s.

The fourth chapter is devoted to conclusions. It
concludes with a brief summary and discussion on the

important aspects and contributions of this study.

1.3 Methodology

This research is devised as a critical analysis to the
aspects of politics of space and socio-cultural phenomena in
the production and reproduction of landscaped spaces at urban
scale, in order to understand the changing meaning of those
spaces as a result of the socio-cultural changes in an urban
society. With this scope, the study particularly specializes on
public parks as the most significant products of urban
landscape in the modern era. So, to make a social and cultural
analysis in order to evaluate the factors that are effective in
the constitution of the meaning and also, the factors that are
effective in the change of this meaning, it is necessary to make

an empirical inquiry.



A public park is a social space which is produced and
reproduced with social interaction in spéce-time relation. The
importance of public space lies in its potential as a mode of
societal integration. In a sense public discourse is a possible
mode of coordination of human life. Although public parks are
significant spaces of social interaction, until today, they have
hardly been evaluated within the categories of social sciences,
and 'been the subject matter of rich discussions in the
established researches in social sciences. In researches
conducted and in articles, parks are evaluated only in terms of

landscape architecture and urban design.

An important reason of this stems from the theoretical
position of the social sciences which emphasized the
processes and changes in the societies and neglected space
as a statically, stationary figure until the end of the 20"
century. As a result of this closedness and concrete
expressions of the repression of space in social sciences,
history was defined only as the description of the chronology of
events, without having a spatial dimension. Besides that,
geography which has space as the main subject matter, was
neglected and put apart as a discipline and was defined only
as a pattern design of spatial problems. A repression of time
and space in social theory, was definitely a repression of
history and geography. As a result of this repression in social
sciences, a significant social object such as the public park
has never been considered as a subject matter in social

researches.
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Now by the end of the 20" century, it is accepted and
emphasized that the limits of presence are spatial as well as
temporal. Such analysis involves the co-ordination of the
temporal and spatial in intricate ways. Within the neat
traditional breakdown between social science and history,
social science is concerned with laws of a universal nature and
“makes generalizations that is indifferent to time and place; and
history analyzes the unfolding of events situated in time-space,
since an analysis of an-eve'ht necessitates an analysis of time
and space together. So, social scientists, historians and
geographers should be regarded as specialists along a

dimension of space and time.

Anthony Giddens is the major figure who emphasizes the
significance of both spatial and temporal dimensions in social
theory. As the founder of the ‘structuration theory’, Giddens
leads on directly to the main themes, especially to that of the
study of time-space relations. In his view the structural
properties of social systems exist only in so far as forms of
social conduct are reproduced chronically across time and
space. An ontology of time-space as constitutive of social
practices is basic to the conception of structuration, which
begins from temporality and thus, in one sense ‘history’.
(Giddens 1995:3) Giddens’ understanding of structuration
theory as a social theory stems from this conceptual

framework. As Giddens writes,

...l use the term ‘social theory’ to encompass issues that |
hold to be the concern of all the social sciences. These
issues are to do with the nature of human action and the
acting self; with how interaction should be conceptualized
and its relation to institutions; and with grasping the
practical connotations of social analysis... Social theory
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has the task of providing conceptions of the nature of
human social activity and of the human agent which can
be placed in the service of empirical work. The main
concern of social theory is the same as that of the social
sciences in general: the illumination of concrete
processes of social life. ... | understand ‘sociology’, by
contrast, to be not a generic discipline to do with the
study of human societies as a whole, but that branch of
social science which focuses particularly upon the
‘advanced’ or modern societies. (Giddens, 1995:xvii)

With the recovery of time. and space for social theory,
Giddens reconstructs the relationship of social theory with
history and geography in structuration theory. That means,
theorizing agency, structure and contextuality which means
space as well as time is the focus of this theory. Thus, the idea
of social reproduction and structure are very closely related to

one another in this sociological analysis.

In social theory, theorists worked with antagonistic
categories which was called dualism till the end of the 20"
century. Some theorists like Weber emphasized the
significance of agents in social theory and for some theorists
like Durkheim and Parsons structure had primacy over action
and -agent. In historic materialistic view; structure takes priority
over agency in the explanation of historical change. Marxism is
fundamentally concerned not with behavior but with the forces

and relations constraining and directing it.

The rise of 'Anglo Marxism', the remarkable penetration
-of English speaking intellectual culture by Marxism over the
past twenty years, helped to bring together history and social
theory. The question of structure and subject agency has been

placed firmly at the top of the agenda for social theory by the
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recent emergence in the English-speaking world of a version of
Marxism which treats individual action as primary, reducing
social structures to the consequences of such action.
(Callinicos, 1988:3) Anthony Giddens as a practitioner of
analytical Marxism has accepted this premise in his agency
thesis. The ever existing dualism in social theory, the attempts
to formulate human agency and structure as dualism are
reconceptualized as the duality of agency and structure in his

structuration theory.

According to the notion of duality of structure, the
structural properties of social systems are both medium
and outcome of the practices they recursively organize.
Structure is not ‘external’ to individuals: as memory
traces, and as instantiated in social practices, it is in a
certain sense more ‘internal’ than exterior to their
activities in a Durkheimian sense. Structure is not to be
equated with constraint but is always both constraining
and enabling. This, of course, does not prevent the
structured properties of a social system from stretching
away, in time and space beyond the control of any
individual actor. (Giddens, 1995:25)

So, in structuration theory the constitution of agents and
structures are not two independently given sets of phenomena,
a dualism, but represent a duality. This duality is
conceptualized as the duality of structure which is always the
main grounding of continuities in social reproduction across
time-space. This conceptual framework also explains the
terminology of the ‘structuration theory’. The word
‘structuration’ in the theory comes from the combination of the

words ‘structure’ and ‘action’.

In advancing the cause of agency Giddens has drawn

sociologists’ attention away from structural interpretations in
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structuration theory. The agency thesis reminds that people are
the actors who move events that initiate changes in the society.
The actions of individuals are influenced by the structural
characteristics of the societies in which they are brought up
and live; at the same time they recreate and to some extent
change those structural characteristics in the society. Thus
this theory mainly stresses the existence of the individual in
society and society in the individual. In other words, neither
the individual nor the society are finished entities; but are
emergent properties formed and reformed through the action of

each upon the other (Flanagan, 1993:140).

So, we may say that, structuration theory emphasizes that
social structure is reproduced by the action of individuals that
are social agents and also individual action is reinforced and
informed by social structure. In other words, the orthodox
conception of agents is consistent with invoking structures to
help explain human action. As Giddens says; “The basic
domain of study of the social sciences, according to the theory
of structuration, is neither the experience of the individual
actor, nor the existence of any form of societal totality, but
social practices ordered across space and time.” (Giddens,
1995:2-3). Agency is important in structuration theory because
the basic premise of the theory is that social structure is
modified continudusly by the action of its agents. In other
words, continuity in social reproduction in time and space is

possible only by the action of agents.

This ‘reconstitutive’ aspect of social science and the
emphasis on the interaction between structure and agency had

a particularly powerful impact on urban sociology. At various
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junctures in his work, Giddens (1994a, 1994b, 1995) draws
attention to cities and the wider effects of urbanism, and
argues that urban sociology deserves a central place in
sociology’s effort to comprehend the modern world. In Giddens’
terms, ‘urban sociology’ is one of the main concerns that has
been shared by geographers and sociologists and where
interchange between the two disciplines has been most
profuse. (Giddens, 1995:365) Historically, cities have been the
main “power containers” in the process of industrialization.
Cities and their radiating influences have produced a created
environment that provides a much different time-space context
for experience and social relations than that provided by a

nonurban milieu. (Flanagan, 1993:141)

After the 80s, the emphasis on localism and agency has
threatened to overwhelm other issues in the practice of urban
sociology. Giddens defines structure in structuration theory as
rules and resources, recursively implicated in the production of
the social system. The structures of society are rule-resource
sets, involved in the institutional articulation of social systems
and the day-to-day activity of social actors; its agents draw
upoh and reproduce structural features of wider social systems.
It is easy to see how such an interpretation of social life would
make Giddens impatient with the way most social scientists
concerned with the city have traditionally interpreted the
relationship between structure and behavior. (Flanagan,
1993:140)

Also, by the mid-1980s, realism in geographers’
discussions has been closely engaged with human agency and

structure and their attention to the significance of space owes
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much to this ‘structuration theory’. (Unwin, 1992). From this
point of view, realist perspectives on the relationships between
spatial and social structures motivated geographers to gain an
interest in places and spatial structures in order to develop an
understanding of the role of space in society. This interest has

been accorded by many geographers.

Historians like Braudel and Goffman are important figures
Who accepted the pre-eminent concern of time, not as
chronological duration but as inherent in the complexities of
social reproduction. The dialogue between structure and action
is represented in their works. In that sense history is the
structuration of events in time and space through the continual
interplay of agency and structure: the interconnection of the
mundane nature of day-to-day life with institutional forms
stretching over immense spans of time and space. (Giddens,
1995:363) '

History is the process through which human beings
constantly make and remake their lives. Hence, in the historical
analysis to uncover the eternal conflict between human agents
and the objective conditions of their actions is of prime
importance. With the growing convergence of history and social
théory, structure and agency are so closely interwoven that to
separate either and give one primacy over the other is a
fundamental error. This view also involves that actions are the
reflections of beliefs and desires of agents and are the
initiators of physical movements. In other words, to explain
social structures in terms of individuals and make reference to
the properties of social structures is important for the study of

a historical change.
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Consequently, there are two basic premises of
structuration theory. First one is to go beyond the ever existing
dualism in social sciences in the 20" century and emphasize
the co-ordination of the spatial and temporal dimensions in
social theory. The second significant consequence of the
theory is, the elimination of the borders between different
disciplines in social sciences. Incorporating time-space in the
heart of social theory means thinking again about some of the
disciplinary divisions which separate sociology from history and
geography. In that sense, structuration theory has something
common with geography, history and socioclogy. According to
Giddens, there is ﬁo difference between historical research,

social research or geographical research. He says,

If there are divisions between social science and history,
they are substantive divisions of labor; there is no logical
or methodological schism. Historians who specialize in
particular types of textual materials, languages or
‘periods’ are not freed from involvement with the concepts
of, and the dilemmas inherent in social theory. But,
equally, social scientists whose concerns are the most
abstract and general theories about social life, are not
freed from the hermeneutic demands of the interpretation
- of texts and other cultural objects. (Giddens, 1995:358)

So, time-space relations are at the very heart of social
theory, as interpreted through the notion of structuration, and
should hence also be regarded as of considerable importance
for conducting empirical research in the social sciences. This
thesis is based on the premise that,. when a product of a
genuine socio-cultural process, a “place”, and in our case a
landscaped environment, will withstand the test of time-space

and will retain a meaningful identity. To depict this meaningful
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identity then, it is necessary to understand the social

construction of meaning in urban landscaped places.

In the thesis research, time-space relations are treated
as fundamental to the production and reproduction of social life
rather than as making up boundaries to social activity which
can be left to specialists in other disciplines — geographers and
. historians. In that sense, the empirical research | shall
conduct, connects with the major tenets of structuration theory.
Therefore, in this research to establish the social meaning of
public parks and in particular Genglik Parki, the historical and
social analysis of the park is done within the theoretical
framework of the structuration theory. Thus, this study, relative
to the historical analysis of the constitution of Gencglik Parki
and Turkish landscape architecture, is also a social analysis of
the case. This study tends to offer accounts of human conduct,
which imply that this conduct is the outcome of social causes

outside the influence of the actors involved.

Another significance of the structuration theory for this
research is its methodological framework. Giddens often
emphasizes that, structuration theory will not be of much value
if it does not help to illuminate problems of empirical research.
Hdwever, the study of practical consciousness and discursive
consciousness must be incorporated into research work. In this
research there will be an empirical study associated with the

theoretical concepts of structuration theory.

...1 do not believe that there is anything in either the logic
or the substance of structuration theory which would
somehow prohibit the use of some specific research
technique, such as survey methods, questionnaires or
whatever...The points of connection of structuration
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theory with empirical research are to do with working out
the logical implications of studying a ‘subject matter’ of
which the researcher is already a part and with
elucidating the substantive connotations of the core
notions of action and structure. (Giddens, 1995:xxx)

So, in indicating some of the implications of the
structuration theory for empirical research, Giddens does not
suggest a specific format of research which everyone
henceforth should .adopt. It is, however, both possible and
worthwhile to look more generically at the tasks of social
research informed by structuration theory and at the
consequences of the foregoing discussion of research work for
the traditional debate between ‘qualitative’ and ‘quantitative’

methods in social research.

In the historical analysis of this research, to solve the
public/private dichotomy in public sphere is necessary to
understand the social construction of meaning in public
spaces. This research emphasizes that the public sphere
became an arena of ideological and political struggle in
architecture, landscape architecture, and urban design for
social change. In other words, the attitude towards nature and
culture was transformed into a form of power. This power of
State or ideology has often been the agency of the social
construction of meaning in urban landscaped spaces in
different social backgrounds and in different periods. However,
unless paralleled by a genuine socio-cultural process, the

meaningfulness cannot be justified, and so, will not survive.

In this research the social construction of meaning will be
discussed within the framework of Giddens’ structuration

theory; not in terms of the meaning in semiotics or semantics
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as in the theory of Saussure. By investigating the social
construction of meaning in public spaces, the research aims to
understand the relational character of the codes that generate
meaning to be located in the ordering of social practices that

are constructed in the rich context of social activity.

In modernist understanding, public space is not
understood agonistically as a space of competition for acclaim
“and immortality among a political elite; it is viewed
democratically as the creation of procedures whereby those
affected by general social norms and collective political
decisions can have a say in their formulation, stipulation, and
adoption. (Benhabib, 1994:87) This conception of the public is
different than the liberal one, for although Habermas and the
liberal thinkers believe that legitimation in a democratic society
can result only from a public dialogue, in the Habermasian
model this dialogue is judged according to the criteria
represented by the model of a “practical discourse”. The public
sphere comes into existence whenever and wherever it is
affected by general social and political norms of action
engaged in a practical discourse, evaluating their validity.
(Benhabib, 1994:87) In this view public participation is of prime
importance which also symbolizes ‘democratization in
co'ntemporary societies and growth of the autonomous public
spheres. It is also the ideal of the public sphere which calls for
social integration. In that sense, this discussion in the public
sphere strengthens the agency thesis of Giddens’ structuration

theory.

The studies on public sphere as an institutional location

for public affairs, mainly focuses upon the bourgeois society of
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the 18'™" to 20" centuries and recover its continuing importance.
In this public sphere, the practical reason, location for public
affairs, was institutionalized through norms of reasoned
discourse. In fact, the extent of participation was an essential
dimension of publicness and also a key criterion for evaluating
a public sphere. It also affected the rise of sociability in the
society. The participants of a public sphere are private citizens
and are the agents of a State. In that sense, the evaluation of a_
park as a public spéce necessitates focusing upon thé
understanding of human agency and of social institutions,

which is also the basic premise of the structuration theory.

To understand structuration theory, it is necessary to
understand the two basic concepts of the theory which are
‘structure’ and ‘agency’. In structuration theory, as indicated
before, structure is defined as rules and resources drawn upon
in the production and reproduction of social action and are at
the same time the means of system reproduction (the duality of
structure). Rules and resources as the most important aspects
of structure are recursively involved in institutions which are
the more enduring features of social life. While speaking of
structural properties of social systems, Giddens means their
institutionalized feature, giving ‘solidity’ across time and
sp.ace. Social systems, as reproduced social practices, do not
have ‘structures’ but rather exhibit ‘structural properties’ and
that structure exists, as time-space presence, only in its
instantiations in such practices and as memory traces orienting
the conduct of knowledgeable human agents.
(Giddens,1995:17) Hence, social 'systems have structural
properties in the sense that relationships are defined within

time and space. As Giddens writes,
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In structuration theory, structure has always to be
conceived of as a property of social systems, ‘carried’ in
reproduced practices embedded in time and space. Social
systems are organized hierarchically and laterally within
societal totalities, the institutions of which form
‘articulated ensembles’. (Giddens, 1995:170)

While examining the mechanisms of social reproduction it
is important to emphasize that society is not a creation of
ihdividual‘éctors and that the structural properties of social
systems endure beyond the life times of individuals. But
structure, structural properties, or ‘structural parameters’ exist
only in so far as there is continuity in social reproduction
across time and space. And such continuity in turn exists only
in and through the reflexively monitored activities; in other
words, routine activities of situated actors, having a range of
intended and unintended consequences. This conceptual
framework in structuration theory also demonstrates that, a
‘structural approach’ to the social sciences cannot be severed
from an examination of the mechanisms of social reproduction.
In this research, in the social analysis of public parks, this
concept will be of use to explain the structural change with

high rates of mobility of human action.

According to structuration theory, the moment of the
production of action is also one of reproduction in the contexts
of the day-to-day enactment of social life. This is so even
during the most violent upheavals or most radical forms of
social change. (Giddens, 1995:26) In reproducing structural
properties of social systems, agents also reproduce the
conditions that make such action possible. In that sense, social

life is in many respects not an intentional product of its
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constituent actors, in spite of the fact that day-to-day life is
chronically carried on in a purposive fashion. So, human
history is created by intentional activities but is not an
intended project; it persistently eludes efforts to bring it under
conscious direction. Human social life is formed and reformed
in praxis — in the practical activities carried out in the
enactment of everyday life. This is exactly the kind of view |
have tried to argue for setting out the basic tenets of
structuration theory in this research while introd'ucing'a ‘basic
element such as Genglik Parki which would change both

structure and agency in the modern Turkish society.

All social interaction is vital for structuration theory.
Social interaction refers to encounters in which individuals
engage in situations of co-presence. Thus social interaction
depends upon the ‘positioning’ of individuals in the time-space
contexts of activity. Hence social interaction is engaged to
social integration whereby the institutions of social systems are
articulated. Social relations concern the ‘positioning’ of
individuals within a ‘social space’ of symbolic categories and
ties. In that sense, social relations are certainly involved in
the structuring of interaction but are also the main ‘building
blocks’ around which institutions are articulated in system

integration.

So, positioning of actors in social interactions is
fundamental to social life and to structuration theory. Actors
are positioned in the immediate circumstances of co-presence
in relation to others, but also in relation to the seriality of
encounters in time-space. Thus actors are positioned with their

daily biographies and also with their life-time biographies in
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social life. For every individual, positioning in the time-space
paths of day-to-day life, is also positioning within the life cycle
of the life path. In structuration theory Giddens defines the
positioning of actors in contexts of interaction and the

interlacing of those contexts themselves.

Every individual is at once positioned in the flow of day-
to-day life; in the life span which is the duration of his or
her existence; and in the duration of ‘institutional time’,
the ‘supra individual’ structuration of social institutions.
Finally, each person is positioned, in a ‘multiple’ way,
within social relations conferred by specific social
identities; this is the main sphere of application of the
concept of social role. The modalities of co-presence,
mediated directly by the sensory properties of the body,
are clearly different from social ties and forms of social
interaction established with others absent in time or
space. (Giddens, 1995:xxv)

It is not only individuals who are positioned relative to
one another, the context of social interaction is also positioned
in time-space context. That means, all social life occurs in, and
is constituted by, intersections of presence and absence in
changing time and space. And actors with their daily-
biographies and life-time biographies have a trajectory in the
life path in time-space context. According to Giddens, in
examining this notion of structuration with the contextuality of
social interaction, the techniques and approach of time-
geography are highly illuminating. Time-geography as
developed by Hagerstrand, has as its principal concern the
location of individuals in time-space and takes as its starting
point the very phenomenon which Giddens emphasized- the

routinized character of everyday life.

Time-geography is concerned with constraints that shape
the routines of day-to-day ' life and shares with
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structuration theory an emphasis upon the significance of
the practical character of daily activities, in
circumstances of co-presence, for the constitution of the
social conduct. (Giddens, 1995:116)

Time-geography and geographers’ sensitivity to space
and place which is of even greater importance, are important
references which Giddens gives particular attention to, in
structuration theory. Also, they are reference to one of the
respects in which sociology can profit from the writings of

geographers.

Time geography provides the necessary method to
analyze how daily lives of the citizens are zoned in time and
space combined, by looking at how activities occur during
definite periods and at the same time involve spatial
movement. As an indication of life path, time geography helps
to make generalized patterns of individuals of their time-space
movement within the ‘life cycle’. This is in turn connected with
the human body, its means of mobility and communication, and
its path through the life-cycle. The webs of interaction are
formed by the trajectories of agents. Trajectories of daily,
monthly, and overall life paths of individuals in their interaction
with one another would involve generalized patterns of time-

space movement within the life-cycle.

The typical patterns of movement of individuals, in other
words, can be represented as the repetition of routine
activities across days or longer spans of time-space.
Agents move in physical contexts whose properties
interact with their capabilities, given the above
constraints (capability constraints such as; the need for
sleep or food at regular intervals ensures certain limits to
the structuration of daily activities), at the same time as
those agents interact with one another. Interaction of
individuals moving in time-space compose ‘bundles’
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(encounters or social occasions in Goffman’s
terminology) meeting at ‘stations’ or definite time-space
locations within bounded regions (e.g. homes, streets,
cities, states, the outer limit of terrestrial space being the
-~ earth as a whole — save for the odd space traveler or two
" in the current age of high technology). (Giddens,
1995:112)

Hégerstrand’s dynamic ‘time-space maps’ are important in
providing a graphic form to the movement of human beings in
* time and space as a biographical project. Figure 1.1 shows the
diagrammatic representation of daily time-space paths
according to Hagerstrand (1970).

Time

] | Domain

&  Station

Figure 1.1 Diagrammatic representation of daily time-space
paths. (Harvey, D., The Condition of
Postmodernity, p.212)
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By looking at the trajectories of individuals in time-space
map it is easy to build up a characterization of his or her
routine activities as a portrayal of his or her life-path. So the
map indicates the individuals generalized patterns of time-

space within the life-cycle.

However, Giddens criticizes Hagerstrand’s ideals as he
tends to treat ‘individuals’ as constituted independently of the
social settings which they confront in their day-to-day lives.
Time geography suggests a very effective critique of ‘place’ in
terms of demonstrating the significance and in studying human
social conduct in the analysis of organization of time-space. Its
emphasis is upon the integration of temporality into social
theory. The notions of place or location are used in a relatively
unexamined way; ‘stations’, ‘domains’, etc., are themselves
taken as givens, the outcome of uninterpreted processes of
institutional formation and change. The concept of ‘place’ is
used in structuration theory as in geographer’'s sense of place.
The term place cannot be used in social theory simply to
designate ‘point in space’. It has spatiality as well as
temporality. While developing his theory Giddens has
introduced two important notions: the concept of /ocale and of
presence availability as involved in the relations between

social and system integration. (Giddens, 1995:118)

The concept of locale in structuration theory is social,
physical, and temporal as it can be seen from Hagerstrand’s
‘time-space maps’. It provides a social space for social agents
in experiencing social relations and social interaction. It has
physical properties in the material world as places where

routine activities of different individuals intersect. Its
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temporality comes from its being in the time in which social
construct occurs. So, locales are not just places but settings of
interaction in turn being essential to specifying its
contextuality. Here, context connects the most intimate and
detailed components of interaction to much broader properties

of the institutionalization of social life.

Locales may range from a room in a house, a street
corner, the shop floor of a factory, towns and cities, to
the territorially demarcated areas occupied by nation-
states. But locales are typically internally regionalized,
and the regions within them are of critical importance in
constituting contexts of interaction....One of the reasons
for using the term ‘locale’ rather than ‘place’ is that
properties of settings are employed in a chronic way by
agents in the constitution of encounters across space and
time. (Giddens, 1995:118-119).

For Giddens the feature of settings are also used, in a
routine manner, to constitute the meaningful content of
interaction. Hence, the locale is crucial for the structuration of
social conduct across space and time, and thus it is crucial for
the constitution of social life. Consequently, it represents the
production and reproduction of social life, which is constituted

through social relations, cultural norms and meanings.

Human social activity takes place in locales with the
coordination of the daily paths of individuals. Thus, ‘locales’
and ‘sense of place’, are concretized aspects of the duality of
structure. They are vital for the constitution of encounters in

time-space and routinization of day-to-day social activity.

The dialectic of ‘daily path’ and ‘life path’ is the way in
which the continuity of the biography of the individual is
expressed in, and also expresses, the continuity of
institutional reproduction. A sense of place seems of
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major importance in the sustaining of ontological security
precisely because it provides a psychological tie between
the biography of the individual and the locales that are
the settings of the time-space paths through which that
individual moves. Feelings of identification with larger
locales — regions, nations, etc., — seem distinguishable
from those bred and reinforced by the localized contexts
of day-to-day life. (Giddens, 1995:367)

The study of day-to-day life is integral to analysis of the
reproduction of institutionalized practices. Day-to-day life is
bound up with the repetitive character of reversible time — with
paths traced through time-space and associated with the
constraining and enabling features of the body. The routines of
daily life involve people in more or less constant face-to-face
interaction with others and thus make up the bulk of social
activities. Routine is, in that sense, a predominant form of day-
to-day social activity which is vital to the psychological
mechanisms whereby a sense of trust or ontological security is
sustained in the daily activities of social life. (Giddens,
1995:xxiii) In the enactment of routines, agents sustain a sense
of ontological security. Most daily practices are not directly
motivated. Routinized practices are the prime expression of the

duality of structure in respect to the continuity of social life.

~ The routines of day-to-day life are fundamental to even
the most elaborate forms of societal organization. In the course
of their daily activities individuals encounter each other in
situated contexts of interaction — interaction with others who
are co-present (Giddens 1995:64) So, the regular or routine
features of encounters, in time as well as in space, represent
institutionalized features of social systems. In that sense,

encounters involve spacing, as regards both the position of

29



bodies in relation to one another and also in seriality of

spacing of contributions.

In the social analysis related to the Genglik Parki case,
time-space constitution of social life in Turkey will be
considered. As Giddens says, analyzing the time-space co-
ordination of social activities means studying the contextual
features of locales (places) through which actors move in their
daily paths and the regionalizatibn of locales stretching away
across time-space. (Giddens 1995:286). Hence, the structuring
of social relations across time and space, and spatial changes
in the urban landscape particularly in the case of Genclik Parki

will be investigated.

According to Giddens spatial configurations of social life
are just as much a matter of basic importance to social theory
as are the dimensions of temporality. (Giddens, 1995:363)
Within this conceptual framework it can be said that the
introduction of Genglik Parki as a major element in urban
space can be interpreted as an intervention of State in shaping

the daily lives of Republican citizens.

In structuration theory as in human geography, spatial
forms are always social forms. In constructing spatial theories
which are the patterns or systems in the domain of spatial
problems, there are no logical or methodological differences
between human geography and methodology. Space is not an
empty dimension along which social groupings become
structured, but has to be considered in terms of its involvement

in the constitution of systems of interaction. A new social
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space will lead to new types of interaction and to the

constitution of a new - unprecedented social formation.

Human activities take place by appropriating and
transforming nature and the created environment of modern
urbanism is the most evident example of this. The
establishment of an urban park as the first example in its scale
and with its design is an unprecedented social formation and a
new event in the newly established capita~l city of the
Republican Turkey. Human activities taking place in the park

also shape the individual into a new mold.

Pred’'s studies combining as they do the empirical study
of urbanism with a perspective influenced by both time-
geography and structuration theory may be quoted as

instructive examples.

...the concept of the ‘situated character of social

interaction can be adequately fleshed out empirically only

if we grasp how the ‘reproduction of particular cultural,

economic and political institutions in time and space are

continuously bound up with the temporally and spatially

specific actions, knowledge build-up, and biographies of
~ particular individuals. (Giddens, 1995:367)

In the case study this will be identified on a locale which
is Genglik Parki. With the establishment of the park the ‘daily’
and ‘life-time’ biographies of the citizens having traditional
Ottoman life style were intended to be abandoned and a new
biography, the biography of a modern urban man, a modern
social agent was intended to be constituted. In that sense
Genglik Parki was an intervention of the State in shaping the

daily lives of Republican citizens. Thus, in the empirical
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research that will be conducted in the thesis, it is necessary to
understand and to reveal the changes that were intended to be
constituted in the ‘daily’ and ‘life-time’ biographies of the
citizens with the establishment of Genclik Parki. The tie
between the biography of the individuals and the time-space
paths through which the individuals move in their traditional

life styles has thus changed.

A time-geographer would certainly consider Geng¢lik Parki
as a major station. On the other hand, the huge park is
certainly a /ocale in terms of structuration theory, in which
mobility of agents comes to a halt, and their daily intra-urban
trajectories constitute parallel lines in the form of activity
bundles. (Fig.1.2) In other words, it is a locale in which the
routine activities of different individuals intersect. Individuals,
citizens of different status and origin would be co-present in
Genglik Parki, in its public space. Full conditions of co-
presence would exist here, in unmediated forms enabling face-
to-face contacts in the park. Thus, Genglik Parki would be a
station, a locale, a setting of interaction, in which routine

encounters occur.

As a locale Genglik Parki would have the capacity to
create an activity bundle in the time-space map of the city.
Thus it would have the capacity to re-shape the activities of the
citizens. It is an unprecedented new element, a social
formation in the daily and life-time biographies of the citizens.
The citizens who experienced this social space would change
their traditional patterns of life styles and consciously or
unconsciously would enter into a modern life. In that sense

Genglik Parki has become a social institution.
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Figure 1.2 Diagrammatic representation of daily time-space
paths in Ankara after the establishment of Genglik
Parki.

The establishment of the Turkish Republic was the
instance of a fundamental break with the past forms of society
and caused the abolishment of a number of elements of the
traditional society. Specifically, modernization involved a
process of secularization and that meant leaving behind the
traditional, religious life style. Although religious practices are
still in being, they have lost their centrality in the life of society
as a whole. In modern Turkey, an important contribution of
secularism was participation of women in political and social
life, having common rights and duties with men. They became

participants of the social life, thus the public sphere.

However, the political rights accorded to women with

rules and regulations are not sufficient to complete the process
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of modernization of the society. In fact, the triumph of a
principle in a political sphere did not guarantee its strict
performance in practice. Republican bureaucrats whose major
aim was to create the modern, ideal Turkish citizen, through a
series of revolutions had to perform this also in the public
sphere. The change in the social structure and political rights
had to be reflected to the social experiences in the daily life of
the Republican citizens. A public park as a space of social
interaction could undertake this. In a public park different kinds
of social activities co-exist and can be shared by all, women
and men together, regardless of sex, status and ethnic origin.
So, it is a significant public space, towards modernization in
the public sphere. To share the same public environment, such
as a public park, should, in that sense, be very important for
the education and socialization of the civilized citizens within

the regularity of the day-to-day conduct in city life.

As indicated in the theoretical concepts of the research, a
spatial change and thus a change in the trajectories of the
individual is crucial for any kind of social change and re-
production of social life. Genglik Parki as a public park was the
rationalization of the idea of modernization (as the ideal of the
Republican regime) which operated in the level of social
de'velopment with the control of the State. In that sense,
Genglik Parki is an extension of the revolutions in the urban
milieu and into daily lives of citizens. The modern urban social
life would be experienced in the park, where women and men
co-exist with several activities and share a common social
experience. Citizens would encounter in the controlled space of
the park for the experience of a new social life; the encounters

of women and men would become routinized.
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As indicated before, the concept of routinization, as
grounded in practical consciousness, is vital to the theory of
structuration. Routine is integral both to the continuity of the
personality of the agent, as he or she moves along the paths of
daily activities, and to the institutions of society, which are
such only through their continued reproduction (Giddens
1995:60). The reflexive constitution of daily activities becomes
the routines of day-to-day life through which the body passes
and which the agent produces and reproduces. In that sense,
the most significant function of the park was to be a locale for
the constitution of new routine. An examination of the social
analysis of Genglik Parki is very important in the sense that it
provides a major clue in explaining the characteristic forms of
relations in the daily lives of the citizens and also the
reflexively constituted processes inherent in the episodic

character of encounters.

These encounters in social life are contingent and
episodic. Their episodic characterizations are related to the
modes of institutional change. So, analyzing social change
shattering the traditional urban life and promoting new forms of
social order as in Genglik Parki case, episodic
characterizations had to be considered. In analyzing social
change, Giddens emphasizes the relevance of five concepts.
(Giddens, 1995:244)

1. Structural principles: Analysis of modes of institutional
articulation.
2. Episodic characterizations: Delineation of modes of

institutional change of comparable form.
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3. Intersocietal systems: Specification of relations between
societal totalities.

4. Time-Space edges: Indication of connections between
societies of differing structural type.

5. World time: Examination of conjunctures in the light of

reflexively monitored ‘history’.

‘According to Giddens all social life is episodic. He
intends the notion episode, like most of the concepts of
structuration theory, to apply to the whole range of social
activity. To characterize an aspect of social life as an episode
is to regard it as a number of acts or events having a
specifiable beginning and end, thus involving a particular
sequence. To make an episodic characterization means making
a number of conceptual decisions: about how social form is the
‘starting point’ of a presumed sequence of change, about what
the typical trajectory of development is and about where the
‘end point’ is said to be (Giddens 1995:246) In referring to
large-scale episodes Giddens stresses identifiable sequences
of change affecting the main institutions within a societal
totality, or involving transitions between types of societal
totality. Giddens gives as an example, the emergence of

agrarian states.

To treat the formation of a state as an episode means
analytically cutting into ‘history’, that is, identifying
certain elements as marking the opening of a sequence of
change and tracing through that sequence as a process
of institutional transmutation. State formation has to be
studied in the context of the involvement of a pre-existing
society in broader intersocietal relations (without of
course, neglecting endogenous forms of change),
examined in the context of the structural principles
implicated in the relevant societal totalities. (Giddens,
1885:244) '
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In that sense, the state formation of the modern Turkish
Republic has to be studied in the context of the involvement of
the Ottoman State with broader intersocietal relations. In fact,
it is a large-scale episode which should be examined in the
context of the structural principles as the analysis of changes
in the modes of institutional articulation. Giddens insists on the
concept that social change must be studied in ‘world time’ in
order to emphasize the influe'nce of varying forms of

intersocietal system upon episodic transitions.

If all social life is contingent, all social change is
conjunctural. That is to say, it depends upon conjunctions
of circumstances and events that may differ in nature
according to variations of context, where context (as
always) involves the reflexive monitoring by the agents
involved of the conditions in which they ‘make history
(Giddens 1995:245)

Human societies, or societal systems, would plainly not
exist without human agency. But, human beings ‘make history’
does not mean that actors create social systems: they
reproduce or transform them, remaking what is already made in

the continuity of praxis.

There is, of course, a difference between history as
events which elapse and history as writing about those
events... History in the first sense is temporality, events
in their duration. We tend to associate temporality with a
linear sequence, and thus history thought of in this way
with movement in a discernible direction. But this may
very well be a culture-bound fashion of thinking about
time; even if it is not, we still have to avoid the equation
of history with social change. For this reason it is worth
speaking of ‘historicity’ as a definite sense of living in a
social world constantly exposed to change...(Giddens,
1995:xxvii)
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According to Giddens, history trades on two meanings:
the occurrence of events in the elapsing of time and the
chronicling or explication of those events. (Giddens, 1995:201)

The emergence of state-based societies alters the
scope and pace of ‘history’ by stimulating contradictions. State
brings into being, or at least greatly accentuate, social
relations across considerable reaches of time and space by .
generating and consolidating centralized power; ‘drawing in’
various aspects of social activity within their scopes, states
simulate the development of other ties and interconnections.
(Giddens, 1995:196) The formation of nation-states, whose
development is intertwined with that of industrial capitalism as
a mode of economic enterprise, also creates social

contradictions. As Giddens says;

Nation-states to express the matter in an oversimplified
way, are the new power containers that replace cities.
The transformation of the city-countryside relation
through the emergence of ‘created environments’—
exemplified by, but not limited to, the ‘built environment’
of modern urbanism - is part and parcel of the formation
- of the nation-state. The transmuted character of space
and of time is essential to both the political formation of
the state and the differentiated ‘economy’. Such a
process of transmutation severs structural from
existential contradiction, and the former now becomes
pre-eminent over the latter. (Giddens, 1995:197)

The modern world emerges out of discontinuity of the
past traditional world. It is due to the nature of this
discontinuity that the dichotomy between the public and private
spheres of the society was born. Here, this research is

interested in the primary contradiction of the modern

38



(capitalist)(nation-state which is to be found in the mode in
which a ‘private’ sphere of ‘civil society’ is created by, but is
separate from and in tension with, the ‘public’ sphere of the
state. The origins of the modern state are also the origins of
the sphere of civil society. (Giddens, 1995:197)

Agents in a routine way, incorporate temporal and spatial
features of encounters in prbcesses of meaning constjtution.
Some philosophers héve tried to drive overall theories of
meaning or communication from communicative intent; others,
by contrast, have supposed that communicative intent is at best
marginal to the constitution of the meaningful qualities of the
interaction, ‘meaning’ being governed by the structural
ordering of sign systems. In the theory of structuration,
however, these are regarded as of equivalent interest and
importance, aspects of a duality rather than a mutually
exclusive dualism. The communication of meaning, as with all
aspects of the contextuality of action, does not have to be seen

merely as happening ‘in’ time-space. (Giddens, 1995:29-30)

Action has an important role in the discussion of power in
the agency thesis. According to Giddens, action depends upon
the capability of the individual to make a difference to a pre-
existing state of affairs or course of events. An agent ceases to
be such, if he or she loses the capability to ‘make a difference’,
that is, to exercise some sort of power. (Giddens, 1995:14)
Particularly, in the sense of transformative capacity, action
logically involves power. It is the intent or the will of the agent
with the capacity to achieve desired or intended outcomes. In
that sense, power is logically prior to subjectivity, to the

constitution of the reflexive monitoring of conduct.
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To express the duality of structure in power relations
Giddens gives the definition of resources as structured
properties of social systems, drawn upon and reproduced by
knowledgeable agents in the course of interaction. (Giddens,
1995:15) Power is never merely a constraint, but it is at the
very origin of the capabilities of agents to bring about intended
outcomes of action. Thus power characterizes not specific
types of conduct but all action, and it is not itself a resource.
Resources are the media through which power is exercised, as
a routine element of the instantiation of conduct in social
reproduction. (Giddens, 1995:16)

The notion of time-space in structuration theory connects
in a very direct way with the theory of power. Power is
generated in and through the reproduction of structures of

domination which are constituted by the resources.

Power within social systems which have the continuity
over time and space presumes regularized relation of
autonomy and dependence between actors or
collectivities in contexts of social interaction. But all

- forms of dependence offer some resources whereby those
who are subordinate can influence the activities of their
superiors. This is what | call the dialectic of control in
social systems. (Giddens, 1995:16)

In that sense, the power of national ideology and Ataturk,
and afterwards the design power of Jansen were a source of
causation in the social construction of meaning of the park.
Thus they were the agencies to develop the codes of a new
social experience for the constitution of the modern Turkish

society.
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CHAPTER 2

EMERGENCE OF PUBLIC PARKS IN THE LATER PERIOD OF
THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

This study attempts to approach urban landscape designs
from the point of view that they are developed and shaped to a
certain extent by processes of social meaning attribution and
cultural identity. Environment and social context are
considered to be influential in this process. In other words,
they affect and also, are affected by the social structure and
socio-cultural change within the society, and so, can be
approached principally as both a social constructor and a

social product of the society.

The study of the history of urban landscape helps to find
out the changes in meaning and values in design practice, that
havé both provided the necessary conditions for social change
as well as answered the conditions that resulted from social
change. The social history of landscape architecture from the
period beginning with the emergence of the first public park as
source of possible clues to cultural themes and to aspects of
socio-cultural change in the society, will therefore, be
examined in this chapter. The primary aim of this historical and
social analysis is, in fact, to expose the socio-spatial
environment of first public parks in which the social production

of space has been reproduced and performed in a cultural
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setting with a growing sensibility towards the environment and

public realm.

Understanding the social structural change of the society
with the changing productive modes of life and, thus, with the
changing needs in human nature, actually necessitates an in
depth empirical inquiry. However, this research will more
specifically concentrate on the construction of a knowledge
base in relation to cultural and social change, in order to
comprehend the cultural identity and uniqueness of places in

the contemporary landscape architecture.

It becomes necessary to find out the. nature of the
changes in the social and cultural history of landscape
architecture for a relevant interpretation of man-nature
'interaction, in particular, in public park design in the 19" and

20" centuries.

2.1 The Impact of the Concept of Public Realm on the Urban

Landscape

The principal aim in this part of the research is to draw a
frémework that would identify the historical roots of the
transformation of public sphere and the constitution of public
as a specific realm in modern societies. As a result of the
socio-cultural changes in the 19" century, the bourgeois public
sphere developed a certain form of public space. A new social
experience, together with a modern public man and modern
citizen that grew in those public places; such as coffee houses

and public parks, depended on the socio-cultural change with
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the rise of early capitalist economy and national power. Thus,
this process led to the development of the notion of society
separate from the feudal power and ruler, and of the notion of

private realm separate from the public.

The bourgeois public sphere institutionalized, according
to Habermas, not just a set of interests and an opposition
between state and society but a practice of rational-critical
discourse on poliﬁcal matters. The very idea of the publ‘ic- was
based on the notion of a general interest sufficiently basic so
that discourse about it need not be distorted by particular
interests and could be a matter of rational approach to an
objective order, that is to say, of truth. (Calhoun, 1994:9)

Habermas is quoted in Calhoun as;

The bourgeois public sphere may be conceived above all
as the sphere of private people come together as a
public; they soon claimed the public sphere regulated
from above against the public authorities themselves, to
engage them in a debate over the general rules
governing relations in the basically privatized but publicly
relevant sphere of commodity exchange and social labor.
The medium of this political confrontation was peculiar

~and without historical precedent: people’s public use of
their reason. (Calhoun, 1994:9)

Within the public sphere, public culture is produced and
reproduced by many social encounters that make up daily life
in public places. So, parks are the spaces in which people
experience public life and interact with each other. Therefore,
they are significant social spaces where encounters occur for

the creation of a new public sphere.
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Public parks within this framework, carry a significant
social meaning as an agency -though minor- in the constitution
of new social routines. They can significantly reflect the
thoughts and ideals of a society about public space by
incorporating human policies, individual actions, urban plans
and natural ecologies into their programs. By supporting the
constructive tension between culture and nature, they have
been the places of changing social experience. In that sense,
they have not only meant leisure and recreation for society.
They were where new relationships and organizations were
created for sustaining a new life style. In other words, they
were where public man was developed in the wurban

environment.

To understand that transformation in the public sphere in
public parks, it is necessary to find out the socio-cultural
change in the society and in the physical environment. In other
words, by studying the history of public parks in landscape
architecture, one can find the cultural and social means and
ideologies developed in the urban environment that would
provide a change in the social construction of meanings in the

public sphere.

2.1.1 Emergence of Public Parks as Elements of Modern

Urban Landscape

The western experience of industrialization became the
model for the modernization and urbanization for the rest of the
world. Migration to the major cities, demographic changes in

population, changes in the urban life styles, expanded the
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baroque city in the 18™ century. Plazas of the 17" century
which had been designed as isolated, enclosed spaces, were
opened and widened so as to intensify the dominance of the
ruler and rich landowners. These changes are more obviously
observed in the great centers of population in the west,

particularly in London and Paris.

With the rise of the wealthy fashionable society, its
growing desire to amuse itself introduced a new element into
the cities of the 17" and 18" centuries. The organization of
time and leisure became the main social concern. There was
enough leisure to produce a leisure industry; and society
became an extremely important element of this industry. This
leisure industry produced various forms of entertainment and
spectacles. Besides promenades on which cruised coaches, it
produced, theaters, opera houses, pleasure gardens, assembly
rooms, race-courses, coffee-houses, shops and new housing
environments. Entire neighborhoods and ultimately entire

towns grew up to cater for it.

The monumental squares of the early 18"™ century were
the initiators of a new public culture in terms of restructuring
the massing of population in the city. The changes in the socio-
cultural and political life changed the freedom with which
people might congregate. Development of three important
public spaces; the public park, the cafe and the theater carry a
significant social meaning in the changing public domain, since
they were the spaces of specialized activity for the assemblage

of a crowd.
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In London and Paris, there were different attitudes to the
open space, especially to the open space of a town square. In
the French tradition a square was a public place under the
permission of royalty, and the tradition was too strong to be
broken. However in England squares had often contained
markets and the idea that a square was a place for public
assembly was far less strong. (Girouard, 1985:224) In London,
in that period, a square was the joint creation of the great
landlord and the speculative builder, which had begun to
provide for the more elegant housing of the aristocracy and
gentry. This kind of housing had become a rich field for

investment. (1)

In the beginning of the 19" century the initiators of the
industrialized society played an important role in terms of
social structures and human agency in history. It s
undoubtedly the social character of human relationships which
enabled them to communicate in a society with the forces and
relations of production, and thus to create the productive
modes of life. As modes of production changed with
industrialization, the social structure of the society changed;
and industrialized society opened a new era with its new

agencies and social system.

The two important contributions of the 19" century were
the rapid growth of technology and a steady increase in
concern for the living and working conditions of all men.
Workers or the poor men grew more and more established in
their rights. The concentration of the population in the cities
and the development of the ‘aristocratic society', often the

landed classes, in which political authority was firmly vested,
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controlled both the government and the changes in the urban

environment.

The social structural changes of the industrialized
society; changes in the life style patterns, the economic
structure of the society, the policies, the means of production
and demographic changes ended with an overall cultural
change in the society. Both the form and the contents of urban
life were in consequence radically altered. Néw life styles, new
behavior patterns, new social relationships, all initiated major
spatial changes in the urban space. These developments
ended with the emergence of industrial towns on the urban
scene. Within this socio-cultural background, these spatial
changes in the 19" century urban space can be accepted as a

transition to public service.

Increased access to new technologies of transportation
and communication and the related decline of the public realm
have also profoundly transformed the perception of space and
time, lifestyles as in the case of urbanism and suburbanism,

and our sense of community and self.

Having begun in the eighteenth century with the rise of
thé bourgeoisie (Habermas, 1997; Sennett, 1977), the decline
of the public realm was accelerated by the emergence of a
mass society during the early part of the twentieth century.
(Ellin, 1996:105). So, development of new lifestyles, and the
rise of mass society and the decline of public realm, urged
people to search for new meanings in the urbanized city life.

With the development of new meanings and the socio-cultural
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change in the societies, the concept of urbanized landscape

also changed.

2.1.2 The Changing Concept of Nature and Man-Nature
Interaction that Paved the Way to “Parks Movement”

and to a New Concept of delic Park

During the second half of the 18" century, philosophical
debate had shown the possibility of replacing the static
renaissance view of nature by a dynamic developmental one.
By 1750, men were beginning to recognize that the present
face of the world might carry enduring traces dating from much
earlier, even pre-human times. The development of geography
and geology between 1750-1850 created new ideas and a
dynamic approach to nature. Classical concepts of nature and
landscape were greatly changed with the contribution of the
English Landscape Gardening school in that period.

During these times a laudable interest in nature was
growing steadily, but it was deeply affected by the romanticism
of the age. As a consequence of this effect, "Nature" was
ca'pitalized in a limited expression with visual qualities that

excluded humans. As Newton declares;

A majority of present day landscape architects would
probably agree that the eighteenth century brought,
mainly, an unfortunate distortion of nature as a failure..
to distinguish between the native glories of open
landscape and the architectonic requirements of areas
closely associated with human habitation. (Newton,
1973:219)
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In the early 1800's, attitudes toward nature and views of
the outdoor world tended to change with the changing idealized
concepts of the society. For the first time, there was a general
interest in gardens and in the total physical landscape, much
writing and criticism and open debate and much articulated
concern. As a result, man began to be seen as in need of
contact with nature and not only the privileged man but

ordinary man as well.

The concept of "park" began to be understood out of the
concept of "a kind of green open space with trees or pleasure
gardens of the court life". Towards the end of the century, it
began to be accepted as a public, social gathering place and a
healthy place to realize man's contact with nature. The most
important contribution of the landscape gardening movement
can be accepted as the new form of parks which would now be

called a “public park”.

In the period just before the birth of the movement for
municipal parks in Europe in the early 19" century, landscape
parks were the property of nobility and royalty. People outside
of this palatial life, in other words the public, enjoyed the right

to use that park only when royal graciousness so provided.

The concepts such as bringing the city dwellers in
contact with nature for a healthy environment and providing a
relaxing effect upon the overstrained urban ego, began to be
discussed. When the pleasure garden of the nobility with the
older baroque elegance had disappeared with the expansion
and congestion of the city, the same element re-entered the

city in appropriate quarters, such as Broadway, Piccadilly,
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Soho, Montmarte, the Rembrandtplein. These palatial
institutions registered their presence on the new city plan.
According to Mumford, the finest contribution of these
institutions to the city was; "...the opening of the royal park: a
feature all the more necessary because of the building over of
the smaller pleasure grounds and playing fields that had once
engirded the medieval city". (Mumford, 1987:436)

S0, the doing over and extension of the broad‘landscape
park in the city was perhaps the most fortunate contribution the

palace made to urban life. In Mumford's words;

Nothing has done more to keep the centers of London,
Paris and Berlin from stifling congestion and ultimate
disintegration than St. James's Park, Green Park, The
Tuileries, the Tiergarten. Though the space occupied by
these parks might perhaps have been better apportioned
throughout the city, if they had been planned, not for the
king's convenience, but for the commons, they at least
kept in constant view the aristocratic concept of space
and verdure, as an essential part of urban life...
(Mumford, 1987:436)

But in the matter of providing parks, the spirit of the age
asserted itself. Several examples of public parks were
developed in different countries. However, each of them had a
special, significant social meaning emerged from its own socio-

cultural context.

Picturesque planning, which had been England's main
contribution to landscaping in the 18" century, was now
extended from the gentleman's park to the city and from the
‘private to the speculative purpose. So, in the 1830's London

had an unusual series of parks; St. James's Park, the Green
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Park, and Hyde Park and Kensington Gardens; the new
Regent's Park was on its way. All these were Crown properties
and as the population of London had grown, these parks had
been allowed to become public grounds, and all were in the
fashionable West End. (2)

Thus the design of these public parks in England, in
order to create healthy environments, had this other important
reasonA which was to make‘the city beautiful, in order to
increase land values. This economic basis of the city and the
displacement of the population increased urbanization, and
urbanization increased in almost direct proportion to
industrialization. A new kind of urban order in which business

took precedence over every other kind of activity emerged. (3)

The French Revolution had opened the royal gardens of
Paris. But, the responsibility of the municipality to provide
public parks for its citizens had not yet been established. The
history of the transference of responsibility for providing public
breathing spaces, small and large, from kings and benevolent
proprietors to the municipality itself may be well traced not only
in England but also in Germany, both of which countries offer
precedents for the Central Park New York City in setting about
the establishment of this great public pleasure ground.
(Olmsted, 1970:4)

In fact, the gardening revolution of Britain in the 18"
century influenced the whole Western world and initiated a
shift from private to public service. With the changing socio-
cultural context of the society in the 19" century this transition

to public service was supported and accelerated. With
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conscious efforts under the concept of; "design of outdoor
space for human use", started the “Parks Movement” in the mid

19'" century.

2.1.2.1 The Birkenhead Park

After the 1830s, parallel with the traditional landscapes,
there thus evolved a new concept: the collective environment
for the lower classes. The leading pioneer was Robert Owen
(1771-1858) with his new ideas for New Lanark (1835).
(Jellicoe, 1987:261) He was the first who enunciated the
modern doctrine that environment makes character and that the
environment is under human control. Although there had
previously been parks with public access, the first built and
owned by the public specifically to improve its own industrial
conditions was, Birkenhead (1843). (Jellicoe, 1987:261) (4)

As a result of the demographic changes in the population,
development was largely left to individuals and the industrial
cities began to be decorated randomly with the newly
conceived public park. The two great progressive trends, the
technical and the social, joined hands with a call for the
Iaﬁdscape gardening movement to bring into being two works of
immense importance as marking the transition of landscape
architecture from the service of wealthy private patrons to the
service of the public at large: Victoria Park in East London and
Birkenhead Park across the Mersey from Liverpool. (Newton,
1973:223) The Birkenhead Park, differed geographically,

sociologically, and technically from Victoria Park.
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Victoria Park, created in a congested urban surrounding,
was more clearly a response to the Reformer's drive.
Birkenhead Park, provided as part of a virtually new town,
resulted from technical advances as well as social ones.
(Newton, 1973:223) The political and social changes,
technological advances and social movements came together
to bring about Birkenhead’s birth. The technical and aesthetic
quality of the design of the parks is of far less importance than
the simple fact of the parks having come into being with the

social meaning they carry to future generations.

So, the Birkenhead park was entirely different from those
parks which had been mainly for increasing the land values by
the neighboring properties held by the Crown. It was in
complete public ownership. Birkenhead in London and Bois de
Boulogne in Paris, helped to guide public opinion in America
and the thinking of F. L. Olmsted in creating the Central Park
in New York city. Central Park is by general agreement a far
greater work of art than Bois and Birkenhead. But, Birkenhead

and Bois have historical precedence.

2.1.2.2 Early Public Parks in the North American Experience

By mid 19" century, American cities were experiencing a
severe environmental crisis that involved overcrowding and
resulting unhygienic conditions. Design of a picturesque park
which transformed the design elements of the English
aristocratic estate into a municipal park would be a positive

response to those pervasive environmental conditions.
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In the USA , the English influence was effective among
landscape architects pioneered by Frederick Law Olmsted who
initiated a sequence of public parks, in partnership with the
English architect Calvert Vaux, whose progress can be charted
in five stages: Central Park, New York (1857); Prospect Park,
Brooklyn (1866); Riverside Estate, Chicago (1869); The
Parkway, Boston (1880); and The World's Colombian
Exposition, Chicago (1893). (Jellicoe, 1987:281)

The Central Park introduced a new concept of landscaped
urban space that was “inward-looking, large in size but
deliberately small in its many rich and varied elements”.
(Jellicoe, 1987:281) Eventually Olmsted's vision almost alone
led the American nation from the concept of the isolated urban
park to that of city and countryside as needing to be a part of a

single comprehensive design of a “green system”. (5)

So, the modern urban park has grown from the private
18" century landscape park, containing the principle of
creating man-landscape interaction, for use in a public realm.
They became the pleasure grounds designed to facilitate
activities that provided exercise of sports, certain amusements
that aroused the cultural awareness of the masses, and
ap'preciation of scenery which was necessary for the psychic

restoration of the citizens.

2.1.2.3 The Garden City Movement

Contribution of the Garden City Movement to the

development of public parks and approval of a new social life,
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is worth discussing for understanding the social construction of
meaning in urban landscaped environment. In that sense, it is
necessary to re-examine Howard's social objectives and
explore the origins of the Garden City Movement within the
social reformist movements of the late 19" century and 20"

century England.

Howard's proposal for the garden city was incomplete
opposition to urban speculation, land ownership. It marked a
turning point in the conception of both social and economic
policies of the government. To understand the discourse of this
movement, it is important to understand Ebenezer Howard's

social message. (6)

According to Howard's famous illustration of the 'The
Three Magnets'; there are in reality not only two alternatives:
town life and country life but a third alternative, in which all the
advantages of the active town life is combined with the beauty
and delight of the country. This third magnet as a perfect
combination of town and country would create a social
movement and declare itself to be the source of all beauty and

wealth; as in Howard's words;

...the certainty of being able to live this life will be the
magnet which will produce the effect for which we are all
striving- the spontaneous movement of the people from
our crowded cities to the bosom of our kindly mother
earth, at once the source of life, of happiness, of wealth,
and of power. (Osborn, 1970:46)

In this 'healthy, natural and economic combination of
town and country life' the land would be owned by the

municipality, the community; and the inhabitants were to be
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self-governing. This public ownership, self-government, and
local management and planning of the land were the new and

crucial concepts of the initial social meaning of this proposal.

Howard believed in the individual reforming spirit in men
and built his ideals on the social and economic environment in
which these inclinations develop and make a combined effort;
collective behavior, as a social agency. He emphasized that,
the combined effort and the ihdividual effort of men, were both
important and had to exist at the same time. For him people
had to be free in their individualisticn lives and they had to
gather under co-operations in the community. So, the garden
city was to work on the basis of this 'associated individualism'
on the one side and co-operatives on the other side. Men
would be discontented in a rigid socialistic community; so,
human independence, self-seeking and initiative had to be

recognized and accommodated. (7)

Howard proposed the creation of independent towns, not
connected with any one man or industry. In this respect Howard
was a political theorist; not a dreamer, but an inventor.
Whether revolutionary or not, Howard initiated a social
movement and thus, created a social and cultural change. He
attacked the whole problem of city development, not merely as
a physical growth or environmental pollution but as the
interrelation of urban functions within the community and the
integration of urban and rural patterns to create new social

relationships both in the urban and rural life.

His proposal propagated the parallelism of an ideal

social life and its ideal physical embodiment, richly endorsed .
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with green parks to enrich the socio-cultural course of the
society. This proposal was adopted, only partly in many
instances, but since the life style proposed was never fully

realized, was always prone to change beyond recognition.

2.1.2.4 The City Beautiful Movement

}The Park Movement initiated by Olmstead and his ‘two
principal followers Jacob Weidenmann and Horace William
Shaler Cleveland with their developmeht of a general plan for a
city park system, and later by Charles Eliot’'s Metropolitan Park
system which aimed to give an end to the planless design of
parks just for scenic values in the final years of the 19"
century, changed the perspective of urban landscape design

tradition in America and in turn, in Europe.

Following those years, the heightened public awareness
brought about tangible results which ended with a tremendous
increase in literary grounds about “grass-roots” emphasis and
emphasis on the pleasant appearance of the cities. The
Columbian Exposition in Chicago opened a new era in 1893 by
initiating the meaningful relation between landscape and
cit'yscape in city planning with an increase in public interest in
civic design. So, the emerging new design current was the
“City Beautiful Movement”. The ideals of the Park Movement
were fused into the ideals of the City Beautiful Movement and
initiated a collaborative era to which many professions could

offer specialized contributions.
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On the other hand, the "City Beautiful Movement® as the
second trend of the Anglo Saxon school was a Beaux Arts’
tradition, which was picked up from the Baroque period. In the
American administrative centers such as: Washington DC and
in new administrative centers of the English population such as
New Delhi, Canberra, the movement was used as an indication
of monumentality, power of the state and also, to protect the
distance between the community and the State. (Bilgin,
1997.80) Thus the social meaning of these landscaped urban
environments were constructed on this ideology of power. In
other words, they became the symbol and the agency of the

state ideology.

In the early decades of the 20" century, the “City
Beautiful Movement” gave way to “City Functional” which
carried the roots of the so-called modern movement, with its
roots in rationality, and to the development of a new direction
among city planners, away from design and toward political

science.

In the early 1900’s larger incomes, earlier retirement,
shorter work weeks, and longer vacations, left more people
with more time in their daily lives. Accordingly, the phrase
“leisure time” first appeared in the Recreation Magazine in
April 1907. (Cranz, 1989:62) So, between 1900 and 1930s, with
the emergence of the concept of leisure time, parks were
designed as the instruments of social reform. This reform was
initiated with a rapid creation.of municipal facilities; increasing
recreational services, beaches, sport facilities, picnic areas,
etc. These widening range of activities were grouped under

certain recreative categories such as; physical, social,
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aesthetic, and civic, or active, passive, and social. (Cranz,
1989:69)

After the 1930s, the term “recreation” had defined the
new ideological position of parks. The idealistic efforts to use
parks as a mechanism of social reform was abandoned.
American cities were the precedent of this change. When the
ideology of reform through mere contact with nature was
replaced with active recreation, commercial procedures of
entertainment commodities changed the social meaning of
parks. Parks were accepted as delivering services on
increasing recreative demand, with a commercial mentality. By
acknowledging that their function was to meet the public
demand for leisure activities, they made themselves subject to
demand rather than to a norm of public service not necessarily
reflected in demand.(Cranz, 1989:107) This change also
reflects the change in policies and bureaucratization of the
system thinking and the loss of idealism in park design. Parks
began to be used as a social power for political means which
encouraged activities to stimulate community interaction and

integration.

Towards the end of the century, the concept of the public
pa'rk is still on agenda with the new ideal of integrating the
physical park and the recreational program as a public service.
They are vital for the survival of the cultural and social values
in the city life. Hence, they are the ideal reflection of the city
culture. So, as an urban element, they have an important place

in state policies.
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Consequently, it can be said that, in the 20" century, with
a new social meaning, public parks were again social public
places where new life style patterns and social relations were
experienced. Thus, once again the potentiality of parks to
shape and reflect social values and reciprocally the social

construction of their meaning emerges to the fore.

2.2 Emergence of Public Parks in Late Ottoman Empire as a

Reflection of the Western Parks Movement

A study of social change in the analysis of social history
of landscape architecture, requires attention to the issues such
as the changes in the social and cultural meanings of the
physical environment, changing beliefs, values and life styles,
and social construction of reality in the changing social system.
Public parks emerged in the western word, though having
different social meaning all initiated a change in the public
sphere. Besides meeting the needs of the newly developed
leisure time activities and recreation, they have always acted

as instruments for the development of new social routines.

Parallel to these changes in the public domain in the
wéstern world the traditional concept of ‘public sphere’ in the
Ottoman society also changed with the westernization
movement. The emergence of first public parks in the Ottoman
city played an important role in changing the daily trajectories
of the citizens and initiating new social routines. Thus a
modernized life style emerged out of a traditional Ottoman
society. During the forthcoming historical analysis, social

change will be studied within this conceptual framework with
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particular emphasis on the initial social meanings of parks in
the socio-cultural context of the period they have emerged

from.

In the tradition of Turkish gardens ‘mesira’ grounds are
the most important and characteristic examples to represent
the relationship between Turkish culture with nature. Another
significance of the ‘mesira’ grounds was their being for public,

as a social park. As, Evyapan says,

The ‘mesira’ grounds belonged to the townspeople
collectively. They were anonymously appointed and
partially organized public grounds. Nevertheless, there
was a certain degree of formal arrangement for sports
and games such as targets for shooting; other provisions,
usually acts of charity, were fountains and open air
prayer places. (Evyapan, 1993:1)

In the period when most of the other countries did not
have such open spaces in the meaning of a park open to public
and used by certain rules, the Turks had those ‘mesira’
grounds open to the recreation of all citizens. In other words,
Ottomans had those mesira grounds for the community whereas
in Europe, private gardens belonging to the court and courtly
society were decorating the cities without taking the public into
consideration.

.

Nature was accepted as a reality in Turkish garden art.
Therefore, the extreme formality of renaissance and baroque
styles of the West, the concept of axis and symmetry, did not
find much of a place in the Ottoman garden. Turkish garden art
reached its peak point in the ‘Tulip Period’ (1703-1730) by

which time Ottoman conquest had reached the limits of its
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expansion on three continents. Ottoman culture being home to
different civilizations throughout its history, had a rich social
and cultural background. istanbul as the capital city of the
Ottoman empire and the home of the Ottoman dynasty and
courtly society, was the most significant city to provide this
splendid environment of art and culture in that period. Kuban

declares,

Istanbul produced the Turkish culture and Ottoman
literature, Istanbul offered high education, Istanbul
produced Ottoman art and architecture through the works
of official architects of the Sultans. Istanbul was not only
the ‘Ventre’, but also the ‘Head’. (Kuban, 1996:310).

Hence, as a cosmopolitan city, Istanbul had the
appropriate expression of the social and cultural life of the
Ottoman Empire. When compared to the other cities of the
Empire, Istanbul was unique and dominant and truly Ottoman,
while even after a rule of six hundred years Anatolian cities
were still dominated by the Seljukid tradition rather than
Ottoman culture. Istanbul, of not a unified society and social
system, was composed of firstly the Muslim Turks, secondly the
non-Muslims who, while on a secondary level in the social
hierarchy, nevertheless enjoyed a great deal of importance in
economic life. The third component, the State, symbolized by
the Sultan, the military and the administrative structure,

imposed everything from the top. (Kuban, 1996:205)

The Tulip Period was the most significant period in
Ottoman history, with respect to the transformation of an entire
vision of city life and public realm. The seeds of the process of
Westernization which were the incentives of a radical social

and cultural change in Ottoman society, were sown in that
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period. Following this social and cultural change imposed from
the top, the spatial environment of the city also changed and
initiated reconstruction in urban scale, concentrating especially
on civil architecture. The changes in the spatial structure of the
city, in turn, initiated further transformation in the social life of

the citizens.

The most important factor initiating these social
transformations, was the change in the foreign: policy of the
Ottoman Empire. In that period, for the first time in history, the
Ottoman Empire entered into regular contact with the European
ambassadors in Istanbul and began sending Ottoman employs
abroad to Paris and to Vienna. This was the initial so-called
Westernization of the Empire, which opened the way in the
coming decades, to a remarkable transformation of institutions

and, more radically, of artistic styles. (Kuban, 1996:337)

The emerging new concept of public sphere in the Tulip
Period was one of the most obvious results of this cultural
interaction. Although, it was initiated and diffused among the
elite society, there was a radical shift from the traditional
Ottoman life styles to Europeanized patterns. The first
reflection of this change in the urban environment was the
establishment of several palaces, mansions, Kkiosks and
gardens which were built on the shores of the Golden Horn and
the Bosphorus in the Tulip period. Although, architectural
styles and landscape designs were still Turkish, the life style

they'proposed was European.

Among these new residences built in the Tulip period the

Sa’'dabad Palace and gardens had a significant importance
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since they initiated a new social life participated both male and
female society in the traditional Ottoman city and thus made a
turning point in the traditional concept of public space in that
society. It was also the incentive of the changes that would
develop a new concept of public park that flourished in 19"
century istanbul. Participation of the ladies of the court in
these gardens developed new relationships among the courtly
society and a new experience of outdoor space. For the first
time they found the freedom of using a promenade and a park.
This new, leisurely life style of Imperial women can be depicted
from the sketches belonging to that period. (Figs. 2.1, 2.2)
Besides the leisurely life that women led in the Sa'dabad
gardens, night-time entertainments in those gardens were quite
common and known as Tulip Entertainments. This social move
initiated in the court and courtly society as a result of the
spatial change, would attempt to create a free social space for

new life style patterns in the future decade. As Kuban declares,

Sa’'dabad was not only an imperial residence, it was also

a symbol in the social life of the court, a step towards

women’s emancipation. It seems to have brought to the

women of the court a liberty which they had rarely
- experienced before. (Kuban, 1996:342)

. Also, the Sa’dabad Palace was an important figure in the
city with the transformations it created in the urban landscape.
By the construction of the palace, land values around the
Golden Horn increased and a concern of the social strata in

urban deigns projects began to be discussed.

Establishment of new districts and quarters outside the
city walls were the most important change in the urban

environment in the 18" century. Also, new fountains which
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Figure 2.1 Women of the imperial Harem at Sa’'dabad.
Enderuni Fazil Bey.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.343)

Figure 2.2 The Sa’'dabad Palace. Espinasse.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.342)
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were designed as monumental buildings detached from other
buildings or walls began to define the urban space and create
a new urban landscape around themselves. (Figs. 2.3, 2.4)
These developments were the representation of a new social
life and developing social relations outside the homes in the
city public space. According to Batur, with this change in the
architecture of the city, the norms and symbols of the concept
and image of an urban environment had changed. (Batur,
1985:1042)

Changes in the social and spatial environment of istanbul
and as a result, the changing concept of public space,
introduced with new public gardens, reorganized mesira
grounds and fountains, initiated a new concept of city life. (8)
Existing gardens of the palaces were transformed according to
the European models, so they lost their previous identity

considerably. As Evyapan says,

In the second half of the 19" century, as, in the
westernizing Ottoman lands and in particular in istanbul,
urbanization accelerated, and adopting a European life
style became the vogue, public town parks after the
western counterparts of the “park movement”, began to
appear alongside the “mesira”. It is of note that the
‘mesira” in the environs has served to the traditional
people in the Anatolian towns and in istanbul, while the
western style town parks were where the foreigners, and
the Turks adapting a westernized life style, met their
recreational needs. (Evyapan, 1993:1)
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Figure 2.3 Fountain square and market at Tophane. Bartlett.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.386)

Figure 2.4 Water distribution station at Pera. L. Mayer
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.359)
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2.2.1 Modernization and the Changing Public Domain

Towards the end of the 19™ century radical economic,
technological and scientific changes in the western world
initiated new cultural and social movements. As a result,

industrial society began to diffuse to the world.

In the same period Ottoman society had a monolithic
religious and despotic imperial power structure. Through the
efforts of the New Ottomans’ towards modernization and
renovation, the Ottoman society was close to the changes in
Europe. Later ‘Young Turks' (Jén Turks) started a political

movement against the reign of Abdulhamid. (9)

Ottoman rulers of the 19" century were firmly determined
to keep up Ottoman civilization to the European level with new
developments. The new Ottoman administration attempted to
reinterpret western military, social and political institutions.
Thus, the traditional Ottoman society was left open to direct
and indirect influences of class struggles, socio-economic
expansion and national revolutions, that marked the general
set up of the 19" century Europe after the French Revolution.
(Yavuz, 1986:267-68)

Although these attitudes accelerated the process of
westernization in the Ottoman society, radical changes
happened only after the revolution of 1908. It was then that the
first political party was established; the concept of nationalism
and the Turkish nation began to be constructed and the

concept of the Turkish society was established with the rising
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demands of nationalism. In the meantime, rapid developments
in European nationalism had become particularly effective in
providing an ideological basis for the disintegration of the
Empire, which had a multi national and multi religious

demographic structure. (Yavuz, 1986:268)

In western societies, the superiority of oligarchies and
autocracy forced the individuals to struggle for their liberty and
equality. These were the main factors why social problems and
social movements were born in those countries. In the case of
western societies where class difference was dominant, social
movements mobilized the masses and there began a struggle
for the emancipation of the individuals from the absolute power
of religion and the State with the belief in the superiority of
human rights, superiority of knowledge and science over
‘beliefs and tradition and the success of absolute knowledge.
Eventually the western social structure and economy came to
be based on individualism, liberalism, private enterprise,
parliamentarism and capitalism. (Berkes, 1973:351) On the
other hand, the Ottoman society was not a class society. In the
process of westernization in the Ottoman society, as an
imitation of the west, these social movements were imposed
from the top and thus realized. They did not stem from a social
stfata, they were elitist and not social in that sense. The
autocratic constitution of the society and its socio-economic

conditions assisted in the evolution of that synthesis.

The 18™ century is the century of enlightenment for the
Ottoman administration, not in the sense of the Age of
Enlightenment, but in the sense of an apprehension of
the existence, and perhaps superiority of a European
world....The relation between arms, techniques, sciences,
arts and environment were not clearly understood, but
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they permeated, even if unconsciously, all fields of
activity, and this was expressed in the physical
environment varying from dress to the form of palaces
and the creation of the built environment. The
transformation lasted more than two centuries in different
compartments of everyday life. (Kuban, 1996:361-62)

After the Second Siege of Vienna, the Ottomans
continuously lost territory and political power. The socio-
political and cultural reforms of the Ottoman society were
- carried out in that period of retreat from Europe. In spite of this
political and economical decline, developing western culture
and technology encouraged the Christian-Muslim confrontation
in the popular discourse. In addition to the aim of
westernization, in spite of religiously motivated reactions, the
rising demands of nationalism paved way for reform movements
of the Ottoman Empire. The Sultan and his statesmen imposed
those movements of socio-cultural change; and thus became

the primary agents of westernization in Turkey. (10)

The westernization process took root with educational
reforms with the secularization of the school system. The fruits
of this change in the educational system began to be seen
towards the second half of the 19" century. A secular class of
state employees and Turks began to be involved in
administration and trade. The changing social life style and
cultural identity of the society also affected the institutions of
the State. So, Tanzimat opened the way for stronger control of
state power over the ulema, and, by bringing more equality to
other religious communities, increased the sense of secularity
of the government. (Kuban,1996:378)
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As a consequence of changes in trade industry,
transportation technologies and demography, urban fabric
changed not only in the Ottoman capital but also in the
Anatolian towns. (Tekeli, 1985:879 ) So, planning efforts for
rebuilding of cities became a part of this westernization
process. In the West, in industrialized cities, paradigms of
urban planning were created due to the social problems and
realities of these societies. But, in Turkey urban planning
efforts were urged from different social groups for different
reasons. The reasons of change in this industrialization
process were not the real problems of an industrial town;
instead, they were the problems of a changing country in strain
to join the world economy. For this reason, efforts of urban
planning were initiated from the top, from administrative and
bureaucratic institutions in an elitist way with lack of social
support. (Tekeli, 1991:6)

The physical transformation in the traditional Ottoman
city was an outcome of the policy aimed at the creation of a
great industrial state. As a result of this social and cultural
change, a genuine break with the past occurred. The organic
texture and scale of classical Istanbul was in part destroyed
with the introduction of the new institutional buildings which
were built on imperial domains, replacing the imperial
pavilions, mansions, leisure gardens or old palaces. Therefore,
the first physical transformation of the city begins with the

conversion of the imperial domains into public property. (11)

Development of new trade policies and trade agreements
increased the population of the foreigners in Istanbul. Soon

after the increased sense of secularity of the government and
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change in the population especially in Istanbul, the oriental
Ottoman life style began to change as if to imitate a
westernized life style. All institutions witnessed changes;
construction of modern schools, banks, imperial palaces,
apartment houses, parks, restaurants and development of the
first Ottoman theater, underground and other transportation
services all changed the physical environment of the Ottoman
capital. Following these spatial changes, Ilife style also
changed despite the old state structure. Soon, it was
impossible to be totally unaffected by the social and spatial
transformations imposed by the palace. As a result of these
changes, Istanbul became a European metropolis and the
Ottoman society, starting from the courtly society, began to

experience at least partly the new European life style.

In 1857, lIstanbul was dividéd into fourteen municipal
sectors under the Sehremanet. At first, the main responsibility
of Sehremaneti was the construction of buildings and roads.
From 1858 onwards, the duties of district municipalities were
extended to cover control of the construction of buildings and
roads, markets, health, cadastral surveys of the urban areas,
cleaning, maintenance and planned development. (Kuban,
1996:383) Among these municipalities, the municipal region of
Pera, which was called the Sixth District Administration (Altinci
Daire-i  Belediye) (Kuban,1996:383) was the leading
administrative figure of the modernization process in the urban

scale.

With its cosmopolitan population, Pera was a distinct
world, a part within old Istanbul. Foreign embassies,

foreigners, and the new bourgeois class of the Christian
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society, constituted the population of Pera. To meet the high
demands of this cosmopolitan population of Pera which already
had their theaters, cafés and promenades, the Municipality
introduced other sorts of westernized urban spaces to the
traditional city, Istanbul. Thus, the truly consequential spatial
changes in the urban scale first appeared in this district, which
was largely under the protection of foreign powers. The
development of the first public parks constituted by the
Municipality was one such example. It is interesting to see that
the “Parks Movement” of the west, was instrumental for the
introduction of western style public parks in Istanbul during the
1860’s. (Celik, 1986:69)

The first two public parks of Pera, the Taksim Park next
to the Great Military barracks -Taksim Kislasi, and the
Tepebast Park in the theater district, were laid out in the
classical French style. The parks created a favorite promenade

and a special social space of close interaction with nature.

The Taksim Park was started in 1864 over a cemetery
that had always been noted for its prospect overlooking
the Bosphorus, Scutari and the Princess Isles. With a
make-shift coffee-house, the place had come to be known
as Bella-Vista, thus slowly graduating into an impromptu
public park. The planned park took five years to take
shape. A rectangle of 250m. x 200m., the central section
was on formal lines, while at the edges an informal
landscaping style was employed. (Evyapan, 1993:39)

The Tepebagi Park was another remarkable public garden
in the Pera region. (Fig. 2.5) It was also laid-out over a
cemetery overlooking the Golden Horn which had already
provided a close contact with nature to the citizens. (Figs. 2.6,

2.7, 2.8, 2.9) Both of the parks were favored by the foreign
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Figure 2.5 Plan of the Tepebasi Park. A.Godfrey. 1905-1910.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebas! Bir Meydan Savasi, p.29)

colony, Pera’s Levantines and high class Turkish people. De
Amicis defines that era as ‘the splendid rich and gay world of
Pera pouring out to scatter itself among pleasure gardens,
beer-houses and coffee-houses’. (De Amicis, 1993:62) In
summer afternoons, music was played by French and lItalian
orchestras from a European style kiosk, and they performed
plays and operettas. In the park, there were commercial
entertainment facilities such as cafes, casinos for gambling,
indoor and open-air bars, and next to the park there were sport
facilities such as two football and basketball fields and horse
and donkey riding tracks. (Evyapan 1993:39) (Figs. 2.10, 2.11,
2.12, 2.13)

Following these new public town parks, the Camllcé
People’s Park of 1870 was also one of the earliest in Istanbul,

and in fact in the Empire. Different from the initial two parks, it
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was situated on the Anatolian side near Scutari (Uskadar), not
in the Pera region. However, it was situated on a beautiful
vista, on a unique spot marking the beginning of the
Bosphorus. (Evyapan 1993:39)

From the dissolution of the Sixth District Administration in
1870 to the proclamation of the second constitutional monarchy
(i.e. the ‘Young Turk’ Revolution of 1908), there was a decline
in the urbanization process in Istanbul. After the depositidn of
Abdulhamid Il (1909), the Young Turks were eager to show, like
the late Sultans, their fervent desire to modernize istanbul.
(Kuban, 1996:411) During that period, improvements in the
urban scale continued with new cadastral plan studies. Before
the First World War, during the mayorship of Cemil Pasa
(1912-1914), a number of parks were built. As already
mentioned, the outer Topkapi Palace Garden was opened to
the public as Gulhane Park; at Atmeydani, the area between
the mosques of Ayasofya and Sultan Ahmed, was laid out as
the Sultanahmet Park. (Fig. 2.14) He also laid out two more
green areas, the Fatih park between the $ehzade and Fatih
mosques, and the Dogancilar Park at Scutari, the former a
traihing ground for the Anatolian campaigns of the Ottoman
Army. (Kuban, 1996:412) Also during his mayorship the
Tépebagl Park was reorganized. Other public parks followed:
Haydarpaga and Kadikdy parks were in existence by the turn of
the century. Moreover, there appeared parks with an emphasis
on sports facilities and fields as those in Beykoz and
Baltalimani; a horse racing track in Buyukdere; a camping site
in Kilyos, etc.(Evyapan 1993:39-40)
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As a result of the gradually changing urban pattern, some
open green spaces were now occupied by the new residential
areas. The Municipal parks, which were mostly laid out with the
transformation of cemeteries into public parks, began to shape
the urban environment and socially be in the service of all the
citizens. The initial social meaning of these parks as symbols
of the westernized life style lies in fact, in the socio-cultural

context of the period.

After the First World War and following the War of
Independence, the capital city was transferred to Anatolia and
Ankara became the capital of the new state. Hence, Istanbul,
capital city of more than a two and a half millennia, lost its
historic status. After the establishment of the Turkish Republic
in 1923, modern public spaces in the urban environment as the
representation of modern Turkey, began to be built in the new
capital Ankara. This process is depicted by Evyapan as-

follows;

Anatolian towns, and most of all the new capital Ankara,
until then in the shadow of Istanbul and neglected, with

- the declaration of the Republic, were lavished with
unprecedented attention as to their rebuilding to reflect
the future oriented intentions of the young Republic, and
of a nation being reborn. The style chosen was the 20"
century western populist-functionalist approach. What
this meant in terms of public open spaces was that, in the
town center by the square faced by the Town Hall, would
be the City Park... where the family had their daily
evening strolls....Not many parks have followed the City
Park, which therefore has had to undertake additional
functions, thus losing the original pure, healthy, bright
public park image; or worse still, has lost chunks to
buildings or to the enlargements of the roads. (Evyapan,
1993:40)
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Figure 2.6 A view from Tepebasi Cemetery. Henry Cook.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasgi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.29)

Figure 2.7 A view from Tepebasi Cemetery towards Hali¢ and
Kasimpasa. London News.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.19)
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Figure 2.8 The Tepebasi Cemetry.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.14)

Figure 2.9 A fountain near the Tepebasi Cemetry.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebas! Bir Meydan Savasi, p.14)
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Figure 2.10 The Tepebasi Park.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.31)
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Figure 2.11 The Tepebasi Park and the theater.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebas: Bir Meydan Savasi, p.34)

Figure 2.12 The Tepebasi Park in wintertime.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.43)

80



Figure 2.13 The Tepebas! Park and the visitors.
(Gulersoy, C., Tepebasi Bir Meydan Savasi, p.37)
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Figure 2.14 The Sultanahmet Park and Ayasofya Square
(Celik, Z., The Remaking of Istanbul, p.61)

2.2.2 Modernization and the Daily-Life in the 19'" Century

Ottoman Society

The concept of daily life refers to a set of day-to-day
social activity, depending on the changing space and time
paradigms with economical, political, cultural and religious
practices within that society at a certain temporality of events
in history. Changes in the daily life of the 19" century Ottoman
capital were first initiated at the smallest spatial units of the
city, districts and mahalles. Between 16" and the 18"
centuries, “districts” were enclosed spaces where daily life

survived within religious culture. (Isin, 1995:81)



In Ottoman cities, the concept of the square or avenue
were not present as denoting urban public spaces. Before the
19" century, the only public spaces of the traditional Ottoman
society were devised for the gathering of crowds. Courtyards of
the mosques, mesira fields, bazaars and fountains may be
cited as examples. Traditional religious culture was a
significant cbntrol mechanism in these public spaces and

inverted public life.

In the classical period of the Ottoman Empire, the coffee
house constituted a stage where the religious daily culture was
lived and carried out from the district to the city for the
integration of the citizens. In those times they were the only
and unique entertainment centers of the city. (Isin, 1995:67)
Also, they were the places where cultural values and norms
were reproduced, ethical, social and even political subjects
were discussed. (Figs. 2.15, 2.16)

However, in the 19" century, population increase and
other economic factors affected the socio-cultural environment
of districts and their traditional life style which eventually
dissolved into a multi-centered urban life. In other words, the
homogeneous and unique cultural dynamics of neighborhoods
grédually disappeared and were replaced by heterogeneous
public life of the city. Isin defines this period of rapid change in
the social structure, as “the period of integration of the parts
into the whole”. (Isin, 1995:82) Thus the first changes in public
space in the Ottoman city, began with the change of the

traditional district life.
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Figure 2.15 A traditional coffee-house in istanbul.
(Istanbul Life Magazine, October, 1997:52)

Figure 2.16 A traditional coffee-house in Istanbul.
(Istanbul Life Magazine, October, 1997:70)
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Subsequent to the proclamation of Tanzimat, powerful
state control over ulema and the increased sense of secularity
in the State caused the integration of individuals belonging to
different ethnic societies (millet). Also, with the Tanzimat,
restrictions for Muslim and non-Muslim inhabitants were mostly
abolished. So, different ethnic groups (millet) living in their
own districts having a religious identity all mixed and
constituted a new daily life style in the city. This integration,
meant a cultural transformation between different social and

religious groups, and created a new concept of public space.

After the construction of the first bridge over the Golden
Horn in 1836, the Muslim population who had started to get to
know Galata before the Tanzimat, were now introduced to the
European provincial life style. (Isin, 1995:127) The cultural
integration of Scutari and Galata began in that period. The
architectural dichotomy between the old quarters with their
traditional wooden houses and recently developed ‘chic’
quarters in the Beyoglu-Sisli area with their new apartments,
was the expression of a great economic imbalance between the
various sections of the society. (Kuban, 1996:399) Especially
the young generation was affected from this economical
imbalance. They were attracted to the magic world of Galata
and the cosmopolitan western environment. New social
relations at new, modern public spaces developed the social
practice of daily life, by the way they learned how to participate
in a social life at those modern spaces such as hotel lobbies,

restaurants, theaters, cafes or parks.
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With this great socio-cultural and physical change from
the traditional to a Westernized structure, social life of the
inhabitants thus began to change. Although, at some regions in
the Istanbul peninsula, lifestyle maintained older patterns,
residents of other districts like Galata, Pera were willing to live
a-la-franga. At the end of the century, as a result of these
physical and social transformations, the first “public man” in
the Ottoman society emerged with his new social, recreative
and physical needs. The smallest unit of the society, which is
the family, was the close and intimate part of the society till
the Tanzimat Period. Modernization first brought the family in
front of the society and then erected the individual. (Isin,

1995:89)

The entertainment culture developed in the 19" century
Istanbul was socially emphasized an individualistic activity
contrary to the collective activities of the previous period. This:
culture slowly attracted the whole society and invited them to
participate in modern public spaces. The first participants of
this new culture were the upper-classes. Hence, they were the
first ones who left the traditional culture and constructed an
extroverted social structure. In the period of modernization
even traditional coffee houses assumed an entertainment

fuhction for the still tradition-bound districts.

The new consumption society developed a rich and lively
street life with new shop fronts, ‘bon marchés’ and imported
new materials at Beyoglu. For the first time in the Ottoman
society, a special status as “public personality” was introduced,
who gazed at shop windows just for leisure. (lsin, 1995:99)

With the dynamic of this new public personality, the Ottoman
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citizen began to discover the beauties of city life in Istanbul.
Later with the emancipation of individuals from traditional
religious rules, the family structure, social relations and even
dressing styles changed. Turkish women began to participate

in the new social life in public spaces and removed their veils.

By the end of the century the traditional street pattern
was gradually replaced by the planned city of the foreign
agencies. The modern control system of the Municipality, and
the developing new physical planning attitudes constituted a
new concept of public space. Thus the public domain was
transformed, with the opening up of private life to streets,
promenades, parks and squares, cafes and pleasure resorts.
With the changing street network in the planned
neighborhoods, and especially with the abolition of culs-de-sac
because of great fires, streets lost their semiprivate character
and became “thofoughfares”. (Celik, 1986:80)

Development of public parks like in the west was a sign
of this social and cultural change in the society. The new
functionality of these urban landscaped areas initiated a new
entertainment culture in city life as well as bearing a
significance in economic and political life. They acted like a
stége where public activities could be realized, exhibited and
participated in a pluralistic way. With the social meaning they
possessed, they helped to change life style patterns with a

changing spatial environment.

Old culture and traditional life style was still alive in old
quarters where wooden houses in spite of the great fires and

continuously changing population predominate. However,
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fountains, bazaars, cemeteries lost their previous significance
and vigor. To conclude, daily life in the traditional Ottoman city
slowly changed, depending on the changing economical,
administrative and entertainment world of the new institutions
and their modern spaces. So, these modern public spaces
became the agency for the constitution of a new westernized

society in the classical Ottoman city.

2.3 Concluding Comments

To understand the social construction of meaning in
urban public spaces, it would be necessary to find out the shift
between public and private space in modern culture by
investigating the historical changes in the public domain. The
alternating emphasis on public and private life ought to be
illuminated through a historical comparative study of social life
in the street and park which is a seat of modern public life,

based on an impersonal, bourgeois, secular society in the city.

Although the use of key terms ‘public’ and ‘private’ go
back to the 1470’s (Sennett, 1977:16), the discussion of the
term “public domain” in western culture begins with the 18"
cehtury. The first changes in the public domain as it regards
the social construction of meaning in urban public spaces were
initiated in the early years of the 18" century. At that time the
word “public” assumed its modern meaning, therefore, it meant
not only a région of social life located apart from the realm of
family and close friends, but also that this public realm of
acquaintances and strangers included a relatively wide

diversity of people. (Sennett, 1977:16)
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in the 18™ century, as a result of the urbanization
process, industrialized towns grew and public places
developed. These places were the meeting places for
foreigners. Giddens in his structuration theory emphasizes the
importance of “the routine” in social life. (Giddens 1995) The
character of action in time-space, the routinization of activity
and the repetitive nature of day-to-day life are all necessary for
a powerful analytical understanding of the encounters involved
in daily life. In that sense, public parks constitute social
spaces to develop routinization of activities and encounters in

the daily city life.

The development of the first public parks as new
elements in urban landscaped areas, and the development of
other public spaces as social centers, modified urban life style.
As a result of this modernization period, a new public cuiture

was shaped. Sennett writes;

This was the era of the building of massive urban parks,
of the first attempts at making streets fit for the special
purpose of pedestrian strolling as a form of relaxation. It
was the era in which coffeehouses, then cafes and
coaching inns, became social centers; in which the
theater and opera houses became open to a wide public
through the open sale of tickets rather than older
practices whereby aristocratic patrons distributed places.
Urban amenities were diffused out from a small elite
circle to a broader spectrum of society, so that even the
laboring classes began to adopt some of the habits of
sociability, like promenades in parks, which were formerly
the exclusive province of the elite, walking in their private
gardens or “giving” an evening at the theater. (Sennett,
1977:17)
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So, as the public domain changed in the 18" century
bourgeois society, the patterns of social interaction developed
among citizens without depending on fixed feudal privileges or
authoritative control of the royal families. The struggle for
public order in the 18'™ century industrial city ended with the
transformation of public life and the development of the new
public geography of the 19" century. The new public
geography, with claims on public and private life, constituted a
new urban culture. A new balance between public and private
geography in the Enlightenment did exist. But, fundamental
changes in the ideas of public and private followed upon the
great revolutions at the end of the century and the rise of a
national industrial capitalism in more modern times. (Sennett,
1977:19)

Sennett notes that, there are three major components in
this change. These were: firstly, a double relationship which
industrial capitalism in the 19" century came to have with
public life in the great city; secondly, a reformulation of
secularism beginning in the 19" century which affected how
people interpret the strange and the unknown; and thirdly, a
strength which became a weakness, built into the structure of
public life itself in the 18" century. (Sennett, 1977:19)

The traditional urban space in a typical Islamic Turkish
city consisted of the mosque and the fountain surrounded by
open spaces. (Fig. 2.17) European cities on the contrary had
massive monumental buildings and axial, long avenues and
symmetrical layouts which represented the social order in city
life. Ottoman cities, in their traditional social order, neither

oppressed the individual under the massive, monumental
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design of buildings, nor dictated a social order in the daily life
under the hard discipline of socio-cultural symmetry. (lsin,

1995:134)

The public sphere in the Ottoman society before the
modernization period was not developed in today's sense of
sociability. In the traditional Islamic Turkish city, as easily
observed in the configuration of streets, the conflict between
private and non-private space seemed to have been resolved in
favor of the private, thus left to the spontaneous activities of
the citizens. (Kuban, 1996:368) That is in fact a part of the
mentality in Islamic cultures concerning the nature of man-
world relationship. The organic street pattern of the pedestrian
city was the clearest expression of this socio-cultural structure.
(Figs.2.18, 2.19) Citizens did not have specific places in
public, whose sole purpose was to bring them together. Even at
districts, streets, shopping grounds, bazaars, courtyards of
mosques or at mesira grounds, there was an intimate contact
only among male society which decreased the sociability of

female inhabitants.

' Mesira grounds represent an important aspect of the
recreative culture in the daily life of citizens, in the pre-modern
pe.riod. They were public places for collective activity and
entertainment of citizens; the way people entertained
themselves at mesira grounds was not individualistic, instead,
the aim of such gathering was to pass time collectively with a
group of people coming from the same socio-cultural
background. (Isin, 1995:84) Certain rituals of daily life helped
to gather citizens around a social ideal. The same kind of

entertainment and provisions for the ordinary people were seen
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even at Bayram days or circumcision feasts of heirs to the
throne, though varying from modest to sumptuous. Until the
second half of the 19'™ century, symbolism of power had never
been emphasized in the urban space in Istanbul. For instance,
until the construction of the Dolmabahg¢e Palace, Istanbul did
not have a designed street, a large boulevard aligned with
trees. (Kuban, 1996:371)

In the classical period, mesira fields and coffee houses
were the only public spaces in the urban environment. Later,
modern public parks, cafes and theaters created a new
dialogue among inhabitants of the city. As the most elaborate
forms of societal organization in that period, they became the
agents of social interaction; interaction with other ethnic

groups who were co-present in those public spaces.

The modernization period of the Ottoman society was
marked by the changes in the public domain; a general
transformation of social relations and the first appearance of
public space in modern terms. In the modernization period, the
bureaucratic elite and upper-class society in the Ottoman
cities, tried to imitate the Europeanized life style, as the
Ottoman modernists believed in the universality of the
Eljropean myth; not only in its technological advance but also

its advance in socio-cultural life.

Thus the Ottoman society witnessed a new social
movement based on reformist ideals of the Ottoman elite.
Towards the end of the 19" century, the change in design
practice both in architecture and landscape architecture,

gradually but definitely began to emphasize a more complex
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public realm and a new understanding of nature and art. The
Tepebasi and Taksim parks helped develop a new urban
culture which challenged to change the general patterns of

traditional Ottoman life in open public spaces in Istanbul.

Up to this point, the impact of the concept of public realm
on the urban landscape and the emergence of public parks with
specific social meanings embedded in the socio-cultural
context of the period has been illustrated. Also, it has been
discussed that public parks besides their recreative functions
are important elements for the development of public culture
and new social routines in the society. In that sense, to
understand the specific social meaning of a public park it is
necessary to evaluate the social and cultural environment it
has emerged from. The next chapter intends to explore the
social construction of meaning in Genglik Parki, with the social

analysis of parks in general in Republican Turkey.
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Figure 2.17 Urban Space_ at Sehzade. Bartlett.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.368)

Figure 2.18 SUIeymaniye_ Street with wooden mansions.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.368)
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Figure 2.19 Yuksek Kald!r|m at Galata.
(Kuban, D., Istanbul an Urban History, p.386)
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NOTES

1. The idea of accommodating population in the city through the
building of squares initiated the development of new residential
squares in the cities. The first residential squares in London,
Covent Garden, St. James's Square and the Bloomsbury Squares
were open centers on the continental model. (Girouard, 1985:224)
The square made its first appearance (though it was not yet so
called) in the Covent Garden plaza, promoted by the 4™ Earl of
Bedford and designed by Indigo Jones, under the reign of Charles |
in 1631. (Rude, 1971:12) The first square to contain an enclosed
garden for the residents was King Square (today the Soho Square)
which was laid out in 1680. (Girouard, 1985:224 gives reference to
Philips Mid-Georgian London pp.231-1) This example inspired the
others and by the mid-18™ century, there were eleven residential
squares in London. A private residential garden became the
essential requisite of success for a residential square, of which
there were sixteen to the west of the city by the 1790s. (Girouard,
1985:224) In fact, these new squares were planned to meet a new
upper-class need who were originally aristocratic and merchant
families. The essential feature of these squares was that they were
not to be filled with street vendors, acrobats, flower sellers, and the
like, as was Covent Garden; they were to be filled with shrubs and
trees. (Sennett, 1977:55 quotes from Giedion, 1963:619)

2. As Mumford writes;

... the city from the beginning of the nineteenth century on,
was treated not as a public institution, but a private
commercial venture to be carved up in any fashion that might
increase the turnover and further the rise in land values.
(Mumford, 1987:486)

3. Nevertheless, these changes in the urban order did make a
substantial contribution to the industrial town through reaction
against its greatest failure: by procuring means of sanitation and
public hygiene for general public health; and to this purpose,
providing urban parks. The increasing population in towns, the
expanded roads criss-crossing the countryside, and pollution
damaging the life of man and nature in the industrialized towns
urged the development of an environmental consciousness in the
urban society. To bring back fresh air, pure water, green open
space and sunlight to the city became the first object of sound
planning: the need was so pressing that despite the passion for
urban beauty, Camillo Sitte insisted upon the hygienic function of
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the urban park, as a sanitary green, to use his own expression: the
'lungs' of the city, whose function became newly appreciated
through their absence. (Mumford, 1987:541)

4. Birkenhead Park was designed by Joseph Paxton as a combined
project of suburb and open space, the first to be created from
public funds and to be owned by public itself. The park was
designed at the crowded East End of London, a site of poverty with
no outdoor breathing space. It was a perfect target for the
Reformers to improve the overall social climate of London by
reducing its destitution and consequent violence, crime and
epidemics. More humane conditions in the East End would certainly
remove one of the worst sources of trouble; and one of the best
ways to bring this about would be through establishment there of a
park for public use. (Newton, 1973:224)

5. Boston and Chicago, both in 1893, saw the first attempts to
organize into a single concept the complete recreation areas of a
major city. The Metropolitan Park System of Boston grew from
Olmsted's proposal to convert the marshlands of Back Bay into a
public park. (Jellicoe, 1987:283)

6. From the writings it can be seen that Howard's fundamental
interest was in social change rather than in physical forms.

7. Osborn in the preface of his book, writes about the essence of
Howard's optimistic outlook which is that; men were in considerable
measure, “inherently co-operative and egalitarian”. According to
Aalen, Howard sided essentially with Kropotkin and against the
Social Darwinists. (Aalen, 1992:28) In Aalen’s view, Howard's ideals
were misunderstood and unmistakably allied by the anarchic
utopian tradition.

8. As_ Kuban writes,

Even the idea of a porticoed street was reintroduced by the
construction of the grandvizier ibrahim Pasa’s complex (the
so-called Direklerarasi) at Sehzadebasi, near the Sehzade
Mosque. This was the first time an introvert society had been
introduced to urban and extrovert lifestyle. This new tendency
towards an enjoyment of the urban environment was the real
beginning of the so called Westernization of the Ottoman
society of the capital, in terms urban form and scale.” (Kuban,
1996.336)

9. This movement is called the ‘Jeune Turc’ movement. They
struggled for revolution, nationalism and liberalism in the Ottoman
society.

10. The reign of Mahmud |l (1808-1839), was a period of rapid

westernization and the end of pre-industrial age in Istanbul.

Changing wurban images and changing socio-cultural structure
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largely through the efforts of Mahmud Ii, continued during the reign
of the following Ottoman Sultans. The Nizam-1 Cedit - the new order
of Selim Ill, and the Tanzimat - the administrative reforms of 1859-
1876, the two important factors of this socio-cultural change, were
constituted again by an elitist movement. In other words, the origins
of the socio-cultural change in Ottoman history were neither entirely
social nor entirely military, they stemmed mostly bureaucratic
institutions. Rulers of the Ottoman Empire were thus the main
initiators of this structural change and reform in the society, which
set the mechanisms of change in motion.
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CHAPTER 3

GENGLIK PARKI AND THE CONSTITUTION OF THE MODERN
TURKISH SOCIETY

The first public parks emerged in 19" century EUrope
after the Industrial Revolution as compensation to the
environmental deficiencies of the industrialized cities. With the
healthy environment they provided and the visual quality they
brought to the cities they contributed to a positive change in
the urban socio-cultural life. More important than this, they
provided equal recreational service for all classes in the

society, and thus, a new concept of public domain developed.

In the West, this structural transformation in the public
sphere was a result of the social movements which initiated a
socio-cultural change and thus transformed the social life in
industrialized cities. In the Ottoman Empire this transformation
was initiated with the reformist ideals of the Ottoman elite as
an imitation of the westernized life style. The change in the
public sphere was the result of this westernization movement.
However, in the Republican era a new concept of public sphere
was developed through the modernization efforts of the new
regime. In the early years of the Republic, in pre-industrialized
cities of the Republican Turkey, and in the new capital city,
public decisions were all developed with the political power of

state ideology. Likewise, the emergence of public parks in the
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urban landscape and the change in the public sphere was an
instrument of the state ideology to create the new cities of

modern Turkey.

This chapter is devoted to re-constructing the changing
social meanings attributed to Genglik Parki in the urban history
of Ankara. If we look back to the initial years of the
establishment of the park, this research reveals that it has a
unique social meaning and a special mission different from the
meaning and the mission it owns today. The meanings
embedded in its spatial characteristics through the years, are

demonstrated in this part of the study.

In the first part of this chapter, the recent urban history of
Ankara from the time of Jansen's plan, is investigated in order
to demonstrate the urban environment of the capital city and
the Republican ideology from which the park emerged. In the
second part of this chapter, the social meaning of Genglik
Parki in the daily lives of the citizens in the Republican Ankara
Is examined within the social context of different periods. The
development of the park is explained with reference to the
reports of the Planning Council and articles in newspapers

examined within a chronological order.

The process of the social construction of meaning can be
taken up as a special case of the process of ‘Re-presentation’.
In Lefebvre’s model the process of re-presentation is defined
with three concepts; the spatial practice, the representations of
space and the representational space. The spatial practice is
the society’'s space which embraces production and

reproduction of social practices in particular locations. It
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embodies a close association, within perceived space, between
daily reality (daily routine) and urban reality (the routes and
networks which link up the places set aside for work, ‘private’
life and leisure). (Lefebvre, 1993:38) Representations of space
iIs the conceptualized space which tends towards a system of
verbal (and therefore intellectually worked out) signs,
meanings, concepts. (Lefebvre, 1993:39) Representational
space is directly lived through its associated images and
symbols, and hence the space of ‘inhabitants’ and ‘users’. It
tends towards coherent systems of non-verbal symbols, signs,
and codes. (Lefebvre, 1993:39)

Lefebvre defines these three components as the
perceived-conceived-lived triad (in spatial terms spatial
practice, representations of space, representational spaces).
(Lefebvre, 1993:40) The relation between the lived, conceived
and perceived realms, in spatial terms the codes, concepts and

practice constitute a coherent whole. According to Lefebvre,

There is a proper role for the decoding of space: it helps
us understand the transition from representational
spaces to representations of space, showing up
correspondences, analogies and a certain unity in spatial
practice and in the theory of space (Lefebvre, 1993:163)

In other words, in this model there is a continuous
transition between these three parameters. As social practice
changes, the representations of space - meanings change, and
as the meanings change the social practice reproduces new
meanings. Also, the new meanings reproduced in the social
practice change the representational space - codes and the

changing representational space changes the social practice.
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Since Lefebvre locates the meaning of space into the
experiences of everyday life, his model has the basic premise
of the ‘agency’ thesis within the conceptual framework of
structuration theory. In structuration theory, it is always the
case that the daily activity of social actors draws upon and
reproduces structural features of wider social systems. In each
form of social change, the moment of the production of action
iIs also one of reproduction in the contexts of day-to-day
enactment of social life. In that sense, individuals as agents
with their own actions, have the possibility to constitute and
reconstitute the social practice in their activities. This social
practice reproduces new social meanings and new codes, as

new routines emerge.

This research will illustrate that the case of Gencglik Parki
can be taken up as an example of this process, as a symbol of
representation of the everyday life. Although it is not explicitly
stated, it should act as an ‘activity bundle’ that will link both
the old city and the new city, and also act as a matrix where a
new social life style will take place. If this model is correct, for
this case, the values and norms represented by Genclik Parki
in the initial years would not be same as the ones that were

represented in the following years and today.

To understand the meaning that a landscaped
environment possesses, and to reveal the social construction
of the meaning, it is necessary to construct these three
parameters. The Republican ideology reproduces and
symbolizes itself with the establishment of Genglik Parki in the
social life of the city. To create the modern Turkish citizen, the

Republican ideology establishes Genglik Parki.

102



Thus Genglik Parki becomes the symbol of the
Republican ideology and changes the traditional social practice
in the city after being used by the citizens. The changing social
practice reproduces new meanings, as time passes.
Reproduction of new meanings also changes the
representational space. Thus, Genglik Parki as the
representational space of the Republican ideology changes. In
other words, the initial social meaning of the park changes with
the change of the initial social practice in the city. Moreover,

as its meaning changes, its spatial characteristics also change.

So, codes and social practices are both reproduced with
routines and with each other. Therefore, the social practices in
the initial years of the park are not the same as the social
practices in the following years. Also, the initial social meaning
of the park is not the same with the meaning it owns today. To
reveal the initial social meaning and uniqueness of Genclik
Parki, the social practice in its initial years which is the 40s,
and the Republican ideology should be investigated. Also, to
reveal the social construction of new meanings and the
changing representational space, the social context of further

years should be investigated.

3.1 Recent Urban History of Ankara from the Time of

Jansen’s Development Plan

After the First World War, the Turkish National War of
Independence against the imperialistic intentions of the

European nations and separatist activities of minority
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nationalists in Turkey was realized with success. It was
effectively the end of the Ottoman Empire and the beginning of
the new Turkish Republic, established on the mainland old

territory of the Ottoman Empire.

After the proclamation of the Republic, Turkey became a
nation-state and those living within the borders of the Turkish
Republic became citizens, having common rights and duties,
and knowing themselves to be part of a nation. So, a sound
and modern constitution of Turkish society structured on the
ideals of personal freedom, participation, and national
administration was started. With a series of radical reforms
started by Mustafa Kemal Atatlrk, in social, cultural and
political spheres, the fundamentally feudal and religious
society was on its way to being a contemporary nation with the
secular Turkish Republic. His reforms did not merely aim to
modernize particular institutions like Ottoman reforms did,
instead they aimed to modernize the whole society by creating

a Turkish individual and citizen.

Turkey has since been in a process of continuous and
multi-faceted transformation under the influence of both
external factors and internal dynamics. This transformation
includes changes in the national economy, the emergence of
new economic functions, the formation of new social
institutions necessitated by these developments, changes in
the class structure, and the formation of a new life style.
(Tekeli, 1984:10)

The jubilant new nation was ready to assume a new

social and environmental image through an active building
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program that was to re-vitalize numerous Anatolian towns lying
in ruins after long years of war, poverty and neglect. (Yavuz,
1986:273) In Western countries the .urbanization process
began with the Industrial Revolution but, for Ankara, the capital
city of Turkey, the urbanization period started with the

establishment of the Republic.

The announcement of Ankara as the capital city was a
revolutionary decision resting on a significant ideological
basis. Tekeli defines three groups of reasons that lie behind
the decision of the announcement of Ankara as the capital city
of the newly established Turkish Republic. (Tekeli, 1984:10,
1994:148) The first group of reasons are about the strategic
and political position of Ankara. A move to the interior of the
country signaled a clear break away from the network of old
economic dependencies and imperialistic power of western
societies. Istanbul had been a part of a network of harbor cities
developed through the 19" century which was totally
dependent on and linked to the mercantile interests of Great
Powers. The Republic sought to release itself from the Ottoman
image and to symbolize the national state. Moreover, the move
meant the rejection of the cosmopolitan cultural values of
Istanbul and to create a national bourgeoisie inculcated with
Republican ideals. Also, strategically, a move to the interior

was important for the defense of the capital city.

The second group of factors are generally about the
spatial organization of the country. A constitution of a sound
national economy among all regions was started. Hence,

Ankara gave a start to the development of the Middle Anatolian
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region and a stop to the unequal development among the other

regions in the country.

The factors in the third group are mainly in urban scale.
The issue was to establish a new capital city where a modern,
civilized, and westernized life could flourish. In that city, the
life style patterns of the Republican national bourgeois would
be developed and it would be a model for the other cities in the
country. The success of the Republican regime would be
identified with the development of Ankara as a modern city.
Thus the development of Ankara as a capital city was mainly to
create a new image for Turkey with Republican ideals and

national goals.

Ankara was not only the symbol of a modern Turkish city
but also, it was the symbol of the modern Turkish life style.
Therefore, as well as its spatial characteristics, the social life
that would be experienced in its spatiality would help to create
the modern Turkish life style and citizen. Falih Rifki Atay in
one of his articles in Ulus dated 12.11.1935:1, defines Ankara

as the symbol of developing Turkey.

Ankara is not only a center for us. It is a school which
teaches us the ways and styles of re-building an
Anatolian town. The things we have succeeded in making
Ankara will be more easily realized in other Anatolian
towns....Till we have experienced Ankara we have
forgotten city planning and architecture. By making
Ankara we have re-created the Turkish Nation’s creative
character... Turkish people have the right to be proud of
Republican Ankara and love the city. Because, it is not a
city of representation like other eastern cities, it is the
original work and success of Turkish people. Ankara
represents the Turkish Nation’'s power, will, courage and
understanding of new Turkish life style... (translated by
the author)
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A journalist from Yugoslavia defines Ankara as ‘the city of
a miracle’ in his article *“Ankara and the Rising Turkey”

published in Ulus 18.11.1936:5.

...Any foreigner who visits Ankara will inevitably
emphasized from this successful work of human beings
won against the nature...The most beautiful works in
America and Europe are taken as an example in making
Ankara, for the city which represents a great success in
respects of architectonics. Although, Ankara is only a ten
years old child it is already furnished with wide
boulevards, residences, official buildings, reserved park
areas to be laid out in future years, and the stadium
which shames us, other Balkan cities, and in that sense,
it deserves to be the brain and heart of Turkey. However,
in the near future | can envisage that, Ankara will not
only be the leader in administration it will also be the
feader of all Asia. (translated by the author)

Again F. R. Atay in one of his essays in Ulus dated
28.4.1942:1, defines Ankara as an unbelievable work, which
renewed the self-confidence of the Turkish people. Obviously,
Ataturk’s preference of Ankara was not only a revolutionary

decision for Ankara but also for the whole country and nation.

The National Leader knew that creating Ankara for
ourselves was also re-creating the country. Our
benumbed power would wake up and desire would
overflow...Ankara was not only the Governmental center
but it became the symbol of this revival. (translated by
the author)

This small, dusty town of narrow, winding streets and
simple mudbrick houses was far from meeting the demands of a
suddenly inflated population of government officials, foreign
missions and army officers, most of whom had to abandon the

comfortable luxuries of Imperial Istanbul, for the meager
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provisions of the new capital. (Yavuz, 1986:273). It was
impossible to find public places in the urbanscape to meet the
social needs of the new citizens and more importantly, it was
quite impossible to house the newcomers. At that time most of
the bureaucrats who came from Istanbul were staying as guests

in the insufficient houses of the local families.

For Ankara, urban planning efforts began immediately
after the declaration of its becoming the capital. The
constitution of a modern life-style which is the basic political
decision and ideal of the Republican ideology, could not be
realized only with legitimization or policies. It was necessary
and crucial to introduce the Republican citizens with a new
public domain in the urban scale. This had to be achieved with
the design of new buildings and new public spaces in the urban

milieu.

Since there was not an inherited city planning tradition
from the Ottoman Empire and since the initial pragmatic
iImplementations for Ankara had been unsuccessful planning
efforts, Republican leaders decided to announce a restricted

International competition.

Two of the three invited competitors were German.
Herman Jansen, the winner of the Berlin Plan
competition, was an architect with Sittean experience.
Brix was teaching in the Charlottenburg Hochschule. The
third competitor, Jaussely, was educated in the Ecole des
Beaux Arts. He had won the competition for the Barcelona
plan and had implemented it. And he had also won first
prize in the 1919 Paris Planning Competition. Having
turned to the west, the Republic had not found a single
solution there. The opinions fluctuated between
Jaussely’s impressive, grand capital city design in the
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French tradition and Jansen’s Sittean, more modest,
socially and historically conscious plan. (Tekeli, 1984:19)

The jury, composed of Republican Ileaders and
bureaucrats, chose Jansen’s plan. Decisions that are taken by
the members of the government may not represent the desired
outcome of all, or the most desired outcome of any, of those
who participate in making them. In such circumstances as
Giddens says, it makes sense to say that participants ‘decide’
(individually) ‘to decide’ (corporately) upon a given course of
action (Giddens 1995:221). In that sense, the members of the
jury were the main initiators or executors of whatever decisions
were taken and whatever policies followed for the

implementation of the new plan of the modern capital city.

Since the Republic did not have a single set of
ideologically derived criteria, there was no particular
preference among schools of city planning. Nevertheless, the
choices pertaining to the organization of planning were
consistent with the nature of the regime. Thus, the plans made
in this period were shaped more by the city schemes demanded
by the regime than by the actual problems of the city and

considerations of implementation. (Tekeli, 1984:19)

So, urban planning efforts for the capital city started with
Jansen’s plan in 1928. Coming from the tradition of the leader
urbanists like Camillo Sitte, Karl Henrici and Theodor Fischer,
Jansen proposed to re-make the city as an aesthetical object,
as a work of art. According to Sitte, the loss of meaning in
public spaces as a result of modernization should be regained
because the ‘geist’ and the cultural values which held the

society together could be re-constituted with the help of the
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public spaces. (Biigin, 1997:80) Thus, Jansen as an
experienced planner, used the old and the new values of the
city in a balance and gave a special emphasis to the public
spaces and recreation spaces, considering the natural values

of the city landscape.

3.2 The Social Meaning of Genglik Parki in the Daily Lives

of the Citizens in the Republican Ankara

The Republican ideology which aimed to induce a social
structural change to create a westernized society with several
revolutions, had to perform this in the public sphere, in the
urban environment. However, establishing modern boulevards
and buildings were not sufficient to change the social life in the
city. To create a modern citizen, a new social experience that
would affect the traditional life styles of the citizens and

initiate new routines, had to be devised.

It is obvious that there was a need for public spaces
where all citizens regardless of sex, status and ethnic origin,
would share a new social practice. Such a public space would
also be important for the diffusion of the Republican ideology
as an extension of the revolutions in the daily lives of citizens.
For the re-construction and implementation of the new social
life in the Republican Turkey, recreation would be a new social
experience. The establishment of a public park could perform

this in the public sphere.

zmir was one of the pioneering cities where significant

attempts of the new regime in the public sphere and in the
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urban landscaped environment could be observed. One of the
first public parks of the Republican period the Bahribaba Parki
was established in Izmir in the 1920s. Later, in 1935-36 the
Kultrpark came as even a more significant example to
illustrate the change in the public realm with the Republican

ideology.

The Kulturpark, realized through the efforts of the Mayor
Behget Uz was laid out on a land of 360.000sg.m. formerly
devastated by a fire, and was endowed with several facilities
like museums, playgrounds, a stadium, a people’s theater
squares and promenades and an exhibition ground. (Seymen,
1990:181) The aim was not only to meet the recreative needs
of the citizens by creating a healthy environment with a huge
park but for the cultural training of the young generation for the

benefit of the revolution and ideology of the new regime.

After the establishment of the park in 1936 the ‘izmir
International Fair’ which had a historical precedence, began to
be realized in the Kulturpark. The fair was an attempt not only
on national scale but also on an international scale to
introduce the national industry to the world and to create a
social interaction and a social movement in the country.
Although, the fair was an economical activity and had a
commercial mission, together with the cultural mission of the
Kaltdrpark they had initiated an urban consciousness in the
city and moreover in the country. In the following years, the
Katirpark was taken as an example for new urban landscape
projects. The park was not only a beautiful landscaped
environment but also a social school for the education of the

citizens as well as the whole nation. It was a symbol of the
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modern Turkey and modern social life in the city. Therefore,
the initial social meaning of the park had a specific importance

for representing the Republican ideals in that period.

So, it can be said that, the meaning of recreation and the
social experience of the modern Turkish citizens were defined
and implemented under the framework of the Republican
ideology. The public space to be developed to meet that
recreational need would inevitably be the symbol of the
Republican ideology and thus the modern Republican urban

life.

In that sense, the establishment of Genglik Parki in the
capital city was the most significant attempt in the urban
landscaped environment. The park was developed as a
representational space of that ideology. It was established,
firstly to create the need of recreation appropriate to the ideals
of the Republican leaders, and then to meet that need. Hence,
it was the rationalization of the idea of modernization which

initiated a radical change in the public sphere.

In Ankara, before the Republican era, the only recreation
areas, were the summer resort houses (baglar), private
gardens and high pastures. The area occupied by the Opera
Building, iller Bankasi and Turk Hava Kurumu Buildings today
was where the cemeteries of the Catholic and the Muslim

societies were located. (Fig. 3.1)

Before the Republican era, there was only one park, in
the town, the “Miliet Bahgesi” which was situated at the old city

center outside the citadel area. A narrow, dusty road
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Figure 3.1 Plan of Ankara before the Republican Era.
(Akture, S., Urban History and Conservation
Issues of Turkish Cities, p.74)

connecting the station to the city center, reached Tashan
Square (today Ulus Square) next to Millet Bahgesi and the First
National Assembly Building at the opposite corner of the park.
(Figs.3.2, 3.3)

So, in the early years of the Republican era, before the
establishment of Genglik Parki, Ankara had a very restricted
social life. By investigating the existing activity structure of the
city in the early years of the Republic a hypothetical time-
space map of the typical daily trajectories of the citizens can
be depicted. (Fig.3.4) Before the establishment of Genglik
Parki the few public spaces in the city center were not
sufficient to change the daily trajectories of the citizens.
Therefore, particularly on workdays the daily trajectories of the

citizens might regularly move between the work place at
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Figure 3.2 Hergelen Square, Ankara (1926).
(70. Kurulus Yildénumiinde T.C Albiimi, p.401)

Figure 3.3 Opera and Hergelen Squares, Ankara (1934).
(70. Kurulus Yildéniimiinde T.C Albiimii, p.290)
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Figure 3.4 The work place - residence interaction of three
hypothetical citizens in Ankara in the early years of
the Republican era. (Re-drawn according to
Hagerstrand’s time-space model)

business center, (the Ulus region) and the residences. Only on
weekends, citizens could find the opportunity to use the public
spaces in the periphery which consisted particularly of
recreation areas around the creeks. (Karaosmanogiu, 1996)
Thus, the daily trajectories of the citizens could change at

week-ends with the use of those grounds outside the city.

During the planning and construction years of Genglik
Parki in the 30s, the public spaces in the city were only the
bazaars, a few district parks, the Guven Park and the Kizilay
Bahcesi in Yenisehir, the coffee-houses, a few restaurants and

two cinema-houses. Particularly, the part of the Atatlrk

115



Boulevard at Yenisehir flanked with cafes and with parks, was
the locale of the new public spaces of the Republican
bourgeoisie. (Fig. 3.5) Other than those, although far from the
city center, Ataturk Orman (Ciftligi, Karadeniz Plaji and the
Cubuk Dam were popular recreation places for the citizens in
those days. (Figs. 3.6, 3.7, 3.8) Particularly, the Cubuk Dam
was considered as ‘the Bosphorus of Ankara’. (Ulus,
26.7.1937:2)

Coffee-houses had a significant place in the social life of
the citizens. They were the most popular public spaces where
significant social interactions occurred. There is an interesting
article in Ulus dated 25.1.1935:1,5 mentioning the importance
of cafés in the development of social life in the capital city. It
indicated that because of the scarcity of the public spaces in
the city, cafés had a special place in the socialization of the
citizens. As well as serving the citizens, they were important
places for the newcomers, particularly the ones in search of a
job. They were about the only entertainment and pleasure
grounds where cultural activities as well as social interaction

occurs. However‘, the standards had to be raised.

Although, Ankara is the city of intellectuals, there is only
one coffee-house/café where you can find foreign
magazines. Magazines in French and German...For the
development of social life we demand from the
government to improve the coffee-houses and make them
beneficial for the ethics and the revolutions in the
society. (translated by the author)
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Yenisehir sokaklarinda sraba ile go-
zen cocuklar gelip gegenlerin ea b=
yhik hayransdirlar~ , .. -

Yenischirde parklarda aksam dstlesy 3 : B Yenisehirde akam astler.
sigeklere kargt aturup kitab okumo kg = + er asfalun Gzerine sarkan ci-
zevkine hi¢ doyum olur mu? L % 3 s 2 ekler arastadz dolagsp ha-

&3 va almzk ankaralinin en

giizel revkierinden biridir.

Akgam istleri Yenischirde asfalun kenarind agilan ve her séne adedlert
fazlalasan kabveler her aksam dolup bosalmaktadir, Buralarda hemen hev
men yer bulmak bazan miskal bile oluyor. Aksama kadar iginin bagindx

Asfalt ankaraliya bisikle.
tin de keyfini 1ateirds, Ak-
sam dstleri asfaleta Jstik
tekerlekler Gzerinde kay-
manin zevkine doyum
olur mu?

lste Koztlay bahgesi ve Kizslay'ia ma-
den suyunu icip hararcdlerini
dindirenler

Kizilay bahigesinin sa- @
bah, 8§le, akgam en
blydk milgterisi go-
cuklardrr. ok ba-
radls bol gigek, daimi
babar kokusu, su ve
hele bir de kum bab-
Cesi vardir. Mitemz-
diyen kofasins dof«
durup bogaltan kigd-
clk apkaralinm cen-
neti kum bahesi de-
Eit midie? "

Figure 3.5 Atatlrk Boulevard at Yenisehir, Ankara.
(Ulus,10.6.1938, p.7)
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nlt, deniz ksplarindakilerini bile imrendi

Bagsehrin su ve yeil hasretini dindi
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cumek de dizm. Soldaki d
recek bir nege icinde kulsg aniyor.. ,

ven giftlik plijina giden qu geng kiz-

daki sevince bakin. O, birar sonra

plijin serin dalgaeiklarinda rabat
iy nefes alacakisr,
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PR IR

baiyuian soma guka ve
. Sojda rege icinde ayniyan
geng kizlor.. 1923 Ankars:
geniy hayalliteri bile Loz -
f::ds bu sahil ve spor ve nescsinia
2o abileceitini disincbilmigler mi

idi acaba?

Burada su ve deniz oyualarinin her gesidine rastlars:

miz.. Kk yelkenilerini yayla thzgirlariyle sigiren

bu yartnea byidk denizcileri g s N " . y

bion temin edebilic? §u geng ke belki senclerce f~ XS SIHIEIn yegilinden p “’,";J,'" ""'";‘:'lmm

ranbufda oturig fakat yaxme Sfrenememigtic, Yayla 1S2de etmezyd, basilars d pefis Kiraslacims dadan-

suyiinds cmeklemiye bisliyanbu geng yariicd bel kide WiSUT. Yukardzki cocugun ceblerinin §32 igine ve
yarin Moda'mn yGzme bitincisi olacaktir. yizindeki cili ciddiycte bakin

n biricik zevki giines ve Karadeniz banyosu-

Figure 3.6 Ataturk Orman Ciftligi, Ankara.
(Ulus, 28.6.1938, p.7)
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Sical tatil giiniinden

5y eniz ve baraj

M gt . . " . . baralilarl,
Bu kiigiik sartyin ankarale Kavadeniz havazunun en hararetli mida Ciftlikteki Karadeniz havuzu, diin sarinlemel
vimlerindendir. Havuzda banyosunu aldiktan sonra. gissdgiplak piimeq dolu id:. Vkaridaki rerimde bir
banyosunu almaya bayir, kenarinda

Diin barajda igde agaclarinun serin ce kokulu gilgeleri altinda dinfes Difer tarafta barajin gazinosu da hincahing kalabalihte. Burada dinle-
nenler golitu, Bir tarafia iyecekleri, igecehleri de gelenler goluk gocuk nenler biraz sonra yukart gthiyorlar ue oradan akan sular rcyrcdlz‘cr-
aturmag egleniyorlardy, lar ve bir tur yaparak geri

Yukaridaki resimde gene Ciftli'te, Karcdentz havuzunda yizdikten
sonra goiged~ dinlenneleri guriiyorsunuz,

Havuzda banyodan sinra agtk havada top cynayanlar tekrar suya gi
rip serinlenmeye hazrlamyarlar. .

Figure 3.7 Karadeniz Plaji and the Cubuk Dam.
(Ulus, Collection, 12.7.1937, p.8)
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kerlara.vé babgelére dokilmigeil. FotoFral atksdaymmrzin, Orman Giftliginde, Cubuk B
Afamak’éa ve jehir sokak! arindw gaktigi yukartki resimler bu tarihig giinii saptamaktad.,

ara finda, Ramutay, gchir ve Kizilay

Figure 3.8 Leisure on a Sunday in Ankara.
(Ulus, 3.6.1935, p.8)
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The article shows that the cafés and restaurants were like
a social school for the citizens to share a common social
activity. Besides the cafés, the number of restaurants were
also insufficient. In 1935, there were only three “first class”
and six small restaurants in Ankara (Ulus, 27.1.1935:1,3)
gathered around the Anafartalar Street, one of the most

popular streets of Ankara.

Also in the 30s, there was no public place to initiate a
night life in Ankara. Two cinema-houses and two bars were
insufficient to create a colorful night life, and thus most of the
foreigners and visitors did not want to stay in the city for long
(Ulus, 29.1.1935:1,6), to the complaint of hotel owners. Only,
during the Republican Bayram on 29" October, the hotels
became totally full and some of the visitors were obliged to

sleep in cars.

One of the significant efforts in creating a new social life
in the city was the cultural activities developed with the
Republican ideology. ‘Halkevleri’ (People’s House) were the
only places developed by the regime, for the realization of the
social and cultural activities for the education of the citizens.
This cultural movement initiated a new musical life in Ankara in
1935. (Ulus, 13.2.1935:5) Foreign musicians were invited to
give concerts in the capital city. Since there was no opera
house or a theater in Ankara, the concerts were realized in the

Ankara Halkevi.

Another extension of this cultural movement was to make

Ankara ‘a city of congresses’. Burhan Belge declares that the
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word congress was born for the Turks with Kemalism. (Ulus,
10.10.1935:3) After the establishment of the Turkish Republic,
there were several congresses realized in Ankara. B. Belge in
his article wants the participation of the citizens to this social

and cultural activity in the city.

Ankara has to create the citizen of Ankara. The district of
the citadel, which seems to turn its back to all the
movements in the city, or the office workers who do not
participate in all of the activities in the city and who care
only for his restricted budget and the money he will spend
in the market or the bazaar has to wake up from this
numbness. We want from the Mayor to place the congress
as a significant activity in the lives of the citizens of
Ankara. (translated by the author)

Another important effort to create the modern Republican
citizen was the emphasis on sports. The government
encouraged the young by propagating sports for the health of
the next generations and for their socialization. Especially,
skiing, bicycle and horse riding, ice-skating, and swimming
were considered as favorite sports. (Figs. 3.9, 3.10, 3.11, 3.12,
3.13) In wintertime, the Dikmen hillside was a favorite place for
the ski lovers. (Fig. 3.14) The newspapers, which represented
the ideals of the regime, often published photographs of the

sportsmen on their front pages.

On 15.12.1936, the Ankara Stadium was opened to the
citizens by the Prime Minister with a ceremony. (Ulus
11.12.1939:6, 156.12.1936:1,5,6) Thus, the ceremonies of the
Republican regime found a place in the capital city. Also, the
young generation would be trained as healthy sportsmen in the
sports grounds in the Stadium. The establishment of the

Stadium was thus another radical social change in the city life.
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i’arzn Ankarada
biiyiik bir spor
hareketi basliyor

MILLT KUME DISINDA KALAN TAKIM-
LAR VE MEKTEBLER ARASINDA FUT-
BOL MUSABAKALARI VE GENC MEK-
TEBLI KIZLAR DA VOLEYBOL VE
BASKETBOL MUSABAKALARI YAPA-
CAKLAR.

Yarindan itibaren yehrimizde biiyiik bir spor ha-
reketi baglamaktadir. Futbol ve atletizmi ihtiva eden
bu harcket iginde biitiin Ankara sporcufugu vazife
elmaktadrr. Yani, spor kuliiblerimize mensub  spor-
culardan maada yitksek ve orta mecktebler talebeleri
yapilacak miisabakalara girmecktedirler. Gene mem-
nuniyetle hber aldigmiza gore, yliksek ve orta mek-
toblerin kiz talebeleri de, itk defa olarak, miisabaka-
lar yapacaklardir.

B&lge Bagkanhifimin isaretiyle ise, _ . ... ... .

bagliyan futbol ve atletizm ajanlart bu
hususta genig bir program hazirlamug-
lardir, Bu program mucibince  yann
baglamak iizere ii¢ program dahilinde
futbol maglarr yapilmaktadir,
Stadyom kupast maclart =

Birinci katagoriye milli kiime ta-
famiar: diginda kalan  Ankara Giicii,
Gengler Birligi, Giiney, Galatasaray ve
Demir Gankaya takimlart dahildir.
s e e

M,Z}‘Eﬁf.’, Eﬁf‘,f“"f!”’ e.nsti:ﬁlcri,
teleri, Harbiye ve miilkdye mekteble-
rinden miirekkebtr.

Ugiincii tertibte erkek ve gazi lisele
riyle ticaret, sanat, ingaat usta, musiki
muallim mektebleri vardir,

Bu fig grup, lik maglart usul daire-
sinde karguiagacaklardir, Yani kazanan
3, berabere kalan 2, kaybeden 1 puvan
alacaktrr, Grupunun birincisi olan ta-
krma (stadyom kupas:) verilecektir.
Sild macglart 2

Bslge, bu yiln gild maglanin: da ne-
ticelendirmege karar vermigtin. Bu
turnuvanm domi finalini yapmak igin
Muhafiz Giiciiniin Milli kiimede magr
olnuyan bir hafta iginde Giinesle kar-
stlagmass lizen gelmektedir. Bu tarih-
te 26 marta rastlamaktadir.
Bayanlar arasinda :

Yukaridz yazilan miisabakalarn de-
vam ettigi giinlerde kiz lisesi, lsmet-
paga Enstitiisii, ticaret lisesi, musiki
muallim mektebi, tiirk maarif temiye-
ti lisesi ve yilksek mekteblerin kiz ta-
lebeleri arasinda da basketbol ve  vo-
leybol miisabakalarr yapilacak ve bu
miisabakalarda kazanacak takimlara da
yine birer kupa verilecektir. -

Figure 3.9 lIce-skating in Ankara.
(Ulus, 4.3.1938, p.7)
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Diinkii at yarislarim seyredenlerden bir grup ~
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Diinki yarislar
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Diin ilkbahar at yarnglarmnm altiners: gehir ipodro-
munda yapildr. Kogular fevkalide bir ragbet gérdii-
glinden mitsterek bahis beklenildiginden gok fazla pa-
ra verdi

Diiri miigterek bahiste satilan bilet yekinu yirmi ye-
di bin liray: tecaviiz etmistir. Mubascbe de gayet mur.
tazam islemiy ve neticeler gecikmeden ilan edilmis-
tir. Yar:g yerinde yirmi iki gise satig yaptigma gére
vasat olarak her memurun satig: bin iki yiiz lray: bu.
lur. Makina ile caligmiyan bir gise memurunun bun-
dan fazla satrg yapmas: gok zordur. Bu serait dahilin-
de gigelerin oniindeki izdihama mini olmak imkin:
voktur, Her zaman yazdifmuz gibi gise adedi fazla-

astirrldrgr takdirde satrg hem gok kolaylagmig hem de
ok fazlalagmsg olacaktir.

Kogularm necticelerine gelince:

BIRINCY ROSU: Ug yaymdaki halis kan taylars
mahsustu. Mesafesi 1400 metre ikramiyesi 300 lira idi.

Bu koguya Celenk, Yaman, Ceylan, Akmer, Ceylan
Tek, Yiksel ve Alicr isminde yedi tay kogtu. Diinkii
niishamrzda bu kogunun favorisi olarak gdsterdigimiz
Celenk ve Ceylan beklenilen kogularmr yaptilar. Fa-
kat Konyadan gelen ve kuvvetli oldugu sdylenilen
Yiiksel ismindeki tay son saniyelerde Celenk ile getin b o o2 .
bir micadeleden sonra bir burun farkla birinciligi ka.  Dnkii af yarglarine seyredenlerden dir grap

randr, Jokey Aptullah son hiicumla-
$itda YWhell gl gleel gOLGrdil Go-
lenk ildnci, Ceylan Tek figiincii oldu.
Zaman 1,39 dakikadrr,

Migterek bahis- ganyan 590, plasc
sirasiyle 150, 125, 130 kurus verdi.

A

I

Figure 3.10 Horse-races in Ankara.
(Ulus, 13.6.1938, p.7)
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} Kalabalik bir seyirci oniinde yapilan

-yarislart

Diin ilkbahas at yariglarinin yedin-
i gehic podromunda yapilds, Yares
_yesi her zamanki gibi hincahing delu
idi, Daha waar ikide mbyterck bahis gi-
_aelerinde gifte bahis biletleri satilma-
a baglanmgte, Kalabaltk  bastiema.
dan gigelerden rahat bilet  alabilmek
igin erkenden gelenler goktu.

Dinkl kogular ckseriyctle tahmin
ettipimiz netieclerd vermigtic, fakat
sifte ve ikili bahiste favori atlar lze -
rine gok oynandigy igin daha koguta -
rn baglamasina urun zaman  varken
‘giclerde bilet kalmamipte, Migtesek
babis idarcsinin bilet bastirirken bu -
nu nazan dikkate almass ve israf e
dercesine fazla biler bastrmass Wzim-
dis. Maalescf gige adedleri henliz art-
unimadige igin ber zamanki izdiha-
min Snne gegmek kabil olamadt.

Koqulara tam ezt 15 bugukta bag-
tandr.

Birinci kogu

Ug yagenda ve hig koju karanmamiy
yerli yesimkac ingiliz uylara mabe
st Lkramiyeal 250 lira meaafeat
1400 metre idi.

Bu koguya Kop, Ugar, Alceylan ve
Tayyar ixminde dért wy yanh idi
Fakar Tayyar koguya giroedigi igin
Yogu diger Ug tay arasinda oldu. Tah-
minlecimizde Kop ve Ugarta misavi
ganuta ik, Fakat
¥urverd hakkimda hig bir malomati-
aur clmiyan ve kosudan bic iki giin o
vel de bir kaza gegiren Bay Ibrahim
Nalgmmn Alceylan kendisinden bek-
leamiyen bir kogu ile rakiblerini geg-
i, Arkannda Ugar ikinch, Kop Ogla -
cti oldu.

Kogunun gok agsr bir tempa ile git-
mesi sayma gok siikinetle binen jo-
key Davudun igini Lolaytagturdy Zz.
man bir dakika 24,5 saniyedis,

Mbgterek bahiste Alceylana ganyan
oyniyantar 390 kuruy aldslar.

Iking hosu

Ug ve daha yukars yagtaki hatiskan
ingiliz at ve krsraklara mabsus handi-
kaptr lkramiyesi 300 lira mesalesi
1800 metre idL
Bu koguda Dandy 60, Tamru 57,
Spring Board 54, Komisar 52, Zavada
50, Baylan 49 kilo ile kopacaklarde
Start veriidii mman Zavada gikmadt
e kogu difer atlar arasinda cereyan
el Koguyw Bay Asm Girpan'n
Daady ve Tomru ismindeki iki atn-
dan birinin karanmast en kuvvetl ih~
timaldi, Tomru son viraja kadar re-
fiklesinin 8ndnde gitri. Pek yakia me-
safeden Kendisini tkib edea Spring
Board &Gz yola déner dinmes biichm
‘ederck Tomru'yu gegri. Kogunua buz-
din sonrasz 'Dandy ile Spring  Board
asanada knvvetl; bir mileadele halin-
de ‘gegtl: Seounda bir boyun ara ile
Danoy birinciligi kazandr, Spring Bo-
ard ikinck, Baylan dgtined oldu.

Dandy’nin jokeyi Bayram bu koyu -
da birax rakibiol ihmal  etmiy olsayds
kogu bir "slirprizle bitebilirdl, Zaman
1,56 dakitadrr, o Ll Co

Yanslan merakla
fakib edenler

Migterck babis ganyan 125, pldsc -
. Exaaile 185 ve 265 kumyp verdl 7
T g S

“F DETt ve dahi yukixit yagta ve senc
‘rarfidakd] karanglari 250 limyi ges-
haifalan &

mlyéa yirman arsb
-ve

 kogaya, Unll, Alécylar; Kixmet, Mec-
xak; Misul; Duman, Neciae ve Uyaal -

1 at igtirak ettl - N
Bttt veriie veriimes Joe gogen Bay,
2 nde

1d ikinci, Merzuk igiincd oldu. Mer-
zuk bu mevsim zarfinda  yaptigr ko-
qularda daima gegilmigti. Bugiinkii ko-
susu gimdiden sonras: igin Gmid vee -
mektedir,

Kojunun zamant 2.25 dakikadsr,

Migterek bahis ganyan 320, plise
sirasile 145, 140 ve 705 kurug verdi.

Dérdiincii kogu

U gagindaki yarmmkan aeab ve ha.
tiskan arab taylara mahsustu. Tkrami-
yesi 300 Jira mesalesi 1400 metre idi.

Bu koyuda Ceylan tek, Coylan, A-
wincy, Yaman, Yiiksel, Gelenk ve Fer-
han itminde yedi tay koytu, Bu tay.
far arasinda son g tanesinin rakible-
rinden ganslt oldugunu  yazmiuk
Nitekim kogu da bunlarin  gekigmesi
ile bietl, Jokey Sabitin bindigi Bay
Mehmed Atak'in Ferham bitinci, bic
boyun ara ile Gelenk ikinci, yarim at
boyu gerisinde de Yilksel iigincd of -
du. Zaman 139 1/2 dakikadir.

Migterck bahiste en ok bu taylar
dizerine oynandifr igin plisede bir gy
vermedi, Yatmz Ferhana ganyan ay-
nryanlar 185 kuruy aldilar,

Beginci koyu

Dért ve daha yukan yagaki yarsm -
kan ingiliz at ve kisraklara mahaus
handikapts. lkramiyesi 280 tira, mcra.
fesi 2000 metre idi.

Bu koguda Ceylan 59, Sada 56, Giil.
can 85, Borkurt $3 kilo ile kogtular.
Kogunun bitmesine 200 metee kals dne
gegen Bay Fabri Atagerinin Ceylam
kojuyu kolay karanacak ranneditir.
ken arkadan kuvvetle hilcGm eden jo-
ey Mustafs Borkurtla Ceylant yaka.
lads ve muvasalit yerinde kafays kur-
farznik kojuyu kazandr. Ceylanm jo-
keyi Filips bir kogu kaybetmekde gaf-
letinin cerasins egkmiy aldu.

Ceylinin bir boyun arkasinda Gal -
can Oglinel jdi. Zaman 2, 20 dakika-
dr.

Migtcrek bakis ganyan 5,65, plise
155 ve 125 kurug verdL
*Uglineh  ve dérdiinctl kogular ara.
smda ofan gifte bahsi bulmak gegen
haftalar kadar zor olmadigr igin Krs
met — Ferhan ciftine oyniyanlar bir
liralarma mulkabil 11,90 lira aldstas, -
- 1kilj bahis d3rdfinil koguda idi. Bu-
rada di en ok oynaman giftlerden bi-
of yani Ferkan'— Gelenk ¢ift] bir lira
y3 mukabil 6 lirayerdi, - -0

Figure 3.11 Horse-races in Ankara.

(Ulus, 20.6.1938, p.6)
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100 metronun birincist

Suat Dincer

ERaiteet

Figure 3.12 Swimming competitions in Ankara.
(Ulus, 25.7.1938, p.7)
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Miisabakaya istirak edenlerden bir grup

Figure 3.13
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Swimming competitions in Ankara.
(Ulus, 25.7.1938, p.7)
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Diin 200 den fazla sporcu

cok neseli bir giin gecirdi

Diin futbol maclartin biyik bir ragbet gérme-
mesine mukabil, Dikmen surtlart kayak yapan bir-
¢ok sporcularla dolmustu. Halkevt ve Ankara bsl.
gesine bagl kuliiplerle Siyasal Bilgiler Okulu, Zi.
raat ve Gazi Terbiye Enstititleri, devlet konserva.
tuvart, Poliz Kolleji kayaksilari, 200 kigiden fazla
bir kafile halinde, Dikmen’in karlt sirtlarinda ken-
dilerini bu giizel sporun negesine terkettiler. Be-
den Terbiyesi Genel Direktorliginin yaptrarcz
bolge emrine verdigi Dikmen Kayakevi'nde 6§le
yemegi yiyen gencler, bu fasiladan istifade ederzk
akordeon galmak ve dans etmek suretiyle de eglen-
diler. Hava gok giizeldi. Saat 15.30 da kayakgilar
birer ikiser gehre donmege begladdar, Kar devam
ettigt takdirde gelecek hafta herhalde daha biyik
bir kalabalitk Dikmen siurtlarina gelecektir.

(Diinkii kayak partisine ait resimlerimizle diger
spor haberlerimiz 5 inci sayfadadr.)

Figure 3.14 Skiing in Dikmen, Ankara.
(Ulus, 15.1.1940, p.1)
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In the following days, new establishments, such as the
Parachute Tower, were opened to use on 29.10.1937, and the

Zoo on 29.10.1940, initiated new social activities in the city.

At the end of the 1930s, Ankara had become a modern
capital city as representative of the ideals of the Republican
regime. The traditional landscape of this small Anatolian town
was now totally replaced with a modern cityscape. Ulus dated
25.8.1937:1,4 has published the article of a Belgian journalist
B. Henri Liebrecht from the newspaper ‘Le Soir on 10.10.1937,
commenting about Turkey in 1937. Liebrecht defines Ankara as

a modern capital in the middle of a desert.

A few minutes ago we were in the middle of a desert; as
soon as we got out from the Station we found ourselves in
the middle of an active and lively city with modern
boulevards in contrast to the narrow, curved streets of
Istanbul...Except for the American experience which
provided us with the Washington City a century before,
no other nation had ever established its governmental
center on a barren land by making an urban plan.
(translated by the author)

In the same article Ankara was defined also as a city of
culture and science with its library, museum, and Halkevi.
Appreciating this cultural movement and historical
consciousness in the city, the reporter emphasizes the
importance of the efforts given to the education of the citizens

in detail.

The first theater was established on 29.12.1937 in Ankara
and began to give performances in the Ankara Halkevi building.

This change in the cultural life of the city was also a change in
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night life. Later, the Exhibition House near Genclik Parki was
altered and was opened on 21.2.1947 as the New Theater and
Opera Building. .

To understand the initial social meaning of the park more
profoundly, besides evaluating the socio-cultural context of the
planning and the establishment years of Gencglik Parki, it is
also necessary to understand the planning decisions,
objectives and politics of design. So, the next part of the
research intends to trace the development of Genglik Parki,
with the socio-cultural phenomena in its production and the

changing policies in the planning process.

3.2.1 Development of Genglik Parki and Its Early Years
(1940-1950)

Mainly, three factors affected the establishment of
Genglik Parki. The political factor is the ideology of the State
and the new regime; the second factor is the urban identity of
the capital city Ankara in which the park was laid out, and the
third factor is the social structure of the modern Turkish society
and the social practice to be developed in the park. These
three factors which constitute the political, cultural and social
interpretation of the history of Genglik Parki will be taken as
the perimeters of the methodological framework of this part of

the research.

In 1935, Genglik Parki was projected in Jansen’s plan as
a city park for a population of 300.000 citizens close to the city

center on 260.000 sq. ms. The area where the park was laid
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out, was a swampy, unhealthy piece of land at the incesu
Valley. (Figs. 3.15, 3.16) It was the flood plain of the incesu
Stream and a source of infection of malaria. Some historical
references mention wild duck hunting on that land. Also, there
was a football field, called ‘Ay-Yildiz’ in the initial years of the
Republic. (Sagdig, 1993:104) (Fig. 3.17)

Jansen gave importance to the natural green values and
aesthetics of the city. In his development plan he proposed the
swamp area of the Incesu Valley as a recreational area for
sports activities and greenery. (Ankara Imar Plani, 1937)
Eventually the Hippodrome, and the chain of parks (Kore Parki,
Abdi Ipekgi Parki and Kurtulus Parki) were laid out through the
incesu Valley as foreseen by Jansen. One of the most
successful decisions in his plan was the way he handled the
railroad crossing the center city by having it run alongside and
in between the two large parks, the Gencglik Parki and the
Kurtulus Parki, and thus avoiding any sense of dissection of

the city in two.

The Genglik Parki is planned on the east-west direction
to welcome the newcomers to the city from the train station on
the west. It also aims to give vistas to the old city center,
toward the citadel. (Fig. 3.18) At the south, there is the Opera
Building (in Jansen’s plan the Opera Building did not exist) and
in the north-west direction it is defined by the Stadium and the
Hippodrome. With cultural activities; open-air theaters, Turkish
music concerts, restaurants, nature gardens for the children,
and passive recreation areas, the park was planned to meet the
requirements of the newly westernizing, elite society of the

young Turkish Republic.
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Figure 3.15 The area prior to Genglik Parki.
(Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.104)

ANKARA - Uiav M1

Figure 3.16 The area prior to Genglik Parki
(Post card)
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Figure 3.17 ‘Ay-Yildiz' football field in the area prior to Genglik
Parki. (Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.105)

Figure 3.18 The area prior to Genglik Parki.
(70. Kurulus Yildéniimiinde T.C Albiimii, p.402)



In the first years of the Republic the train station was the
only door opening Ankara to other cities in Turkey and even to
Europe and to other foreign countries. It was the door at which
the new capital city of the modern Turkish Republic was
opened to the world. Turkish people and foreigners were
introduced to the city at this point, the train station. Thus, the
station had a strategic and political importance as well as a
social significance. Jansen’s plan had a special emphasis on
this part of the city. Also, he gave importance to the old city
and to the citadel area. The Genglik Parki was planned at that
strategic point next to the station. The park which welcomed
the newcomers at the door of the station would also direct
attention towards the citadel. In other words, the vista of the
park would connect with the perspectives of the citadel area

towards the old city.

Thus, the image of the modern Turkish Republic,
represented and symbolized with this new public park was
being connected with the historic and traditional values of the
city. The historic values of the city and the symbolic values of
the modern capital lived together at this point where the

newcomers were introduced to the city.

Different from the other parks in Ankara, the
establishment of Genglik Parki on a land of 270.000sq.m. for a
city of 123.000 citizens was an exaggerated attempt of the
Republican leaders. It was also an exaggerated attempt when
compared to the cities in the neighboring countries or some
European cities. Espegially, to establish that great pool in the

middle of the city in an arid climate was a challenge to create
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an alternative nature. This challenge in the symbolic world had
two aims: the first one was to create a wonderful and
impressive nature on the barren land and thus to represent the
power of the new regime; the second one was to meet the
passionate desire for the sea for particularly the bureaucrats
who used to live in istanbul. Also for the foreigners, Ankara

should not be produce the image of a desert.

For most of the foreigners, Ankara was a barren land with
restricted social activities, with little landscaped environment
and urban public institutions. Yakup Kadri Karaosmanoglu in
“Ankara”, reflects the nostalgia this caused in the recruits from
istanbul and the foreign colony. The disappointment for them of
being in Ankara is reflected in the following dialogue;

...This Anatolian landscape has no language. In istanbul
every place speaks with you, tells you something. The
land, the nature is like a living creature.

This landscaped environment has also a language, but
we do not understand it. Have you ever listened to an
Anatolian song from the heart in your life? The malaria
and the passion of this creek, these naive trees and the
rocky hills at the back are all in those songs...Every
morning when | wake up | feel the honor of being in
Ankara. ...For the first time in my life | feel that | am
living in a community that belongs to my nation, born of
the same blood and flesh with me . Please don’t resemble
this place (a creek near Aktepe in Ankara) to Goksu.
Resembling it to Goksu is like swearing. Here, it is only a
small creek in the Ankara of 1921. Ankara of 1921.
Madam... After four or five years, this simple sentence,
will be like a line in the Holy Book, and being included in
it, will be the sole meaning of your life. (Karaosmanoglu,
1996:87-89) (translated by the author)

Genglik Parki transformed a wide and unhealthy swamp

area in the city into a beautiful, scenic and functional public
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park. Thus a significant product of Turkish landscape
architecture was created not only with its spatial
characteristics but also with the social experiences provided to
the citizens. The transformation of such a swamp into an urban

park was symbolically the creation of a new social order.

Hence, Genglik Parki constitutes a powerful metaphor for
social change, not only as an introduction of an ideal city park
into the urbanization process, but also a transformation of the
past into the future. Inspired by nationalist ideology and ideals,
the design practice of Genglik Parki, therefore, can be taken up
as metaphor for Republican ideals and power and of the

dominant ideology.

So, the design of Genglik Parki had ideological roots
deep in the Turkish Republican nationalistic culture. In order to
find out the social and physical evolution and development of
Genglik Parki and its utilization, a systematic examination of
traditions, values and norms of the society, ideology of the

State and identity of the designer is necessary.

Historical documents in the archives are significant for
the establishment of the story of the park. Letters date back to
1932, exchanged between the Ankara Municipality Planning
Council and the Ministry of Interior Affairs about the plan of the
pond in Genglik Parki area in Jansen’s plan and its water
supply project are the first documents in the archives of the
Municipality relative to Genglik Parki.

In a letter written on the 26.9.1932, the Director of
Ankara Planning Council gave information to the Ministry of the
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Interior that they had examined the plan, the report about the
pond close to the Ankara Station proposed in the Jansen Plan
(scale:1/4000) and the water supply project prepared by the
Directorate of Water Works, Ministry of Public Works. The
letter states that in a technical report the estimated
construction cost of the exterior stone walls of the pool would
reach 550.000TL. If cast out of concrete, the estimated cost
would be as high as 525.000TL. Water would be supplied from
the Cubuk Dam through the city water supply system with an
estimated cost of 500.000TL. With an additional expert report,
this letter asked for the approval and order by the Council of

Ministers for the realization of the project.

In the meeting held on 24.1.1933, the Council of
Ministers decided for concrete walls because of its static
strength and its being cheaper, rather than of stone. For the
pool water would be supplied through the city supply system.
The cabinet required the estimated costs to be prepared in

accordance with this decision (decision no.13811).

Eight months later, “to beautify the city landscape”, the
Republican bureaucrats revealed their preference for the lake
as proposed in Jansen’'s plan (no.3188) for Ankara, instead of
the pond, the realization of which was ordered in the decision
of the Council of Ministers. Thus, the first step in the planning
process of Genglik Parki was the letter (no.2099D) of the
director of the Planning Council written to Jansen on
25.9.1933. In that letter, Jansen was asked to prepare the
plans of the lake and its environment. Subsequent to Jansen’s
proposal, in the reports of the Council the pool was referred to

as ‘the lake’.
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Jansen’s reply came on the 11" October, 1933 (letter
no.2422D). He accepted to make the plans, details and the
survey report for a sum of 3750TL. The plans would be
prepared by Jansen at his office in Berlin.

After Jansen’s reply, the Planning Council, in the meeting
dated 28.11.1933, announced the decision (decision no.227)
about the establishment of the largest urban park in the city,
the Genglik Parki. The Commission allocated 3750TL. for the
plans of the park and its lake and hence, decided to make it
the subject of discussion in the 1934 budget meeting.

On 27.1.1934, the Commission was informed that the
amount of money that Jansen demanded from the Turkish
Government existed in the budget of 1933. The sum could be
supplied from the remaining savings in the budget separated
for the wages of the foreign specialists. The decision (decision
no.12) was taken by the Commission to sign a contract with

Jansen on the same day.

On 20.2.1934, the first draft of the contract to be signed
between the Turkish Republic, the Ministry of Interior Affairs -
Ankara Planning Council on one hand and Prof. Dr. Ing.
Hermann Jansen on the other was sent to Jansen. The contract
listed the issues and work of conducting the complete projects
of Genglik Parki; the park which was proposed in Jansen’s
development plan of Ankara in scale:1/4000, on the site
between, Ankara Station-Cumhuriyet Square and Station-
Samanpazari roads. (Figs.3.19, 3.20)
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Figure 3.19 Development plan of Ankara (1932). H. Jansen.
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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Figure 3.20 The initial drawings of Genglik Parki (1935).
H. Jansen. (Greater Ankara Municipality Planning
Council)

In his reply on the 15" March, 1934, Jansen declared that
since he had already been “the supervisor of the Planning
Council and since he had been proud of doing that honorable
work for the Turkish Government”, he would not accept any
payment other than his expenses in the office which would be
3750TL. He requested 1500TL. of that total amount in two
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months’ time after the submission of the site plan in
scale:1/1000. The remaining 1000TL. would be paid on
20.12.1934, and 1250 TL. on 1.2.1935. As an annex to this
letter, Jansen sent a more detailed plan of the park in
scale:1/1000 (plan no.3350) and a perspective drawing
(no.3351). (Figs.3.21, 3.22)

Furthermore, in this letter Jansen wanted the Turkish
Government and the Planning Council to implement all the
plans that he would make. According to Jansen, revisions
would be done either by him or under his supervision. Besides
the landscape project, he demanded to undertake the projects
of all the buildings in the park area, such as: the coffee-house,
the boat house, pavilions, dancing hall-stadium, tennis court
buildings, etc. This letter indicated that Jansen intended to
make a unique and important contribution for the capital city

with the design of Gengclik Parki.

After the approval of the site plan and perspective
drawing (Council deliberations no.3350 and no.3351), Jansen
was to start the implementation plans for the park. This is a
unique example in the history of Turkish urban planning as the
approval process was conducted swiftly even without an
officially signed contract. The explanatory architectural report
of the two additional projects reached the Planning Council by
a second letter dated 19.3.1934, (letter no.137).

In the report Jansen explained the significance of the
park’s location being close to the city center and next to the
Stadium where all official ceremonies took place at Bayrams.

The park also would be a good, calm and healthy recreation
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area for the young sportsmen training in the sports grounds at
the Stadium.

The main promenade in the park was designed not only
for the recreation of the citizens, but also, as a short cut to
take the newcomers to the city from the station to the city
center. This promenade, starting from the square in front of the
station, continued with a slight curve to the bridge over the
incesu Stream and joined to the main axis of the park. At the
entrance of the park, the first building that attracted the
attention of the users with its slight construction was a viewing

tower.

When the promenade reached the shore of the lake, a
large trellis and sitting places under a pergola met the users
with a beautiful view on the old castle. The direction of the
trellis provided a continuous perspective of the castle and the
old town, over the wide cascade of water. The trellis, because
of the level difference between the Cumhuriyet Street and the
lake, created a shady area for resting and contemplation.
Cascading water showering down ten pools at different levels
and the flower gardens around them, were the most attractive
parts of the park. Passing through an orangery and rose
gardens, shaded with rows of trees, the promenade reached
the open air theater capable to accommodate some 2500

audience.

At the south of the park, parallel to the incesu Stream a
landscaped area was reserved for exhibitions and for the

children as a playground. The exhibition area was suitable for
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small and large size exhibitions. Also, that area had a

connection with the railroad next to the park.

At a central place, in between closely planted trees like a
small forest, a coffee-house from where cascades, trellis, and
exhibitions could be watched, and next to it, a boat house was
planned for renting boats, to give the pleasure of sailing and

rowing to the citizens of Ankara.

At the west side of the park several groups of trees and
small kiosks and pavilions were planned. At four different
locations in the park area, toilets would be constructed.
Playgrounds for the children were separated from the squares
and sitting places, thus the calmness of the park was ensured.
The location of the park in the city plan would give opportunity
to all citizens to benefit from the aesthetical experience and

recreational facilities of the park.

Considering the hot and arid climate of Ankara, Jansen
did not plan wide grass areas at the park. The level differences
he created at the site were not just for scenic or aesthetical
values, but also, for providing a natural watering system for the
plants; trees and flowers. It is seen that, although Jansen was
not trained as a landscape architect, he was very sensitive to

the natural values of the land and plants.

After receiving Jansen's reply on the 15" March 1934, the
Planning Council prepared the final draft of the contract and
sent its translation in German to Jansen’s address on 16 April
1934. According to the final contract, general plans,

construction projects, and landscape project of the Park would
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be prepared by Jansen and the planning process would begin
after he had received certain site data. The Planning Council
would provide the existing site plan of the park area in
scales:1/1000 and 1/500, indicating the coordinates of the
levels higher than 50cm on the site. Also, the longitudinal
sections of the roads around the park area and the plan
showing the locations of entrance and disposal of water and

levels of water supply system to the park would be provided.

The site plan of the park would be prepared in
scale:1/1000. Jansen would have to have the approval of the
commission for the revision projects till the whole project would

be completed.

Due to the contract, Jansen was supposed to prepare the
site plan of Genglik Parki in scale:1/500, with necessary
longitudinal and transverse cross sections from the site; the
site plan of the lake indicating its location and shape in
scale:1/500 and its sections; plans and sections of cascading
levels, stairs and trellis pergolas in scales 1/20 or 1/100; the
implementation plans of the two small pavilions existing in the
site plan; the landscape project of the incesu canal indicating
the locations reserved for planting trees; plan of the open air
theater in scale:1/10; and necessary architectural and

technical reports.

Jansen was to submit these projects in two to four months
after the contract signed by the Planning Council was sent to
his address. With the contract, the Planning Council was
supposed to implement the project according to the approved

plans prepared by Jansen. In case of revisions, Jansen's
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permission and agreement would be asked for. During the
construction process necessary measurements and calculations
would be done on behalf of Jansen by the Planning Council or
the contractor. Jansen was supposed to give necessary

information in the construction process.

For his expenses in the planning process, Jansen was
supposed to receive 3750TL. to his account in is Bank, that
would be exchanged to Reichsmark and sent to his account in
Berlin with the permission of the Planning Council. At the
meeting of the Commission on 21 April 1934, the commission
decided (decision no.58) to pay Jansen, 2500TL. instead of
3750TL. because of the changes in the final draft of the
contract which would not include the civil engineering projects

of the pool.

As of May 19" 1934, Jansen still had not received the
necessary plans and information from the Council. In his letter
(letter no.138) he complained about the delay and informed the
Government that this delay would also cause a delay of the
plans. Jansen also demanded the signed copy of the Genglik
Parki contract together with the contract that he had signed in
June for the city plan of Ankara. By July 1934, Jansen had
written seven more letters demanding the contract and plans.
During that time some financial problems about the payment
were in the process of being solved by the accountants of the
Ministry of the Interior. Finally, the Planning Council informed
Jansen with a letter on 21.7.1934 that there were some
financial changes in the accounts and the contract would have
to be signed again, after the decision of the Council of

Ministers that approved the plan.
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Thus, with the request of the Planning Council of the
Ministry of Interior Affairs, the meeting of the Council of
Ministers was held on 24.7.1934, where Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk
presided. With the decision of the Council of Ministers
(decision no.1071) the plans of Genglik Parki were approved
on 24.7.1934. The planning Council informed Jansen about the
change in the contract and asked for his agreement. The only
change was the date and amount of the payment in the
contract.

Jansen’s reply of the 3™ of September, 1934 informed the
Council that he accepted the proposed modification in the
contract. In the same letter he was complaining about receiving
only the Turkish copy of the contract. Nevertheless, he had had
it translated and changed the word “charge”’ as “expense’,
since that payment was not a charge, but it was only for the
expenses of the project. Finally, the contract was signed on
behalf of Jansen and the Planning Council and would be valid
from 25.8.1934 on (deliberation no.2074).

Till the end of 1934, correspondence between H. Jansen
and the Council were mainly about the levels and plans.
However, one of them is significant, it points out to Jansen’s
analogy in the design of cascades with the cascades of the
Wilhelmshohe Palace in Kassel in Germany. Jansen had
calculated the amount of water necessary for the park to be
used not only for the big cascade, but also for the orangery
and the lake as 500It/sec. In the Wilhelmsh6he cascades that
amount was 250-300lt/sec. and the dimensions were 11-14

meters.
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This letter and those that followed acknowledge help from
an important name, that of Prof. Kunze, who at that time was
employed as a specialist in the Directorate of Water Works in
the Ministry of Public Works, and was supervising Jansen’s
work on the cascades. The design of cascades and water
supply for the park will start a growing struggle between the
Ministry of Public Works and the Ministry of Interior Affairs in

the following years.

In 1935, the documents relate mainly to cascades and the
water supply project. In Jansen’s letter written on the 19"
January 1935, it was understood that Jansen had finished the
design of the cascades. As an annex to his letter, he sent the
plans no.3470 and 3471 with the site plan of cascades in
scale:1/200. (Fig.3.23)

The cascading levels of water had six steps. The final
cascade of 4m. height and 18m. width, was the biggest one.
Water would fall from this final step on to the lake. A
promenade designed with pergolas passed under this cascade,
providing citizens the pleasure of watching the lake and sitting
under a falling water. A flower garden of 3m. wide was
designed so as to frame the cascades. On the two sides of the
cascades, sculptures of a deer, a hippopotamus etc., for
spouting water were designed. Another water spout was
designed in the middle of a round pool placed at the square
over the cascade to be seen from the Cumhuriyet Street and
the Opera Square. The stairs coming down near the cascades
and the terraces they connected, created a beautiful

promenade reaching the big pool.
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Design of cascades and the lake initiated a
correspondence between Jansen and the specialists on the
water supply system of the city. On 9.2.1935 Jansen received a
reply from another specialist Walter, employed in Water Works.
It was a very detailed letter giving information about the water
supply system, installations and the amount of water to be
provided from the Cubuk Dam. (Fig.3.24) In brief, the letter
indicated that to provide the amount of water required for
Genglik Parki (500lt/sec.) was impossible to produce even

under normal climatic conditions.
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Figure 3.24 Water supply project for the pool and cascades.
Walter’'s report. (Greater Ankara Municipality
Planning Council)
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On 18.2.1935, another report of the Water Works
Commission prepared by Walter was given to the Planning
Council. In the following months Jansen submitted some plans
and finally on the 25" May 1935 (letter no.213) he submitted
the total project indicated in the contract and the architectural
report. In Jansen’s final design, besides the indicated works,
there were also three tennis courts between the square in front

of cascades and the exhibition hall.

However, till August he did not receive an
acknowledgment of receipt from the Council. In his letter of
21.8.1935 (letter no. 232) he was asking whether the plans had
reached Council or not.

On the 31° of May a payment was made to his is Bank
account for 1098TL. and 14kurus. He asked for the remaining
amount to be paid by August. On the 10"™ of October the
remaining 1401TL. and 86kurus was settled.

The first public announcement of Genglik Parki was made
on the first page of Ulus dated 20.7.1935 with the heading
‘Ankara is going to be the Most Beautiful Turkish City”.
(Fig.3.25)

In the development plan the area on the left side of the
street between the National Assembly and the Station is
planned as Genglik Parki. Today, in place of that park
which is planned by Professor Jansen there is only a
small city garden and a building of the Directorate of
Garden Works. After the establishment of the park it will
meet all the needs of the citizens as a recreation and
resting place. This article explains the original beauty of
such an honorable work in the city which will be laid out
in the most crowded and developed part of the city:
(translated by the author)
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Figure 3.25 The first public announcement of Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 20.7.1935, pp.1,5)
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The rest of the article pertains to the design of the park
as it was in Jansen’s architectural report. A perspective of
Genglik Parki by Jansen was produced on the first, and other
plans and perspectives on the fifth page with the rest of the
article. In fact, this article is a good example indicating how
Government and citizens were proud of this urban park and the
capital city and moreover, how they were excited with the

social experience that they would have in that place.

In 1935 the newspapers, particularly Ulus, frequently
mention Jansen and the plan he prepared for the capital city.
There are also other news about Jansen such as the article in
Ulus dated 3.10.1935:3 mentioning him as being considered to
be the supervisor for the planning of some other cities in
Turkey. Another significant article in Ulus dated 11.11.1935:1,5
mentions a conference given by Jansen with an impressive
heading; “The Concepts and Aims of a City Plan- Ankara the
City of Future Years - Cascades - Parks - Sport Grounds -
Housing Policy - the Implementation of the City Plan”. The
article has two paragraphs for Genglik Parki and presents the
“‘most beautiful park in Turkey”, designed by an expert. Also,
Jansen’s emphasis on the sport grounds and swimming pools
for the training of the young Turkish generation is emphasized

repeatedly.

On 19.11.1935, the Ministry of Interior Affairs requested
from the Ministry of Public Works to realize the construction of
Genglik Parki, emphasizing the significance of the park for the
city and for recreation of the citizens. Then, the Ministry of

Public Works demanded Jansen’s plans from the Ministry of
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Interior Affairs on 19.11.1935 with letter no.4372. The project
was examined for starting the construction process. With law
no.2866 and date 25.12.1935, responsibility for construction
work was assigned to the Ministry of Public Works. The
construction cost for the water supply project and mechanical

installations of the pool and the park amounted to 600.000TL.

But after 1936, the story of the construction of Genglik
Parki showed a sudden change with the passing of law
no.2866. The change began on the 21° January 1936, with the
letter of the Ministry of Public Works, written by the Minister Ali
Cetinkaya, to the Prime Ministry. The letter stipulated that the
Ministry of Public Works had examined the approved plan and
decided to replace Jansen’s project with a new plan for a

number of economical and aesthetical reasons.

The arguments could be summarized as follows: a) the
excavation requirements in Jansen’s plan would be 106.000m3,
but for its alternative this amount would not exceed 60.000m3.
b) Water to be transmitted from the Cubuk Dam with pipes in a
cross-section of 400m/m would not provide the sufficient head
for a waterfall from a cascade of 18m. wide as planned in
Jansen’s project. On the other hand, the new project envisaged
a modest cascade of 2m. c¢) In Jansen’s design the pool
covered an area of 35.000sqm., however, the new plan
provided similar impression with 32.000sq.m. Moreover,
Jansen’s design had small hills on the side of the Istasyon
Street and thus hid the park partly to the people passing
through the street. So as to ensure a harmonious composition

with the Stadium the proposed hills were canceled.
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The new project revised according to these principles was
found satisfactory by the Ministry of Public Works with respect
to water supply and landscape design. The estimated
construction costs of the pool would be 500.000TL. for
Jansen’s plan, and 300.000 TL. for the revised plan. Thus, with
the amount of 600.000TL. to be reserved for the construction of
Genglik Parki, an important part of the promenade could also
be realized by the Ministry of Public Works. Finally, the letter
indicated that the area reserved for a park in Jansen’s city plan
would still be used as a park, but in more economical and
functional ways. To start the construction, the Ministry of
Public Works requested the approval of the Prime Ministry for
implementing the new plan. On 31.1.1936, the Undersecretary
of the Prime Ministry, Kemal Gedeleg¢ asked for the opinion of
the Ministry of the Interior about the new project and sent new

plans for examination as an addition to that letter.

The new project was examined by the Planning Council
and the Ministry of Interior Affairs, and a report was sent to the
Prime Ministry (5.2.1936). This report indicated that the new
project was obtained by changing the places and dimensions of
landscape elements in the approved plan and suggested that,
instead of making a new project, by making small changes in
the dimensions of the pool and the cascade, it would be
possible to economize Jansen’s plan. The difference in the
excavation costs of plans was a maximum of 20-25.000TL.
which was a very small amount when compared to the whole
expenditure for the park. The letter ended with the words
explaining the success and aesthetics in Jansen’s plan and

found it unnecessary to change the approved project. However,
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the decision was again left to the Prime Ministry and the

Council of Ministers.

The Council of the Ministers convened on 8.2.1936 under
the presidency of Mustafa Kemal Atatirk and approved the new
project instead of Jansen’s plan. The main reasons of

preference were declared as economical and aesthetical.

The designer of the new project was a French architect,
Theo Leveau. However, very interestingly, in the archives,
there are no documents relative to the correspondence
between Council and Leveau. The only information about T.
Leveau was his being a city planner and a landscape architect
employed by the Ministry of Public Works in the Planning

Council.

Meanwhile, Jansen unaware of the changes in the project
had written a letter on 18.2.1936 to the Director of the Planning
Council, Semih Bey, and mentioned his satisfaction for
allocating 600.000TL. for the construction of the park in the
1936 budget. Moreover, in the same letter he asked permission
to find a specialist, a landscape architect from Germany for the
Turkish Government, to work as a supervisor for the

construction of the park.

When informed about the new plan prepared by Leveau,
Jansen immediately came to Ankara. On the 26" March, 1936,
Jansen sent a letter from Belvl Palas to the Ministry of Public
Works, to Minister Ali Cetinkaya. Jansen had learned from a
newspaper dated 12.3.1936 in Ankara that the construction of

the park planned by architect Theo Leveau had started. Jansen
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declared that this plan was an illegal copy of his design, a
plagiary and therefore, he disapproved Leveau’'s plan and
reserved all his rights against him.

On 28.3.1936, Jansen sent a copy of that letter to Sukri
Kaya, the Minister of Interior Affairs, reminding him that he had
prepared the plans of Geng¢lik Parki without demanding any
charge from the Turkish Government only by laying down the
implementation of the project as a condition. During that time
an important article was published in a newspaper called
“Jenaischen Zeitung” in Germany. The exact date of the
newspaper is not known, but the Ministry of the Interior
General Directorate of the Press informed Jansen about the
article on 16.1.1936. The article mainly concentrated on
Jansen’s works in Turkey and his success with the city plan of
Ankara. Germans were proud of Jansen since his name would
always be remembered as the planner of the modern Turkish
capital city. Besides that, it was an important document in
showing the ideals of the Turkish Republic and characteristics
of the modern capital and its urban park. Genglik Parki would
be the most beautiful park of Turkey and probably of the world.
Giving some details about the park, the Iaké, the cascades,
coffee-house, and exhibition hall, the article ended with
mentioning Prof. Kunze from Dresden who would make the

water supply project of the park.

The Director of the Planning Council, Semih Bey, had
informed Jansen about their opinion on Leveau’s plan on
9.4.1936. The last letter from Jansen was sent on 22.5.1936 to
the Planning Council. It was also the last document till 1940s.

The letter mainly concentrated on his critics about the
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implementation of the city plan, but in the last paragraph he
mentioned Genglik Parki. At the demand of the Council, he sent
five copies from the perspectives of the park, and wanted to be
informed about the communication between the Planning
Council and the Ministry of Public Works. In 1939, after the
death of Ataturk at the end of 1938, Jansen resigned from his

work as a supervisor of the Planning Council and left Ankara.

On 30.11.1939:2 Ulus announced that the Planning
Council within the Ministry of Interior Affairs would be
transferred to the Ministry of Public Works. In fact, it is a
question why the Planning Council still wanted the
perspectives of the park from Jansen, since the other plan had
already been approved. Another question is that there was no
agreement or contract, or even a letter about Genglik Parki
exchanged between Theo Leveau and the Planning Council.
The documents of 1941 were mainly about the mechanical
equipment of the park written on behalf of the Ministry of Public
Works and the Ankara Municipality.

The evolution of the construction process could best be
followed from the articles in the newspapers of that period.
Especially, Ulus the leading newspaper in the single party
period is important as it reflects the Republican ideology and

the works of the Government to citizens in a detailed way.

The beginning of the construction of the park is
announced in Ulus dated 4.6.1938:1,2 with the photographs of
Leveau's plan and perspective under the heading “We Are
Building Up Genglik Parki® on the first page. (Figs. 3.26, 3.27)
An article by Nasuhi Baydar mainly emphasizes that the
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characteristics that make cities beautiful are not only the wide

boulevards, infrastructures, buildings, monuments, city lighting

or other properties that provide order and comfort to the

citizens. It is the parks which make the people interact with

nature and thus make them healthy, calm and comfortable. In

his words,

Yet, Ankara is going to obtain the park which she longs
for. Not only with its scenery but also, with the
playgrounds for the children and the young, a large water
surface, greenery, flowers, a shady promenade extending
for kilometers, gazinos, entertainment places, and an
open air theater, it is obvious that it will alter the urban
life in Ankara. The construction process is going to start
this year. (translated by the author)

Genclik_parkint_yapiyoruz.. .

R R S
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Figure 3.26 The first announcement about Genglik Parki on

Leveau’s plan. (Ulus, 4.6.1938, p.1)
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Ankara genclik

| parkint_yaptyoruz..

1

! Sehirlere giizel vasfin: izafe eden
1 hususiyetleri genig yollarda, kanali-
; zasyonlarda, binalarm inga tarzinda,
ibol ve temiz suda, anrtlarda, ucuz ay-
‘dmlanma ve isinma vasitalarinda ve,
. kisaca, sehirlilere kolay ve rahat yaga-
ima imkinlar: temin eden biitiin mo-
dern tesislerde arayabilirsiniz. §ayet
her geyi ile giizel olan bir gchirde ne
, oldufunu derhal tayin edemediginiz
* bir eksiklik his ederseniz, bu cksikli-
+gin, yapilardaki jeometrik hatlarm
- sertligi ve yollardaki insan ve miina-
Y kale vasitalarinin hareketliligi ile yo-
irulan gozlerin ve kulaklarm muhtag
3olduklarr siikdnu bulamamasmdan;
" mahalleleri ve hattd sadece bina blok-
ilarmn: biribirinden ayiran genig bahge
tve perklarm azligmdaa ileri geldigi-
‘ne hilkmedcbilirsiniz. $ehirli yorulup
1 da dinlenmek istedifi zaman, unsur-
larindan biri oldugu tabiati kilometre-
erce uzakda degil, evinden nihayet
bir kag yiiz metre 5tede bulabilmeli-

dir. Giizel bildigimiz gehirler giizel-

liklerini — bir gok hususiyetleriyle

birlikte — bahgelerine, parklarma, or-
- manlarima borgludurlar: Eski italyan,
/sehirlerinden bahgelerini kaldmriniz:

" geriye diger Avrupa gehirlerindeki |

Ylere az ¢ok benzeyen sokaklar, bina-
)lar, anitlar kalir. Sehirlerde bahgeleri
7insan viicudunda cigerlere benzetebi-
sliriz; gehirliler onlar sayesinde nefes
shirlar.
Yeni Ankara, bahgeli evlerden mii-
vekkeb bir gehir farzedilse bile gehir
plant umumi bahge ve parklarinmn az-
“1gindan dolays daima tenkid edile-
"cektir. Hacet tepeden fidanliga inip
oradan Xocatepede nihayet bulacak
bir park bile Ankaranm, Samanpaza-
vindan baglaytp Cebeci ve Yenigehi-
vin bir kismin: ihtiva eden en genis
pargast igin kéfi degildir. Yenigehir-
deki bir kag bahge kiigiik skuarlardan
ribarettir.
Ankara‘ mahrum oldugu bir parka
sahib olmak fizeredir: Yalniz umumi
manzarasmda  degil, cocuklara ve
» genglere tiirlil tiirlil oyun sahalars, ve
biitiin halka bol su, bol yesillik, cigek,
_kilometrelerce gdlgeli yol, gazinolar,
.eglence yerlerl, agtk hava tiyatrosu
‘gibi huzurve rahat vesileleri arzede-
ek gehrin yagayymda dahi degipik-
, likler-yapacafiz muhakkak olan-Geng-

lik parkr'nm ingasma busene baglana-

*

Ankara istasyonundan ¢ikilip gehre

" gelinirken saf tarafda, 19 mayrs stad-
: yomunun kargrsmda genig bir bogluk
! vardir ki ortasmda tek bagma kalmrg
bir bina gdrilltr. Bir miisellesi and:-
ran bu sahanm ikinci dilz Dil ve Cog-

Yazan: Nasuhi Bayd,
rafya Fakultesi niindeki cadde ve bu
caddenin hafif bir inhina ile devamr
olan Bankalar caddesi, figiincil dil1 ise
istasyondan Samanpazarma dogru gi-
den yoldur. Tirenden gtkar grkmaz
yolcuyu bir barabe manzarasr ile kar-
gilagtiran ve gehirle Yenisehir arasmi
-~ Ankara iki ayr: parcadan miirek-
kebmig gibi — g1l ¢rplak brrakan bu
bogluk gehir plinmda genglik parkma
tahsis edilmigtir.

i sene evel ingasma baglanacak-
ken bir zaruret ilcasiyle gimdiye ka-
dar geriye kalan parkm plinin: Nafia
vekileti emrinde galigan gehirci ve
bahgeci milhendis Bay Lavo tanzim
etmig, Kamutay da son toplantilarm-
da, parkm ingasma bu senelik 300.000
lira tahsis etmigtir,. Iy yakmda
baglanacak ve mevsim sonuna kadar
yan drwvarlar, medhaller, ve havuzlarla
képriler bitmig olacaktr,

* .

__Genclik park: plinmin kmsa bir ta-
B vall',du': Tk plant Projezar |
Yansen yapmigts. Bay L&vo da bagke
bir plin yapmustir. Hiikiimet jkike]
plénm tatbikini tensib etmistir. Yin.
sen ve Lovo planlar: arasinda su fobai:
11 gérmek kabildir:

— 11k plinda, miiselles geklinda-o-
lan arazinin biitiin dil:lar: digina bri-
birine benzeyen ve biribirini takib e-
den bir takmm hendesf gekiller kogul-
mak surctiyle meydana getirilenibir
diger miisellesin icine gdl ve agagll.
lar yerlegtirilmis oldugundan dakd
ve mahdud terkib hissi verecekoibi-
manzara jhdas olunmustur,

— L&vo plininda, sahanin bir ini-
selles oldugu dikkate alinmiyarakpen
uzun kisma ve bir ugtan digersage,
genig bir perspektiv, ve bu suretldede
azam! geniglik temin edecek olagdgél
yerlegtirilmigtir. Hendesi hatiab |
geri ve agagliklar digar: alinarak yol.
iar alikay: calib istikametlere dofrv
agilmiy oldufundan geniglik veizas:
terkib hissi'nin husuliine imiineve.
rilmigtir. . .. .

= Yansen plininda hendest vesger-
best mintakalar — aralarinda  istiha.

leye, rabitaya lizum g8riilmeksizin-—
bidibirini kateder surette tanzimdébii
mig oldugundan birlik noksan: *maha
tira getirecek bir manzara has: olay,
hendest gekiller degigik olmadigrad:.
plan: tetkik edenler Szerinde yorsc:
ve estetige muhahf bir his tevlide
dilmigtir.

— Ikinci plinda muhtelif mmbakz
larm birden bire ayr:ihip ayr: parcater-
mrg gibi gbrlinmesine mzal olacakrim
kénlar aranmig ve parkr bir kiil hadine
getirecek aheak’in teminl iginnem

miimkiinse hepsi diigliniilmUgt{ir.

Bu isyonda artistik -tisi:
derha) kendini g&:emehedlr.

Park: gbyle tarif edebiliriz: iden:
medhal dig bakanlik binast ile ‘sgig
evi arasindadir. Igeri girilince zeinis
ilerdeki iig geldleli havuzun tepeser.
der 7 metreyi bulmak fizere, yage
yavag ylikselmektedir. Bununla &t
daf olunan gaye sarihtir: g&ld bildt
geniglii ve nzunlugiyle nasarkBs
nfine sermek... Filvaki, manzamun:
ferahlif: kolayca tasavvur edilebiils
Yarm kilometreye yalkn bir gakl
oftass, bir tarafinda genig bir kisi
reemekte, ve diger tirafmda da, bia-2
dacik fizerinde gazino bulunmaltisd::
Bahsettifimiz kavsin kenarz bigl
YGk'le gevrilmigtir. Kavsin diginde-
ve gegen sene yrkilan limonlpgugey:
rinde - midevver ve gok genlg misdn
bir limonluk vardrr. G51Gn geniglah
merkez krsmmdan sonra bir ael
geklinde daralarak Ankara istasyui~
na dogru uzanan krsmmsm solundalb!
tiin tertibatr ile gocuk bahgelérke
buaun . flerisinde’ de - liinapaskia
mahsus biitiin eflence : imkinliyle.
genglere aid sahalar gdrilamektit
‘Gollin sag kavsi Gtesinde actkdve
tiyatrosu bulunmaktadsr. Plin, bide
kug bahgesi — bir nevl - giftehane—
tasavvur etmigtic, Parkta ayrachir
halk kahvesi diglinflmfigtilr. Gfn
ortasmda kirk metreye. kadar e~
len bir frekiye, parkm muhteliforie-
rinde fiskiyell havuzlar yapilate.
15te yirmi yedi hektar bir arasbai-
rine inga edilecek olan Ankara g~
lik parkmm umum! manzarass blst.

+ .

Plinm tanziminde mil olan anfls
kirleri tahlil etmek istersck digdth
riz ki Ankara kliminde birer dms
1a unsuru olan bol su, bol yeghiial
g5lge, B. Lovo'nun baglica layjatt
olmugtur. Bunlarz temine ufragands:
natkir, gururumuza hitab edenibs:
tisam ve ruhumuzu okgayan esték
endigelerinden de kendini azad.caek

‘istememiy, bunlar: temin igin edlls

yilk gayreti sarfetmiy, ve hakiksn
muvaffak olmugtur. o

~— Park ne zaman bitecek et
bitiin heybeti ile seyredip igind€e-
zecegiz?

— isticalde haklryrz. Fakat aigt: .
dikilip geligmek Igin — Yetlgml$~
faglar getirip yerlerine koymabije:
kal — bir kag sene bekliyecek idaf:
sabirls olmarmez 1azimdry, Ancalegied
cek yaz, fizerinde kiirek gekip yélin:
kullanabilecefimiz, tOrill eflerdsic
rinden istifade edebilecefimis hawv
ile parkmn ana gizgiler] meydanatpt-
mip olacaktsr, ©© . Ltc S

Bu giizel eserf tahakkuk ettirsid:
galiganlarla beraber Ankara halitr.
da tebrik etmeliyiz, o

- ot

Figure 3.27 The first announcement about Genglik Parki
on Leveau’s plan. (Ulus, 4.6.1938, p.2)
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Baydar refers to the existing site in 1938 as a place of
wilderness which divides the city into two parts. As indicated in
this article the site of Genglik Parki is presented as a very
strategic area between the old and the new Ankara. In that
sense, it reflects a transition from the old urban fabr.ic to the
modern city. Besides its spatial significance, although it was
not explicitly indicated, it would symbolize a change from the
old life styles to the new, from the traditional habits to new

social routines.

Also in the same article it is understood that the plan was
prepared by Theo Leveau. For the fiscal year of 1938, the
Council of Ministers reserved 300.000TL. for the realization of
the park. The construction process would begin in the following
days; and until the end of the season, the surrounding walls,
entrances, pools and bridges would be completed. The article
also mentions Jansen’s plan for Genglik Parki and explains the

reasons of the Government for the preference of Leveau’s plan:

-In the first plan, on all sides of the triangular shaped
park area, some geometrical arrangements are proposed
so as to create a smaller triangular shaped area in the
middle of the park where the pool and trees are placed.
In that sense, this plan will create a restricted area for
the use of the citizens.

-In Leveau’s plan, the triangular shape of the park area is
not taken into consideration and through the longer side
of the land, the pool is placed, to create a wide
perspective from one end to the other by providing a
maximum  width. By designing the geometrical
arrangements on the inside and planning the group of
trees on the outside, the promenades are planned
towards the directions that attract the attention, a sense
of order, spaciousness, and wholeness is achieved.

-In Jansen’'s plan, the geometrically and organically
planned parts of the park do not have a relation with each
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other. Therefore, they do not give a sense of unity to the
users and thus create a tiresome and non-aesthetical

view.

-In the second plan, the perception of several locations
as different parts is prevented and thus a unity and
harmony is created in the park. The artistic effect of this
composition can be grasped immediately. (translated by
the author)

Baydar estimated that the construction period would last
up to the following summer. At the end of his article he
concludes by congratulating the Government and the Turkish
people for realizing such an ‘honorable work’. This suggests
that the establishment of such an urban park is very significant

and unique social experience for Turkish people at that time.

In Leveau’s plan (Figs. 3.28, 3.29, 3.30, 3.31, 3.32, 3.33,
3.34, 3.35, 3.36) Genglik Parki had five entrances: The main
entrance of the park was between the Exhibition House (today
the Opera Building) and the building of the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs facing the Opera Square. The second entrance was
across the Evkaf Apartments near the Station. The third one
was opposite the First National Assembly Building, the fourth
one faced the entrance of the 19 Mayis Stadium and the fifth
entrance was on the right side of the Exhibition House for the

users who wanted to wander in the park by riding horses.

From the main entrance on the Opera Square, the park
ground slightly sloped down and descended 7m. at the end of a
pool having three cascading levels of water. The reason of this
leveling was to exhibit the lake with all its attractive and
impressive body in front of the entrance. For the gathering of
the people in ceremonies a wide plaza was planned between

the cascades and the lake.
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Figure 3.36 Site Plan of Genglik Park:. T. : _
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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One side of the lake made a wide curve and on the other
side an island was planned where a gazino would be [ocated.
Outside the curved part of the lake, an orangery was placed.
After this wide central part, the lake became narrower and took
the shape of a horseshoe as it reached the station. On the left
side of the lake, playground areas were planned. Close to the
children’s playground there were sitting and resting places for
the adults, refreshment buffets and cloak-rooms. Between the
lake and the incesu canal, on the wide area close to the
Station (which today is occupied by the Lunapark)
entertainment grounds for the young were planned. On the
right side of the curved part of the lake an open air theater was
planned. Also, an aviary was planned. Besides that, a coffee-

house was also proposed.

In the lake, Leveau planned one big and one small island,
and bridges that connected them to the park. On the larger
island, there would be a gazino, and the smaller one would be
for landing row-boats. The water spout in the middle of the lake
would reach to 40m. in the day time. There were also other
water spouts at different positions. According to this plan, the
site was approximately 280.000sq.m. and the pool was
44.000sqg.m.

Inner promenades in the park were about 14.000m. long.
In the initial years, these promenades were paved with sand
and pebbles; later they were covered with concrete. Water
supply to the pool was directly from the Cubuk Dam. According
to the calculations made, water transmitted from the dam with a

180It/sec would fill the pool in 60 hours. In winter time, the
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pool would be frozen and transformed into the biggest known

ice-skating ground.

Ulus dated 7.6.1938:8 published the other plan and
perspective of the park with a photograph taken from the
Station towards the park area. Informing the citizens about the
development of the park was to make them conscious about the

city and the new park. (Fig. 3.37)

On 5.9.1938:2 Ulus published photographs taken from the
park. The construction of the buildings and the pools were
completed, and the excavation of the lake and the canals was
started. (Fig. 3.38)

In 1939 the construction of Genglik Parki was continuing,
even though that year was the beginning of the Second World
War and Ankara suffered great shortages. Water supply project
for the park was ordered and realized in the same year. Water
pipes were produced at Karabuk iron and steel mill and were
brought to Ankara. The floor of the lake was constructed with

reinforced concrete.

The construction of the pool was completed in 1940.
Other than this, the reinforced concrete bridge connecting the
larger island to the park and the small bridge on the other side
of the park close to the Exhibition House (today the Opera
Building) were constructed. The efforts for the arrangement of
the two islands, and the construction of the outer walls around
the park area were completed. Ulus, dated 27.9.1940:4,
(Fig.3.39) gives a detailed information about the construction;
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Genclik parkinin planlar

Ankard’nin mahrum oldugu biiyiik bir parka kavugmak iizere
oldugunu, istasyonun tam kargisinda gu yukarda resmini gérdii-
fiiniiz siitunlarin arkasinda genglik parkinin bu sene yapiacag-

auy tetk. Bua mii betle parkin i bir plaming ve istik-

balde alt;caix geklin bir bagka goriiniigiinii negrediyoruz,

Figure 3.37 News about Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 7.6.1938, p.8)
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Figure 3.38 News about the construction of Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 5.9.1938, p.2)
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Genclik Parkindaki havuz ingaatindan bir goriiniig

GENCLIK PARKI INSAATI

Ankara cok giizel ve
cazip bir parka kavusacak

Aok

Parktakt képriilerden biri

1939 senesi bidayetinde insasina basla -
pan "Geaglic Pask™ 1min meveut imkinlar
nisbetinde ik=ali igin ugrasilmakeader.
Bundan evelki Yir sayimrzda Parka so ge-
tirilmesi igiz “exsiltme, a¢sld:ginr ve te -
sisatin Karabizte imal edilen bore we
kuaklerle yap:lacafrms yarmrgttk. Taksi -
ben 280000 metre mmarabbaltk bir arazi @-
zerine icsa edilmerte olan bu muizzam e-
ser 44300 metre murabbalik bir havezu b
tiva etmmeictedir, Zemini betonla dosenm:
suni bir goli andiran havezea iginde ikd
tane ada vardir. Adalardan birincisi bi -
yiak diferi k3:
Brerinde rarulaca

. Gazino bityiik adinm
ise

Kiiciik adaya

mrzzran izg¥at vazipesini gu seklide topi-
yabiliriz: yimdiye kadar yap:lmug ve ik -
mal edilmiy isier; havuzun zemia kismi ve

meveut plina gire
2y tasnamen bi r. Bundaa basua
havuzun s bk adaya baZlrran
beton kBprit insa edilmiy ve parkm serpi -
evine dojiru olan kismindaki kiigék kdpri-
rin inesz: Ja tamamlanmistir. Haveron i-
cindeki iki adanin da diizeltilmesi ve 2ah -
didi icin sarfedilen faaliyet sona ermiy bo-
lenmaktadr. Parkm ig¢inde bulundula sa-
hayt cevreliyen dis duzvarlarm insast 1 -
mamlanmestr,

Yapilmai:ta olan isler: Sergievinin ya -
nmmdar istasyora giden asfalt yola m=vazi
sarette akmakea olan Ince su deresi Ezerin-
de 3 aheap koprints insast ile cirastimak-
tader, Yapiimakta olan kis:mlardan biri de
Parkm “Antre” lesi Park:n § tane ant.
resi vardir: Bunlardan ki Biyiik Miilet
Meclisi karsisinda, ikincisi 19 Mayis stad-

in kars ¢, figiincEsé Ev -

Figure 3.39 News about the construction of Genglik Parki.

(Ulus, 27.9.1940, p.4)
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Now, construction of the three wooden bridges on the
incesu Stream which flows parallel to the road passing
next to the Exhibition House and to the Station, is going
on. Also, entrances of the park are under construction.
.... Besides that, construction of an amphitheater for the
children and leveling of the site and cultivation of the soil
will be undertaken. The incesu Stream will not be
destroyed but will be canalized within a reinforced
concrete canal....Also, for the main entrance at the left
side of the Exhibition House, cascading levels of water
are designed. The cascades will be constructed
completely out of concrete. Near the cascades columns
for the flags will be constructed out of Ankara stone. This
entrance will be decorated with light fixtures of different
colors....Two big glass structures will be constructed, one
for the gazino and the other for the cultivation of plants
as a hothouse. Mechanical equipment for watering the
park, construction of the bridges with concrete, and
planting trees at the site will be undertaken immediately.
(translated by the author)

In 1941 the construction process of Genclik Parki was
nearly completed. Ulus, dated 17.6.1941:1 announced that for
the larger pool, water would be supplied with canals from the
Cubuk Dam during summer. Also, around this pool, trees would

be planted in the following planting season. (Fig. 3.40)

On 26.7.1941:2, Ulus announced that the pool had
started to be filled with water. Water level at the pool had
already reached one meter and was continuing to rise. The
walls around the park and some details about the bridges were
going to be finished in a short time. Pavements and other

arrangements in the park were also completed. (Fig.3.41)

“A Decorative Work for Ankara” was the headline of Ulus,
dated 3.8.1941:1. For some time now, citizens were watching

this new work at Ankara with pleasure and happiness. The wide
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surface of the pool from the Exhibition House to the Station
was now full of water. In daytime it provided a refreshment to
the citizens and at nights the colorful lights of the Station
restaurant, the Parachute and Marathon towers and street
lamps were reflected on this wide water surface and decorated
the city silhouette. The rowboats or other small boats would be
on the pool so as to give the pleasure of rowing and to develop
this sport among the citizens who longed for the sea and large
water bodies. (Fig. 3.42)

Kemal Zeki Gencosman defines Genglik Parki as “A
Heaven in the Middle of a Barren Land” in Ulus dated
26.3.1942:2, mentioning the beautiful landscape of the park,
cascades, pergolas and the promenade, and even more
impressive the water spout in the middle of the pool.
Especially, in the evenings, while the sun was going down, the
sprinkling water was creating a very attractive scenery at
Genglik Parki. He defines the smaller island as the island of
swans and the larger one with a restaurant as being host to

musical entertainments. (Fig.3.43)

...Now you are in front of the newest work of the
Republic. Next to the Station on a land of 27ha., there is
a poetical world. Separated from each other with six
marble columns (representing the six principles of the
Republican Party), stand seven large doors. On the two
sides of the entrance doors, there exists two marble
sculptures representing youth. Now we are entering. We
are going near the pool lying out towards the Station in
front of us. But there is no need to hurry. We are going to
sit and rest near the cascades and watch the spouts of
water coming out from the lion sculptures and the water
fall from the cascades. We are going to pass through the
pergolas....Water. This was the whole desire of Ankara.
Cubuk Dam brought the first great amount of water to dry
lips of that barren land. But it is so far away...Genglik
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Parki brings this water from kilometers away to the city
center... (translated by the author)

As surmised, this large and rare body of water was very
precious for Ankara with its hot and arid climate. The spout of
water in the middle of the grand pool rising up 40m.. was the
unigue and the attractive landmark in the skylines of the
historical Anatolian town. To experience this cool and fresh
environment with a beautiful landscape with new playgrounds,
restaurants, dancing halls, labyrinths, open air theater, horse
riding paths and Lunapark, was a very new and hitherto
unknown experience for the citizens. Thus, this new spatial
practice created new codes in the society and initiated a
process of re-presentation. In another article in Ulus dated
29.3.1942:2, Gencosman defines the park as a culture park.
(Fig.3.44)

Genglik Parki brings a new and fresh zeal, a youthful
spirit like its name and vitality to the new regime’s
Governmental Center. It is far from being an
entertainment and recreation center. We can call it a
‘culture park’ with its overall meaning. The Republic
exerts a special effort to dedicate this wonderful work,
this park to the young generation, who is loved and
trusted by the nation. (translated by the author)

It is indicated in the article that the construction process
was completed but planting was still going on. Besides its
recreative function, the park would be an arboretum of the
Middle Anatolian trees. About 80 thousand trees would be
planted and the park would be like a forest. The most desired
will of the citizens of that barren land was in fact water and
greenery.
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On 8.8.1942:1 Ulus informs that Genglik Parki beach
would be opened shortly. Resembling the pool to a sea in the
center of the city, the article under the photograph mentions
the impatience of citizens to use the park. However, some
facilities were not completed and therefore, the park was not
opened. The larger island on which a gazino was planned was
now changed to a beach. Necessary facilities for the beach
were under construction; sand would be brought to the beach
from where swimming, rowing and sailing would be made

possible.

Ulus on 8.5.1943:1 announces that Genglik Parkt would
be opened on 19.5.1943. On a land of 260.000sq.m, 60.000
trees were planted. The day before that announcement,
journalists were invited to the park to wander around and to get
information from the Director of the Technical Commission in
the Ministry of Public Works, Remzi Bey. (Fig.3.45)

On 19.5.1943 Genglik Parki was opened with a ceremony
right after the celebrations of the Youth and Sports Bayram in
the 19 Mayis Stadium. Cumhuriyet dated 19.5.1943:1 gives this
announcement with an article defining the characteristics of the

plan.

Our National Leader ismet inénu honored the park at
18.00 PM. yesterday and took information from the
Undersecretary of the Ministry of Public Works. Today,
Genglik Parki will be opened at 16.00 PM. with a
ceremony... (translated by the author)

The park was inaugurated by the Prime Minister Sukri
Saracoglu. The president of the Great National Assembly,

Ministers, Members of the Parliament, Generals, important

181



Government officers, and a crowd of citizens participated in the
opening ceremony. The first speech was given by the Prime
Minister with thanks to the Minister of Public Works Sirr Day,
to other Ministers and officers and to the people who
participated in that ceremony. Then the visitors walked through
the park and watched the young people sailing on the pool.
(Fig. 3.46)

On the same day Ulus published an essay written by
Omer Liva Turkmen with the headline, “Government’s Beautiful
Present to the Citizens of Ankara on the 19 Mayis Bayrami:
Genglik Parkl”. In the essay, besides mentioning Turkish
people’'s sensibility and aesthetics in garden arts, he explains
the importance of the Genglik Parki for Turkish citizens and its
being an aesthetical object in the city. As far as afforestation
efforts are concerned, then president of the Republic, ismet
In6ni made important suggestions during his visit to the
nursery in the Cubuk Dam. Completion of the construction of
children’s playground, restaurant, Lunapark, and the open air
theater were left to the future because of the restrictions in
construction materials. To initiate sports activities in the park,
temporary changing cabins for swimmers, a boat-house and
resting places in and around the island were established. In a
short time, these establishments would be handed over to the

General Directorate of Physical Education.

The inauguration of the park though unfinished was in
order to meet demands of citizens for open air recreation,
greenery and sun-bathing without any more delay for the

following hot summer days. The articles in the newspapers of
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those days reflect the increasing significance of the park in the

everyday life of the citizens and in the public sphere.

| Nafia Vekilimizin beyanatt

CNENSRASERPEETNNININIONIEITRINIIIE

Genclik parkindaki havuzé

Su islerinin tanzi

mi ve yeni elektrik

“santrallari insasi icin projeler yapildi

fstanbul - Avhpa fren seferleri yakinda yeniden basliyaca

[stanbut, 16 (Telefonla) — Nafa Vekie
lmiz Genersl Ali Fuat Cebesoy bu akgam
"Ankara’ya bhareket ctsl. Vekil gazetecilere

yapug beyaranz dedi ki:

“— Nafia Vekilet! memlcketin su ve su-
lama thtiyacns temin i¢in biyik bir proje
hanclamiyne. Yakinda Biyik Millet Meclic

sine sevkedilecek olan hu proje su  mithim

1. 1. "bu'“ d Az

1 — Salama iy,

2 — Su rejiminin dizeltilmesi,

3 — Su feyeranlarimin tahribaunt Gatemeck
igin al % tedbicler ve yar L tesisat,
lagsans ilerlemekte alan Aakara Genglik
parks bitmek Gresredic. Burada yamlza havu-
wo su ihtiyaam temin ctmek i¢in by yaz
Cpbuk barajiadan kanallacla su getivilecek ve
by sekilde Ankara'ya bilyiik bir havee karan.
dipslacakesr. Cok genig bir sahayi  kaphyan

h cteafy Gniamisdeki agagl mev-

piade bagtan basa texcic edilecclsie.

Elektrik igleri

Elektrik igleri de su igleri gibi Naha Ve-
kiletine intksl etmigtir. Bn minascbetle
memlcketia her taraflinda culardaa ve muh -
telid kuvetlerden istifade codilerek  elckeil
enerjileri sebeplerl aramyor ve hazrlzmiyor. |
Bu meranda Kitahyz civarindaki linyitlerden |
de istifade ile biyik bie elelerik santralinmn |
(Sooa 3 dacl sayfads)

(Bap 1, ind ﬂf‘ldl;—
kurulmast mukarrerdir. Bu biydk enerjl
b hik cilmesi icin biciin ree

ol W

vimler hitirilmis ve proj

Iosidi

Inssatn baglamak bir para Mem-
lekedin her warsfindaki sulardan istifade edi-
lerek yer yer elekerik sanerallarn  kucrulmass
icin devamls yekilde eriitler yapilmakevdiz,

Difer taraftan Sakaryadan istifade.edile.
rek Ankera ve civart icin  bir elekerik san- |
tralt kurulmass hakkindiki eriltler de bitiril
mek Greredir,

Yol faaliyeti

Trakya'da ve memlicketin difer taraflana-
daki yol faaliyetine gelince:

Bundan evel Trakya'sa saptifim teckik
seyshatinde yol fxaliyctinin memauaiyetbehs
bir gekilde ilerledifini gbrdim. Esasen meme
feketin her warafinda bityGik yol faaliyed var.
dir. Biirin eski yollac eamir edilmekee, -yani -
den hirgok yollar yapilmakradir. Urunkdprii,

| Svilingrad hart Grerindeki képrilecin tamirl

isiyle Miinakaldt Vekileti mesgul olmekeadir,
Fakat size s&yliyebilirim ki hu kipriler tamir
edilmektedic  ve yakinda lsranbul'la Avrups
arasinds tren seferleri yeniden baghyacakur.,

Figure 3.40 News about the construction of Genglik Parki.

(Ulus,

17.6.1941, pp.1,3)
Genclik parkina

su verildi

ot

Burada insaat siiratle
ikmdl edilecek

Atatlirk Bulvan ile istasyon caddesi a-
rasindakl Gengllk parlana su  verllmes!
f¢ln yapilmakia olan tesisat ikmal edilmig
ve parktaki havuza su verllmlstir. Parkin
suyu Cubuk barajindan temiu edilmekte
olup bilyllk kiinklerie su havuza getiril «
migtir. Kuakler Karabilk demir ve gellk
fabrikasinda imal edilmiglerdir.

Havuzdaki su halihazirda bir metreye
yaklagmig olup havuzun doldurulmamoa
devam edilmektedir.

Diger taraftan Geanglik parkindak! top-

rak tesviyesi fgleri mona ormistir. Dig du.
| varleria Kbprilere ait bazi teferruat pek

| yakin blr zamanda bitirilecektir.

Parlan dinlmas: h da a -
| fag¢ dikme mevsiminde derhal faallyete
gecllecek ve Natia Vckilimiz All Fuat
Cebesoy'un gagen ay lstanbul gazetele -
rine yapoug oldukiart beyanatta da teyit
eyledigl veghile Gen¢lik park: {ingaatimin
siratle {kmaline gahgilacaktir.

Figure 3.41 News about the construction of Genglik Parkt.

(Ulus,

26.7.1941, p.2)
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Ankara'yi
siisliven
yeni bir eser

Genglik parkindaki

havuza su verildi

Bir kag gUndenberl Aakaralilar, g~brl
slisllyen weni bir eserl zevk ve memnuni-
yetle seyrediyorlar: Genglik parkindakt
blyilk havuz su ile dolduruidufiu icin, gine
YL . dlizlerl parkin Sergieviaden istasyona iin-
{t‘é 2 5 dar uzanan geniy sahasi Uzerindeki bu hue

- yilk ve mavi su pargas:t insana bir fer:l
hk hirs! vermekte, geceleri de Gar gazi -
nosunun, Parasit ve Maraton kulelerinin,
ve caddelerdeki ylzlerce limbanin sulara
aksederet parildiyan reak renk giklary,
bay gehrin manzaramaa yenl bir revnax
{lave etmektedir,

Gengllk parln sahast, hazirlanan plin
mucibince agaglundirildign zaman, hava -
zun glzelligt dir kat daha artacaktir.

Havuzda kayik, sandal ve pedibot gihi
kiglk deniz vamtalamain da bulunduruli-
caginl ve bu suretle deniz hasreti ¢oken
Ankaralilara, ufak Siglide de olsa, kirek
sporiyle mesgul olmak imkinimin verila -
ceginl 8freniyoruz.

Resimlerimizden yukandaki, havuzun
Istasyon cthetinden Serglevini ve Ankara
kalesinl i¢ine alan manzaramini, ortadaki,
havuzun képrilerinden birinin  altindan
Gar binasiyle Devlet Demiryollan umum!
ldares! bloamni, alttaki de havuzdakl kiép-
rillerl gB3steriyor.

Figure 3.42 Headline news about Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 3.8.1941, p.1)
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Genglik parkiun yannkx seklini g&steren plan

. BOZKIR

ster g8, diler havuz diyelim
Ankara‘nin gbbefindeki bu
. deryamn ortasinda iki de 2-
5 dack varder, Biyiikindeki gazi- )
noda yemefimuwd yvivecek. mizlk
dinllyecet".z Kacilfl, “Kujular
adast" dir. UsiZndeki kultbeler de
 su kuslan igindir.

%3l Bir yanda, muazzam bir agk
2! bava tiyatrosu vardir. Bir tarafta
&% gocuk bahcesl, kum havuzlan ve
- yaminds anneler igin ayr) yerles.
Cam kafesler, serler, i3y gigekle-
rini yetigirecektir,

Ama, pariz henlliz  tamamiyle
Hbrmiy »eytimeyrz. Deha  kayek
kulesinden avamadik. salincaiia-
ra, ailtza=neeys. binmedik, oyun
mevdanindao ve lihirentten geg -
medik. kukla ve karagbzll seyret-
medik, agik hava lokantasiaoia ta-
rasinda dinlenmedik, dansigde eff- .
~V  hale Tona Park't wbr-

L TR

! pera Meyvdamndan, ytiziing-
h zli Ankara‘min sevimit Ka-
! pisine, gara 4oalyorsunuz.
I’Arkamzda. kaieye dofru, sal set
yiikselen esxi xora, safinizdae
Ve soluauzéa, aruk yilanmis aiss.
yalarn ve a! kestanelennin  ko-
yu gdlgeye bLriiadgd genls buls
varlana i vemndokd, muazam
bnakm, o klpiier ve gigexi
]mhceler‘y.e yepveni Angara viare
dir, Arkan:ziakl tas duvasslan, ue
zun asizianz tatihint  okur; Ud
vamuzdayd belon »ifinizrina, on

§ virmi vim emed: Rarsmisiis,

! Ne o, ne bu., gergeinte siz, cum-
hurivetin Anksri'da kurdufu ea
Jaze eser énandeiniz Guria ars-
nizda, Anasal 28 U7 hexturik ae
saswna yerigyurimis bir siic Glke
st vardir,

sftunia biribirje-
ik Rapy,

Altl mermer
nnden aymtmuy yed: b
Iamkur L basta, genqlif: temsil
jeten mermerden  yap:ll ve mer-
mer vicuziu lic geng heyiell du-
ruyor, Iste simyoruz. Gara dojru
uzanan goila i inecejiz.

£enalias
Fakat ace.e elmiy Kaskatia~
3

o y
NN

AN

medik. Ve kum havuzlanedan g
kan cocuklar, belki daha gok, e-
leririkll otomoblllere, tayyare do~
lapiamina binmeyl MstiyeceXlerdir.
Ceane pergolalardan, kemerld ve

Képriiniin iistiinden bir griiniig -

Yazan :

Kemal Zeki CENCOSMAN

Sreeneessver

Tin tarasiznnda duren dint
‘aslsn aguzianndan fiiran sulsn,
caghyanlania kopiklerinl seyrede-
cefiz.  Pergolulardan  pecroeinz,
kokulan omalifn saran  giceklier
sbnllimGzi acacak., yikselmis ha-
mimellesi, yizesimiz oks:yacas

lar, N

itEa packin altida birl de-

mek olan birik pdiln he-

nanaa inince, pariak suda,
Ankara'rmun siuetnt seyredecediz
Bitlin gehin, bu aynanin  fistiine
Rapanmus sibidie. Catilar kipras-
sor, titresiyor; pencerelar kah ge-
wigleyip, kih daraliyorlar.

Kwa hovunea siralanmis  “sal-

Figure 3.43 Headline news about Genglik Parki.

kun s8&Stler suda saclunni yi-
yorlar”, Iace dailani, gblide dalga-
ciklar yaratan rizgirda, yelpaze-
leniyorias.

Galiin ortasindald fiskiye, dur-
madan, 30 metreye su fiskinyor.
Damlalar, giizel Ankara gurubliyle
arsnizda piridasa pinidasa, gbifin
dfiz yiizize serpiliyasiar; gole yaf-
mur yafwor.

Retirmistir.

Bozkirde, tabiatin en cimri bi
bafis: olan s, katra ve damia hai™
linde defil iste biyitk bir £61 ol%*‘ =
glslnde, gdzlerimizia &alinde a'z
vuglanumza icinde, ayaklarimizin
alundadic. Biitdn bu serinlift du
yuyoruz, yaln:z lnyuanndak: tach-;
larda defil, gBaitilerimizde de ye
derecek gimenles, bitecek cicexle
bu suyu bekfiyoriardy

* Su.

Bu,  Ankara'mn bitlin bir has-
retiydi. Dudajn catlamg bozksna
sBfrsline, 11k bol suyu barad akitun
Fakat uzbk._. Genglik Parcki, bir-
ka¢ kilometredeki bal havat haz-
nesint, Ankara'min  th pibefine

Havuzun ki keyisimu biribirine
baglivan ¢ mafsalls beton kénri-
nfin bagndayz. Biyiik képzil ade
biraz ssafimuzdadir. Bu képri ve
¥argmndaid ada fle parks birioiri-
ge baglamakiad:riar,

(Ulus, 26.3.1942, p.2)
185

Bir képriialt:

iaha k¥prillerden, Cin ve Vene-
dikk kprillerinden gegerex g
bahgesizde dolagacak, hir yepil
dehliziz: 8blir  bagincaki  mizik,
k@gkinde rubumuzy doyuracagiz,



Bugine kader, bircok ansiende=
0 bin Bdan kbileri=t Genctk Pz
oprakma algtirmis tohmuvor. Oz
ses $0R ronma ba rakam latk B o
acak, biylece pask yan yarIR oo
nanlasris bulunacalktis,

Spaatkar bahice mtmani M -!
ana, Geaglfk Parkmis en son semt
chsteren plinmda, afaclar e fic
resk wullanimisurs saniar bodur a-
faclandir, yesilier -bOrGk agaclan
gisterts, mavi renkler de casmlar e
Kullansirmagtr.

Bodur afaclame birkac ceridint
sayaymm ma? Frenk Gximleri Zihah-
rler, japoa ayvalan, larmmm 2D

Park yalnlz gezmh EEEEE

n’ﬂl Mristealer, ssn saliseelsr, citler

: P l Gernycr musoncz, yalsz  aZacla-
: I l i rm aflan  hile, msunm  Raralinde
Z‘_._F . bir gerinlfk  yaratmaga, cifesierie

taptaze bir hava doldurmzafa you-

o P .
yoc.
. Iste wize dirkac ¢a bUySk Afac a

Dradd O{-ta Anddolu'dd yei’ige RIS S

pmur, ifde. akasya. akcaafac, aties

3 agaclarl da gorebllecegaz :_

‘Faknf. parkn en thtlsamh kBse

.
r——- Yazan ° —_—

Kemal Leki GEN(OSMAN

leei. sliphe yok KL camlklas
olacakur, Dia sapms b2
mr parcast olan bu anzitte, Fa-
s semyesl] btr cemzet havasy gedl-
recek olan camiarm da.  srmdides

X afaclas, Dzt sk sut ayakles -
alunda citirdivan  kumiu, eca.
kil ince ve cas yollasa ge- .

ler, sedlr camlary ﬂﬂm u:nl.n_"l.. e
Expracam, sancam Jazmlcam. Halepca-
'E“E* v Dolges camt. her cesft man. sor

kecerier—
Y ers Kiarm ghii : .

z : o iaT-
lkaplais dentizieraen wede bis, 1A 2 S 7 Bk g ggvier, porsuk caman ardsct
Guk ve buyuk havuziama Kengros ¥ : oy ;? Bucgline kadar, bitta ©tu saydifim
akaaakur. Sallam sofuiiesin ve ka-§g ;Wx ¥ XS P I SS clnslenden afaclar yeslerme yerles

S L, A x : PrE %S eertints bulunuyoriar;  ve pack U

vakiann sucaki Ravalleslal giiiece B

daha uzam:s gorecefiz,

| Fakat gbll siz, yalewz kiclik dal-
sackiann ellvolesiift  sakin DX S 4

(nxsl sanmaymiz: hayir, iste EaTyie

sl mumt hatlariyle merdana c=etT
34 ancek benoz bitmia giziyle baim
 yoruz. Daha yamiacak bir Reyll b
Ja rmumasn ealzan futalas, KSeuk  car. Para, plaimz  vadettid  som
sarpller, yoru motorieny; iomi bevaz axp - ; Sl scxiine getirmex igint, Nafie Veial-

o g y o : i % 55 uﬁ-ﬂmnwhleﬂuze"ﬁeu-
; mustir ve park. buglnkl naityie ga-
ips cok bir ar kovamni andiryor.
Bio bir cesit ankfnszhix ictode
parian yerink! eon sekline dofrw: i

@l nabrre @raraik. volla yurnyostar.

Genclik pamximin pasiyl, boZiasn
Ba esla hascetindern, sucdan ve afac.
tan acuoustir. Hayaun da s, bu
8a tlsemda defd mu?

yeo-
M ve taptaze bir gevi, advle b
Uke genc bif nut, @&odisl ve caxh
bir nayst getires genglik pana, yal
:nu blr efleace satam olc:aktan birf
bayll uzakir. Ona gex's Diinastyle,
b Kilslirpark da diyebllisdie, Fakat
m.-:mu.—wen bu gizel esericl €K
‘mﬂm ve gOvenditt genclile itmet
Ve ammagan exmege husust b ehe-f
‘Miyet verTRUFRC,
! Anadolynum  ortasindart  buf
igeaciik paricnda, her iy plnit za-

Parian. yapt olarak peie plyBk is-

§imd! daha_ cok
afaclandirma 153 Gzerinde ﬁh.ll‘.:n«lk
{eadsr, Bunda gaye ackir: paria o
\ssanler, orta Anadolu topragméa
etison yarh ve yetlgeblles sabape
or cosit agmclan. burada, T
Jerup goreceniercir, Boylece park. o
Anadolwaun  Dir “s8ag mOzesl

man, 50 bin fidan yetismis olocalk: s A A
wr, Bu. bir ofman demeils. hem de o : Frashim @5 lemyacaklr.

oyiesine bir ommas it oazz yollasme = d  glye paran pek Kisa zamanda a
da lar, DT yetisebt acafy ghzel seklin dexoronu r=ne

iarn, sabomen, her i
JSea agac yeoli ve ¥ en inde dofas

sint, kGme kime £3:3p, thmga- o
S«&m& ¢ woran Bir cam daltnin yamndan gél ve "Ankare’nin siloeti mex ve kugulan seyreimek icin ek
% ctclmmtvoestiz.

Figure 3.44 Headline news about Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 29.3.1942, p.2)
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! Ankara'mn biy3k bir fhtiyacinr kacplamak Grere yaprlas Yaa bu sicak gﬁn:,mir-_ﬂ'de sehrin bilyik l'm; :h::‘-la: lg-de-hm_
Sienglik Parki havuzu Ankara'ntn orrasinda bic den lq_-:?:- d: ;:ﬁ::lcmk yaplmast wsarlanmis olan adaam, plaj ha-
zarast yaratmakradir. Vakia heniiz parkin biitiin tesis P Lararl Ba maksada iki sydanberi ¢a-

mal gdilm:diﬁ-'iﬁﬂ -'u mll L{mil“‘- o dikilmis ve | lrplmakm ve plijin tesisleri ikmal edilmekl«lir.'Bu tefislcrj
. s 2 p e
pastan | anmis agaglara defl, calarn arasindan, bic de- | a;n 15 inde sona erecekse de birkag i“ﬂ de l‘d‘“‘ :ﬂ': ol
semyesil sl ::’den “\l\'\lﬂ, deniz basretiyle yacza  igini | o ve sair noksanlant ikmal icin pegecektir. 0“‘ an :
niz manzarass arze - | oz ylomelere ve kiirek, yelken gezlemelerine zplacafin |
seke geke, bakmakes ve ber gln mbisrzhikia padan aqima

Genglik Park: 19
mayista aciliyor

260 dandmliik bir sahaya
kurulan parka 60.000 agac dikildi

Arksra'nin en glzel kSgelerinden
’ biri halinde yiikselen Genglik Parka
8nfimiadeki 19 Mayista aqiliyor. Ger~
¢l Parkin, pianda cizilmis olan biitfin
teferruati tamamlanmis degildir. Fa-
kat Park daha simdiden, yaz ginle.
rinde genls su hasretini  doyurmak
lein uzaklara cekilmive mecbur ka -
lan Ankara halkiin, bu hasretin|
..dindirebilecek hale gelmistir.

280 dénlimilix bir saha Gzerinde
vicuda getirilmis olan Park'a bugi -
ne kadar 60 binden fazla aga¢ dikil-
migtir. Bu afaclar, daha eimdiden
Parkin dért bir etrahim cevreliven
yollata  gblge verecek haldedirler.
Agaglar, miitehassislar tarafindan se-
¢limis. dikilmis ve bu isler yapilirken
bahcenin estetix slizell.kivle berader,
safik bakimindan degerieri de d@ «
sindlmiistir.

Bifindifi Gizere Park'in senis ha -
vuzlarina Baraj suyu getirilecek gol.
lerde kavikla gezip dolasmak da ka-
bil olacaktir.

Parkin son hazirhklanmin da bit-
mek tzere bulunmas vesllesiyle diin
sehrimizdeki mazeteciler Park: dolag-
iura caginimislardir. Nafia Vekalety
Fen Hevet Mudurid B. Remz tara -

, . findan ou glzel eser ve lerde alaca-
Camlarla'bezengn Genglik Parkindan bir gérjinis. i seidl haklanda jzahat verilmigtir,

Figure 3.45 Headline news about Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 8.5.1943, p.1)
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i Bagvekilimiz Genglik Parkinin agilis toreninde
kordeldy: kesiyor

- Ankara Genglik
" Parki diin actldi

( Bay 1 inci sayfada ) .
kii Gl. Ali Fuat Cebesoy, Ti-
caret Vekili B, Celal Sait Si-
ren, Miistakil Grup Reis Ve-
‘kili Istznbul mebusu B, Ali
. Rana Tarhan, Mcbusiar, Gene-
! . o @ . ralier, biiyik Devlet memuria-
Kurdelew Ba;YBklllmll kesfi r1 ve kalabalik bir halk kistlesi

Arkasa Gengiik Packi  diis bulunmugtur.
'saat 16 da agilmigiss. AGma ookl B. §ikri Saragofln
‘tgreninde Biyik Millet Mecli- ping yurda ornek olmasim
isi Reisi B. Abdultalik Renda. gijedigi bu giizel escri meyde-

|Bagvexil B. §iiksi Saracogiu.
| Dahilive Vekili B. Recep Pe-
iker, Maarif Vekili B. Hasan

na getirenlere tegekkiir ederek
parki agnug ve Naiia Vekili B,
Sirry Day Biiyiik Millet Mec-

iAli Yicel, Nafia Vekili B. Sur-
:rn Day, lktisat Vekili B. Fuat grkadaglarina ve diger davesii-
, Sirmen, Sthhat Vekili DT jere tirene geie! vermelesinden
Hulasi Alatag. GBmsBk ve In- golayi tegekkiir  ederck  sdzi
‘hisarlar Vekili B. Sczat Hawri yekillik Yapi, Yol, Imar Dai-
Urlkiipld. Ziraat Vekili B. §ev- roqi Reisi B. Muammer Cévug
glu, Mircakalat Ve- oslu'va birakmustr,

lisi Reisine, Bagvexile Vekil

--- = B. Muammer Gavugoflu par
“kn kapisi dnitne konulan kiis-
siye gclerck Basschre hall ve
gengligin faydalanadilecefi ye
% ni bir gezinti ve spor yeri ke
i zandirmak yolunda biivitklesi-
mizin gosterdikleri aldka ve
yardimlara tesckkiir etmis. par-
kin yapiligi, vaziyeti ve gele-
ckte alacafi gekil {izerinde
maliimat vermistir.

Bundan sonra, davetliler pas.
3k ve igindeki tesisleri gez.
dmisler, biiviik havuzda bulunzs
“velkenli kawviklar, mot8rier wve
 sandallarla  dolagan  genglert
$sevretmislerdir.

|\ Park diinden itibaren umu.

o] agilaugtir,
% ma agiiaug ) |

-

NG

f Genglik ParRe'mun ag

Figure 3.46 Headline news of the opening ceremony.
(Ulus, 20.5.1943, pp.1,3)
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After the establishment of the park, its landscape and the
great pool was very much appreéiated by the citizens. In the
initial years, the social activities realized in the park were
often published in newspapers on the front pages. One of the
islands in the pool was arranged as a beach. Thus, the
passionate desire for the sea in the hot climate of Ankara
subsided. Sailing, rowing, swimming were fashionable
activities. The Republican leaders encouraged sports,
organized swimming, rowing and sailing competitions in the
pool. The realization of water sports competitions at the center
of the city was in fact a very impressive representation of the

ideals of the new regime.

In its early years Genglik Parki constituted a significant
recreation center in all seasons. In summer time, besides water
sports, musical entertainments at the ‘Gencglik Parki Gazinosu’
became popular particularly for the jazz lovers. Of course, this
active life in the park went on with different activities also in
winter time. Ice-skating on the frozen pool was one of the most
popular wintertime activity. Ulus published a photograph of
young people and children ice-skating on the frozen pool on
27.12.1943:1. The article emphasizes the enjoyment of the
skating young sportsmen and their spectators. (Fig. 3.47)

Gencosman in another article “Ankara from the Air" in
Ulus (28.4.1944:1,2) publishes the aerial photographs of
Ankara and Genglik Parki and mentions the park as being the
most beautiful place in the city. Three months later, young
people swimming in the pool were the headline news in Ulus
(26.6.1944). (Fig. 3.48)
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| Gendik Parkunin
donan havuzunda

diin palen yapildi

| - Diin Genglik Parks havuzunda patinaj yapan gengler

2 Son ginlerde gchrimizde havalar
sofuk fakat aydinbk gegmektedir.
. Sofufza ragmen giinesli havada yi-
jrilmek Ankarahlarin baghiea zevkini
!lcekll ediyor. Diin de hava gok gil-
‘zeldl. Birgok Ankaraldar Cankaya
{yoluna, Dikmen’s ylrilyige gikmug-
lardy *
! Sporcu gencligin  bir kisa da
.Genglik Parkinda toplanmigti, Park-
ta havuz sofukiann tesiriyle dondu-
fu I¢in Wizerinl Kalin bir buz tabakas:
jkap! sti.. Bundan faydal geng-
:fer genly buz sahasi {zerinde paten-
le kayiyorlards. Diinkil pazar saba-
himn baghea effiencesini  bu tegkl!
etmigtl. Kayanlar, kaymafa ¢aligan-
‘lar, Kayarken dlsgenler pek coktu.
Kayanlar Radar, scylreller de negell
\bir glin gegiriyordu.

Genglik Parki sade yaz giinlerin
‘de serinleticl, dinlendiricl, su sporla-

7na milsait glizel bir kége olmakila
-iknhlnamakl& Ankara'ya kg sporlan
‘'ve eflencesl de temin etmektedir,

Figure 3.47 Ice-skating in Genglik Parki.

(Ulus, 27.12.1943, p.1)
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Figure 3.48 Swimming in the Genglik Parki pool.
(Ulus, 26.6.1944, p.1)

On 29.6.1944 in its first page, Ulus announces the
opening of the Genglik Parki pool to the public. Thus the park
would meet the most important need of the citizens in hot
summer days. On the same page sailing young women are
given in the photograph. (Fig.3.49) On 7.7.1944:1 Ulus has
published the photograph of small children sun-bathing on the
Genglik Parki beach. (Fig.3.50) On 10.7.1944:1, an article
published in Ulus mentions the significance of the location of
the park in the city center for the benefit of all citizens and the
swimming and sailing people in the park. The arguments are
supported by photos. (Fig.3.51) In another news in Ulus dated
18.7.1944:1, the sports women, training in swimming and
athleticism in the 19 Mayis Stadium, come to Genglik Parki for

training in rowing on certain days of the week. (Fig. 3.52)
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On 30" August the Triumph Day, swimming and rowing
competitions were organized in Genglik Parki and were
realized in front of a crowd of spectators. The same day Mrs.
iné6nt honored the park and sailed with a motor in the pool.
The news about the competitions and Mrs. inénu were
published in newspapers with photographs in the following
days. It is interesting that although the pool was not an
Olympic pool with its dimensions and form, it was used for

competitions by placing culverts in the pool. (Figs. 3.53, 3.54)

This should have raised public interest. Since two weeks
later on 18.9.1944, Ulus announces the swimming, rowing and
sailing competitions realized in Genglik Parki with photos on
the first page. (Fig.3.55) As it was the case the year before,
Ulus produced photos of the ice-skators on the pool on
19.12.1945:1. (Fig. 3.56) The same article also announces the
opening of an ice-skating ground at the back of the Marathon

Tower.

After 1945, the news and photographs about Genglik
Parki are no more on the front pages with photographs. None
the less one mostly sees announcement of casinos established
in the park. On 16.6.1946:6 Ulus announces a jazz concert at
‘Genglik Parki Gazinosu’. In the following days such

announcements were again in the news. (Fig. 3.57)

In 1948, the Municipality took over the responsibility of
Genglik Parki and made the cadastre. In the next decade with
the changing social practices in the city and with the

commercial mentality of the Municipality, the socio-cultural
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environment of the park changed and new social meanings

were produced.

Until the end of the 1940s, this original landscape of the
park did not change. Through those years the park became the
symbol of Ankara and Turkey such that it was represented on
the Turkish Lira. Also, its pictures were printed on the stamps,

and on post cards.

The establishment of Genglik Parki was all in all, a
radical change in the daily life of the citizens. One of the most
important points about the establishment of Genglik Parki
which affected the daily life in the city was the significance of
its location in the city center, between the old and the new city.
Connecting the two different city sections and uniting them
instead of separating, the park became a space of social
interaction where several encounters occur. Daily trajectories
of the citizens thus changed and began to encounter around
the new social experience in the park. In that sense, the park
became a “locale” for the constitution of a new routine and
acted as an activity bundle in the center of the city. Within this
conceptual framework the possible impact of the park in the
city center can be observed on a hypothetical map showing the
daily trajectories of the citizens after the establishment of
Genglik Parki. (Fig.3.58) The diagrammatic representation of
daily time-space paths of individuals indicates that with the
establishment of Genglik Parki, a new social formation in the
city center, the daily trajectories of individuals change on
workdays as well as on weekends since the citizens could find
the opportunity to use the park close to their work place and

residences.
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Genclik Park:
viizme havuzu
'halka acihyor

Genglik Parkin-
dak yilzme havu-
zu bugiinden Iti-
haren halka acila-
caktir. Yazin bu
mcak  glnlerinde
bilyik bir Ihtiya-
o kargiliyacak o-
lan bu havuzdan
bugilnden it baren
herkesitn  faydaia-
nabllecefin) se-
vincle  ogrendik
Yanda: Genglik
Parkinda gezen
bir bayan. agaf-
da. sandal gezinti.
2l yapan Ankara.
hlar  gbrillmekte-
dir.

Figure 3.49 Genglik Parki pool opens to public.
(Ulus, 29.6.1944, p.1)
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Figure 3.50 Children on the Genglik Parki beach.
(Ulus, 7.7.1944, p.1)
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Genglik  Parkt
sehrin  ortasin-
da olmas1 ve
her tarafa ya-
kin  bulunmast
dolayrsiyle hal-
kwm bityilk rag-
bet- gdstermege
bagladsgh  bir
gezinti yeri ol-
‘mugtur. Yukar-

Figure 3.51 Leisure on a Sunday in Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 10.7.1944, p.1)
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| Parkinda .
19 Mays
Stadyomunda..
-yllzme ve at-
‘letizm | galiy-
malar: yapan'-’
| bayanlar haf-
U tann beETli

Figure 3.52 Training sports women in Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 18.7.1944, p.1)
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Genclik Parkinda -yapilan miisabakalara _git resim

Ditn Genglik: Parknda yapilan yisme e Kirek yanglarsma igtirak eden - A T
. i i e ek i 2 gt St ot

Figure 3.53 Swimming and rowing competitions in Genglik Parki
on 30" August the Triumph Day.
(Ulus, 31.8.1944, p.8)
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Figure 3.54 Swimming and rowing competitions in Genglik Parki
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on 30" August the Triumph Day.
(Ulus, 31.8.1944, p.8)
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Figure 3.55 Water sports in Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 18.9.1944, pp.1,2)
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BUZ USTUNDE KAYANIAR

Figure 3.56 Ice-skating in Genglik Parki.
(Ulus, 19.12.1945, p.1)
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Figure 3.57 Announcements of ‘Genglik Parki Gazinosu'.
(Ulus, 16.6.1946, p.6, 18.6.1946, p.6)
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Figure 3.58 The possible impact of Genglik Parki on the daily
life paths of individuals. (Re-drawn according to
Hagerstrand’s time-space model)

3.2.2 Genglik Parki Between the Years 1950-1960

The two decades of single party rule in Turkish politics
ended in the late 1940s. With the establishment of the
Democratic Party, transition to a multi-party system came in
1946, and took power in 1950. After this, important changes in
Turkish politics and social life took b|ace. Even though the
Turkish Republic kept out of the 2" World War, the war years
were a period of inflation, hardships and tight governmental
control. Once the war was over, Ataturk’s program of

modernization was resumed. (Holod, and Evin, 1984:6)
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By the end of the war, the long years of German influence
gave way to the more liberal American influence as in the other
countries of post-war Europe. The centralized power of the
State was loosened slightly by the government, as the result of
an expanding economy shaped by foreign aid and inflation. The
following decade witnessed a partial liberalization of the
national economy together with the rapid development of
industry, established through private and foreign capital
investments. (Yavuz, 1986:279) Thus, a new consumption

society developed paralleled with changing life styles.

Ankara, as the capital city whose population had reached
300.000 by the 1950, confronted a great deal of building
activity to meet the extraordinary demand for housing and other
public services as a result of migration from Anatolia. This
migration had a profound effect on the urban texture. As a
result of these demographic and social changes in the
population, the urban environment changed. Hence, to meet
the changing needs of the new consumption society and the
increasing population the socio-cultural environment of the

park has changed.

Since the end of the rule of the single party period, there
was no more a dominant Republican ideology dictating and
propagating the ideal recreational life to the society in order to
create the modern Turkish citizen. The multi-party period was
the first period of democratization of the society which initiated
the development of a new interpretation of populism. As Tekeli

declares,
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The earlier motto, “in spite of the people, for the people,”
justified by the goal of modernization during the single-
party regime, was now replaced by a populist approach
seemingly respectful of people’s choices and anti-
bureaucratic sentiments. (Tekeli, 1984:24)

Thus, as an influence of these social, political and
cultural changes in the society, a new recreational life was
developed. Hence, the social and spatial environment of the
park began to shape with new social meanings. Towards the
mid 1950’s restaurants, buffets, and musical entertainment
places began to appear in the park. In 1952, a Lunapark was
inserted to Genglik Parki to the great appreciation of citizens
after the example of an Italian company that had visited the
previous year. In 1956, an exhibition was started in the park
under the name of “Ankara Today” where two and a half million
people participated. In 1957, two small entertainment trains
were put in service for the visitors for sightseeing at the park,
initiated by the TCDD administration.

In fact, the establishment of the Ankara Exhibition was a
radical change in the history of Genglik Parki. The meanings
reproduced in the social practice changed the representational
space, the codes. Thus new social meanings emerged within
the changing social practice and spatiality of the park. The
park was no more used for the competitions of water sports; the
use of the pool and the use of the landscape had changed.
Now, the codes were different; the park became an
entertainment place with new establishments, such as the

Lunapark, restaurants, gazinos, cafes, open air theater, a mini
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golf club, etc. The users of the park were now the users of

these establishments in the park.

Towards the end of the 50s, although the park was
intended to be used for winter sports, this was not realized.
However, the exhibition was re-established in 1958. Finally, in
1959 a new revision plan prepared by the Planning Council
legitimized the changes in the spatial environment and thus the

new social meaning of the park.

One of the most significant development of the 50s was
the establishment of an airport in the city. Thus, the Main
Station began to lose its significance for the city as the single
door opening to the world. This change in the meaning of the
Station also changed the meaning of the park. So, towards the
end of the 50s, the park had a different social meaning in the
city life. It was no more the first place to welcome the
newcomers to the city, but it was a place of entertainment and
commercial activities with new codes of recreation. However, in
spite of the changing social meanings and practices, the park
was still the most significant public place in the urban

environment in the 50’s.

In 1956, the ‘Ankara Exhibition’ that lasted up until
1.11.1958, was established at Genglik Parki by the Municipality
Exhibition and Tourism Directory (Belediye Sergi ve Turizm
Amirligi). (Fig.3.59) For the arrangements of the exhibition the
park was closed for four days. After the opening of the
exhibition by the Municipality the entrance fee for the park was
made 25krs. The manager of the Lunapark because of the

park’'s being closed for those days and because of the high
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rate of entrance fees wanted to cancel his contract. This
disagreement between the Lunapark and Municipality makes a
headline news in Ulus dated 15.5.1956:2.

19 Hiays - 19 Eylal

Atatiirk Miizesi — Atatiirk e ait tarihi hatiralar,
Cocuk Bahgesi — Kukla, karagéz, ¢esitli oyunlar,
Gisek Sergisi — En nédide gicekler teshir ve safigt,
Luna Park — Yenl tesislerle cesiili eglenceler, .. .55
Agtk Havo Tiyafrosu - Tiyatro, konser ve spor femdslﬂﬂl
'Gol Gazinosu - Haw:wn orlasmda dansve ufrakslyﬂﬂ- \

R ,x_ B

Minyatiir Golf — MI“I Oyunlur = semaverli ;uyhancb'
— Sandal ve Motor Gozintileri — Renkli Su oyunlul’l
: cur§| ve Biifelor... :

M ‘Kiigiilk Herkes Kgm
- Dimlendiﬁcx ve_ fEngglle.ndiri

TS

NEZIH-‘BIR PARK

' * .“ XL TN ;h"ﬂg.

Figure 3.59 Announcement of the ‘Ankara Exhibition’.
(Ulus, 22.7.1956, p.4)

On 19.5.1956:4 Ulus announces the opening of the
“Ankara Exhibition”. An article by Aygetin Tulgar suggests that,
140 shops, 27 buffets and a market, one open air theater,
another theater called the ‘People’s Theater’ for a 300

audience, a club for 200 children, two coffee-houses, a mini
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golf club, a library, and an Atatiurk Museum were established
for the exhibition. For the theater performances a contract was
signed with ismail DUmbilli and his group. Also, a casino and
a dancing platform swimming in the pool was established on
the island. No less than ten additional rowboats and a motor-
boat were brought to the pool. Several spouts of water and

projectors for the lighting of the pool at nights were added.

The main reason for the realization of these
arrangements and the exhibition by the Municipality was
economical. The other reason was to meet the entertainment

requirements of the increasing population.

Ulus published several announcements about the
exhibition and the performances to be realized in the open air
theater. The cultural activities arranged in the park were
appreciated by citizens and thus promoted by the Municipality.
The news in Ulus on 2.8.1956:2 was interesting. The
Municipality forbade alcoholic drinks in the casinos and
increased the rents in the park, in spite of the oppositions

raised by the managers of the establishments. (Fig.3.60)

On 14.8.1956:6, Ulus has published an interview with the
users of the mini golf club, from which is surmised that the park
brings vitality and movement to the city life particularly
providing a colorful night life with its establishments such as
the mini golf club. (Fig. 3.61)

On 31.10. 1956 the “Ankara Exhibition” was closed with a
ceremony. The Municipality then sought to initiate other
activities in the park for wintertime. On 25.9.1956:2, Ulus
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announces the realization of winter sports at the park for which
the necessary equipment would be provided by the

Municipality. However, it was not realized.

Ankarasergisindeki
gazinocularin durumu

Belediyenin raki ve votkayr menetmesi
lizerine gazinolar miisterilerini kaybetti

" Ankara Beledlyesloin i zin] geretleri 70 kurustan taliakkek ef .
evvel aldir bir hararla  Genclik| tirilmeye baglanmiy ve elekerik Hf
Parianda bulunan Ankara Sergl- | lovati da 13 korug olarak vaad e
sindekl sckds gazice  sabibl coX| dilmigken 24 kurugan alinmaye
mitgkiil bir vaziyette kalmulardir. | pastanmigtir.

Delediye, Park'taki gazinolarin| Gazino sahipleri ba dnrum kare
rakt ve votka satmalarini mea et- | gmnda ne yapscaklanmi sagpirmeg-
mig, bu scbeple de sarinolar mis | lardie, Beledire Baskampa ve Va
terilerinin biylik bir kismint kay-| 1 Muavinine miiracant eden gazi
betmislerdir. Aynea Sergl aqlitc| no sahiplerine sabir tavsize edil-
ken ewnals metresl beg Lurostan| mistir,

v kiraya verilen arsalamm ayhk kira

Figure 3.60 News about the ‘Ankara Exhibition’.
(Ulus, 2.8.1956, p.2)

At the beginning of 1958, the characteristic “Ankara
Exhibition” was re-established at the park. To make the
exhibition more attractive, the Municipality initiated a planning
process and asked for the agreement of the Planning Council.
In a letter dated 3.12.1957, the Mayor informed the Planning
Council about the commission composed of specialists from the
Municipality, from the Directorate of Water Works; Bulent
Yildirim (Director of the Exhibition), the Planning Council;
Melih Aroymak (ms. architect) and the Directory of Garden
Works (Bahgeler Amirligi); Bilal Eron (ms. landscape architect)
would prepare the preliminary project and the activity report by
20.12.1957. The commission would meet at Genglik Parki every
day. The necessary technical equipment and draftsmen would

be provided on behalf of the Planning Council and the
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documents by the Water Works and the Authority of Garden
Works.

On 12.12.1957 the revision of the plan was finished and
the preliminary project in scale:1/1000 submitted to the
Municipality Committee. On 18.1.1958, the Director of the
Exhibition asked the permission of the Planning Council to
approve the site plan showing the existing edifices and the

ones under construction.

The revised site plan covering both the existing buildings
and the ones to be constructed in the park area was approved
in the meeting of the Planning Council on 18.4.1958 with
decision no. 5336 to inform the Municipality Exhibition and
Tourism Directorate and to be immediately realized. New

policies were developed for the revised site plan.

After the “Ankara Exhibition” ended on 1.11.1958, the
Municipality decided the demolition of temporary structures
built without an architectural plan. Thus, the park regain its
recreative character. The same commission was asked to
prepare a report for the park indicating the architectural
program of the buildings to be constructed. The program
prepared by the commission under the supervision of the
Municipality Exhibition and Tourism Directory was submitted to
the Planning Council on 22.1.1959 and the examination and

approval of the revised project was asked for.

The revised project emphasized the recreation of the
citizens in a calm atmosphere. New “passive” recreation areas

were planned and the existing ones were renewed. Instead of
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the demolished sixteen undesirable restaurant buildings, only
two modern restaurants were planned in the park. Also, one
patisserie and instead of the demolished twenty insufficient
buffets, twelve regular buffets, and again instead of the
demolished theater and the ‘Camliksenar Gazinosu’, a
‘People’s Theater’ with an architectural plan and having
aesthetical values would be constructed. In the next meeting of
the Planning Council on 30.1.1959, the Council took decision

no.82 to approve the proposed plan. (Fig. 3.62)

Thus, aesthetical values and visual quality of landscape
gained importance. Under the condition of maintenance of the
passive recreation and picnic areas in cleanliness and order
arrangement of new recreation areas in the park were
approved. The construction works begun on March in 1959.
However, on 27.3.1959, with the decision of the Planning
Council (decision no.251) the sites of these projects were
changed in the approved site plan in order to preserve the
trees and landscaping of the park during the construction

process.

In a subsequent deliberation the Planning Council
approved the construction of the proposed bridge for vehicles
to connect the ‘G6/ Gazinosu' on the larger island to the park
on 24.4.1959 (decision no.309). It was emphasized that the
proposed concrete bridge should not modify the shape of the
pool. (Fig. 3.63)

In May 1959, the details of buffets were prepared in order
to start the construction process. On 5.9.1959 the Tourism and

Exhibition Directory demanded from the Planning Council to

210



give approval to the proposal of an oriental music hall ‘Saz
Bahgesi’, two ‘kebab’ houses, and eight exhibition buffets. The
Planning Council accepted this demand in a meeting on
11.9.1959, with decision no.767.

In the same year, from July util December, the most
popular subject in the documents of the Council was a musical
restaurant, 'Yildiz Gazinosu'. Most of the communication was
about a proposal for an annex, which was refused by the
Planning Council in December, as being against the approved

site plan of the park.

In 1959, although permission for new establishments was
granted, additions to existing buildings were strictly refused.
After the 60’s the Planning Council had often been obliged to
struggle against the attempts to enlarge the existing buildings,

and to demolish the illegally built ones.

The 1950s ended with an unprecedented volume of
building activity; the often hackless industrial investments
became partly responsible for the great budget deficits and the
economic troubles in the country. The inflationary policies of
the government accelerated the development of the
consumption society and led to massive investment in housing

and land by individuals.
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Figure 3.62 The approved revision plan of Genglik Parki (1959).
-(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)

213



L AN = A AV TS
/ (SR B R I .
R - L enntmts MLELAEYUZ -
| g o nomaiteduy LW e/see 13
T vaee 27 . 2. aser)

Figure 3.63 The proposed bridge for the casino in Genglik
Parki. (Greater Ankara Municipality Planning
Council)
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3.2.3 Genglik Parki Between the Years 1960-1970

The 1960s began with a more liberal atmosphere after the
military intervention of 1960. The new Constitution of the
nation mainly concentrated on social issues, democracy and
promised a better system of equal rights. Following this, a
series of social reforms which allowed a broader freedom of
expression to the people with an uninhibited display of
creativity in the arts and publications was on the way to change
the social and political life. The 60s were the years with a
growing problem of unemployment and enlarged population in

the rapidly growing cities.

The new Constitution also established bureaucratic and
economic mechanisms. After ten years of chaotic
liberalism, a planned economy was again adopted.
Consequently, economic, social and spatial planning
concepts were introduced. The objectives were rapid
industrialization of the country and a more equitable
distribution of income. (Yucel, 1984:120)

One of the most significant effects of the new
Constitution was the establishment of State Planning
Organization which had flourished a new concept of planning in
the country. Thus, a radical change in planning decisions,

policies and regulations was initiated.

This institution was established with the idea that
scientific development planning could be achieved
outside the realm of politics. Planning helped the social
sciences to acquire the status of positive sciences, which
could then be used in formulating policies and orienting
activities. (Tekeli, 1984:27)
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So, the change in bureaucracy, planned economy and
planning concepts were the most significant policies developed
in that period. The result was the development and diffusion of
social consciousness. (Tekeli, 1884) The immediate reflection

of these changes thus be observed in the urban environment.

A following influential result was the rapid urbanization of
big cities and a rapid change in cultural and social values. The
consumption society which began to form in the 50s, limited to
a privileged elite, was now more widespread in the society. The
introduction of new consumer goods, such as television,
electrical goods and cars as the products of newly developed
industries also changed the lifestyles. Particularly, cars were
becoming an inseparable part of the new urban life. The
increase in this consumption would have a profound effect on

the urban texture in the following years.

A significant reflection of these changes in Genglik Parki
started with the investigation of the park due to the recent
revision plan. A control of the revisions and new arrangements

in the park thus began.

As an inevitable result of the increasing consumption in
the society the number of cars in the city traffic increased. The
immediate reflection of this change in park’s environment was
the arrangements to round off the corner of the istiklal Street
to provide an easy turn for the drivers. So, a revision plan of
the side-walk at the Genglik Parki corner was prepared and
approved in 1962. The introduction of a car park area in 1965

was also a radical change in its spatial environment.
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The change of the function of G6/ Gazinosu on the big
island to a wedding hall, the organization of touristic
exhibitions, cultural conferences, cultural films and the
advertisement billboards in the park were all reflections of the
changing social practice and the changing meanings in the
60s.

With the order of the Planning Council on 10.2.1961
(no.703), the construction process of the bridge started.
However, on 10.3.1961 the construction which involved filling
the pool, was stopped, as it was controlled at the site by the
Assistant Mayor (Belediye Reis Muavini) Celal Ozek, Director
of the Planning Council, Orhan Deniz and Director of the Park
and Garden Works Bilal Eron. A new project for the bridge was

decided to be undertaken.

Besides the new buildings, on 29.4.1960, the plans of the
two proposed public toilets, was approved. On 29.6.1965,
again the project for two public toilets appropriate to the
approved site plan of the park, was approved by the
architectural office of the Technical Commission (Fen isleri

Mudariagine ait Mimari Projeler Mudurlagu).

At the end of the year, the construction of another bridge
for the Yacht Club connecting the club building with the park
was proposed. Hence the users would not reach the club
building by boats. On 9.3.1960, the Planning Council refused
the construction of the bridge. On 23.8.1960 the same proposal
was submitted to the commission and the permission of the
Planning Council was asked for. In the following meeting of the
Council, on 7.9.1960, the Council decided (decision no.593) to
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keep the island in the pool as green without damaging its
original landscape and to remove the existing unsafe bridge
with the building of the Yacht Club, considering the aesthetics
of the park. Development of this decision was a significant

result of the changing planning concepts in that period.

On 11.8.1960, (n0.39-34) Inspector Arif Tumer from the
Civil Administration of the Ministry of Interior Affairs (i§ isleri
Bakanligi Mulkiye Mdufettigligi) started an investigation about
Genglik Parki. In a letter demanding the approved site plan of
Genglik Parki from the Municipality Planning Council, he
started to investigate the buildings established since 1959. The
investigation concentrated mainly on the application of the
revision plans of the existing buildings and additions to those
buildings and the newly built establishments according to the

approved site plan.

The inspector, on 6.6.1961 repeatedly asked whether
there was a revision plan of the park and for information about
the construction of the buildings with reference to the approved
site plan. Finally, on 10.6.1961 a reply was issued to the Civil
Administration of the Ministry of Interior Affairs, to the effect
that, the approved site plan for the park dated 30.1.1959
(no.82) was later modified so as to preserve the existing trees
and the second plan was approved on 27.3.1959 (no.251). For
the other information, they advised to contact with the

Directorate of Genglik Parki.

One of the most important decisions of that year was
taken on 28.9.1960. To improve the visual quality of the park,

the Council revised the plans of the existing restaurants and
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the hygienic conditions of those establishments. On 25.2.1961,
the Assistant of the Mayor Orhan Kaleli wrote to the Planning
Council, complaining about the park'’s being out of order
because of the recently established shops, buffets, peddlers
etc., and demanded to be informed after an investigation of the

existing situation.

In 1961 the disorder caused by the advertisement
billboards constituted one of the most discussed problems. The
advertisements mostly belonging to the establishments at the
park threatened the aesthetics and order of the park. On
13.6.1961, the director of the “Genglik Parki Exhibition”, Rafet
Bora, proposed “advertisement towers” at certain places of the
park. Thus, the plan of those towers and the site plan showing
their locations were began. However, on 18.7.1961, since the
project was proposed by the Directorate of Genglik Parki, the
Planning Council did not undertake this project and demanded
the Directorate to submit the preliminary drawings to the

Council.

In 1964, the advertisement billboards were again on the
agenda. Those at the entrance of the park were replaced by
arrangements of flowers with decision n0.6223 dated 3.7.1964.
However, on the same day the Directory of Genglik Parki
proposed to place advertisements on the two sides of the
bridge connecting the Island tea-house and garden to the park,
in order to hide the ugly construction of the bridge and
generate revenues for the Municipality. The proposal was
discussed considering eventual returns to the Municipality and
its effects on the aesthetics of the park. However, it was
refused on 26.12.1964 (n0.8182/64), and the demolition of tea-
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house on the island was decided and the “island” was kept as

green.

In the 60s, Genglik Parki was taken up as an example in
the design of several parks. For instance we see that, the
Municipality of Konya, requested the plans of Genglik Parki
from the Planning Council to be a reference to the ‘Culture
Park’ which would be realized at Konya (18.10.1961). On
3.11.1961, the Director of the Planning Council Orhan Deniz
gave the order of sending one copy of the site plan to Konya.
On 8.9.1962, the Ministry of Education demanded the plans,
details and information about the management of Genclik Parki
from the Planning Council to be given to a French architect
Bernard Michau who had appreciated Genglik Parki and wanted
to use the documents in the plan of a park in Mulhouse. Only
one plan in scale:1/1000 was sent to Bernard Michau on
2.11.1962. On 13.10.1961, the Directorate of Building Control
(Yapi Kontrol Muduarlaga) submitted a report to the Planning
Council pertaining to the establishments controlled on behalf of
the directorate. The illegal constructions that were not realized
according to building norms and regulations and the ones
which spoilt the aesthetics and order of the park with their
unhygienic conditions were to be identified. On 14.11.1961 the
Director of the Planning Council demanded that the Directorate
of Building Control start the necessary official work and issue
charges for breach of contracts between commercial

establishments and the Municipality.

On 12.12.1961, the Technical Commission of the Ankara
Municipality (Ankara Belediye Reisli§i Fen isleri Madurlagu)

informed the Planning Council about the report of the General
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Directorate of the Public Security and Traffic, dated 25.11.1961
(no.12610) demanding to round off the corner of the istiklal
Street to provide an easy turn for the drivers. To make the
necessary revisions, the site plan of that part of the park was
demanded from the Council. On 6.2.1962, the revision plan of
the side-walk at the Genglik Parkl corner was prepared and on
30.3.1962 with decision no.285, the revision plan was approved

by the Council.

On 3.6.1963, the Municipality prepared the project of an
open air theater to be constructed at Genglik Parki and
submitted it to the Technical Commission. (Fig. 3.64) However,
the project was not realized. But one of the most important

developments in park’s history took place one year later.

in the beginning of 1964, an architectural project
competition was planned for Genglik Parki. But later on, the
Council realized that it would require a large budget. The
Director of the Planning Council Orhan Deniz advised the
Municipality on 5.3.1964 to cancel the competition considering
the financial load it would impose on the Municipality. He
proposed to make the necessary revisions to beautify the park
and to cure the unhygienic conditions, according to the
approved site plan of 1959. Nevertheless, if the Municipality
was intent to realize a competition, he proposed to make
changes at certain points in the specifications such that the
establishments should be only one story High; the incesu
Stream could be covered and new establishments could be
planned on that area; the walls surrounding the park to be

transparent ironwork over a base of 0.50cm. solid wall. Finally,
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he declared the necessity of the approval of the specifications
by the Chamber of Architects.

Subsequent archive documents show that the
architectural competition for the park was canceled.
Municipality started construction work in accordance to the
approved site plan of 1959 with the aim of creating the original
landscape. Probably, with this aim, a control of the
appropriateness of the existing establishments to the approved
plan of Gencglik Parki and improvement of the park were the
main subject matter of the communicated official letters in
1965. Most commercial establishments had illegal additions to
existing structures in that year. In a memorandum dated
18.12.1965 the Director of the Planning Council declared that
all illegal establishments inappropriate to the approved site

plan were to be demolished.

Nonetheless, the Planning Council decided that the need
for a car park area was urgent. On 19.1.1965, the oriental
music hall at the back of the children’s playground was
transformed for this purpose. However, considering the Gé/
Gazinosu that would be used as a wedding hall and considering
the entrance of the traffic to the park area from the door next to
the wholesale bazaar, another car park area had to be
investigated. The proposal was given to the Planning Council
on 29.1.1965 by the Director of Genglik Parki Hamdi inal with
an additional report and plan. On 5.3.1965 with decision
no.145, the plan of a car parking area and the revision plan of
the park was approved by the Council after a survey on the
site. (Fig. 3.65)
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In 1966, buffets to be constructed at the station of the
miniature train and the improvement of the existing buffets
were discussed. On 13.4.1966 to initiate a new activity at the
park, a touristic exhibition was decided to be realized by the
Council (decision no.3319). The area between the old Tekel
buffet and the golf ground was’reserved as a touristic

exhibition place for the Bulgarian Embassy.

On 14.6.1966 with the demand of the Ministry of
Education to exhibit their publications, to show cultural films,
and to organize cultural conferences, the relaxation place on
the left side of the cascading pool was decided to be organized

for this purpose.

On 6.6.1966 EGO (Electric-Gas and Bus Management
Department) demanded to build an administration and control
center at the park entrance on listiklal Street. This demand was
refused in the meeting of the Council dated 23.1.1967 with
decision no.31, considering the possibility of its disturbing the
park. The Council proposed its construction outside the park

area.

On 25.8.1969 the Direction of Real Estate and
Expropriation (Emlak [stimlak Mudurlaga) demanded from the
Municipality to give permission for the construction of a
building to be rented by the Assembly of Canary Lovers on the
land near the Mini Golf Club. On 5.9.1969 permission was
granted by the Council.
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Figure 3.64 Plan and sections of the proposed Open Air
Theater in Genglik Parki.(Greater Ankara
Municipality Planning Council)
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3.2.4 Genglik Parki From the 1970s Onwards

The political and social disorders of the 1970s such as
the student riots, political assassinations were the results of
the social reforms of the 60s as well as being a reflection of
the social movements developed in the rest of the world in the
same period. The 70s ended with another military intervention
of September 12, 1980.

One the most significant changes in the course of social
life was the start of the broadcasting of the first TV channel in
the early years of the 70s. The introduction of this information
technology was in fact, a radical change in the intellectual and
cultural contexts bringing a news network from the country and
from abroad into peoples home. The reflection of this in the
public sphere was an inevitable decrease of social interaction
in public spaces. This was effective also on public parks.
However, since public parks meant interaction with nature as
well as social interaction their meaning for the citizens did not

entirely diminish.

However, the social and political unrest in the country
was a threat to the safety of Genglik Parkit in the 70s. In those
days the park had often witnessed the quarrel of young radical
groups. The user profile of the park thus changed. However,
the establishment of tea-houses, buffets and restaurants were

again realized.

On 11.3.1975 a new revision plan of Genglik Parki in

scale: 1/1000 was approved by the Planning Council with
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decision no.169. The new revision plan included several tea-
houses with their open air terraces, buffets, and restaurants
which inevitably changed the original landscape. (Figs. 3.66,
3.67)

In 1980 a problem about the cadastre of a parcel in the
park area was on discussion. The parcel which was registered
to the Governor General of Ankara (Ankara Vilayeti), the
General Directorate of Physical Education (Beden Terbiyesi
Genel Mudurlaga) and to the Municipality, was reserved as car
parking area with the organization of the Municipality Planning
Council on 26.1.1981.

The commercial mentality of the Municipality was still
effective in the 80s. Cumhuriyet dated 12.2.1981:4 announces
the ‘1% Ankara Cheap Dressing Fair'’ (1. Ankara Ucuz Giyim
Fuari) to be realized between 15 February - 15 March in
Genglik Parki. The Mayor Suleyman Onder, who initiated the
project in Ankara, wanted to make it a continuous, traditional
activity. This is a good example to illustrate the changing

socio-cultural environment and user profiles in the park.

After the military intervention in the beginning of the 80s,
the Turkish Armed Forces gained political power and
established domination over industry, science, arts and culture.
With this official ideology, norms and values of the social
system changed. Nationalism came to the fore. Particularly in
1981, for the celebrations for the “100™ Year of Ataturk’s

Birth”, cultural norms and values gained in importance.
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The first such attempt of the government was to develop
the “Ataturk Cultural Center” project. Genglik Parki was
included in the area of the Ataturk Cultural Center. It was a
challenge to re-capture its unique social meaning and cultural
identity. Some arrangements to that effect began at the park,

due to the suggestions of the National Committee.

On 23.4.1981 with law number 2450, paragraph 3,
Genglik Parki was included in the area of the Ataturk Cultural
Center. (Fig. 3.68) The celebrations of the “ 100" Year of
Ataturk’s Birth” and the establishment of the “Atatirk Cultural
Center” initiated a cultural activity which would also include the
first urban park of the capital. A challenge to recapture the
initial social meaning and cultural identity of Genglik Parki and
to preserve its identity as a symbol of the capital Ankara and

modern Turkey became once again a concern.

Another important decision in 1981 was the permission
given to the soldiers for entering the park. In fact, this
permission was a radical change in the social structure of the
park. After the permission, particularly on weekends and on
vacations, the park would become overcrowded. This decision
should have affected the rate of utilization of the park by the
upper classes. However, the wedding ceremonies realized at

the wedding hall were still popular for all.

The fourth gathering of the National Committee (Milli
Komite) was held on 28.12.1988, attended by the Council of
Ministers and the Mayor and presided by the President Kenan
Evren. The decisions reached were a new attempt of the

Government to recapture the significance and cultural identity
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of the park. Accepting the general principles of the site plan of
Genglik Parki as the 3" District (11l. Bélge) in the area devoted
as the Atatlirk Cultural Center in scale:1/1000, the committee
proposed some changes in the details of the plan. (Fig.3.69)
All the promenades in the park area were decided to be
broadened and secondary pathways to be increased in number.
The existing Lunapark was to be demolished and in its place,
which was approximately 3.500sq.m., an educational
entertainment park, like a science fiction playground | for
children, was to be planned according to the proposal of the
Ministry of Culture and Tourism. The newly proposed open air
demonstration area at the back of the Opera Building in the

new plan was to be arranged with platforms.

The buildings that did not merit conservation were to be
demolished and new functions were to be given to those
buildings to be conserved. Within the direction of the decisions
of the National Committee and considering their suggestions
the Greater Ankara Municipality would prepare the
development plan of the park in scale:1/1000, under the control
of a sub-committee. The sub-committee would constitute a
“Project Control Group” to control the implementation of the
development plan in scale: 1/1000, rearrangement of the park
entrances, and the issues such as diminishing the size of the
pool, construction of the promenades and other changes. The
following decisions of the National Committee were mainly
about the cultural activities to be realized in the other districts
of the Ataturk Cultural Center.
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Figure 3.66 Site plan of Genclik Parki in 19786.
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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Figure 3.67 Revision plan of Genclik Park: in 1976.
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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Towards the mid 80s, Turkey entered an era of liberalism.
The social effects of this liberal-economic system was the
changing life style patterns of the society and the development
of new images with new architectural programmes to meet the
needs of the changing liberal society. Also, with the developing
communication and information possibilities Turkey became a
part of the pluralistic western society. Thus, a significant
aspect of the pluralistic world, which is the concept of Post-
Modernism, affected both the architectural and the socio-
cultural environment. Despite that, with the changes in
political, economic and social structure, the 80s carry a
significant importance both in history and in the urban history

of Turkey.

To meet the needs of the new consumer society, the
development of large trade centers, shopping malls, five star
hotels and high-street patterns like Tunalihilmi and Cankaya
Streets in Ankara are important examples for the changing
living patterns in the urban context. Moreover, the development
of new housing environments in the suburbs, particularly for
high income groups initiated a new urban life style with its own
social environment, urban greens, sports centers, and even

shopping malls.

Thus, a new public life developed in the suburbs and also
in the city center. The concept of leisure time and recreation
joined with the concept of shopping and developed a new
concept of public sphere. As symbols of this new concept, new
shopping malls, trade centers and shopping streets were

developed and became the most utilized and preferred public
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places in the city. The introduction of new cafes, bar-galleries
and the pools of five star hotels in the city were also

alternative popular public places. (Figs. 3.70)

So, in the 80s modernization reshaped public spaces and
thus the public culture. Thus, with the changing concept of
public space the social meaning of parks changed. Particularly,
the high income society, who met their recreational needs in
their private gardens in the suburbs, did not prefer to use the
urban parks. So, the development of new urban quarters
decreased the rate of utilization of Genglik Parki by the higher

income society.

In the 80s, ‘environmental consciousness’ and ‘ecology’
were being discussed in the world. The reflections of this
environmentalist discourse in Turkey was the development of
the urban consciousness in the cities. The municipalities began
to organize competitions for wurban renewal projects,
environmental design and culture based architectural
conceptual projects. These projects created new images in the
urban context and developed a historical urban space concept
in the cities. The ‘Altinpark’ project of Ankara Municipality,
‘Yenikapi Culture and Amusement Park’ project by Istanbul
Municipality, ‘inéna Park’ project or ‘Culture and Amusement
Park’ projects of Adana Municipality or ‘Culture Park’ project of
Bursa Municipality can be cited as examples which created new

images and opened new vistas in the urban scale.

At the end of the decade, the new interest of the
municipalities wishing to display their political power began to

change the urban landscape. Development of new parks,
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pedestrian streets, and plazas were all for the show of the
municipalities toward more votes. The newspapers often

announced the opening of a district park in the city.

New large parks like Altinpark and Seymenler constituted
important elements of the urban environment. Particularly,
Seymenler Parki decreased the attractiveness of Genclik Parki
by the users of higher income society who had stayed in the

center city.

However, Genglik Parki with its significant location, scale
and landscape was still the most densely used park in the city
in the 1980s. In a research realized by the Ankara Planning
Bureau (A.N.P.B.) (Ankara Nazim Plan Burosu) in 1985, it was
indicated that, Geng¢lik Parki was used by 65% of the
households in the city. Also, the same research indicates that
the park was attractive mostly for the low-middle income group
(75%).(Altaban, 1985)

By now, ‘culture’ had become more of an instrument of
the municipalities. In the summer of 1989, a cultural movement
was initiated in the parks by the Municipalities. Cumhuriyet
dated 7.7.1989:6 with the headline “The Cultural Attacks on
Parks” announces that, from the 13" July onwards musical
shows and signature days would be realized in the parks. The
efforts that make people “feel free as if they are in their own
garden” were initiated by the Greater Ankara Municipality. To
realize this end, the music groups or symphonic orchestras

would perform in the parks.
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Figure 3.70 Alternative public places in Ankara
(Cumhuriyet, 24.4.1989, p.6, 27.4.1989, p.8)
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The reflections of this cultural attack in Genglik Parki was
the establishment of an open air cinema and the performances
realized in the open air theater. The engagement of cultural
activities initiated a new social practice in the park. However,
the decrease in the quality of the establishments; casinos,
bars, restaurants, and cafes, and their users changed the

park’'s environment.

After 1989, in the newspapers only the news about the
Luna Park and the performances to be realized in the theater
were published. Cumhuriyet dated 3.5.1989:6 mentions the
entertainment grounds in Luna Park and gives the list of their
charges and the entrance fee to Genglik Parki which is 100TL.
Cumhuriyet dated 1.8.1989:6 and Hdarriyet dated 1.8.1989:13
inform the citizens about a fire in the ‘Fear Tunnel’ which

destroyed some pavilions in the Lunapark.

The pleasure of rowing is still the unique entertainment of
the citizens of Ankara which can be experienced nowhere else
in the city center. On 9.6.1989:10 the Cumhuriyet Collection
has published a photograph showing the row-boats and people
rowing in the pool with the headline “Fun With the Row-Boats”.

Other news about Genglik Parki in the same year were
about the performances of the ‘People’s Theater’ in the open
air theater in the park. Cumhuriyet dated 23.1989:6 gives
information about the performance called “Devr-i Tonton”
which was a criticism of the Government. The article indicates
that, especially, Government office workers and blue-collar

workers appreciated this performance. Another performance,
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called “Deliler Bosandi” by Aziz Nesin was also appreciated

and got published in the newspapers.

On 2.8.1989:6 Cumhuriyet announced an open air cinema
performance to be realized at the open air theater in the park
for ten days, free of charge, as a revival of the tradition of the
open air cinema which was left in the memories of the citizens
from years before. On the other hand, it was a new experience
for the young under twenty five. The excitement that open air
cinema caused and the appreciation of the citizens were
reflected in the news in the following days. In fact these
performances were a few cultural activities which had been
totally abandoned as the park became invaded with gazinos,

bars, pavilions and the Lunapark.

The 90s was a period of rapid urbanization. The changes
in the public culture and urban public spaces constituted new
routines in the society. A new public life developed in the
suburbs with shopping malls, restaurants, markets, and cafes.
This shift in public’s attention to new public spaces, however,
has not entirely decreased the vitality of urban parks, still
engaged in the realization of several cultural and social

activities, such as concerts, fireworks, performances, etc.

In 1997 Ankara had a population of 3.600.000 people
(Harriyet, 7.2.1998:7). Genglik Parki which was designed as an
urban park for 123.000 people in the late 30s now serves three
and a half million people. In the establishment years of Genglik
Parki the number radios in Ankara was only 6766. (Ulus,
15.1.1939:8) Today, approximately forty-five television

channels are broadcasting in the country. This wide range of
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communication possibilities inevitably changes the meaning of
public sphere and social interaction. In Genglik Parki case,
although the social practice and the spatial characteristics of
the park as well as its social meaning have changed, today it is
still the most densely used park in Ankara. (Beler, 1993:145-
146) Also, it is one of the landmarks in the urban environment,
and one of the symbolic aspects of the capital city. (Figs.3.71,
3.72, 3.73, 3.74)

In spite of its high rate of utilization in the 90s, the park
does not constitute a safe and comfortable environment for
ordinary citizens. There is an increase in the crime rate when
compared to the previous years. Street children and the
unemployed who have made the park their safe haven create a
potential for crime. Approximately 200 children live at the park
sleep under the bridge and bath in the pool. Some of them are
addicted to alcohol and narcotics. (Atauz, 1990:22) Most users
are disturbed by the street children because of their habits of
stealing and non conventional misbehavior. (Atauz, 1990,
Uludag, 1997)

The decision of the Municipality to abolish toll collection
at park gates in 1990 also influenced this change in the social
structure of the park. Although some arrangements were done
to improve facilities and landscape of the park, they were not
major radical changes. As a result of this decay in the socio-
cultural status of the park, the increase in the crime rate and
decrease in the level of socio-cultural and socio-economic user
profiles, the middle and high income families start to keep

away from the park.

240



(uoa8||09 lepjeoues jepap)
'S06 8} Ul 13jied Y1jdus9

LL'€ @inbi4

241



Figure 3.72 Genglik Parki in the 90s.
(Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.142)
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Figure 3.73 Genglik Parki in the 90s.
(Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.141)

Figure 3.74 Genglik Parki in the 90s.
(Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.141)
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On 7.9.1990 the Planning Council initiated the project for
the entrances to the Genglik Parki to improve and make them
convenient for Ankara and Genglik Parki. On 15.11.1990 the
president of the Planning Council, Raci Bademli, informed the
Municipality Directorate of Social Services (Ankara Buylk
Sehir Belediyesi Sosyal Hizmetler Daire Baskanligi) that the
project of re-designing the entrances to Genglik Parki would be
handled within the framework of the architectural competition
announced as “Beautiful Ankara City Structure” (Gizel Ankara
Kent Omurgasi). Nevertheless, the project would be evaluated
by considering the concepts accepted for the Atatlrk Cultural

Center planning attitudes.

On 13.9.1990 the Ministry of Culture demanded from the
Greater Ankara Municipality to reconstruct the exterior walls of
Genglik Parki which were recently demolished by the
Municipality, without the permission and approval of the
National Committee. Since Genglik Parki was included in the
Ataturk Cultural Center Area, for all the changes the agreement
of the National Committee had to be asked for. So, this
destruction had to be immediately stopped and the work of
reconstruction had to be started. Also, in the letter, the
Ministry of Culture demanded from the Municipality to be
informed about all kinds of construction, destruction,

establishment or renting.

The reply was given to the Ministry of Culture on
26.11.1990 by the president of the Planning Council Raci
Bademli. The letter informed the Ministry that the surrounding
walls in Genglik Parki area were not destroyed, but only the

entrance doors and the railings furnished over the walls were
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removed and the entrances were let free of charge. This
decision of the Municipality produced a radical change in the
social structure and status of the users and safety conditions
of the park, resulting in a change in the matrix of use of the

park.

On 29.1.1991 the Greater Ankara Municipality Directorate
of Real Estate Expropriation and Management (Emlak istimiak
ve isletmeler Daire Baskanli§i) demanded from the Mayor to
constitute a commission to control the establishments, since
they extended their facilities out of the permitted area given to
their use. On 30.1.1991 the concerned letter was sent to the
Planning Council; on 15.2.1991 this commission completed the
investigation and submitted the drawing concerning those

establishments to the Planning Council.

On 22.1.1992 the Directorate of the Park and Garden
Works informed the Planning Council that they were going to
start the improvement project for Genglik Parki with
infrastructure works. The reply was given to the Directorate of
Parks and Garden Works by the Planning Council on 2.3.1992
informing that there was not any approved plan belonging to
Genglik Parki as the 3™ District in the Ataturk Cultural Center.
The only plan representing the whole area defined as the
Ataturk Cultural Center in scale:1/2000 would be revised and
submitted to the concerns of the National Committee. After the
approved plan of Genglik Parki was obtained, the infrastructure
project would be prepared according to that approved plan.
Thus the works for the improvement of the park would be
continued without creating a large financial burden for the

Municipality.

245



On 18.3.1992 the Directorate of Parks and Garden Works
informed the Mayor about their intentions to improve the park.
They decided to make some permanent changes to reserve the
surrounding area of the lake as a promenade and in that sense
to move the establishments 3m. away from the lake. The
proposed improvement plan was approved by the Planning
Council on 11.5.1992 indicating that to remove the
establishments around the lake and leave that area for public
use was the proposal of the National Committee in the meeting
dated 28.12.1988. So, until the implementation of the prepared
development plan, this proposed improvement plan could be
realized. (Fig.3.75)

On 27.4.1992 again a commission was established to
make the necessary measurements and to control the illegal
establishments and extensions of buildings out of the permitted
area. The measurements of the commission were completed

and submitted to the Planning Council on 9.6.1992.

On 3.9.1997 the Technical Commission demanded from
the Planning Council with letter no0.3475 to make the
measurements of the pool at Genglik Parki. On 23.9.1997 the
reply was given to the Directorate of the Management and
Participation (isletme ve Iistirakler Daire Bagkanliyi) by
President of the Planning Council, Faruk Erciyes, to the effect
that the measurements were taken from the air-maps prepared
by the General Directorate of Ankara Water and Sewerage
Works (Ankara Su ve Kanalizasyon idaresi Genel Mudurluga)
in scale:1/1000. The pool was measured as 4422sqm. and it

was understood that there was not any change on the exterior
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dimensions of the pool between the years 1987 and 1995.
(Figs.3.76, 3.77)

To understand the existing social practices in the park
and to understand the formation of social meanings and
cultural norms in the park in the urban context of 1996, a
survey research was carried out and the social and cultural
context of Genglik Parki was evaluated by means of a
questionnaire. (Uludag, 1997) The data indicates that the park
mostly attracts the low and low-middie status groups coming
from the north, north-east and north-west sectors of the city,
namely citizens from the districts of Yenimahalle and Mamak.
(Fig. 3.78)

The same research also indicates the behavior patterns
of the users in the park. (Fig.3.79) During day-time people
usually prefer to take a rest or have a walk around the pool.
The most crowded places are the sitting places, involving
passive outdoor recreation. Then come the playground for
children and refreshment areas and restaurants.(Fig.3.80)
Picnic areas are usually full at the week-ends particularly in
summer time. At night time, the park has a very different
identity; its day time calmness is all gone. The park changes
predominantly its quiet character and is transformed as an
entertainment center with casinos, restaurants and Lunapark.
The users of the night life have a different socio-cultural
background. Thus, the social practices change, and as a result,
new social relationships appear in the changing socio-cultural

environment of the park at night time.
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The establishment of Metro station in Genglik Parki will
have probably a positive impact on the park. (Fig.3.81) It may
act as a tool to re-vitalize the activity structure of the park and

initiate new social routines.

3.3 Concluding Comments

In this part of the study the social construction of
meaning of Genclik Parki is evaluated by re-constructing the
events within the socio-cultural context of different periods.
Thus, writing the history of Genglik Parki is an inquiry into
normative ideals and actual history, searching for the.social
conditions for a rational critical debate about public issues in
Turkey. It focuses upon the Republican Period and aims to
reach beyond the realities of this history to recover the initial

meaning of the park.

The research illustrates the conditions which influenced
the rise of the park. When the young Turkish government
initiated the planning and building of the new capital-Ankara,
the incentives were Republican ideals and nationalistic goals.
The Modernization Movement began with a series of reforms by
Mustafa Kemal Atatirk and extended to cultural, intellectual,
and therefore, architectural spheres, created the new image of

the modern capital city-Ankara.

There was the necessity to prove that this new national
expression was as modern and as universal as the principles of
the Modernization Movement. As a result, the design of a

public park at the heart of the city in a westernized style would
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certainly create the necessary social environment for the

citizens of the capital city of the new Turkish Republic.

However, the codes of a new social environment were not
extant in the society. The ideology of the new regime gave
reference to a modern urban life whose codes were not extant
before. The Republican leaders had to establish these codes
for the constitution of the modern society. The construction of
new government buildings, the changes in dressing, etc., were
the codes for the constitution of the modern society. The
Republican leaders introduced first a series of new codes for
society and then intervened in the realm of social reproduction,
such as, parks, housing environments, etc. So, a new concept
of social space and social experience were developed. The
park thus was not established to meet a socio-cultural need in
the civil society, but as a tool to stimulate that need by itself. It
follows that, it was one of the most important public places
constituted in the Republican era to change the social life in

the urban environment.

Thus, Genglik Parki was established as an agency of the
Republican ideology and has sustained its symbolic meaning
up to very recent times. In that sense, the initial social
meaning of the park is important for representing the

Republican ideals and national ideology of the period.

With the establishment of Genglik Parki, the modern
Turkish citizens experienced new processes of recreation and
socialization in a public space. Thus the park acted as a school
for new social relations, socialization and culturally

unprecedented social experiences. In that sense, it is important
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and unique for the constitution of a modern urban society in
Ankara. Therefore, it was not planned and realized to meet the
local recreation requirements. It was designed to constitute an
unprecedented activity bundle in the daily trajectories of
modern city dwellers. Both, the social and spatial interaction
was new for the citizens in the shared environment of the park.
Especially, for a traditional society who used to go to mesira
grounds and sit on the grass, this was a new experience to sit
on banks in an environment shared by both the male and

female society.

However, with the changing social practices its initial
social meaning changed. We have also seen that through out
the period of rapid urbanization, the social, cultural and
ideological changes had non negligible impact on the socio-
spatial environment of the park. In other words, the changes in
the social and the spatial structure of the city shaped not only
the park environment but also, the behavior of the users. Thus,
the changing social meaning of the park is hidden in the social
context of that period. (Figs.3.82 - 3.96)
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Figure 3.75 The proposed landscape plan of Genglik Parki.
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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Figure 3.76 Genglik Parki aerial view in the 1980s.
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EXISTING ACTIVITY STRUCTURE

AND BEHAVIOUR MAPPING OF

Figure 3.79 Existing activity structure and behavior mapping of

Genglik Parki. (Uludag, 1997)
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Figure 3.80 Existing buffets, tea-houses and restaurants in
Genglik Parki.
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Figure 3.82 Genglik Parki in Ankara City Plan after the 40s.
(Greater Ankara Municipality Planning Council)
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Figure 3.83 Genglik Parki in the 40s
(Sagdig, O., Bir Zamanlar Ankara, p.105)
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Figure 3.84 Genglik Parki in the 60s.
(Turkey)
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Figure 3.85 Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)

Figure 3.86 Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.87 Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)

Figure 3.88 Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.89 Playground area in Genglik Parki.
(October, 1997) (Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.90 A view from the island. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.91 Gengclik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)

Figure 3.92 Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.93 Metro Station in Genglik Parki
(October, 1997) (Photograph by the author)
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Figure 3.94 Visitors in Genglik Parki. (October, 1997)
(Photograph by the author) :

265



CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION

In this study the social construction of meaning in a
landscaped environment, that is Genglik Parki in Ankara, is
evaluated with reference to a conceptual framework which
emphasizes structure-agency and space-time relations as
fundamental to the production and re-production of social life.
Although production of a landscaped environment is an actual
work, it possesses a meaningful identity only if its production is
through a genuine socio-cultural process. Thus, it has a social
meaning which is embedded in the social context it emerges
from, and hence, it has the ability to survive parallel to the

socio-cultural changes in this process.

Emphasizing that all social interaction is situated within
time-space boundaries, the production of social space can not
be constituted apart from time-space context. This research
examines the relationship between social practices in the
changing socio-cultural environment and their implication on
the spatial structure within the theoretical framework of
structuration theory. This 