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ABSTRACT

AN ASSESSMENT ON CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES IN BURSA,
FOCUSING ON CONSERVATION COUNCIL DECISIONS
1955- 2012

takéceée, Sermin
PHhD., in RestoratiorDepartment oArchitecture
Supervisor :Prof. DrNer i man kahin G¢-han
September 2013852 pages

Theoretical, legal and organizational processes in conservation have been
widely studied by scholarsplwever, conservain activities-such as listing
procedures and applied conservation plan together with restoration projects
in Turkey are poorly documented and published. There are not enough
inventories of any kind and literature, suctpasodicals on conservation and
restoration work, remain mostly inadequate in defining the practical processes
of architectural and urban conservatidmis lack of information makes it
difficult to evaluate restoration projects and determine their shortcomings
from which lessons couldeldearned.

Among numerous historic towns in Turkey, Bursa comes out as a town where
conscious decisions were made to preserve its cultural heritage sirtbe mid
of the19" centuy, while being inhabited sin@ century BC and becoming

the first capital ity of Ottoman Empire. Gvernors, mayors and variolegal
institutions emerge as having a sustained positive influence of conservation

decisions. However, as yet, neither a holistic research nor an interpretation
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exists concerning the conservation acigtand the driving forces behind

those decisions made in Bursa.

In this concept the aim 6 this research is tanalyze and evaluate
conservation decisions taken by the Conservation Councils (GEEAYK,
TKTVKYK and BKTVKBK) and their applications in the histic town of
Bursg since 1955 Thereby, chronological classification of urban
conservation activities asell as roles of changing legislations and local
authorities in applications have been studied, in order to assess the

conservation history in Bursa..

It is aimedthat the results of this dissertation will contribute to form the basis
of future proper decisions and applications for the conservation and
sustainability of cultural heritage in Bursa, as being accepted as one of the
UNESCO World Heritage &s recently

Keywords: Conservation History, Conservation Implementations,

Conservation Council 6s Deci si ons, Ot t oman
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BURSAOGDAKK KORUMA FAALKYETLERKNKN
KORUMA KURUL KARARLARI ODAKLI DEJERLEN

19551 2012

takécée, Sermin
Doktora, Rest ®@dllansiyon, Mi marl ék
TezYone i ci si : Prof. Dr. Neri man kat

Eylul 2015,452sayfa

Korumada eorik, yasal ve orgitlenesels ¢ r e - araktermacél ar
yaygén bir Kekilde -aléekeéel méxter,; anca
tesci l uygul amal aré ve koruma + mar pl &

bel gel eme ve yay éehHaasgnbmanvanterpdumeed &sjié& di r .

gi bi koruma ve restorasyon faaliyetler
ve kent sel korumanén uygul ama s¢gre-1I1er
eksi kIl i7Ji restorasyon projelerini dej

-ékarabi lmmgkt adéarl .akt é

T¢e¢rkiyebdbdeki pek-Buksgt Dsimain |l lee Kimpia-r eart ios
i1l k bakkenti ve 19. y¢zyéldan beri k¢l
al an bir Kehir ol ar ak °ne -eékmaktadeée
yoneticilervefark € kur uml ar koruma kararl ar énda
Yine de koruma faaliyetl eri ve Bursabc

bir b¢teéencgl -al ekxkma ya da yorum bul un
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Boylesi bir durumda bu araktérmanén amama tari hi Kerl
Kur ul | (6BEEAYKN EKMVKYK ve BKTVKBK) al déj & koruma karar

ve uygul smaltarnamére , anal i zi ve dejerl endi
Byl ece, Bursadda koruma faaliyetlerinin |
yapél argkzg$el dan i taitdbilanmancakison6dsene Kk or um

Uzerine odaklanarakbi r tari finin yané séra dejiken y

yerel yonetimlerin uygulamalardakiek i si ortaya koyul makadeér

Ayr égcar,akt ér madan el gakéedi zeamasadauUNESED,

Diunya Miras AbAnl ar eéndan biri olarak se-ilen Burs
s¢rdereéelebi b irl g i -1in gel ecdakt eki karar
bul unmasé ama-|l anmaktadér

Anahtar Kelimeler: Koruma TarihjK or u ma Uy gKoduraarKarula r &
Kar a,Os ma @l Burdae hr i
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Generating the timeline of conservation implementations in a historic city can
give us an idea about the variety of conservation approaches related with
changing legislations in a coupt Otherwise, it is hard to observe the relation
between legal and practical changes in time. Besides, it is also important to
evaluate the course of practice within the scope of theoretical parameters, in
order to follow the harmony between the applmasi and the written
documents. Consequently, this tripod structure formed by legal, theoretical
and practical aspects can still not be understood clearly due to the lack of
cooperation among them. Hence, it is purposed to reveal the type of
implementions,in which these three aspects work together, in order to

achieve success in heritage conservation.

On the other hand, it is hard to retrieve information about the implementations
by using only literature survey, due to the lack of publications. Additignally
there are not enough studies concerning practical process in conservation
activities, comprising restoration and rehabilitation projects. It is also hard to
measure the successes and faults of a conservation project, only by discussing
the results of apjzations on site. It is also required to understand and
evaluate the whole process of a conservation implementation, from
preparation to application. Hence, it is possible to get informed about the
reasons and requirements for preparation of a conservatigiect, by
following related decisions taken by Conservation Councils, which have been

active as decision maker for conservation activities in Turkey, since 1951.



Since collecting information about the conservation decisions and practices
in Turkey incountrywise would be a complicated study, it was decided to be
concentrated on a city scale case. In this respect, Bursa is selected as the case
of this study, as being a historic city and a pioneer in following the changes
in legal and organizational aspe of conservation issue in Turkey, since the
approval of the first national regulations. According to the literature,
restoration and repair applications have been in the agenda of Bursa, since the
midst of the 19 century. Although there are some resbas on
conservation status of historic sites in Bursa, there is still a knowledge gap
about the decision and preparation processes of conservation activities,
together with the definition of applications. Therefore, it is necessary to find
out and studyundiscovered sources informing conservation interventions
held in the historic city center of Bursa, and to identify various approaches in
following of legal and organizational changes in conservation issue of
Turkey. It is also essential to explain theyagement of local authorities and
public institutions in local attempts for conservation of cultural heritage in
Bursa, together with the driving forces behind the decisions of the

Conservation Councils.

1.1 Aim and Subject of the Dissertation

The major an of this dissertation is to study and evaluate conservation
activities, including registration decisions and various types of
implementations, in Bursa, depending on decisions taken by the Conservation

Councils.

! These researches will be defined in following part ofditigre review, in detail.
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In line with its purpose, this thesis waieferred to be focused on previously
unstudied implementations resulted from conservation decisions taken for the
continuity of cultural heritage in Bursa. Even though the city has been
subjected to conservation activities since the middle of tHecé®ury, it is

hard to retrieve adequate written information about the applications through
literature survey. On the other hand, the decisions on restoration of
monumental buildings in Bursa started to be taken by the High Council
(GEEAYK) since 1955, jusd few years from its foundation. Keeping up with
new legal and organizational developments in Turkey makes the city
significant, while providing a collection of archival documents concerning
different phases of conservation implementations in Bursaalédspossible

to observe the effects and results of changing legislations in conservation of
cultural properties in Bursa, together with different attitudes of local

authorities in conservation field.

Accordingly, itis aimed to collect, analyse and evéuthe conservation
decisions mostly related with implementations within the historic city center
of Bursa, while depicting its conservation history from the-&# century

onwards, but focusing primarily on the last sixty years.

1.1.1. Literature Review

In order to achieve a comprehensive literature review on thesis subject, it is
required to gather the information which responses certain questions of the
dissertation. Hence, firstly, it is ask#étdht if the studies, which are concerned
only on the theoreti¢alegal and organizational procedures in conservation,
are sufficient to understand historical background of conservation issue. For
a poper answerthe conservation practices parallel with the legal and
theoretical concepts need to be investigatedsystematic manner.
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Hence, it is initially required to investigate what kind of studies has been
studied on the conservation issue in Turkey. As a result of an inclusive
literature survey, it is clearly observed that theoretical, legal and
organizational pcedures in conservation were studied by the scholars in
Turkey. WhileMadran(1997) 002) defines the regulation of conservation
decisions from Beneficiall@nzima}l Reforms to the early period of Turkish
Republic (1801 9 50) , kahin @&©009)karm outahistdricak u r u |
research on conservation measures in Turkey with respect to the legal and
organizational attempts occurred in between 1850s and B@3kdes, the
theoretical aspects of conservation are mentioned with reference to the
publicationsand articles prepared by the scholars; some of them re named as
Erder (1971) (1975)1986) Batur (1975), Okyay (1976)Madran and
Ozgonil (1999)2005) Kuban (2000)andK a y € n i @l@itdr8ty the
international and national charters defining the conceptual framework of

conservation.

Moreover, the studies on conservation history of historic towns were

reviewed for selecting the most appropriate case. There are mbay ur

studies (Aktire; Unli, 1998 ; (Kuban, 2001)including development and

transformation of different historic cities in Turkey,bucas Kst anbul ( Kuban,
(2010), (2011))(Soyge ni k ,, 2(0Ml6t)eny él de z, 2007) , Kz mir
Kayseri (Kocatlrk, 2009 Antalya (Madran 2001) Edirne (Hibri, 1996),

Antakya(Rifa oj I u, 2012), )Bvamanal977) @By &b bj L1082

2001) , ( Ak k(eomrak; 2008R(0K&p I, a (2@0P),| @00H

(2008) , Konya (Bakt ak, 1945) a@WO;Ankara (Evr e
(200D), (Tuncer,2001), (Cengizkan, 2004). However these studies are

mostly focused on formation, expansion and transformation processes of

these cities and rarely mention historical background of conservation

attempts.



On the other hand, thereeatertain theses which are focused both on urban
and conservation histories of a town / city. For instance, the dissertation
prepared byOnge (2011)js concentrated on the history of the conservation
of the cultural heritage on surrounding of Alaaddinl kil Konya, in a
chronological framework between 1869 and 2009. While the thesis covers the
conservation history of Konya in general, it is also focused on the legal
regulations and organizational developments regarding the aforementioned
area, in specificAlthough the thesis is based on hand drawn / hardcopy maps
and chronologically ordered matrixes of events in different periods of urban
history, the author criticized himself and the study for not using GIS software,

which would enable him to get much rastatistical results in a limited time.

YéIl deér e mes (o2e@plote )current and possible approaches for the
organizational framewor&f actors in the urban conservation process, on the
basis of recent legislative and social developments in Turkeystidied on
applicable models, aimed to guide the conservation principles for historic
towns, named as Gaziantep, Kukadasé an
participation of statutory authorities, sponsors, users and experts is indicated
as a requinment for an organizational framework in conservation procedure,
which makes urban conservation projects successful in responding to the
requirements of legal, financial, social and scientific credibility. The
pressures of development related with urbanteednand the scale of the
project area are found in relation with the organizational frameworks of urban

conservation projects, in her study.

On the other hand)urukan (2004)summarizes the legal and institutional
development of cultural heritage consaign in Turkey, via the decisions

taken by the Conservation Councils that are known as the decision making
authority. This dissertation also helped to present the orientation between the
Council sbo deci sions, t he conservation

conservation issue, while briefly informing about the historical background
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of legal and organizational regulations in Turkey, since the Ottoman period.

The conservation activities are classified
Apl anning picjeéctaad Mpgoacr ol o0, as a result
the decisions collected from the archive of Regional Conservation Council of

Cultural and Natural Properties in Adana. Consequently, this study is also

essential to observe the results of localizatiocoimservation decisions taken

for sustainability of cultural heritage in a historic city.

In these three dissertations, the conservation principles of one or more cities
in Turkey were studied with an emphasis on legal and organizational
regulations on relted Regional Conservation Councils, within the scope of
decisions related with conservation implementations in detail. Therefore,
each of these studies is claimed to be a guide to understand the previous
conservation works and groundwork to study on sinsubjects with more

recent methods.

There are also research articles exposing the archival documents about

conservation approaches to the cultural heritage in all around T@ksgo

((2010; (2012) r ecent | vy wr ot e t wo articles t hat
progr amo, prepared by Turkeyébés Ministry of
reveal the attention of governmental institutions on conservation of

immovable cultural properties during the Early Republican Period. He firstly

defined this program as marking tpeeliminary restoration works that are

characterized by a scientific and systematic approach in three cities of

Turkey; Ankara, Bursa and Edirne. Within this framework, he gave detailed

information about the report prepared by Bruno Taut in 1938, in todgve

his professional opinion about the restor at
Ankara and Yexi |l Tomb in Bursa, whil e inc
several monuments in Edirne. These three cases reveal the effort of the

Mi n i s tarngtional projettaimed at grounding the identity of the new

state on its historical heritage. He al so published restorati
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Edirne between 1933 and 1944, via a s
hi storical bui |l di ngthe publicerecefionnoetthe t o di s
historical heritage of the county and t he efforts of the
Soci ety i nprotediongrodrams i ansghedifed interventions

related to conservation issue.

The debates and studies on heritage conservation plannimsgtafc cities

also contribute to the literature on urban conservation issue. For instance,
Ozcan (2009)ried to define conservation and development strategies related

with the spatiefunctional setting and the institutional framework for Konya,

as oneof the historic cities in Central Anatolia. For this purpose, a sustainable
urban conservation strategy and an urban conservation matrix were prepared
toget her with the SWOT analysis and
sustainabl e pl adwithittiheeantaxbof priaris/ plannirgp a r e
and implementation processes on detailed urban design focal areas. These
methodological studies contributed to put forward sustainable conservation
strategies for the historic cities in particular. A study in simgcale was
preparebyPay ®©§ u&@ and A kregarding thg historizal pattern

at Tepebaj Region, the ol dest settl eme
together with evaluation of conservation problems and proposals in site. They

also examined the proposals foe ttonservation of aforesaid region together

with each single building in it, after documenting and analysing architectural,
physical and social aspects and problems investigated during the site survey

study.

There are also workshops and proceedings whaste focused on technical
information concerning architectural conservation implementations prepared

and applied for immovable cultural properties in Turkey. For instance, a
series of symposium, titledd Nat i onal Symposi um on

Conservation Proet s and | mpUlesahkimdri&oruma RPrejé



ve Uygul amal 3% irdforn®s nmotpolyzthye looalinstitutions but

also the community about activities in terms of conservation and

sustainability of cultural heritage, in company with differepinions of the

related experts in restoration projects. This national symposium has been

organized since 2010, in order to provide a basis for assessment and

discussion on reise projects and applications together with public awareness

in conservation ofcultural heritage. As is known to all, the course of
conservation i s c o nigstitdicdd e otf o roadtoicaumi®E ng tad g ® 9,
which are undertaken in manual methods as a result of national and traditional

conservation approaches together with techrspacifications defined by

various institutions. Hence, the printed proceedings contribute to raise the
awareness of experts about each othersd ex:

conservation field of Turkey.

In addition, the symposiums and exhibitionstthave been prepared by
Turkish team of DOCOMOMO(DOcumentation and COnservation of
Buildings, Sites and Quarters of the MOdern MOvemsinje 2004 are
another national attempt for conservation of modern architectural buildings
in Turkey. As being estalslned in 1990, International DOCOMOMO team
aimed to increase awareness in documentation and conservation of modern
architecture, design and city planning products. Besides, the Universities,
Chamber of Architects and various Architectural Periodicals haweosted

the activities organized by DOCOMOMO_tr, for the purpose of
understanding and recognizing Early Republican Period buildings, must be

documented and conserved in Turkey.

Consequently, there is still gap in the works explaining the whole ptepara

and application processes of conservation implementations in Turkey to

2 This national symposium is organized by the Chamber of Architects in Turkey, in order to
handle repair and reuse process of the historic buildings within a scientific context, differing
from the traditional approaches in consgion and enhancement of cultural heritage.
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discuss. However, the project reports attached to the decisions of the
Conservation Councils can be useful in understanding the entire course of
related conservation activities. b=, it is required to investigate the accurate

sources which contribute to discover these unknown / undefined data, without

containing any previous interpretations.

1.1.2. Research Questions and Problems

Published studies on legal and theoretical aspectsnseceation issue are
sufficient to make a general evaluation on them, whereas it is hard to
understand their effects on conservation of cultural heritage without
discovering definition of implementations. Thus, the major problem of the
academic writings irthe discipline of conservation is determined as the
deficiency in knowledge and literature about the practical process of
conservation interventions, held in historic cities. There is also lack of project
archive collecting experimental reports necessaigr a proper
implementation. Hencernistakes are still being made in selecting the
appropriate treatment that should be applied in restoration or repair of an

immovable cultural property.

There are still undiscovered sources concerning the feedbacksnigatoth

faults and successes during the application process. This lack of awareness in
experiences has caused misunderstandings and repeated mistakes in
conservation implementationdMoreover, it is hard to reach the crude/raw
data giving detailed infonation about conservation implementations without
any comment. Hence, it is askédthere is any possibility to make an
objective assessment on reasons and results of conservation
implementations, by following related conservation decisions. Additionally,
what kind of research technique(s) should be used to reach raw data

9



understand the practicing process of conservation activities is considered. It
is also required to share this pristine data, after a qualified classification on

different conservatioapplications.

Although there are some proceedings presenting the problems and solutions
defined during restoration process of a historic building, #tiis hard to
understand the integrity in conservation of buildings together with their
surrounding ar@, whi c h causes conflicts on
Correspondingly, the quality oflalistic evaluation on conservation should
provide not only the physical but also social sustainability in site scale.
Therefore, this thesis tries to find out if it is pide to read integrity in

different scales of conservation, in related with applications defined in

conservation decisions.

The scholars studying in conservation issue also need to know how frequently
the inventory studies are published, in order tortdermed about current
condition of cultural property while following the transformation on it.
Besides, Regional Conservation Councils are currently responsible for
collecting the inventory and documentary studies of a restoration project. By
this way it s possible to be aware of existence, condition and conservation

status of a cultural property, without making a site survey.

In brief, the problems caused as a result of literature survey in conservation

implementations, can be defined as;

- Lack of systemtic study and publicationszoncerning inventory

studies and conservation implementations in historic cities

- Lack of awareness and knowledge about the practicing process of
previous implementations, which causes repetition of same mistakes

in conservatiorof a historic building or area.

10
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- Lack of experiences to guess the proper methods for gathering
undiscovered data in conservation practices, which proves the need

for a model, to be used in future research studies.
Moreover, it is also aimed to find answésshe following questions as

- If there is any relation between historical background of urban
formation, transformation and conservation within the timeline of

urban history
and

- Whether it is possible to find out the reasons of permanent changes in
histoiic city centers, depending on conservation decisions on

implementations.

In addition, it is also wondered whatthe eflectof t he Counci | s
decisions related to continuation of cultural heritage are. Thus, it would be
easy to follow the mistas or the successes of conservation process in a

regulated way.

1.1.3. Case Study: City of Bursa (formerPrusa ad Olympiunp

Since the evaluation of the conservation implementations in Turkey is a
complicated study, it is required to be studied in a definedasitp case.
Hence, this study will cover the collection, analysis and evaluation of
conservation practices in Bursa, as being pieneering city to follow
various national types of conservation approachesince the middle of the

19" century.
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In order tofind out clear and systematic ways for understanding the effects of
conservation decisions on sustainability of cultural heritage, it is decided to
study on a conserved historic city of Turkey. Bursa, known as the first capital
of Ottoman Empire, is selsd as the case of this dissertation. In order to

achieve qualified and comprehensive responds to local activities in Bursa, it

is also required to ask some questions such as

- What are the cultural properties, listed and designated legally to be

conservedin Bursa?

- What are the urban conservation activities approved and applied in

Bursa?

- Who / Which institutes are the actors / key agents actively impacting
on the conservation of cultural properties in Buiséfat are the roles,
responsibilities and cap#ities of these actors in taking conservation
decisions and applying restorations in Bursa?

- What are the events/dates as breakpoints forming the conservation

history of Bursa?

- What is the conservation approach in urban planning policy of Bursa?
Is there any interaction between urban planning principles and

conservation activities in Bursa?

- Is there any conservation area subjected to a combination of different
types of conservation approaches? What about the major type(s) of
cultural properties mostly sjdrted to conservation activities? And
finally, is there any kind of implementation dominantly active within

the historic city center of Bursa?

- What causes transformation in urban character of Bursa in history? Is
there any defined threat for the consensatof cultural heritage in
Bursa?

12



Bursamaintains the urban features of an Ottoman city together with
including architectural remains in use of industrial and touristic demands for
the development of a metropolitain city, since the middle of tHec&@ury.

There are registered buildings and designated sites, comprising historical,
architectural and cultural value within unity of Bursa, sinceXHeentury

BC. On the other hand, apart from the new industrial and public buildings of
Turkish Republicameriod (since 1923 tibbresent), most of existing / intact
historic buildingg were constructed during Ottoman period{entury-

20" century),

This mult-layered character of Bursa has besehjected to common / usual
transformation movementsdated to period between the late@ntury and

the early 28 century. The changes in historic urban form started with
application of Beneficial Reform§(an z i mat ) R erbao planhire,r é
and continued with new urban development activities as a redult
Republican Period innovations. The disasters and insensible treatments
accepted in repair and restoration applications have periodically influenced

the decays and deformations in traditional tissue.

Besides, Bursa hawitnessed various types of conseation decisions

taken by the High Council, since 1955. However, repairs and restorations

of historic monuments and ancient artifacts have already started to be applied
according to new regulatiohssigned at the end of the A@entury. For

i nstance, Yeki l Mosque was recoénstruct
(Dani kmend, 1948: 40). Moreov-ased VYexi |

5These buildings are named as 6éhand buildings.
madrasas, mosques, fountains and citadel walls

4 Ancient Monuments Regulations (Asaré At i k a Ni glacsre@emend er i )
Building and Roads Codes / RegulationéEbniye Nizamnameler{j.8481882).
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as the Archeology Museum in 1927 (Madran, 1997: 77). However, traditional
houses, whichsurton ded Yexki | Compl ex, were

instead of being restored according to a proper project.

Moreover, Bursa is pioneer in conservation activities in site scale, since the

midst of the 28 century. A city plan was prepared by Luigi étato and

Emin Canpolat in 1960 (-24)s(Yumlj 20@0: a n d

7-12), in order to arrange and reconstruct initially west part of historic trade
center, that was destroyed by the fire occurred in 1958. By this plan, it is

proposed to
M conserve historic texture of Bursa,

1 excavate and reach to original foundations of ruined monuments,

in order to achieve adequate information before reconstructions,

1 restore and repair collapsed buildings in traditional form, whereas
using new constructiotechnique and material, like in reinforced

concrete.

On the other hand, conservation development plans together with street
rehabilitation projects started to be applied for arrangement of conservation
areas, since the beginning of 1980s. The conserval@mm of Tophane

District (1983) and the street rehabilitation project prepared for Kale Street
within the citadel (1985) can be given as first examples to these site scale

planned conservation practices.

Bursa is a worthyollower and practitioner of legal and organizational

regulations in Turkey, which makes its conservation policy consistent and
coherent with renewed laws. After the establishment of the High Council
(GEEAYK) as a central decision maker governmental institute in 1951, the

first conservaon decision was taken in 1955, concerning the restoration

project of Yeldéerém Bayezeéed Bezzestan

14
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the first designation decisions on natural, archaeological and urban sites of

Bursa was taken in 1978, after the declatatn of &ési ted as a
conservation areas in historic city center, by no:1710 Act accepted in 1973.

In pursuit of acceptance the requirement of regional conservation councils by

no: 2863 Act in 1983, Regional Council for the Conservation oCilieural

and Natural Properties was initially established in Bursa, in 1987, in order to

take responsibility of conservation decisions from the High Cduncil

Meanwhile, Bursa is fortunate asbserving various types of non
governmental organizations (NGO3¥ which contributes to public

participation and collective studies in conservation of cultural heritage, since

the midst of the 20 century. For instanceBursa Eski Eserleri Sevenler

D e r n(¥6) has practiced on projects for conservation in mostlglibgi

scal e, as another vol untYerelGinde@®@@s i n Bu
was founded in 1995, connected to the City Council of BuBsasg Kent

Konseyj), by the support of Metropolitan Municipality of Bursa, which was

followed by competitons andhards related with the attempts in conservation

of cul tur al heritage in Bursa. For i n:
Ottoman village in Bursa, was awarded
the EMITT0699 Awardness in 1999.

The new millenium broght certain changes in legal and organizational
aspects of conservation in Turkey, with the acceptance of new Acts dated to

2004 and 2005 As a result of these new regulations, the municipalities, the

6 After the final central decision taken by TKTVYR@ kK é nmaz K¢l t ¢ ve Tabia
Yuksek Kuruly the conservation decisions cionied to be taken bi{ st an b u | (I Nu ma |
K¢l t¢gr ve Tabi at Vafor b whidel jasrbeforeétheKirst dacisian taken r u | u
byBKTVKK(Bur sa K¢l tegr ve Tabiat V)arl988s (kldcisianéné Kor u
no: 55/ 25.06.1988).

75226/ B.07.20042863 sayeéelée K¢ltegr ve Tabiat Varl ékl e
Kanunl ar da Dejikiklik )Yapbe2laské BaAkRénAa@O4Kahn
Bel edi yesi Yasas&gpradad Tadobho7. @0XK¢(t ¢r el

Yenilenee k Korunmasé ve Yakat el ar)aR90 K05.0712606 €1 mas é |
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Ministry of Culture and Tourism, and General Direater of Pious

Foundations have taken responsibilities and authorities from related experts,

during preparation and application processes of the conservation projects for
immovable cultural properties. Meanwhildpcal services are also

incorporated by the governmental institutions, such as the Municipalities

and Special Provincial Administration. Conservation Implementation and
Inspection BureauKUDEB, Koruma Uygulama Denetleme Blirossione

of these local services and was combined with the Bursa Speaiahétal
Administration, Directorate of Development and ConstrucBru r s a K|l ¥z el
Kdar esi Kmar ve Y a pre2006.4dtsharesiresgomrsibilitye Bak kanl é]
for applying and monitoring the projects, related with simple repair and
conservation of historic buildings, which proves participation of local
authorities in Birsa. For instance, the city walls were recompleted aad th

entrances inside the Citad8altanat Gate and Fetih Gateere renovated by

the financial and organizational support of local services in the Municipality

of Osmangazi.

Consequently, it is obvies that Bursa has the potential to be studied in terms
of conservation history. However, there is a gap in literature about
conservation practices in historic buildings and areas of Bursa. Therefore, in
this dissertation, it is necessary to fill this ghp,giving information about
conservation activities via conservation decisions taken by GEEAYK and
BKTVKBK, since 1955.

B¢e¢yéekkehir Belediyesi  Kanunun)dbadl Ma.07i2605 k1 i k Yapél mas
¥zel Kdaresi Kanununda Dej5B9i1B.071260B¥lediyec | mas éna Dair
Kanunu).
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1.2 Structure of the Thesis

The thesis is composed of five chapters and their supplementary appendices.

The first chapter offers an naduction to the subject of the thesis, with the
intention of clarifying the content of the main theme. The chapter begins with
an explanation of the research aim and scopes, and continues with questions
asked to understand the problems that have emerg#ueiconservation

discipline.

Within the scope of the research, this chapter presents a literature review in
previous scholarly studies about formation, transformation and conservation
of Ottoman cities, together with investigations in proper methodesdogi

leading to:
U explanation of requirements for this study,
U definition of the casstudy area,
U propose for an appropriate methodology in this study.

By defining the aim and the methodological framework of this dissertation,
the first chapter lastly mentig the reasoning behind the selection of Bursa

as the study area and the research methodology of the thesis.

In the second chapter of the thesis, the history of urban development and
conservation activities in Bursa is described, with special emphaghseon
19" and early 20 centuries. It is composed of three parts divided according
to breakpoints in urban history of Bursa, until 1955. Within this framework,
firstly, the formation and enlargement of Bursa are defined briefly until 1862,
together with dénitions on types of buildings as describing the character of
an Ottoman city. 1862 is the date of Suphi Bey Map that is a document
explaining the whole structure of the city, before transformation activities
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applied within historic city center of BursaWesternization and
transformation in physical structure of Ottoman Bursa are explained in the
second part of this chapter, while depending on the effects of Beneficial
(Tanzima} Reforms at the end of the"18entury. Besides new road openings
and new pulic building constructions are described together with
destructions resulted in these improvement activities within the city center.
Meanwhile, it is also required to enlighten the role of Bursa, with respect to
the new conservation regulations on Ancigltnument RegulationsAéar-é

Atika Nizamnameleyi Finally, it is also planned to give information about
conservation approaches on historic monuments and artifacts in Bursa,
together with development activities dated to the early Turkish Republican
period. According to the Erature concerning conservation background of
Bursa, it is mostly concentrated on reuse of monumental buildings by the

restorations.

In short, the second chapter focuses on the historical background of urban
development and transformation of Bursa, ud@55, while containing
relation with first legal conservation regulations accepted in both Ottoman

Empire and Turkish Republic periods.

Chapter Three includes the conservation history of Bursa with reference to

Conservation Council Decisions since 198% year of the first decision

taken by Conservation Council (GEEAYK) on application of restoration

project of Yéeldérém Bezzestan in historic t
chapter begins with first organized conservation attempts, between d®55 a

1978. Secondly the preliminary attempts for conservation planning are

defined, while comprising Council s decisio
Following the second part, the conservation plans, which are approved

between 1981 and 2007, are descridedmologically in detail together with

subprojects prepared within conservation and new planning principles in

these plans. The third chapter concludes with conservation activities applied

18



recently, after new regulations in both legal and organizatisecs of
conservation issue in Turkey, since 2004. The effects of these new Acts are
observed on conservation implementations in Bursa after 2006, by the direct
participation of local authorities into new types of regeneration and

rehabilitation projects.

In brief, the third chapter begins with the first conservation decisions,
continues with first organized and planned conservation applications, and
finishes with newly added project types revealing transformed attitudes in

conservation implementations.

After giving detailed information about historical background of heritage
conservation in Bursa, the conservation implementations are evaluated under

three time periods that are defined according to urban development and
conservation activities in Bursapfn 1955 to 2014. Although the archival

study of this dissertation was done in 2012 summer holiday, this assessment

partof the thesis includes the conservation attempts until 2014, which is the

date of acceptance UNESCO membership o
the World Heritage Sites in the world. By this way, it might be possible to

explain shifting from national appaches to universal acceptances.

Hence, approximately last sixty years of conservation activities in Bursa is

evaluated under thredase as well:

15 phase 19551987
- 2"9phase 19872007
39 phase 20072014

The first thase(19551987) definedocalization in practicing following
central decisions on conservation of Bursavhile giving information about
the first restorations and repairs together with first listing decisions. This

phasealso reveals preparation process for conservation developraestipl
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addition to application of transition period new building constructions in

historic sites of the city center.

Afterwards, the approval and application processes of regulated conservation

development plans are given during the se@irabsg19872007), as starting

with the establishment of Regional Conservation Council of Cultural

Porperties and Monuments in Bursa in 1987. The quantity of conservation

development plans in Bursa makes tpimseto focus on the reasons and

results of these site scatenservation approaches. So, these plans are also

divided into two, according to the types of project areas. Accordingly, the

plans prepared for previously designated historic districts as Hanlar, Reyhan,

Kayhan, Mur adi ye, Ma k s etsrare giouwgpediinlthe and ¢eki rg
first part lasting from 1988 to 1998. Within the following years, conservation

areas surrounding registered historic monuments, such as Ordekli Bath,

decided to be designated, rehabilitated and conserved in plans. Besides, green

are@ such as K¢gltegrpark, Kent Par k &, and K¢k
Area are also planned to provide their sustainability by regulating new

building constructions in and around themselves. Hence, the planning

approach to conserving the historic areaBuifsa is divided into two equal

time sections in between 1987 and 2007.

The second Ipaseis also significant to reveal public participation in various
organizations related with conservation of cultural heritage in Bursa.
Moreover, local authorities (muripalities and any other governmental
organizations), nogovernmental organizations, voluntary institutions, and
universities are actively supported local efforts in conservation of not only
tangible but also intangible heritage in Bursa. Shortly, théntywyears pase
describeshe importance of localization and participation in conservation

of urban and rural parts of Bursa.

Finally, changes and new regulations in legal aspects of national conservation
acts are evaluated in the thpdase2007%2014),as including new types of
20



plans, projects and approaches in conservation of historic cities like Bursa.
New power given to the local authorities are mentioned together with
increasing number of regeneration and urban design projects applied in and
aroundhistoric city centers, in the last decade of its conservation history. The
reconstructions and completions approved and applied under the title of
restoration projects are also another essential part gbhlise which does

not only change the authenticiof a historic building but also prevent
sustainability in its surrounding. In brief, thigphase presents

0 me t a mo Bgeduroed &s | result of new conservation approaches.

In the light of the foregoing, it is required to make a summary with the help

of numerical groupings and assessments at the end of the forth chapter, in

order to see differentiation in types of conservation applications. These are

titl ed as 0l i sting wor ks o, 6architecHt
restorations®m, parmdhndogneampeat iemces and
This classification should depend on a common terminology which is
proposed by the scholar herself, by comparing and bringing definitions, which

were declared by national Acts used in conservation field.

Conseagently, it is aimed to understand how much Bursa is conserved or not,
from 1955 to 2014, by making discussion and evaluation of different

approaches via conservation implementations.

Chapter five is the conclusion of the thesis, focused on general asaéssm
conservation history of Bursa, while defining the values, potentials and
problems in both building and site scale conservation activities. By this way,
it is also tried to invent reasons and results for not only conservation but also
transformationattempts within historic city center of Bursa. This would be
helpful to discover the solutions to conserve landscape heritage of Bursa
together with buikup values on its geography. Besides, the recommendations
for a holistic conservation in Bursa areléoled by limitations of this
dissertation, in order to provide usability of collected and evaluated data for
21



the future studies. By this way, this study might be a guide to find ways of
proposing conservation and sustainability of whole cultural heriteBarisa,
which was nominated as a World Heritage Site by UNESCO in 2014.

1.3Research Methodology

The research methodology of this thesis is composed of three main phases:
(1) The documentation phase, including literature and archival surveys
(2) The digitizing phae, formed as a result of input of classified data
(3) The evaluation phase, depending on parameters and criteria to discuss

When the major topic of an inquiry emerges from the historical background
of conservation approaches in a historic city, it is requoestudy through a
guantitative research method. In this context, it is proposed a combination of
interpretivehistorical and casstudy research methods in order to analyze
and evaluate the conservation history of Bursa, via the implementations in
both kuilding and site scales. A holistic methodology is aimed to be prepared
in order to understand the collected conservation decisions together with all

kind of activities, such as research programs and seminers, in total.

1.3.1.Methods used in Documentatio Phase: Literature and Archival

Survey

The documentation phase of this study firstly requires a comprehensive
literature survey, including both written and visual documergsarched in

terms of urban history and conservation history of cities in Tutkgyarallel
22



to the literature survey, a systematic reading and commentary of studies is

also required in order to form the outline and the content of the thesis.

As a part of the case study, the published and unpublished works under these
two titles are Bo searched to understand the course of urban development
and conservation in Bursa. The written documents are composed of the books,
the articles published in periodical journals, the proceedings printed in the
symposium books, and the related thesidisgl The historic texts, including

the notes of travelers and researchers, are invested and evaluated as the
secondary sources of the historical research. Both old and current maps,
photographs, sketches, and plan drawings are also used to define the
archtectural characteristic and urban transformation of Bursa. These sources
are classified under three main periods, called BssO¢ t oman 6, 6 Ot t o ma
ando Tur ki s h Rwhzxhuatsd dontributed to understand breakpoints

in urban history of Turkey anBursa.

After finishing this literature survey, two tables were prepared. One of them
reveals the historical development of Bursa, while the other helps to follow
the conservation activities in Bursa chronologically. Then, these two tables
are united in oatable(Table 1.1)to discover if there is a relation or junction
point between the breakpoints of urban history and conservation history of
Bursa. The gathered information is arranged according to the historic events
and actors directly influencing themrservation implementations in Bursa.

For instance, two disasters, which were occurred in 1855 and 1958, are the
events are resulted in reconstructions and restoration of collapsed historic
buildings in the city center of Bursa. On the other hand, Govekhoret
Vefi k Paka, pl anner Lui gi Piccnat o, a
leading actors in application of conservation projects for cultural heritage in

Bursa.

Due to the lack of accuracy in literature about conservation practices, it is
aimed to retrieg the raw data from the archival study. The interpretive
23



historical research let use informed about empirical evidence from the past

from a wide variety of sources, including archival materials, together with

public and private documents. Hence, it is regpito gather infonation from

the local sources in the archives of Local Authorities (the Metropolitan

Municipality of Bursa, the Municipality of Osmangazi, and the Municipality

o f Yél der em) , t he Gener al Directorate of F
Conservation Council fo Bursa (BKTVKBK)® and Bursa Provincial

Administration and the Special Provincial Administration that possesses the

i nformation of repair wor ks done by KUDEB
Library, the Archaeology Museum, Bursa City Museum, and the private

restaation offfices are also significant for gathering the sources about

historical background of urban formation, expansion, transformation and

conservation of Bursa. Moreover, the publicatfqmepared by the scholars,

named as Hal il Ku,alEnérke, MRaad rfa nKa pKaaznéonp IBayk al
Yal man, Sedat ¢etintack, Heat h W. Lowry, Ne

St. Laurent, are searched as including both visual and written sources.

8 According to the collected data from this archival study in BKTVKK, the conservation

decisions approved by the High Council (GEEAYK) are dated between 1955 and 1984.

AfterwardsKst anbul mer kezl i Takénmaz K¢iKutulggr ve Tabiat Va
Takénmaz K¢gltegr ve TallKauwrK)VaadKlséa kalnadbrud Y g K s eNku mkau rad [éu
K¢l tegr ve Tabi at Vabedarekthe aeacigion @nakirs foricanservatianr u | u

of cultural heritage in Bursa, until the establishmenRegional Consertion Council of

Bursa(BKTVKK) in 1987.

% These publications will be given in the references at the end of the paper.
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The printed historic map% aerial photo$, sketch plan drawing$ together
with approved master plaiisand conservation development plrare also
used to visualize the collected information via Geographical Information
System (GIS), which also helps to find out morphological movement in-multi
layered character of Bursa. Asssult of digitizing and superposing the whole

knowledge in a regulated database, it would be clear to understand the

10 The printed historic maps of Bursa, dated to 1862 (Suphi Bey Map of Bursa), 1881, 1907,
and 1922, were collected from the archivaldstand scanned to be used in digital format for
mapping in ArcGIS program.

1 The aerial photos, dated to 1943, 1973, 1984, and 1997, were gathered from the archive of
General Command of Mappingi@r i t a Ge n e)lin Akkaranin tr@dentd fa@lpwéthe
development and transformation in city center of Bursa, since 1940s.

12 Following the plan drawing prepared by Carsten Niebuhr (1767), the plan drawings that
were prepared by Albert Gabriel (1930s) Kazém Baykal (1960s), and B¢
are used to see urban transformation in historic city center of Bursa.

13 The master plans of Bursa (in scale of 1/5000 and 1/1000), which are dated to 1976, 1984,
1994, 1998, and finally 2009, were takennfraghe Department of Housing and Urban
Development in Great Municipality of Bursa.

14 The Conservation Development Plans (CDPs) gathered from the Planning Office of the
Department of Housig and Urban Development dsmangazMunicipality; (1) Reyhan

Kayhani Hanlar BolgesiK o r uma A ma - | é MitadigerK oR luanraé ,Am@z2) & Kma
Plankeh(8k¢st KoMamal IAenai- | € KmacCteRli agée Béviakypar
Koruma Al anlaré Kle KenKserlm&Ei Ge lviek tDiorf md Kmar
B)Knkayak°yKdMabmb | Ama-1 &€ Kma DobRitakdy MahRlesv i zy onu,
Koruma Ama-| é& K#tinpark Kplr ama, AM&) | é Kkmar PRalra&ngé, (
Koruma Ama-1 & Kmar Pdmarepldrdn)daB vArnsaa | Me rKkmeazr P |
Meri nos LkojumeAmlaald & Kma¥r ®#élinhie, Ha h@p@mav e Cevr e s
Ama-1é& KmarnePiapa)l) asllyte 111 . UpPguleama Dinal S
Pl anéBur(sla2 )Es ki Kapl éca Kmar Pl aneé, (13) Dobur
Al anUyg @&l a maa rK@dpkr¢ kRIr t | ¢ TKiaplzénc avied ke z i Uygul an
Pl aneé.

The Conservation Development Plaf@DPs)g at her ed from t he Municipal
Q)Set hae@kmirSul t an KmaAk-Rld@gpntMmenl i kezek 3. L
Doj al SKadar tAhanfma-1 & KmariRIlyazinBmjRdayriaplytoéher ( 3)
75. Y él Mahall el eri 'l Kor Dma e dena Db alKm&i t PIAS
Hacéseyf et tkiom uvhah aAlmae 4 ié Arkara Yolu Ruzeyinllg Bolgé 5 )

Koruma AmRl-ade€iKmaé f k éekeErku k& yAima-1é& Kmar Pl ané.
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distribution of the conservation activities visually, in order to find out

periodical breakpoints and regions influenced mostly.

There arealso some limitations occurred in research phase of this study. The
accessibility to original sources is essential to make a proper archival study.
So, the archive of Regional Conservation Council of Bursa was selected and
studied during the whole site rsey. However, due to spending too much
time for scanning and organizing them before getting the data into
geographical information system in time, any other site survey to determine
and check the applicable of related conservation decisions could naéde d

Moreover, the difficulties in archival research are;

- getting permission for entering into the archive of Conservation
Council of Bursa (BKTVKBK)

- collecting & classifying the data

- using time efficiently in regulating archival documents

- reachingorignal sources ( reports, sketches, d
been attached to the document.

1.3.2. Methods used in Digitizing Phase: Classification and Input of

Collected Data

It is essential to create a holistic digital database composed of written and
visud documents collected in the documentation phase, together with
geographical features on recent plans. In the creation of the digital database,
ArcGIS ArcMap 10 software was used as the main digital tool, with supported
by AutoCAD, Microsoft Office, and Acbe Photoshop Elements 8.0.
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Before starting to enter the collected data in GIS, a database table is required
to reveal the attributes providing the classification of conservation activities

within atimeline(Table 1.2.

In addition toedhi $shét wmel eneonakrvat
presented in another table under two titles, classified according to the

i nformati on coll ected from O6Literatur
Deci sions (CD)6 gathered from the arc
timel i ne, named as O0dated in the tabl e,
there is any overlap in between these two types knowledge concerning

conservation history of Bursa. Each ro
of the activitydalophepeamgdof anlde 6¢ ylp
activityo, 6the aim of [/ the reason f

project owner/s6 and 6stakehol der/ sé6 r

As one of the inputs iffable 1.2,dypeof conservationactiviy 6 i s requi r
to be elaborated in another table including types of conservation activities and

cultural progrties together. In this tableultural properties are classified as

0historic area (HA)O®6, 6éhistoric buildi
(AR) 6, while conservation activities a
and OApplicationd. Symposi ums, docume

reports, together with conservation and registration demands are accepted as

t he OResear isitléssifipatioa.sThe appfoved ut not applied
conservation activities are presented
with the |isting decisions. Moreover,
conservation implementations prepared, approvedagptied according to
Council s6 Decisions. These two tables
of conservation activities in Bursa, which would be used in comparison with

the definitions mentioned in national and international regulations for cultural

heritage conservation.
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It is also essential to form an attribute l{gtppendix A), including the

content of the attributes, which are planned to be used as the input for

visualizing the conservation activities in Bursa, via ArcGIS program. Due to

the varation in cultural properties to be preserved, the types of city elements

ar e named as O0Hi storic Area (HA)OG, OHIi st c
OArchaeol ogi cal Remain (AR)OG, and ORoad?d,

6pol ygon & Theeysical chamctef the city is also supported by

drawing geographical object s, such as ORI
Uludaj 6, and O6Boundaries of towns and vill a
geometry.

I n addition to t hel®abdutdeaantof theytiuralg i nf or mat i ¢
properties, Ot ypes of i nterventions® exper

given under titles of YdeThacfuonodi amda, o6
proposed in restoration and rehabilitation projects, is also mentioned in the

list, in order to obswe the functional distribution of historic buildings and

sites, after practical process. Most importantly, the codification, defining the

types of conservation activities in this attribute list, is tried to be used in

previous tablesl{able 1.2andTable 1.3), in order to achieve a common point

in between both of them.

On the other hand, all of the required maps were rectified and overlapped on
a plate in GIS view, in order to display the distribution of conservation

activities on a basemap. As being thidest detailed map defining the9

%'n case of the differentiation in dimension of arcl
be selected as another option besides 6épolygond geo

161 nf ormati on about O Ndme 6a,n do LéoReeagtiisotnrba, t i @A u nScttaitoune 6

cul tural properties are grouped under title of O6i del
17Whil e 6typed, Obédated, and o6éreasond of the destruct
described, 6typebd, 0 chectt 0G ,5s 6060 wU r rtehnet csotnastewrsvéa td rmch datch

loaded according to the collected data.
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century Ottoman city of Bursa, the boundary of Suphi Bey Map (1862) is
presented as the basemap at first. However, it is mentioned that the maps of

Bursa prepared in 1908 and 1922 reveals thermal springs and nemesettle

in Cekirge, at the west of the city center. Afterwards, the Early Republican

Bursa was enlarged to the plain at north, by constructing new schools,
factories and related residences, which can be observed from airphotos and

new plan drawings of the gitTherefore, within the scope of this dissertation,

the historic city center can be drawn |
District at east, while Iimited by Mou
or KAnkaia highway (former MudanyBursaRailway route) at north

(Figure 1.1). This enlarged boundary is used as final basemap during entering

the collected data into geographical information system (GIS).
The problems occcured during Data Entry Procassbe given as

U Inaccessibility tothe right tool to use and presenting the
collected data

U Lack of harmony in use of technical progranfArcGIS &
AutoCAD & NetCAD & OGC (Open Geospatial
Consortium)) in order to reach clear results

0 Lack of knowledge in groper programwhile overlapping
visual and written sources on a common document

U Waste of time in scanning / formatting collected data and
preparing a framework for data base, before entering into
ArcGIS program

U Inaccessibility to theoriginal visual dooaments (maps,
scatches, and even letters)

U Lack of numerical informationin some digital / hardcopy
maps / plans

U Weakness of technological facilitiés transferring archival
hardcopy documents to digital ones.
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During the entering process of regulatetadato ArcGIS, the old cadastral

numbers given in conservation decisions were hardly matched with the new

ones, listed in the excel file gathered form the archieve of BKTVKBK.

Especially in registration activities, drawing the correct building parceticoul

be problem, due to this matching problem. Therefore, there caused missing

parts in analyzing maps prepared by the researcher. However, there have been

recently new studies regulated by Ministry of Culture and Tourism, which is

known asNational ImmovableCultural Heritage Inventory Syste(fescilli

K¢l ter Varl ékl aré Tas énma'? Instehduot a | Envanter
being in the beginning process, this study is aimed to contribute into the

inventorying of immovable cultural properties together with destigd

urban, natural and archaeological sites in historic cities of Turkey, like Bursa,

on a webbased GIS system for Ministry of Culture and Tourism and other

national governmental agenciggppendix B).

Consequently, the written sources, gathered frbm literature and the
Conservation Council so archieves, ar e en
information system together with the collected visual documents, in order to

exhibit and study on the conservation history of Bursa.

1.3.3.Methods used in EvaluationPhase: Visualization and Discussion
on the Results of Analysis

The research continues with analysis and evaluation of the data on gathered
conservation decisions taken by the Conservation Councils; GEEAYK and

BKTVKBK. In order to make a clear evaluatiorr foollected and presented

18 It is a centralized webased GIS system, which is capable of cissrying 10.000
protected areas (archaeological, urban or historical), 100.000 monuments and registered
historical buildings, more than 500.000 Conservation Council decisions and nearly 20 million
pages of archival documents for all provinces of Turkey (unpublished article by L.Boz,
Y. G¢l bay, H. M. Ayg¢n, E.Erdof muk, (2014)).

30



implementations on the maps, it is essential to find out the right titles or
keywords for the classification of regulated data, within the framework of
normative explanations used in both national and international regulations.
This also contributes to bring consistency to various official terms used in
legislations and related institiutions about conservation issue, and makes the
evaluation process of conservation activities in Bursa much more

understandable within the conceptloé dissertation.

As described above, the terminology problem in this study causes
misunderstanding in titles of conservation activities achieved from the related
database. Although there are publicatiSnselated with architectural
conservation attitudesnd the definitions of urban planning principles, there

is still lack of harmony in terminology used for practices and definitions
depending on national and international declarations, which also causes
linguistic gap between English and Turkish titles duser conservation
practices. Hence, it is decided to
both English and Turkish languages, in order to find out and propose a
common terminology for conservation activities within the concept of this

dissertation{Appendix C).

According to the titles defined in conservation decisions and legal definitions
gathered from literature, the common titles used for conservation activities

are named as;
1. 6 L i%% fTasaildy,

2.6 Renovation aTadlat@iTmipatébe, Repai r

¥(C1) G.B. Al thannyYAxy haN., k ¥G Ba @R@éwEesoy, (200201 1) ;

X isting includes terms of both ORegistrationo

scale.
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3.6 MainikRalk@dme

4. 6 Me as ur e-Roldve Paojesdn g

5. 6 Rest it uRastbliayonfProedgi £ c t

6. 6 Rest or a-Restrasyod Projgdie, c t

7.6 ComprehenBsael RePraamrém

8. 6 | mpl enidhytgautl iaanas Kk | er i

9. 6 Renovati on éctipénéemeUyguamayProfed o |
1006 Tr ansipNakié at i on

11.6 Expr dKmaimatl a@mn ér ma

1226 Do cuméTespadt i on

13.6 Conservati oni Kioervienhao pAmean-tl6éP Il katmar Pl ané

146 New Building Constrildtti cAl aind aDeésnidanat

YeniYp € | adk ma

15.6 Revi sed Conser vatiiRenzyorDKovumd o p me nt Pl a

Ama-1| & Kdmar Pl ane
16,6 Revision in ConseirKwatuiman ADneav d €0 Kmanmt P
Pl anée Déj i ki kIl i7Ji

176 Expanded ConservaKlameDKoelbmpmédma- PEar

Kmar &1 ané
18.6 SttRehabditation ProedtSokak Sajl ékéakt érma Projes
19.6 Mas tieNrazRRIm@erKndar Pl ané

2006 I mpl ement aryiDegel apameimaP| Bhané
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21,6 Local DevieMeovpzmein tKonPara nPIl an é
226 Manageinéghnetti @nPl ané
23.6 Parcell altPhimRar s €hdadgon Pl ané

On the other hand, some of these definitions have never been used in
conservation decisions related to cultural properties of Bursa, which caused

new definitions to be added into this list. For instance, there is not any use o

OExpanded Conservation Devel opment Pl
whereas ONew Additionsdé into the histo
Pl anso applied within historic areas

decisions. Finally, the lisif conservabn activities is revised and classified

into two sales; building and site scales

According to this grouping, the conservation activities in building scale are

classified according to the conservation decisions related with;

1. Registration of immovable tural properties

2. Architectural Conservation Implementations
2.a. Repair / Maintenance of Cultural Properties
2.b. Transportation of Historic Buildings
2.c. Excavation and Preservation of Archaeological Remains
2.d. Collapse and Reconstruction of DocutadrHistoric Buildings
2.e. Transportation of Historic Building
2.f. Restoration of Historic Buildings and Archaeological Remains
2.9. Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and Archaeological Remains

3. New Building Construction Applications
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3.a. Single Buding Design Project in Registered Parcels
3.b. New Implementary Project in Registered Parcels
3.c. New Building Constructions in Registered Parcels
3.d. New Additions attached to Historic Buildings

The conservation activities in site scale are also ¢iedsaccording to the

decisions related with;
1. Designation of historic areas
2. Conservation Activities in Planning of Historic Areas
2.a. Conservation Development Plans in historic areas

2.b. Revision of Conservation Development Plan within a defined

historic areas
2.c. Application of Conservation Decisions in Development Plans
2.d. Architectural Conservation Implementations in Site Scale
2.d.1. Street Rehabilitation Projects
2.d.2. Excavation and Preseervation in Archaeological Sites
3. New Planning Implmentations within Historic Areas
3.a. Transition Period New Building Principles

3.b. New Building Construction Principles in Conservation

Development Plan
3.c. New Building Construction Principles in Development Plan
3.d. New Public Improvements in HisimAreas

3.e. Urban Design Projects in Historic Areas
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3.f. Regulation Plans in Historic Areas and Designated Sites
3.f.1. Landscape Plans
3.f.2. Environmental Regulation Plans
3.f.3. Archaeological Park Plan

3.9. Implementary Development Plans

3.h. Development Plan Corrections and Revisions

3.i. Cadastral Plan Corrections and Revision
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Study Area
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sources used as basemap:

4 (1) 1862 map of Bursa

from archieve of SMK

(2) 2014 basic map of Bursa
from archieve of BBB
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7

Figure 1.1: Boundaries of the study area in City Center of Bursa (2014)
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Table 1.1: Table ofUrban and Conservation History of Bursa

(This table was prepared and presented for proposal presentation of this dissertation, in June 2011)

URBAN HISTORY of BURSA | CONSERVATION HISTORY of BURSA
TIMELINE EVENT VISUAL DOCUMENT ACTORs VISUAL DOCUMENT EVENT
5 | before Bithynia city of ATUSSA
c
T |sithynian Prusa (BC. Formation of 'Prusa Ad
Gl RIS Olympiom' Kral . Prusias ve Kartacal Hannibal
<
£ R&T::’:‘)a City of Baths and Monasteries Imparator Trianus and Governor Plinius Conservation of Religious Antique Spaces|
£ -2
£
& | Bvzantine Bursa
ARy Imparator Justinianus and Imparatorige Theodora
s =
s Siege of Garrison Town within the Citadel
@ | Osmanodulan
3 fod: Sultan Osman
o Principality
(1315-1325)
Conservation and Reuse of Monuments
Sultan Orhan Bey ( 1326 - 1360 )
First Capital of in CITADEL
Ottoman Empire | Formation of an Ottoman City
1. Murad Period (1360-1384)
1326
¥idinm Bayezid Period (1389-1402)
Depredation of Bursa Siege of Timur (1402 - 1413) Defarmations on Monumental Buildings
S - Celebi Mehmed Period (1413 - 1421
b 11 Murad Period (1421-1451)
¢ Cote o Hew Stads) 1. Ahmed Period and Celali Rebellions (1608-1649) Dafosmations of Commetciot Center
ommercial City Walls
Bursa
e Evliva Celebi (17¢h century)
=]
H Carsten Nicbuhr (1767) Documentation of Districts in 18th
= Definition of Bursa via Travellers' centyry Bursa
g Hethg Charles Texier (1834)
S
g Hayrullah lbn-i AbdiiIhak Efendi
o (1844, 1851-1852)
Deformations after 1855 ’ Documentation of Historic Buildings and
$ Suphi B
Earthquake Sultan Abd ilaziz ROy RHEURRG) Aveasin Bursa
Period (1851- [™apmer Vefik Pasa period
1876) [Anadoiu Sag Kof Mufettis) :
(1863-1864) Restoration and Reuse of Historic
(VESIL TOMB - by
s s Ahmet Vefik Pasa period R . teon Pervile)
A 1/1.000 Blgekii Sigorta Haritasi (1880) i (Govemor] (18781882 | /2000 SgekiSigorta Harieasi(1880)
Reconstruction of Abd “;:h d
Bursa wh pical M&"““"" e [;S";S- Govemor Ahmet Monit Pasa
esternization Moverments T period (1891-1887)
Governor Mimtaz ResitPasa Urban Transformation of Historie City
period (1903-1908) Center after Beneficial Reform
Movements
1/8.000 Sigekli ‘Plan Official De La Ville) 1/8,000 Slgekli Plan Dfficial De La Ville
Brovsse’ (1922) Brousse’ (1922)
Plan of Karl Lércher {1924) PlannerKarl Lircher Restoation Drawings and Restoration of major Historic
Construction of New Public of Yesil Tirbe and Yesil|  Monuments in Bursa YESIL
Buildings and Squares Medrese, by Bruno Taut and Macit | MEDRESE {1927) and YESIL TOMB
First Cadastral Plan (1933-1934) Macit R. Kural and Bruno Taut R. Kural (1938)
Documentation of Ottoman Period
Historit Monuments in Bursa
Documentation of Ottoman Sedat Cetintas (1946, 1952) Preparation of First Measured and
Bursa before 1950 Restitution Drawings of Ottoman
Peried Historic Monuments in
Bursa
Early bl
Efforts (1923- proposal for using HANLAR
1950) DISTRICT as 'Commercial and
Cultural Center’
Proposal for a New Industrial
P District Plan of Henry Prost (1938-1940) Plan of Henry Prost {1938-1940)
Governor Sefik Soyer period (1935-1939) opcsabibrLsne BATHE e
District as ‘Touristic Center'
New Public Improvements Conservation Activities on
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITEs in and
opening New Roads in city AR B
center
Destructive Public Improvements n
Governor Hagim Iscan period {1945-1950]
construction of New Public FOISCA R { ) Historic City Center
Buildings
1958 Fire in Historic Commereia| Destructie Effects of 1958 Fire on
Center Historic Commersial Center
1957 plan (showing
the building lots)
Preparation of a sketch of Bursa
Plan, including districts and city Albert Gabriel (1858) Documentation of Bursa
roadsin 19505
City Planner Luigi Piceinato Conservation Decisions of Pictinato Plan
New Planning Decisions of
s (Renovations-Reconstruztions-News
Piceinato Plan i
Architect Emin Canpolat Additions )
Bursa Kenti ve Yakin Cevresi Naom . : Muradiye ve Hisar Gevrest igin Koruma
o Mayor lsmet Talgag Period (1973-1977) ki
: Arkeoloj, Dodalve Tariht St Atantarr | First Regulated Conservation Plans and
'E New Industrial Areas Bursa Nazm tmar Piam” (1978) i Seletima D am AR Feofarks
8 Mayor Mustafa Erodlu Period (1877-1980)
& Ipekgilik ve Maksem Cadd eleri civarinin Masem-Gokdere Koruma imar Piam
8 imar plani (1969) (1579)
|
a Tarif Yoya Aks) Projesi” (Kapahgarsy don
« Hiidavendigar Kiffipesime kcadar)
<
o
2z Manaie Eviers Projesi” (1982
E] i
[~ 1/5000 Bigeki Bursa Nazim lmar Plani®
3 fisRoAsad Tophane ve Cevres! imar Piam (1983
Hidavendigar Kiliyes! ve gevrest nin
diizenienmesi (1983
Kate Sokak Fotogrametrik Beigeleme
Cafigmas (Nisan-Temmuz 1934)
Hisar Bbtgest'ndeki arkeolojik
Becoming an b e Urban Conservation Plans and Projects
Gl (Haziran 1981~ Mayss 1985 i
Tarthi Kate Solurk Sihilestime Projesi
Mayor Ekrem Barisik Period (1982-1389) ~ (1985)
Conservation Activities done by Bursa Chamber of
Architects since 1982 Osman Gazt ve Orhan Gozt Turbetert ve
gevresinin diizenjeme calismaian
{Adustos 1985-Afustos 1936)
Utucymt e Orhan Cami arasinda
meydan diizeniemesi
{Kasim 1984 — Kusim 1686)
Tarlh Iginde Bursa' sympasium for the
Association of local authority, expert and|
public during Conservation Activities
Conservation Prizes to the Municipality
Vestt Cami ve Turhes! Ceure
Dizeniemesi_Cengiz Bektas
1/5000 Bigekii Bursa Nazm Imar Plan) Yitdrim Keltigest Cevre Diizeniemesi’_ | Conservation and Regulation of Historic
{Revizyon) (1980) Cengiz Eruzun Sultan Complexes
Mayor Teoman tizalp Period (1989-1994)
Emirsultan Comive Covres!
Diizenfemesi’ _ Cengiz Eruzun
* Muradiye Koruma Amagh imar Piam | Reuse of Historic Silk Factory Complexes
Cergevesinin Olisturuimasy’ (1991) as Culture Center
1/5000 dlgekli Nazim Imar Plani X
Revizyony (1995) Yerel Gllndem 21' toplantisi (1995) -
Mayor Erdem Saker Period (1394-1999) Bursa Yerel Gindem 21 Plans and ipation of
KorumaYagatma ‘98 Projesi the Public
(Ekim 1997-5u bat 199.9)
1/100.000 Blgekli Cevre Diizeni Plant 5
: St Mayor Erdogan Bilenser Period (1999-2004) Tarlh Kentler BIHI§I" meeting and
Becominga ( ) )
085 Activities during the First
Metropolitan City
Mayor Hikmet Sahin Period (2004-2009) Arkeopark Projest Drcadeidrthe 21ty century
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Table 1.2: Attribute Table Defininghe Conservation Activities

about in BURSA, after the proclamation of Republican Turkey
according to the CONSERVATION DECISIONs (CD) gathered from the archive of BKTVKK (regional conservation council) according to the LITERATURE SURVEY (L)
Date
""":fu{“ '::,'""" “""'""";:;:::’" it aim of / reason for the activity TypeofActiviy | ™™ ::;::::"""' ’ 0 0 (";:z":f:";::"v Typeof Activity | ProjectOwner/s | stakeholder/s alm of / reason for the activity SOURCE
? L_HB_A_01 Yesil Medrese REST In order to reuse as Museum of Archeology Madran, 1977
Gasco, 2010: 15-36
Taut's main aim is to re-fashion the
historical image and panoramic view of the §
Bruno Taut Tomb, which is the symbolic character of | 12%* Unpublished
Macit Rusti Kural, as Bursa since being 8 landmark with its green | "@POTt: "Bericht
the head of the Iznik tiles iber die
Septemb: Committee for Renovierung der
19‘;;- 'l':”:' L_HB_R_01 Yoyl Tiirbe REP, PD ‘::":‘qu;.i: Vel Torbe®
Protection since
1935 Gabriel's approach was different from Taut's
one; Whereas Taut deals with aesthetic and
Albert Gabriel formal issue, Gabriel's considerations are | Kural, 1944: 97- 100!
definitely more practical and are addressed
to specific technical issues.
Yagayan Miize Kent|
1969 Lup_aop | ReyhanPas SR Bursa Galigmalan
Hamami (Eylil, 2009): 13
In order to prepare a drawing of
Maksem ve Development Plan of ipekgilik and Maksem | (Oguzoglu, 2008:
i LHAA 02 ipekgilik Districts op Districts, acc. to the notes of Turgut Yalk, as 112)
aCity Planner
In order to prepare an implementation on o ey
16.09.1973 / 7420 Urban Development Plan in Hisar District, P Her '“"c;.'" s | comaror | 16001972
within the old Citadel City ot
a19th century
20.EkL.73 L_HB_A_03 |Ottoman kiosk In REST In order to reuse as "Atatiirk Museumi' Bursa Kent Rehberi
Gekirge
to establish historic areas as 'site’, while
registering historic bulldings within Hisar REG CD_HA_App_01
District
the registration list, maps, and
19041974/ 7763 | photographs, prepared by to define the principles of conservation s Hisar district and its PRt
i implementations in registered dwellings surrounding
CD_HA A 01
1o define newly building constructions in INFILL
historic areas.
1975 LHB_A 04 | Yesil Medrese REST I ‘ fojomes '""“’;‘;’Ef“"‘"" Eserleri | o irsa Kent Rehberi
PAFTA 23-1,24.1, 251/
1000 ; PAFTA 35-1, 36-1,
the list of the registered to register the historic buildings within city D123, 01, 90:3,45-2; 4%
09.07.1977/ A 625 burld vl REG 1,47-1,48-1,49-1,56-1, | CD_HA_App 02| 09.07.1977
uildings center of Bursa
57-1,58-1, 59-1, 60-1, 61-
1,65-1,66-1,67-1, 68-1,
69-1,71-1,
*Bursa KentBOtOnG ve Yakin | o oy oonecruation planiing decislons In
14.10.1977/ 1174 | Gevresi" 1/25 000 Nazim Plani PD city center of Bursa CD_HA_R_02 14.10.1977
‘Agklama Notu (1995) city center of Bursa
1/500 olgekli 1-2-3-4-5-6-7-8-9-
19-20-21-22-30-31-32-33-34-41 to complete the registeration of the historic
28.04.1978/ 426 42-43-52-53-62-70-75-76 bulldings within Muradiye and Gekirge DREG Muradive and Cekirge CoHAR O3 | 28001078
paftalar, listeler ve Districts Prricts
envanterleri
Table 1.3: Matrix table of type of cultural propées and conservation activities
TYPE of CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES
Research (R) Approval (App) Application (A)
Symposium SYMP |Street Rehabilitation Project SRP  |Street Rehabilitation Project SRP
Documentation DOC |Rehabilitation Project RP Rehabilitation Project RP
Report on the current state Rep [Conservation Development Plan CDP |Conservation Development Plan cDp
Historic Area (HA) Proposal Demand on Conservation PD Infill within the Historic Area INFILL |Infill within the Historic Area INFILL
istoric Area - - - - - - - -
Demand on Registration DREG |Environmental Regulation Project ERP |Environmental Regulation Project ERP
Urban Regeneration Project URP |Urban Regeneration Project URP
Urban Design Project UDP |Urban Design Project upp
Registeration Decision REG
Symposium SYMP |Restoration REST |Restoration REST
s o Documentation DOC |Simple Repair SR Simple Repair SR
Historic Building p P - p P -
(HB) Report on the current state Rep [|Partial Reconstruction PRConst |Partial Reconstruction PRConst
Proposal Demand on Conservation PD Reconstruction RConst |Reconstruction RConst
Demand on Registration DREG |Registration Decision REG
Symposium SYMP |Restoration REST |Restoration REST
Documentation DOC |Simple Repair SR Simple Repair SR
faci i Report on the current state Rep [|Partial Reconstruction PRConst |Partial Reconstruction PRConst
Archeologica 2 : :
8 Proposal Demand on Conservation PD Reconstruction RConst |Reconstruction RConst
Remains (AR : . = " = "
(AR) Demand on Registration DREG |Organized Excavation EXC |Organized Excavation EXC
Transportation TRANS |Transportation TRANS
Registration Decision REG
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CHAPTER 2

URBAN DEVELOPMENT OF BURSA WITH SPECIAL EMPHASIS
ON 19™ AND EARLY 20™ CENTURY

In this chapter, the formation and change of the historic core of Bursa as well

as the eakst conservation applications for historic buildings are defined.

Under three titles the chapter reveals the foundation of Bursa which was a
castrum in the ancient era and its dev
when it was named as Bursa. Subsequt | vy , with reference
map dated to 1862, a product of Tanzimat Era reformations, the first urban
renovation activities and conservation approaches in the city are discussed.

The last part of this chapter examines the initial conservationestatation
interventions in the Turkish Republic from its establishment in 1923 to the
foundation of the The High Council for the Historical Real Estate and
Monuments (GEEAYK) in 1951.

2.1Foundation and Expansion of Bursa, until 1862

Attusa, the olddssettlement in Bursa found in written documéhtsvas
located in the fertile plain between Osyrs (modern Nilufer) stream and
Ol ympus My si us (Ul udaj) . The ancient

connecting important settlements such as Byzantion (Istanbul)laidedon

2lféurbs fuit i nmens a XAdivilasesiater guasrGordieComeyquaec s unt
luliopolisvocaturdo Pl iny the Elder, V, 11.143
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(Kadéek?°y) i n the north and Pergamon and E|]
2008: 20). Kurkunlu Road, stretching from th
i n the bank of OsS&37)Ss ofekfahe Iimpontanfroutes 2 00 O :

of the ancient era.

According to the surveys held in Bursa region, the earliest settlements are

dated to the Chalcolithic period. These first settlements are located in and

around the vicinities of Mt. Ol ympos (Ul ud:
Ni kai a ( Kz ni kApamei&(Maedanya), Gteanos (Othgneli), and

Mei l etepolis (Mustafakemalpaka) (Tonak, 201
archaeological remains, there are various findings excavated from tumuli

around BursgCengiz, 206: 21). The tumuli, in the surrounag of Iznik

Lake have been popular survey locations since 1942. The archaeological

excavation& contributed to discovery of the traces of Neolithic, Chalcolithic,

Early, Middle and Late Bronze Age civilizations in Bursa region. In addition

to these studiearound the city centre, the remains of the citadel walls

surrounding Hisar District are still legible. As the numismatic and epigraphic

studies of the coins and inscriptions reveal, cults and temples of various

deities existed in Pru&a

Prusa the ancienBursa,started to be settled since 2th B&€ known asone
of the three cities established within the borders of BITHYNIA
(Kapl anoj | (Gengiz220@52Q)Fig8r¢ 2.1), one of the ancient

2These excavations are dated to 1948 (by Prof. Dr. |
Kansu), 1960s (by J. Mel |l aart, C. Cullnerg, and D.
J. J. Roodenberg).

23 Some of the Bithynian déits found in literature are: Zeus Kersoulos, Zeus Brontos,
AsklepiosHygeia, IsisSerapis, ApollorAphrodite (Ozgan, 2008: 22).

%“According to Ka-p9), the dijlidations Waidh @ddablishédSpermanent
settlements in Anatolia by 4th century B&e Lycians, Karians, Cappadocians and
Bithynians.
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civilizations d Anatolia?® Bithynians, a branch of ancient Tracians, settled

near theStrymon(Struma) river, migrated to western Anatolia with their

relatives Thynii, due to Scythian raids in the beginning of theehtury BC

(Yalman, 1977: 3) and settled primarilypoand Sangariosbasin and Bursa

plain (¢etin, 1994: 14). Kaplanojlu (2
with JInalceéek, states that these geogr
Ottoman era. For Stel (1996: 26) the major part of Bursa remains in Bithynia

and the est is in Northern Mysia. According to Umar (?:10), although Bursa

became a city during the Kingdom of Bithyffiathe date of its foundation

has not been explored yet.

Bithynian cities were usually built in Greek style beyond the seashores
offeringnaturh ports or wupon hills with defen
upon the hilltop and a fortified &édpoli
of Bithynian citi el80yf/(TkeHishraegianjoltiied 200 0 :
by King Prusias | (23@87 BC) remaned as the center &rusa ad Olympum

founded by Hannibal of Carthage (Suel, 1996:32) until present.

25 For Strabon, Bithynia is bordered wilangariogSakarya) river in the easthalchedon

( Kad ek ° yByzaStierdn the nodth;Propontis(Marmara Sea) in the wedttysiaand

Phrygia ad HellepontogPhrygia Epictetus) in the south (Suel, 1996: 26). According to
Kaplanojl w8)20athe77territory -Geredelrlouudnadfe da nwdi t h
G°lyazé to the eastBithyfniaLake Apolyont is named

26|n 297 BC, Zipoites, son of Bas, a Bithynianprimeg nquer ed Kzni k region al
the Kingdom of Bithynia which reigned until 74 BC (Suel, 1996: 32).

27 The settlements featuring Bithynian cities around Bursa are: (1) Asartepe in Mudanya /
¥merbey Neighbourhood, ( 2 )rsaT3a Gtioaldcatedworithel age t o
Katérl & ridge between Kznik Lake and Yenikehir
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Figure 2.2: (a) The gravure of Prusa (Bursa), by @goWheler (source: Cengiz, 2028) ;
(b) Restitution Drawing of the Citadel, revealing five gates on it (Gabriel,

1958: 25) ; (c) Bey Sarayé (Byzantian Pal ace
Map(1862) and from travellersd sketches (sour
Mahalle, ?:1819)
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The fortifications in Burgdaobarce oporhpo ¢
accommodation of the city authorities
where city people inhabitgdFigure 2.2.a). Folowing the Bithynian era, this

urban configuration based on the hierarchitsee of the city walls continued

through Roman, Byzantine and Ottoman times. The Byzantine palace built in

the acropol in the Hisar district whic
Club was continued to be used as Tekfur Pafadter the Ottoman cauest

became the mayordés residenceFigad t er 14
2.2.¢). In order to unearth the remains of this Byzantine Palace, excavations

started in the parking area beside the State HospitaBis. 19

There are five gates / entrances in the periphery walls surrounding the polis:

(with modern namedX a p | € c ia locHtadpgnéthe wesHlisar (Saltanat)

Ka pie the east; other three gateg,i ndan, FKapaé Kape (S
Kapé/ Pénaandaxrée @axpé&delmeand up to Mount L
The two main axes, Ortapazar Avenue betwdens a r andkeappd é ca Kap é
and Kavakl & Hv e auvaakep é iaguuis orthogonally

forming gridiron urban planFigure 2.2.b).

In Prusa which exhibits Hellenistic city properties, Cilimboz stream in the

east of walled city was transformed into an artificial canal by excavating the

|l i me stone ground in order to reroute
sourceot he city, starting in the skirts o
exact location of this canal, which was built to contribute to the water demand

of the city, is presently unknown as it has been infiiefor the rehabilitation

of this ancient canalnd its surrounding located to the soutbstern edge of

Hisar district, within the archaeological site, Cilimboz Valley Urban Design

28 Although remained intact until the middle of thé"k@ntury, there is not any remains
relatedtoB e y S at prasgné.

BKaplanojlu (2000: 11 49farchaenipgica éxcagatioastamund t he | ac
this location.
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Project was launched in 2003. However, despite certain cleaning and
renovation works were held in the flood plain, thesenot any extensive

archaeological report for the site

According to Umar (?:10), many new buildings were constructed in Prusa, in

the beginning of 2nd century AD, in the reign of Trajan-{8¥ AD).

Kaplanojlu (2000:113), states that while th
rubble or cut stone masonry, residences were two storeyed timber structures

built over masonry foundations. Plinkis Roman praefect and Tra
envoy, lists main architeatal elements in Prusa as the fortification walls, a

gymnasium, arcaded public spaces, a mound and the bust of Emperof?Trajan

in his letters (Suel, 1996: 32). Besides these, epigraphical information

gathered from the inscriptions on the city walls, aslwasl numismatic

research on coins from the reigns of Caracalla and Didius Julianus, on which

temples in lonic and Doric order are depicted, indicate the existence of

temples in the city, one of which must have been the Temple of Zetsdoca

in Hisar on tle slopes of Mounty | udaj (¥zgan, 2008: 22, 25).

In one of his letters, Pliny, Roman Praefect, mentions of the squalidness of

the baths and suggested construction of a new bath on the site of an old house

in front of which there was a temple in the cityt Buajan rejected building

of a baths on a sacred ground and proposed another log@tienp(| anoj | u,
2000: 179 ; (Corsten, 1993: 389))*. This decision of the emperor may be

considered as the first protective act for the built environment in Bursa. After

30 Relevant Council Decision8KTVKBK: (1) 9701/22.03.20032) 9735/04.04.2003; (3)
9875/20.06.2003; (4) 2613/29.05.2007; (5) 301/26.10.2007948}13.07.2012) are given
in the 39 chapter of this thas.

31 C.Plinius Caecilius Secundus (1a49.1 AD) (Gclu, 2007:76).

Emperor Trajands bust was erected on an obelisk in
Hi sar kapé andakpa palnéodgad uKapRe008: 72).

BFor the information given by ThdmMas Corsten refer
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Trajan (117138 AD), during the reign of Emperors Hadrian and Justinian
527565 AD) a O0Spa Centerd6 was establist
royal baths spread around Cekirge and Kiikurtlii districts (Belger, 19%8:42)

Between 10th and 13th centuri@thynian cities structurally changed.

During the Turkish raids the people of the city who sought refuge behind the

city walls caused overpopulation in the inner castle which resulted with an

organic urban pattern composed of narrow, irregular streetsudre sacs
(Kaplanojlu, 2000:72, 112). Accomodat.
to live in the city centre, was provided with hovels built beside the city walls
(Kaplanoj !l u, 2000: 108, 113) . After 1
including mosques, einiches, monasteries as well as hermitages were built on

the slopes of Ul u d®aThe largest bfthiem was the ci t y
Monastery of St. Elias and three churches which were located on the site

which is occupied by the Tombs of Osman Gazi and ©rhaGa z i (Hezl e
2008:41). Although no trace is observable, archaeological excavtions

suggest that once there were a palace and a military barracks located in this

spot of the Citadel.

The excavations, held by the Bursa Museum within the scope of the
resoration project of city walls, revealed remains of another ancient building.
According to the research of Prof. Dr. Mustafa Sahin, these remains may

belong to the St. Michael Church, which was constructed by the order of

34 Bursa which was considered agarison city in the Byzantine Era was named Soteropolis
due to its healing waters during the reigns of Justinian, Theodora and Constantine VII.

5AccordingtoR. P. Bernardin Menthon wHod Odryartpee aodre t h e
Bithynie-Ses Saint, SeSouvents, Ses Sites, Cure latin de Brousse, Paris 1935), there were

many monasteries and hermitages on Mt. Uludaj] d
43).

%6 These excavations were held in 2000s, with the supports of Bursa Researches Centre, Bursa
Metropolitan Municipality, and Bursa Governorship, in order to unearth the foundations of
this Byzantine Palace.
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Emperor Justinian I, in 6th centu stone masonry baptistery, built in three

navedbasilica plan was also discovered during the excavafions

Following the Mongol invasion in 1277, Rum Seljuks divided into smaller

entities named the Turkish Principalities and moved to the coastlanchgAmo

these, following the | ead of Ertugrul Gazi ,
bel ongs to the Kayé branch of Oguz Turks, s
(winter quarters) and Domania (summer quarters). Osmart® Belyo

succeeded Ertugrul Gazi conqueigd | e c i k , Karahisar and KzniKk
siege on BursaF{gure 2.3). During the siege, which took ten years (1315

1325), two | ookout towers (Balabancék and
which was on the hill in theast and the other was on the plainland near the

hot water springs were builFigure 2.4) ((Kemal, 2008:131L; (Daj | € and
Kahraman2005: §).

After this, in the first quarter of the 14th century in 1¥2@®rhan Ry,

successor of Osman Bey, by conquering this Byzantine city which was

%7 However, presently, the excavations in this area is stopped due to the reconstruction and
restoration works in city walls around Tophane Distend this situation is an obstacle for
discovery of new built heritage in the Bursa city centre (Yeni Eksen;
http://www.bursadakultur.org/tophanede_kilise.htast accessed on 11.06.2012)

%1259/658 yélénda Ertujrul bey ©°l¢nce S°f ¢t yurdun
kazanmék Osman Bey al mékébeylifi ancak | V. Géyasedd
é g°nderilen menkurda kendisine S°J ¢ét deayal et i beyl i]
verilmik (Kel@#!|, 2008: 103

®According to Ofjuzojlu (1996: 36), Prusa, which was

became the administrative centre of a new state and a focus of a new political formation when

it was conguered by Turkomans undex ladership of Orhan Bey in Aprif@326 (Algul,

1996: 38).For Kemal (2008: 16263) Orhan Bey give the city as a present to Prince Murad

in 1331 when he conquered Kznik (Nicea), an i mport é
made the city the capital.ater in 1335 Orhan Bey moved the capital to Bursa again. The

variety of information in documents indicate that when Bursa was made the capital of

Ottoman state in unclear.
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located on the eastern trade route created an opportunity to establish a new

State.

ASTA MINOR
AND THE AEGEAN SEA

Figure 2.3: Routes of the Conquests and Boumeof Principalities, until 1360s (Pitcher,
2001).

Figure 2.4: The Citadel of Bursa, by the conquest of the Ottomans (Gabriel, 1958:25)
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Figure 2.5: A miniature depicting the besiege of Bursa by the Ottomans
(Cengiz, 200654-55)

Construction of a mosque, a bath and a fountain by Alaaddin Bey, a heir of

Osmanojull aré Dynasty, and use of a Byzant

intramural social life contued in Bursa, a fortress city during the
Principalities period (Celik, 1996: 187) (Figure 2.5).

After the conquest of the city, a gymnasium, a stadium, a baths, twenty shops,
a large library, seven religious ilings including churches and
monasteri¢¥, many fountains and the bust of Trajarsurvived until 17th

“Kaplanojlu (2000: 180) defines thmhe(l)Btocati on of
Elias Monastery and St. Helen Church in the site of the Tomb of Osman Bey (2) in the site
of Kavakl é Masjid, (3) The old phase of | ftade

to be belonging to a chur chartmanrdounddiomsisi t e of t he

Yer kapéeé, (5) A church in the site of Lalakahin
Mosque, (7) the old Bythinan palace in the site presently occupied by the State Hospital
across the Kapl éca Kape.

41 The inscription on the state r e aGysnasdasch Titis Flavius Silon, son of Titus
Flavius Phidiscus, the scribe of the Demos and the boule, erected (the bust of) Nerva Traianus
Augustus Germanicus Dacius, soreofiperor Caesar Divine Nervad.: (Corsten, l.v. Prusa

ad Olympumpr. 3), tr.. Gugld, 2007: 40).
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century?? (Cetin, 1994: 14); (Kapinoj | u, 2000 : 111, 179
Kahraman, 2005: 9).

During the reign of Orhan Bey (1326860), who made Bursa the capital of
Ottoman State, many religious buildings within the citadel were renovated
and continued to be used. In 1335, a mosque and amtirgsoup kitchen)

were constructed in Bur43, a monastery was converted to Fetih Mosque and
the Tekfur Palace was repaired and transformed to the Bey Palace. According
to Eyice (1996: 46), St. Elias chutthwas renovated and used as the Tomb

of OsmanBey Yav ack, 2008: 54) . However, pr e s
demolished and rebuild after the earthquake of 1855, is not similar with the
original. Ets Abayim Synagogue from Roman era was restored and offered to
the use of Jews. But, this building could satvive the fire and successive
building activities (Ozdemir, 2009: 315).

It is verified by Kadi Sicilleri Registries of Deedland foundation documents
that in addition to the Byzantine fortifications and certain buildings,
monuments from Ottoman era wwemaintained continuously. In her article
Bakeér er -116)%tates that,inladdition to the construction works took
place after the establishment of the Ottoman State, detailed information on
the renovation of the Shrine of Orhan Bey can be founthénrelevant

foundation document. Accordingly, in order to provide the financial means

“2According to R. Lubenau who came to visit Kz
was though to be the one carrying the bust of
179).

43t is recorded in the documents that, in additionto the firsfmasl bui It i n the nam
Ahmet near Bey Sarayé (Hézl é, -TefSibad)Maslid) , t her e
Al aaddin Bey Mosque, Alaaddin Bey Mas-jid, ¢obsz¢

Eriojlu Masij i d, Lal a k a hai Nasjid? ard aNiliféfaHatuni d S¢l e
(Zarphane) Masjid built in the citadel (Yavack,
“né The rotunda, originally known as St. Micha
as Silver Dome (Kumbet) for its lead covered roof thatessin under t he sun. . ., 0
A7-48).
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for the renovation of the Shrine, villages, hans, baths, shops, mills, vineyards
and gardens were endowed. The foundation documents also orders that after
the renovatiorexpenses were covered, extra money was going to be paid to
the employee in the Shrine and if the building would demolish, foundation
incomes was going to be distributed to the poor.

According to Evliya Celebi, Bursa which was a town composed of seven
boroughs prior to the Ottoman conquest became an Ottoman city involving
neighbourhood8 grew around Sultani Kiilliyes (Imperial Building
Complexes¥ which were built with the aid of foundations in'1dnd 1%’
centuries(Figure 2.6). The armatures of Bursa, a typical Ottoman city are
residential areas including houses, masjids and baths, market places,
cemeteries, recreation areas, parks and gardens (Cerasi, 20R010)79
Tahtakale oiTahtal-Kala (below the castle) Btrict*’ that is located in the

east of the Citadel hill is known as the first Turkish settlement in Bursa
(Kaplanoj !l u, 2%wee:nestled ih and ar@ince Wnmurbey
District, Kayabake, Kér kmerdi ven, Bal ékpaz

Kocanaip whie Armeniané’ migrated from the Eastern Anatolia were placed

“Al'i Paka, Bayezid Paka, Timurtak Paka, Kbrahim Paxk:
sites as well as Muradiye neigbourhood developed in

“FiveKilliyes t hat r e s h aghsructBre areliatédshrondiogically as: (1)

Orhan Kiilliyesi (13391340), (2) Hudavendigar Kulliyesi (136833 6 6 ) , (3) Yél dér ém
Killiyesi (13921 395) , ( 4) Y e «424), (K urddiyeKelliyasi (14264 1 3

1426)

471n order to inhabit the area ihe east of Bursa Castle, the riverbed of Gokdere was diverted
and in the triangle determined by Maks&ormara Squar&lmasbahceler zones a new
settlementwas formegdYavak, 2008: 54).

48 Greeks who lived in Western Anatolia migrated to a Christian centi&,as well as Bursa
in 13" century after the Mongol Invasion i277 (Cetin, 1994:-32).

4% Armenians who were expelled to Cilicia by Byzantine Emperor Romanos Diogenes and
then migrated to Kutahya were invited to Bursa by Orhan Bey and never lgfyththough
they were invited to |Istanbul un#9).] the end of the I
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i n Setbakéeé, Mol | aarap, ¢Cobanbey and Na
to Izra Venturerd? Jews, who have been living in Bursa since 70 AD were

evicted from the Bursa Castle and located in Sak8tyeet; others who came

from Spain in 1492 were placed in Yahudilik district, presently known as

Al t éeéparmak (¥2z3d®mir, 2009: 315

By the midst of 1% century, Ottoman Bursa started to expand out of the
Byzantine citadel, first to the northern slepef the Fortress where Orhan
Mosque and Emir Han and and then Bedes:s
Imaret (kitchen soup) were built. In the beginning of" ®ntury, Orhan

Kulliyesi which was surrounded with long perimeter wall for security reasons

was@ |l | eAlk ajséd 6K(alloewer castl e) . Of the tw
one in the nbaklba@pg&t anewBGate) 6and t he
i's calbDleed robd g g & o (Cetil; 4994 )y; (Hez 1l &, )).2008: 4
Today, any trace of this Was visible. During the reign of Murad | (1360

1389), who succeeded Orhan Bey, new zones were established around the
upper parts and southern side of Pénar
of the Bursa Castl e (YawendigarKzliyésiB: 58) .
and twenty monumental buildingswhich were built in order to divert the
expansion of the city to the west, dur

1389) many religiou’® and commun&?f buildings such as Ulucami (Great

501zra Venturero was born in Bursa in 1939 and performed as the President of the Executive
Board of Bursa Turkish Jewish Community betw&8f9 and 2008. His a prominent figure
in restoration of synagogues in Bursa (http://bgc.org.tr/ansiklopedi/verdiararbtml).

®Some of these monumental buildings are: Eski
Bat hs, kehadet Mosque, Ko cad |, &hd Kapanido (Cefin, e t he
1994:17) . According to Hoca Saadeddindéds Chron
Byzantine captive brought from Yalakabad (Kemal, 2008:215).

Some of these buildings |isted inosuweuyrces ar e
Abu Kshak Mosque, Gazi Demirtak Mosque ve Mol
*Demi rtak Baths, ¥rdekli Baths, Eyne Bey and Kk
buildings.
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Mosque) rkapacloémpal ex were constructed near
centre (Kemal, 2008: 272, 279, 358). According to the account of the traveller

Schiltberger, 200,000 new houses were constructed in the area between

Ulucami and Molla Fenari Mosque as there was no emplotyremained in

the Castle (Gulgen 2008: 68) and thus the city started to grow to the east.

Sultan Bayezid, who ordered the building of the perimeter wall in order to

protect Yeé |>heditesorrolhdirig that was sldmaged as a result

of the attaks®of Kar amanojlu Principality (¢etin,

and reinforced Bursa Castle in 1393.

In the Registries of Bursa, renovations of foundation buildings, materials used

and the expenses are recorded chronologically. Accordingly, betwéen 14

and 18" centuries, in addition to the budget for renovation works, architects,

leadsmiths, water pipeline workers and other artisans were assigned in the
documents (Bakérer, 1972: 121) . Besi des, n
charity buildings which weréundation properties were renovated with the

financial support gathered from relevant pious foundation or the state

treasury. By the end of Eentury, the foundation deeds start to include task

sharing between the experts, for instance it is instuat¢he relevant deed

that the renovation and administrative works in Piring Han and the shops

should be governed by the trustee of the p
119). The Reqgistries give detailed information on the renovation of
monumentsinBursa@Ba k ér er ;1250 Bhats;: 1 2 3

54 This complex consists of a mosque, a madrasa, an imaret (soup kitchen) an orphanage and
a dar ¢kki faa (hospital)

Karamanoj | uin-Alaw BéyMusad |1 6s and his son Mehmed Bey
Bur sa; rebellions were suppressed by Yéldéréem Baye
weakening of military powefKemal, 2008: 28&89).
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1 In the Tomb of Osman Gazi, renovation estimation was made and
proposed to the council ad it was renovated for the second time in
1508.

1 Upon the request for the renovation of the old Yeni Hamam, architect
Elhac Mustafa rade renovation estimation in 1484 and the building
was renovated in 1687 by imperial architects.

1 There is detailed information on the materials and budget used in the
renovation of Orhan Gazi Mosque and Imaret Mosque made by Orhan
Foundation between 26 and 1808.

1 There is information on the renovations took place between 1751 and
1788 on Emir Sultan Mosque which was constructed by Emir Sultan
Foundation. Accordingly, the budget for the replacement of lead
coating on the domes of the mosque, repair iofjows and tiles as
well as renowation of water pipeline was given.

Bursa which has already been an important centre of silk trade by the end of
14" century developed in political and economic spheres by the increase in
the revenues gathered from sowksd markef¥. The city, which became
prominent with new constructions for public use such as mosques, hospitals
and Hans, went to wreck and ruins after the invasion of Mirza Muhammad
ShaR’, grandson of Timur (Kemal, 2008: 3389). Orhan Mosque was burnt

and turned into a stables, the facade of the Great Mosque became illegible
due to the fire infront of the portal. Following this invasion through which
many important buildings of Ottoman State were destroyed, tweraty

public buildings were constructed ander toimprove the conditions of the

56 Bursawhich became prominent in world trade by the beginning BfcEhitury is located
in a spot that allows spices and silk trade with Tebriz through Tokat, Damalepp

through Konya, Hungary and Central Europe thra
57 After the Battle of Ankara in 1402 which resulted in Ottoman defeat and capture of Sultan

Bayezid by Timur, the state entered to an interregnum period. Timur, who planned to

annihiliate Ottomans entirely assigned his grandson Mirza Muhammad Shah to sack Bursa

which resulted with the spoil of citybds resource

2008: 358359).
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citizens (Gulgen, 2008: 68). On the other hand, new settlements were
established in the east of the city in orde

Districts with the city ctontGokdee I n additi or

stream, Ipekhan, Geyvehan, Kitahya HanzHa n , Hacé Kvaz Paka Ha
kerafettin Paknad Hanrk,a hKamaéhrk edameuitBat h s
in the east in order t osevemmponumen® cityodos ecol

built during the reign of Murad Iand new settlemertsestablished around

Y e kandlEmir Sultan Kulliye in the east of the city and Muradiydiyaiin

the west determined the borders of the city in the end of thecdmtury.
Gulgen (2008:68) states that the number of the neighbourlnodus city in

the second half of the f&entury was 168. In muhimme records (Registries

of Ottoman Supreme Court) of the period, the neighbourhoods were described
as distinct units separated from each other by walls and gates. In a muhimme
record from 577 building of gates to be protected by guards on suitable

positions in neighbourhoods and streets an
2000: 119).

58 For the foundation monuments commissioned bp@tan of f i ci al s Hacé | vaz, Umu
and kehabettin Pasha durHang It Kenad eiegn dBuMsaad K¢l
Ansi kl opedi si, TDV Yayénlaré, Kstanbul, 1992, V.6, |

59 1n 1432 around one thousand houses were built in Muradiye district thatct®ihtisar
and Cekirge districtéGllgen, 2008: 68).
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| F Emir Han

Il- Kapan Hani
lI-Geyve Hani
\-ipek Hani
Arabacilar Hani
V- Fidan Ham
VI-Karacabey Hani
VII-Eski Yeni Han
VIII-Tuz Hant
IX- Koza Han
X- Katir Hani
XI-Dogangézii Han
Xll-Kusbazlar Han
XIlI-Bali Bey Hani
XIV-Tahtakale Hani
XV- Piring Hani
XVI- Yeni Tahil Han
Yeni Galle Pazari Hani
XVII-Cukur (Kiitahya) Hani
XVIII-Kamberler Hani
XIX-Eskisehir Hani
XX-Mudanya Hani

Sources :

(1) Suphi Bey Map of Bursa (1862)
_archieve of Bursa Municipal Library

(2) the Map of 'Historical Monuments in Bursa'
prepared by Ertudrul Mentege
_Cezzar, M. (1983)

(3) Kamil Kepecioglu, '‘Bursa Hanlan',
Bursa, 1935.

(4) Kazim Baykal, '‘Bursa ve Anitlan’
Bursa, 1950.
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Mehmetll, who was nicknamed as the Conquerer after capturing Istanbul,
commissioned 119 monuments including magnificent classical Ottonman ha
buildings such as Fidan Han, Kozahan and Pirin¢. Hans, in the midst of
16" century, Bursa became a large commercigl, a metropol, within a
region covering Istanbul in the centre, Sohtstern Balkans and
northwestern edge of Anatolia (Kemal, 2008: -3&R) (Figure 2.7).

After Mirza Muhammad Shah, grandson of Timur, anotperiod of

plundering took place in the reign of Ahmed I, during the Celali Revolts

(160816 49) | eaded by Kalenderojlu (Yal ma
Uzun Souk, Ol d Galle Market, Keyégan ¢
and many shops burnt down aseault of the revolts. As a precaution against

Celali Revolts, secondary fortificati®ftwas built in the three sides of the city

on Tatarlar Bridgk e hr ekliots@ gar mak | i ne-Setbawmréed I
G°kdered Yéldéréem exit (¢etin, 1994: 1

Howeverthese walls do not exist presently. According to Evliya Celebi, in
the second half of the $&entury, Bursa city was composed of two fortified

settlements called as Akajé Kale (Il ow
Castl e). Yukar e Ksixtysevem lowarshandifige gdtesr me d |
surrounds nearly 2000 houses while AK:

shops and three baths (Danikmend, 1948

®The eastern wall of this Hawafhpmkiadicatsi dm,c a
Al téparmak district; the western wal|l i s known
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Aside from the travel accounts of Evliya Cefénd Jean de Thevefigt

sketch map drawn by another trdegl Carsten Niebuftin 1767 is the first

visual documefrit describing urban pattern of Bursa in™&entury.

According to this map, the western edge of the city was defined by Muradiye

Kulliye and the eastern edgethdeyys Yél dér ém K¢
not any building in the southern side of the Hisar, the urbanization in Maksem,

Temenyer. and Mol |l aarap direction was spars

I n this period, Demirkapé neighbourhood str
in the south of Mradiye district and there was not any settlement in the area

bet ween ¢atalférén, which is opposite to Gr
Al t éparmak Street. Ni ebuhr states that Bul ¢
Kiremit¢i neighbourhoods established beyoratd[firin defines the northern

border of the cityfFigure 2.8).

61 Evliya Celebi who describes Buarsn the 1% cent ury in his Seyahatname (D
Kahraman, 2005: -¥4), depicts the Bedesten, souks, hans and shops that formed the
commercial core of the city. Besides, he gives descriptions of Pirinc Han, Kazazlar,
Takyeciler, Kpl iabp-iél ar , Halyluancludmay , Kedllkmhal at , Gel i
Uzun-arké, the backbone of -22he commerci al core (Bur:

52 Original source: Voyages de Mr. De Thevenot, tant en Europe qu'en Asie et Ariqlie
AKe¢lliyat o;283(1689), s. 276

63 Apart from the Busa travel accounts, there is another sketch map of Niebuhr. This map,
drawn in 1767 is important as it gives general information on the city in the end offthe 18
century.

4t is the oldest Bursa map drRaisehesdreibunGar st en Niebuhr
nach Arabien und anderen unliegenden Léandera-fi Ar abi st an'a ve civaréndaki é
bir seyahatin izlenimlerio
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Figure 2.8: Ottoman Bursa before Transformation Movements dated to thest@ury (map
of Niebuhr, 1767 from archieve ofSMK)

2.2Westernization and Transformation of Ottoman Bursa (18621923)

Bursa which had extended in the eastst axis and improved economically

by the revenues gathered from public and commercial monuments until the
end of thel 7th century, kept its urban form with new residences until the 19th
century. In this era, after the French Revolution in 1789 concepts such as
populism, democracy, justice, equality, and liberty spread rapidly. This paved
the way for a transformation ped during which absolute monarchies were
replaced with constitutional monarchies and multinational empires scattered
into nation states. These political changes in the world also affected the
Ottoman Empire. The nationalism movement spread first amor@ttbenan
subjects in Balkans and embraced by intellectuals forcing the state to make
reformations in many aspects. This modernization and renovation period

started by the Tanzimat Firman (1839) and continued with the establishment
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of the First (1876) and $end (1908) Constitutional Eras. This new situation,
likewise the other cities, influenced Bursa in social, economic and cultural
terms leading important transformations and improvements in the physical

features of the city.

Bursa, which was an importacdmmercial city due to its location and social
structure attracted many native and foreign travellers and researchers after the
17th century. With the aid of detailed descriptions made by these travellers
and researchers, most significant of whom are Ie8diexief®, B. Poujolat®,

Joseph Von Hamm&rand Ambroise Bernafflimportant information on the

state of Bursa prior to its transformation in the 19th century can be gathered.

In his notes dated to 1834, Charles Texier who visited many settlements in

Anatolia gives the account of Bursa including the location and size of the city,

the social life, geological structure of the mountain, healing spfiraysd the

flora dominated by chestnut orchards. Besides, he describes the architectural
features of the manment s and houses i n Hisar, Emir S
Muradiye districts (Texier, 2002: 2a@428). Dr. A. Bernard, who visited

Bursa in the midst of the 19th century for undertaking a medical research,

located and marked the healing springs on a small Ewipg, 1996: 7481).

% The impressions of Charles Texier who visited Bursa in 1834 can be fourfsim "
Mineure" which was translated into Turkish by Ali Suad Bey and published under the title
of "Kuguk Asya (Texier,2002.).

66 B. Poujolat, who paid a visit to Bursa in 1837 gives detailed information on the colourful
tiles of the Tomb of Emir Sultan (Tanman, 1996: 142).

%Joseph Von Hammer ; wrotethe account of his travel
Olympusand from there back to Kzni k(Nicea) and Kzmit (
t he t Unblick aufbeiner Reise von Constantinopel mach Brussa und dem Olympos

und von da zuriick Gber Nicda and Nicomedien (18&8)

8 Dr. Charles Ambroise Bernard was indtdrom Austria to become the president of
'‘Mektebi T é-bAdliyearie kahane (I mperi al School of Medicine) i
Bains de Brousse en Bithynie (Turkie d'Asie) conveys his experiences in Bursa.

89 Charles Texier (2002: 202), callsthese heagi s pr i ngls AsadAfyTihe Eye of Asa)
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Historian Joseph von Hammer explains these seven healing springs, four of
which are on the slopes of the mountain and the three are in Cekirge district
and gives information on the architectural features of the spa centres such as

EskiKap!l éc a, Yeni Kapl éca, Ke¢kertl ¢ and

Between 1857 and 1862, a tedmonsisting Suphi Bey and his friends who

worked for MuhendishanreBerri Himayun (Imperial School of Military
Engineering) produced Bursadisthd i r st c
school 6s print h o u s74). ThiKmagp lisasigrofitahtu , 200
because it reveals the state of Bursa prior to the modernization activities

which took place in all Ottoman cities, especially in Istanbul. The document

which was prepared ba¢ proffessors of the school of military engineering

i's known as O0Suphi B ey FigumeR.9)oltfoffeis8 6 2 6 1 n
the cadastral data of Bursa in 19th century with detail, information through

which the garderstreet relationship of the houses in the neighbourhoods is
revealed. In addition to the neighbourhood pattern composed of Sultan
Kulliyesi’® (imperial building complexes) and houses around them, the
commercial centre including Bedesten whichhie backbone of this centre

and the souks, shops and hans surrounding it are seen detailed. Moreover
significant public buildings such as factories, schools, baths, madrasas and
mosques are drawn in scale with their names in the map. Accordingly, an

industial zone covering Umurbeld a ¢ €  K-€dbaniney districts in the

®Detailed information on the research team i s
(Bursa Historical Gui de) : iln 1274 AH, an asse
of Military Engineeringanda r my men came to BursaéVeteran Col ¢
Champion of Plevna, Ali Saib Pasha, Macarl & Me

this assembly under the presidency of Subhi Bey, the Minister of Land Registry and
Cadastreéo, 13¥merAHKYrim@w®wW.) , tr.

T Among these Kulliyes, Hudavendigar which is located in Cekirge district and the
residences around it are not shown in the map. According to the author of this thesis, in the
19" century, Cekirge Dsitrict was not considered as an urban kaaine rural area, thus it

was not included within the borders of the city in the map
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east, Fabrika Har i r Humayun (|l mperi al Sil k Factor

factory of Osman Fevzi in the site of today
o f Saib Ef endi , Mu s t Ardkedian ldnd rGarabé&da k a |, M. Le

Kérmézéyan can be seen clearly.

Figure 2.9: Bursa in the 19th century (Suphi bey map, :&8882; from archieve of SMK)

This map which was drawn in legend and scale order andifor¢ason
considered as a success for Ottoman Empire in the process of modernization
Is also important as it contains elaborate dot detail drawings For instance, as
an architectural document, the drawing of Tekfur Palace, which was still
intact in that peod, is drawn together with the parcel layout it is located, in
the upper right corner of the map. Briefly, in addition to indicating the organic
urban pattern of Bursa, an early Ottoman city, this map is also considered as
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a historical documeft for schdars in which, the historic core of the city

i nvolving Hisar district in the centre
the east, Muradiye Kulliyesi and surrounding residential zone in the west,

Gr eat Mosque and commer ciakKé caomrd Mol Ita

Gurani neighbourhoods in the south is clearly seen.

The fires started after the earthquake of 1855 and immigrations due to the
RusseOttoman War of 1871878 necessitated new neighbourhoods. For this

reason, existing marshlands were drie retrieve new zoning areas. In this

respect, new maps were drawn. For instance, in the Insurance Map of 1880
scaled in 1/1000, new roddsbridges?, factories and neighbourhoods were

I ndicated with their -hoa Aeodinglydep!l anoj |
residenti al zone between Namazgah and

Haci vat and Al acahérka districts and I

Davutkadé neighbourhoods in the east ¢
Set B aeig@ourhood, and new rdse nt i al zones around
Al téparmak districts are clearly | egi

2 For this reason, Suphi Bey Map was used as the main base in preparation of the visual
materials used in this thesis. It was used as an effective visual documeaicim feg the

traces of built environment which have lost especially after the urban transformation
activities.

“BusaMudanya railway built between 1873 and 1
steamboat trips between Istanbul and Mudanya led to a new commercial and transportation
network linking Bursa with overseas cities. New highways were built connecting Gemlik and

Mudanya with Bursa, in Danikmendbés (1948: 38)
buildings and trees in both sidesd were for med
“Meydancék Bridge, Namazgah Bridge and a ston

bridges (Guray, 1991:24).

SKap | a8 7476) defines the settlement type composed of attached buildings in
Setbaké which was known as an Armenian neighb
urbanizationo®@muwyur red in the 19
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6Brousse6 ®mapBof ud&0Bi 1POMa@madhh d® Sewage Mapbd

of 19091910 produced by a French company, Mecidiye Street (presently,
Fevzi Cakmak Street), Mahmudiye Street, Ruscuk and Intizam Streets are
clearly indicated. Before the declaration of the Turkish Republic in 1923, a
last map was started by German Union, Bursa Branch of the De@seiné

Bank and Ottoman Mapping Company but neve comp | et ed ( Kapl anoj |

2008: 77¥°. These maps produced consequently in the beginning of the 20
century help in understanding the contemporenaous urban pattern. They are
also important for the history of Bursa because they document the first and

permarment transformations in the historic city core.

The disasters such as earthquake and fire contributed to the rapid change of
the built environment in the city centre. As a result of an earthquake that took
place in the last quarter of the®™entury, in 74, many houses became
inhabitable, Emir Han and many other Hans damaged (Bursa Defteri, 1999b:
82).

The written and visual documents and travel accounts on Bursa prior to and
after the earthquake of 1885which substantially changed the physical

featues of the city, offers important information.

76 Scaled in 1/20000.

T This map which is availabli@ the archives of the Municipality is dated to 1907 however
other resources propose 1910 for its production. The information in Arabic script was
translated into Latin alphabet in the end of 1920s.

This map is |l ocated ineddapdbAmohiwe @O0Bur §d8)Reseal

®According to Kaplanojlu, this map was wused as t
1924 and completed in the same year.

80 There is no consensus on the date of this earthquake (Bursa Defteri, 1999b: 83). According

t o Ka zkalit ocBuargd in February™1854; according to Naci Kum, the Director of

the Bursa Museum in 1939, the earthquake happened in Febfuag7® (AH); the first

earthquake took plBt271a [SCHM®BEand pedemidinr 11

i Bcep 28'/24"1 2710 ("A1p8r5i5) ;12f or Ksmai l Ha mi Dani kmend,
corresponds to the period between Septemb8riBs4 and September 12855 in the
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For instance, Hayrullah Isn  Abdul hak Efendi 6s Bur sa
1844, 185152 and 1863 give vital information on the last phase of the city

before the disasterous effects of the earthquake. In trexdtif! written in

1864, after giving various informations on the establishment of Bursa, he
compares the state of the city before and after the earthquake by using the
statemen A Three Different Bursas in Three
As a result of the earthquake, the fire covering the area starting from the
Inhisarlaf?and ending in the Tuzpazaré in t
Bursa (Bursa Defteri, 1999b: 83). Accord to the information retrieved

from t he r apahitiye @ireotdratef Ideinal Affairs) in the

State Archives of Pri me Mi ni8@)tlistsy at Ks

the the damages in the monuméhis:

U In the Great Mosque, deep idiegrations and cracks were observed
in the three domes from the mihrab dome to the gate. According to the
statement of Bayram Sarecan, a <ch
renovation excavation (Ozdemir, 2009: 254), the debris of the
domes which were demshed by the earthquake could not be
removed, therefore they were spread to the ground and then
renovation continuegf

0 The minarets of Emir Sultan Mosque collapsed; madrasa, imaret and
granary were assessed as heavily damaged while the tomb was
assesseds slightly damaged.

Gregorian calendar, and the date is known as Febriarh® date of the earthquake was
approved as February'a855 inGregorian calendar.

81 See "Bursa Seyahatnamesi”, Hayrullah Efendi Seyahatnamesi, (1864);40895
82 The locality is presently occupied by TEKEL building.

8For the damages in the moTanzmatnDewindeBurgs,0o ref er
Ul u d\aember 1939, no:24.

8%During the pipe Il aying works held around the
to the Great Mosque, the depth of 1.10 m was dug and original brick pavement ground was
reached. (Ozdemir, 2009: 254)
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U The minaret of Orhan Gazi Kulliyesi was partially collapsed; the
school near the mosque and madrasa in the castle collapsed, Imaret of
Orhan Gazi was assessed as slightly damaged.

O The Acupol aodo of the Grtefdgsmintletsque and it
were collapsed, lower part of the minaret was fractured, ablution
fountain and the house in the courtyard of the mosque demolished.
The dome of the mosque partially collapsed, the blue tiles fallen off
due to water and rising dampnesseTimaret of the mosque became
a ruin.

U In the Muradiye Kulliyesi, cracks on the minaret of the mosque and
on the dome of the tomb and minor damages on the madrasa wall were
observed.

@ Half of the minaret of the mosque in the
the domes of the imaret and the tomb were demolished but the rooms
were not harmed.

U The cell ar of the dormitory of the |1 keék
demolished.

0 Many mosque minaretand monuments (hans, baths etc.) in the
commercial centre were devast&fedKayganzade Mosque in the
we st of t he Hanl ar District and Hayr et
Tuzpazaré coll apsed. Fractures were rep:
Karacabey Han and Demir Haollapsed, Kapan Han, Tahtakale Han
and Mudanya Han partially collapsed; Ipek Han, Koza Han, Emir
Han, Si mkek Mahmut Paka Han, Pirin- Han
devastations were observed on the front facades of monuments such
as Ar abacél aofthel buidind callapgad)a PiringHan
(one corner of the building collapsed) and etc.

U0 Damages were observed in Setbakeée, Il rgand
over the Gokdere

0 Side naves and minaret of kahadet Mosque
84)

0 Many howses and a silk factory in the Greek neighbourhood of
Bal ekpazaré (fish market) below the Fort
Bojozyan School coll apsed. I n addition
Davullu Mosque, Monastery in the Fortress and Blyiuk Kayagan
Mosquewere demolished entirely. (Bursa Defteri, 1999b: 87).

8 For the list of thesdamaged buildings see: Baykal, 1999a854(original source: Baykal,
Ul ud aj-June,Mady.
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Renovations and arrangements decided to be undertaken within three monts
following the earthquake of 1855 are available in the report no: 14251 under
t he s ect-iMedisi¥dla(IMrecimecof High Council) in the State
Archives of Prime Ministrff O] uz o] | u-78).1n3n8 @pwrt, in drder

to prevent possible accidents, demolishment of the damaged buildings and

setting up a team from members of the city council and labourers tanreope

the streets that were closed as a result of the earthquake were instructed.

Besides, necessity of establishing new neighbourhoods and factories to revive
sericultural activities which was stopped due to the collapse of silk factories

was emphasizefs.

The Ottoman modernization movements, which took place in various fields
of the state, particularly in the military, education, culture and technology,
took effect in Bursa after 1860s. In Bursa, which had already become a market
for machinemade European gds by the midst of the ¥7century, Hans,
workshops and souks forming the commercial centre of the classical era lost
their significance after the Industrial Revolution that marked tHeah8l 19’
centuries. Since the foundation incomes gathered frasettabandoned
buildings decreased, support of foreign capital was sought in order to
maintain new construction activities and public services. Consequently, in
addition to raw silk production units established beyond Goékdere and
Cilimboz streams in the géasn and western edges of the city, new factories

were built i n remote | ocalities by

86"As a result of the second massive earthquake occurred on APrBEB, the streets were
covered with the debris of collapsed buildings. Water pipelimesbaoken. At times,
damaged buildings are collapsing and harming people wandering around. By the decision of
Bursa city council, under the supervision of council member Celebi Muhtar Efendi, 300
labourers were gathered for reopening the roads and deinglisle damaged buildisgé |,
necessary localities should be arranged and new production buildings should be constructed
for continuation of se#8.culture." (OJuzojl
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The sil k factories in Muradiye and Setback:¢
Therefore, the increase in the industrial silk productand the scale,
togetherness and their relationship with
environment in the #@century. However, the massive earthquake of 1855

necessitated the transformation and renovation; as a result, activities started

to reerectthe ruined city centre. Besides, westernization movements in

construction such as addition of new bridge and building typologies into the

urban structure, establishment of new settlements for immigrants and road

broadening and road building continued uh8P0s (Vural, 2008:95).

The P! (1848) and > (1849) Construction Charters (Ebniye Nizamnamesi)
which aimed to bring modern approaches and practices construction activities
such as transportation and new urbanization in the big cities of Ottoman
Empire dso included decisions concerning the protection of the old structures
in the new construction zorfés On the other hand, in the Roads and
Buildings Charter (Turuk ve Ebniye Nizamnamesi) of 1864, as a fire safety
measure, use of timber material on facadeowations was prohibitéd.
Construction Law of 1882, which included regulations for application and
inspection of construction activities, also had provisions encouraging

dissolution of the traditional fabf¢ It is observed that the legal and

fiwhil e broadening the roads, the old structures in
maybest back or demoli shed andArcled.WNotimhe¥y ( 1st Construct
structure can be built adjacent to hans or in courtyards (1st ConstructionATtiele, 16).
New construction in Mosque courtyards is prohibited. (1st Construction @inacie32).

88 Roads and Buildings CharteArticle 36

8 The streets shall be broaden in accordance with the new classification and in this respect
the structures on one or both sides shall be demolisheitlgart, 8, 9). The municipality

shall post a legalotice to the proprietor concerning the demolishment of risky buildings and
walls he owns; in case the proprieator denies demolishing the building, demolition shall be
undertaken by the municipality and expenses shall be charged from the proprietbegArt

47, 48). Only the fagade repair shall be allowed for the existing buildings located beyond the
roads the widths of which are reestimated; extensive repairs shall be permitted after the
expropriation of lands for roads are handléditle 50).
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institutional reform movements concerning the construction and protection in

the Ottoman cities are dated to the second half of tHecéftury. Large

number of constructions made in this period coincides with the governorship

of Ahmed ¥ efAhkmeRlakvaef i k Pak aGenemho was
InspectoratdM ¢, f eitUtmumikof Bur sa i n 1863 (Dani kn
undertook constructio activities in building new roads, broadening of old

narrow streets, removal of ede-sacs with the aim of transformation of the

old organic fabric.

Among these construction activities, new roads and broadened avenues in
Bursa city centre are the moptominent (Figure 2.11). In addition to

construction of Hamidiye (presently, Cumhuriyet) Street in theweast axis;

Geml i k ( pr es e Yfdogsing Hamidliye oithogéntlly @ ehe

norths out h axi s; Yahudil ik (presentl vy,
Muradiye and Cekge districts to the city centre; Yeni Yol (New Road),

l' inking B¢yé¢k (Large) Street, which st
to the east of the city, with the Train Station; two new raats in sixteen

zira® length( Dani Kk mend, 186iny Saray Stdept,(presently, a d e
Atatirk Boulevard) passing by the north of Cariiebir (Great Mosque),

all owed Yexi l | maret and the Great Mo
Government Palace. These city scale renovation works and permanent
transformatios continued in the beginnings of®26entury; the maps of the

period reveals that in addition to construction of Mecidiye Street (today, Fevzi

O AhmetVefi k Paka, served as fAAnadolu Saj Kol M ¢
Anatolia) between 1863 and 1864 (Bajbanceée, 200
to BursaHudavendigar Province in February 2879, where he served until 1882 (Giiray,

1991: 13). In addition to his official duties, as a Panturkist and an encyclopedist, Ahmet Vefik

Paka, was a typical Ottoman man-28f | etters in

"AFive thousand zira long from Govemhment Pal
(Dani kmene€9 1948: 38

92 Zira, also known aZira-i Mimari: an Ottoman measure of lenght measure, which equals
to 0,757738 m. (Agoston G., Masters B, 2009)
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Cakmak Street) and Mahmudiye Street, stretching parallel to the railway, new

settlements such as Ruscuk andzbntn neighbourhoods were established.

Another type of the construction activities undertaken in open and built areas

is the public building s and houses. Monumental public buildings such as

Gureba (Paupers) Hospital in Tophane district, Hunkar Manoririil of

Maksem distric, FabrikaHarir-i Humayun (Imperial Silk Factory), one of

the factories built in the industrial zone in Muradiye, Mekt€onuni  Kd a d i
(Military Academy of Sciences; today, | K &Kk
eastern edge of thaty, were located in high vantage points with clear city

view, easily accessible from the city through the new roads. Besides these

prominent monumental buildings, new communal buildings with various

functions such as granaries, hotels, post office, sttion, banks, schools,

business centres were constructed (Dostojlu

Bursa Municipality which was established in
part in citywide repair and restoration works with repect to Ahmed Vefik

Pakaods ®Aeqgaedit ng ©0960) pridges being(inltrge first

place, water lines, macadam roads and towers were repaired by the
Municipality. A fund under the title of it
macadamso was reserved for repairing the ma
GreatMosque to Setbakée and arrangements wer e

and waste water filters by the Municipality.

Certain monuments and houses that were damaged or destroyed especially
after the earthquake of 1855 were restored and reused. By the o&idtaof

Abdulaziz in 1863 the tombs of Osman Gazi, Orhan Gazi, Emir Sultan and

“Ahmet Vefik Pakads statement abouth the new constru
filt is beyond doubt that making such an advantageol
stone and brick of existing wreckage with haste would be considered as great benefits in

future and receive His Highnesso6onadmio at(iGe¢mr aaynnd even
1991: 158159) (orginal sourceServeti Finun 1926 : ).sayé: 1556
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Murad | were renovated in the Empire Style of Tanzimaf®aad the team

which prepared Suphi Beyds map activel
(Tanman, 1996: 139, 142). Ahohe Vef i k Paka who invited
and ceramic expert Leon Parville to Bursa during his mayorship {1838)

paved the way for the restoration of heavily damaged Green Tomb and Green
Mosque Figure 2.10)%°. In addition to arrangement of extra production and
upkeep of blue tiles (Dani kmend, 1948:
the Green Tom¥ and in future restoratior’$,as a new approach, reuse of

buildings after restoration was embraced. For instaree,twostoreyed

timber house known as Damat Efendi Manor in Tophane was restored and
reused as state hospital. Ahmed Vefik
modernization process of the city is also a significant actor in the restoration

history of Busa for his protective attitude.

In the beginning of 2Dcentury, the borders of the city reached to Cekirge
and Demirkapeée i n t he-westeVefikiyeinShe boutmi ye i n

and Yenimahalle in the soutfast. It is also observed that in Byraacity

9 The coffin in the Tomb of Osman Gazi which was renovated in 1863 was covered with
sparkled cloth and surrounded with a timber railing ornamented with mofipearl
(Tanman, 1996: 142).

9 According to Kural (Kural, 1968:701), TheGreen Tomb was repaired two times before

the extensive renovation took place after the earthquake of 1855. The first repair was

undertook by Imperial Architect Elhac Mustafa Faruk bin Abidin in 1674and the second one

was made by Imperial Architect seyyt EIl ha- keri f Efendi in 1769
of Haznedar El ha- H¢gseyin Aja, the constructio

9 According to Kural (1968:71), this restoration started in 1864 and ended in 1867.

“There was another rest or atAich ondenthd sdppdstpyf As ém K?©°
Azmi, Bursa Director of Education, Hacé Latif
and Osman Hamdi Bey, painter and the Director of Istanbul Archaeology Museum in
1904before the extensive restoration which was undertakee iGreen Tomb between 1941

and 1943 by Macit Kural (M.Arch.), member of the the Council of Protection of
Monuments.(Kural, 1968:71).
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which had tried to keep up with the reform movement sinéecEatury,

building typology had been improved due to variety of funcffons

(b)

Figure 2.10: (a) Yekil, MoB)qu¥&¥eKillB9Fdpmb (1908) and restor
Mosque (1908) (sour ce wwSwhturkeycony &€l mazer 6s ar ch

%®AccordingtoU] ur l u (1999a: 60) ,M"cénturyin Buesa, madgliionni ng of the 2
to the commercial buildiy i ncl udi ng 86 hans, 2 brickmakerdéds shop:
leathersmiths, 4 pottery workshops, 14 silkworm houses, 42 silk factories, Spds®

workshops, and 17 paintshops; there were public buildings such as 1 hospital, 9 apotecharies,

2 waterpump stations, 46 public lavatories, 1 theatre, 4 printing shops, a Metropolitanate, 16

police stations, and educational buil dings includin
academy, 1 military college, 1 girls college, 53 primary school, 4 minsdhpols, 1

vocational school. Besides, there were 9 public squares within neighbourhoods including

houses, 109 mosques and 10 churches.
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2.3Early Republican Era Reform Activities in Bursa (19231955)

Being located at the NorWestern Anatolia, in the Marmara Region, Bursa
hosted various civilisations thoughout the history. There are many prominent
archaeological settlements, dated to Bithynian, Roman, and Byzantine
periods which have been excavated in and around the city and presented since
the beginning of the 20th centd?y which makes Bursa an essential
persecutor following the legal aspects, laggtions and transformation

process in museology activitfdsin Turkey.

According to ¥zgano6én (2008: 22) movabl e
from Bursa and its surrounding before the Republican era, were brought to

Mudanya during the Turkish War of ledendence (1918922) to be

transported to Greece. Some of these properties were retrieved and brought

back to Bursa Museum in 1923. Certain measures of documentation and
protection of archaeol ogi cal remains wer e
AncientMonune nt s0 enacted i n 1&®6cBan Kard@d, 74, 1884 anc
2009: 2124) ; (Madran, 2002: 228)). These regulations have been in effect

for a long time after the declaration of the Republic until 1973, when the law

no: 1710 was enacted.

9 According to a city guide published by Bursa Metropolitan Municipality, in public opinion,
instead of going to arckalogical sites, visiting the museums of Bursa to see the artefacts,
sculptures and potteries is sufficent enough for being informed about the past civilizations.
This may explain the role of museums in satisfaction of the human curiosity, since &arly 20
century.

100 Madran (1996: 61inentioned that the first museological activity was observed by the

refunction of Aya Irini Church for just collecting the found artefacts in a restored

monument al building. This O6col |lyicrtg tn gadt taiptpwdea,c h was
just before the 20th century, as transportation of all collection to Cinili Kosk in 1873.

Following the acceptation of Third (1884) and Forth Ancient Monuments Regulations

(1906)- &éMmagund was instituepreparedlandivead, r el ated boo
museums were established in historic towns of the Ottoman Empire.
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Following the Beeficial Reforms in Istanbul, the first archaeology museum

i n Bursa was established in tMbze Boysa©o
i Humayum  Asariii Atka Mu s e u mo (I mperi al Museum
Monuments), in 1902 (Yalman, 1977: 9®idqure 2.12). The inscription

panel on the Saltanat Gate describing the repair of 1418 was removed during

the construction of the new road passing through this eastern entrance and

was sent to MuzeHumayun in 1908, upon the requesteformist Governor

Rekid Pasha. Besi des, the sculptures
Turkish art objects and Iznik tile ornaments were exhibited in this building,

unt il Yeki |l Madrasa was refunctioned
Moreover, GustaveMendel, who was invited to classify the collected

artefacts in Istanbul MuzeHumayun, also prepared a printed catalogue for

Bursa museum in 1908.

Figure 212 Bur sa Boys6 Hi gh SicHumay un ou sdeAifaasarfi Muze
Museumo in between 1902 and 1930.
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Figure213The Entrance of Yexkil Madr as a, which was
Museumdé (I mperi al Museum of Ancient Monu.l
and 1972.

As a way of forming national identity, the interest in archaeology continued
after the declaration of Turkish Repubin 1923. As a result, local museums
were established in Ankara, the new capital, as well in many other cities of
Turkey. Green Madrasa Archaeology Museurig(re 2.13) is one of these
newly founded museums, whietas constructed as a madrasa building by
Haci Ivaz Pasa, the architect of Green Complex, in the first quarter of 15th
century. After the restoration, the building was converted to the archaeology
museum in 1930 (Madran, 1997: 77). In addition to the éxbithall hosting

rare archaeological and ethnographic items the building also had certain
administrative divisions such as the offices for the museum director and other
personal, depots, directorates. The building served as the archaeology

museum until @72 when the new museum building was constructed.
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Besides intact archaeological remains, there are various findings unearthed

from tumuli aound Bursa (Cengiz, 2010: 2ccording to Suel (1996: 26

30), first planned survey research and excavationgdaeund Bursa started

in 1942, though there is still gap in detailed knowledge about them. |

addition to discovery ofnegd Hoyuk (Mound) by K. Bittel in 1942 and

drillings were held in Bozhuyuk and Demirci Hoyuk; traces of motfds

were explored in theurvey undertaken in the northf Kzni k | ake by
Ké | ékten ikKro48.

Foll owing the maintenance and repair a
and Muradiye Kulliyes in the first dace of the Republican era, in 1938, Bruno

Taut was asked to prepare an advisory réfrofor the restoration of the

Green Tom#? (Gasco, 2010: 282). Taut who, in his own words, followed
Ruskinods romanti ci st restoration styl
architectural details in historic buildings cannot be replicated, in order to

maintain their existence they should only be protected from external
conditions!®* In this respect, in the restoration Taut aimedncrease the

perceptibility of the Tomb from different locations in the city by highlighting

t he existing and renovated Kzni k til

101The mounds around the lake have been investigated by the Netherlands Institute in Turkey
since 1986. The excavations in || éeyeedar Mound
remains from 6000 BCE and 12 cultural stratak a pl anoj |l u, 2000: 177).

2'"Bericht ¢ber die Reonovilevammagni dShoYewi Pubgilsd
possession, Bruno Taut Memorial Hall in University of Creation in Tokyo.

103 Architect Bruno Rut was commissioned by the Minstry of Education for the restoration
of Green Tomb, Bursa under the supervision of Macit Rustu Kural from the Committee for
Protection of Monuments. The report which an important material is revealing the
understanding of storation of the era, was published in 2010 by Giorgio Gasco.

04¢ | n conclusion no ancient form must be copi
from further deterioration, for all the rest nothing has to be done. | think it is also a good
choicetof ol | ow this principl é(Gasto, trdang 200232 of t he Y
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replacement of incompatible new tiles with the plaster in the similar ¢8tour
and opacity ath enhancement of old tiles with water based lime mortar were
proposed. In this way, while the restoration intervention on the building can
be noticed from a close distance, in general picture the Tomb would be seen
as prominent as once it had been.

Afterwards, the Tomb was repaired by the efforts of Macit Kural, between
1941 and 194%° The reports including sketches and notes published by
Kural, explain not only the restoration process but also the construction
technique and materials with Iznik tiles acédes of the Tomb. Kural gave
detailed information about deformations, repairs and conservation decisions
for the stability of both main building structure and tile revetments with
photographs and measured drawings (Kural, 196&87j{Figure 2.14 (a) i

(b) T (c) T (d)).

Accordi ng t 0% Kmberdirtedsructure of the Tomb which
deteriorated due to the dampness and moisture problem, was consolidated
with the mixture of reinforced concrete, few rubsienes and hydraulic lime.
Mortar detachments in the stone masonry wall, behind the original tiles on

facade, were fixed by completely removing the previous mortar fill at first

105This mortar known aKeim mineralpaint8 was found in 1878 by A. W Keim i
According to Gasco (Gasco, 2010: 31), these type of plasters provide durabditg éoative

finishing materials against rough climatic conditions and prevent increase of capillaries on

the building surface.

WAccording to Kuralodos reports (Kural, 1968: 86), tI
Green Tomb was Z ¢ hwhe, als@ participated (invitheAnestotatjon of
Mahmut paka Bedesten in Ankara (now Museum of Anatolii

but he passed away due to a disease, before the execution of the project. Kural found this
situation very unfortunate and sad

YThis conservation report and decisions were appr ove
(the Advisory Board of the Ministry of Education), which was formed by Tahsin Oz, the

Director of Topkapé Museum, Ni hat tibhsmi zber k ( M. Ar ch
the Directorate of Pious Foundations and Sedat ¢cet i
Surveysin the Directorate of Surveying and Monuments(Kural, 1968: 102).
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and then uniformly refilling with new material. The material losses inside the

arches were also consolidated in the same way.

The Seljuqid period mosaic tile panel, previously covered with Horasan
plaster during the repair held by Leon Parville, was harmly deteriorated.
During the repairs, detachments were observed on the suffgleeed brick

wall, but decided to be left as it was. Moreover, later tile additions onto the
western and northern facades, were decided to be removed together with its
mortar completely, to keep the walls dry and breathing easily. It was essential
to usenew but compatible tiles for the external facade covering. On the other
hand, the inscription panels on decayed surfaces were decided not to be
reinstalled and it was proposed to leave their places empty, until being

replaced with new replicas of thesenpks with new tile mosaics.

Moreover, the report mentions the comments and opinions of two foreign
experts, Bruno Taut and Al bert Gabr i e
conservation decisions (Kural, 1968:-8@). Although Taut agreed with

Kural in use othe most compatible new tiles on red brick walls, he preferred

plaster and pale green Kleim wastidim mineral paint In his opinion this

would have contributed to notice the difference between the state of facades

before and after the restorati@n the other hand, Gabriel suggested the use

of traditional or compatible new tiles obtained from the storehouses and tile
factories, instead of filling the detached parts with new and colored plaster.

He also thought that the new tiles should be removed anstated in the

same level with the original surface of the wall.

Besides, Gabriel proposed using metal hangings together wittyuadified
cement on the walls, instead of brick at the back of tile coverings, in order to
prevent detachments. Kural pafly disaggreed with some of these
proposals; for instance, according to Kural, using iron material with cement
mortar at the back of the tile coverings would be inconvenient for stability of
the wall against dampness and moisture problems.
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Figure 2.14: Detailed drawings and photographs, prepared during restoration
applicati on o f1948)day madrtar detachiment( ot thet 1
wall, (b) the wall of the Tomb before and after renewed with new tiles,
(c) measured drawing of the Tomb, (d) detailed drawings coingern
the original inner and outer tiles of the Tomb (Kural, 1968871

During the gover nor-%9b0),whil®manydraddionah Kk can (194
buildings were demolished or damaged during the road constructions, various

monuments were restored. Duringhe r est orations in the Tomb
Paka, Masjid of Sitti Hatun and Tuzpazarée
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6clearedd and rearranged by removing
(Tanman, 1996: 125). Meanwhile, the first Advisory Board of Ancient
Monuments and Museums, which was established in 1946, expressed the

need for technical staff and financial support in restoration implementations

on damaged monuments (Madran, 1997: 91). In this respect, Albert Gabriel

and Sedat ¢Cetint ak, thewMinistry wleEdecatiamp poi nt e
prepared and published measured drawings and restitution reports for many

monuments in Bursa until 1950s.

I n Gabrields work, the state of the in
explained with the photographs and drawirfgigure 2.15). In addition to

the documentation work¥ started in 1926 and continued in 1940s, a
bibliography on the urban and architectural history of Bursa is given in the

book. In the appendix, following a gemal outlook on Turkish architecture,
Ottoman era monuments in Bursa are exp
Orhan Mosque, Bey Han (Emir Han), Eskiyeni Bath and Alaaddin Mosque

were described in detail with measured drawings.

The book, while giving isual and written information about the excavations

and conservation interventions held in Orhan Mosque in 1943, also depicts
buildings from the age of Orhan Gazi which did no longer existed by 1934

such as Bey Palace, Masjid of Orhanbey, Orhan Madrasaetiraf Ohan,

and Nil ¢fer Bridge. ¢etintakbs other w
drawings of Hudavendigar and Yéldéereém
restitution report$® f o r Hudavendigar Mosque, Es k
Mosque, Y él deér ennHodditaldandatle aGreat Masqud. elneé

documentation work on the buildings provides additional visual and written

108 |n the production of these measured drawings, Gabriel was assisted Wi Saim
Ulge n , Bedr i Kokt en, H¢srev Tayl a, Fi kret Yg¢gcel

109These drawings were used in the reconstructions of monuments which disappeared after
thefire of 1958.
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material on the levels of deterioration in the beginning of 1950s and
restoration interventions. Thus, these publications prepared between 1930

and 1950 are testimonials for the architectural and restoration history of

Bursa.
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Figure 215 Phot ogr aps and drawings documenting of Yel d
(source: Gabrigl1958:)

Keeping the project of modernization as its main goal, the young Republic
which was established in 1923, aimed to enh
themoden | ifedo and thus indulged in certain
frame. In of of these cities, Bursa important works have been done in the years

following thedeclaration of the Republic.
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In the Bursa city plan, prepared by German urban plannerLGesher in

1924, thegardencity approach®®was embr aced (Dostoj !l u,
242). In this respect, certain decisions for building garden houses were taken
however these decisions underestimated the traditional urban tissue in the
historic city centre. N e vck of tedowdes s s , du
the decisions related to the historic centre were not implemented. After the

first cadastral map was prepared between 1933 and 1934, Atatlrk Street
reconnected to the Citadel (Kerayoj !l u,
to Cekirge,vilAl t épar mak Street was enl arged &
2009: 101).

On the spot where Atatirk street, stretching parallel to the historic
commer ci al cor e, conjuncts with Kn°nyg
buildings such as Vilayet (City Hall),®®f t er dar | €k ( Revenue
Adliye (Courthouse) and publibuildings like Halkevi (PuplicHouse,
presentl y Ahmet "werd builk AcRcadingto ififdrreation r e )
given by Bajbancé (2008: 106) , Heykel
of Adliye-Vilayet-Maliye surrounding this square were built in 1925 and
consequent years; Ataturk Statue and Aviation SocClétyatre (Tayyare

Cemiyeti presently named d&ayyare Cultural and Convention Centre) were

built in 1931. Therefore, the city centre o 6 Republ i can Bur sab

Hanlar and Hisar Districts to the south, Heykel Square and its surrounding.

110 This gardercity approach was proposed Bgward Howardin ordertodbr m 6 beawut i f ul

cityd for | ess p oAccorbdirgtoehis romanticragproach, that was tlsoe s

accepted byH a u s s mdtynfords, the houses are required to be built within gardens and

green areas, together with with surrounding squarepaold( Dost oj |l u, Vural , 200C
MWAccording to H¢gseyin Sungur, Bursa Peopleo6s F

surrounded by Adliyd e f t e +Valilgkroh #hélocation which is presently occupied by

Ahmet Vefi k Pakah"1940&aderi e, @O O0May 375 . After Pe
were banished in 1952, the building was used as a cinema until 1957 when it was renovated

and reopened as Ahmed Vefi k Paka Theatre by t
mayor of that period.
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Moreover, Orta Pazar Street, known as the most important road from the
Byzantine era, was broadened; the road to Memleket Hospital was
constructd and Memleket HospitalTuberculosis Yerenm) Hospital'?,
Military Hospital and State Hospital were built (Ozdemir, 2009: 157).

In the middle of 19306s, in addition to tra
as agriculture, forestry, animal husbandryjcsgture industry and minery

had advanced in Bursa. -dtnataectc oirdlaarlc eofwi t e
republican regime, new industrial institutions and factories were opened.

Busa Textil e Fa-skt oTreyx t(il 92s5)(,1 9Kpb6e) Kk, Di zel Po
(presently th% TEDAkapuSoddla nggdgctory (1933),
Products Factory (1934), Tezik and Emek coa
Palas Hotel and Havuzlupark (1938)eiNhos Woolen Textile Factory (1935

1938) (Miniback, 1996: 172) are some of thoct
buildings, which are considered as Early Republican Era Industrial Heritage,

are intact.

In this period of new constructions, protection efatively better known

monuments such as the Green Tomb, Emir Sul
K¢l liyesi was found s dofd94@althooghy in t he P
Istanbul Council for Protection of Ancient Monuments pointed out to the

protection of all monumss (Madran, 1997: 88%. In addition to that, in the

same plan renovation of the baths and thermal springs in Cekirge district and

112 According to theme moi r of Dr . Necla Kétay VYazécéojlu (¥zd
Tuberculosis Hospital, which was built as a istoreyed timber building, burnt in a fire.

113 Steam powered generators spread around Bursa in the first years of Republican era and
power poles wre started to be built in 1927. The old Dizel Power Plant was built and
launched during this period (Ozdemir, 2009: 184).

YBursa Urban plan prepared by Henr.i Prost between
(l'ineer) planningénapproach of Paris urban pl a

115The report prepared bgtanbul Council for Protection of Ancient Monuments is dated to
1939.
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their conversion to thermal hot-el s
244). Moreover, use of the Hanlar district whicts b or der ed by
in the east, Fevzi Cakmak Street in the west, Atatlirk Street in the south and
Cumbhuriyet street in the north as a commercial and cultural centre was
proposed in the plan. While the proposal regarding the protection of historic
monuments and old streets and keeping industrial facilities and railways out
of the city*®was received positively, broadening the existing streets in order
to ease the motor vehicle traffté caused the demolisment of many historic
buildings and created wérse effects on conservation works in the historic
centre (Vural, 2008: 987) (Figure 2.16). In this respect;

1 Itis known that while he Al t épar mak Street,
to connect Cekirge district, thenew touristic centre to the city centre,
was broadened into two laned road, the lots on the right hand side of
the street were appropriated and the timber houses located thiere we

demolished (Ozdemir, 2009: 178).

1 While Ortapazar Street, an urban axis from the Byzantine era located
in the Hisar District, was enlarged and new hospital buildings were
constructed along this street, many historic houses were demolished
in the surrounchg and this caused the modification of the oldest
traditional fabric in the city centre.

wa s

Kn?®

whi

T Enl arging the Darmstad and Gazcél ar

Muradiye and Emirsultan Kulliyes and Ataturk Street (which was also

1181n the plan decisions, railway connection was proposed for the itinenrary between Gemlik
Road and Istiklal Street Plan.

117 There were two circulation rinigp Bursa in 1940s: The first one was from Romans Tea
Garden to the triplet of Revenue OffiGurthouseCity Hall in Heykel square (Romans Tea

GardenA Tayyare Movie Theatrd4 City ClubA Mountaineering Clu®y Peopl eés House

A Ahmet Vef i kA Raenge Offide@oarthouseCity Hall); the other was from

the Yexil Kul I'i ye t#HoEmDSultam®d Maksem/A MuradigeA ( Ye ki |

Darmstad Street).
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known as porched street), opened in the Green Tomb axis bolstered
the view of certain montahteesame ( Baj bance,
time caused many traditional historic buildings facing towards the

streets to be demolished partially or entirely.

During the five years wherHa Kk i m vag maduty (1948.950),

construction works in Bursa accelerated. In order to keepitinpthe motor

vehicle traffic, entire Altéparmak Street (
Street bet ween the Great Mosque and ¢akeéerh
and the road between the Kk Bankasé, opposi
Palas (Ozdemir, Z®: 182183) were enlarged and main streets were

tarmaced. In this period of new road constructions and enlargements, many

historic building and traditional fabric destroyed (). For instance, while the

Al t éparmak Street was e hd EBg Acleagim and t ar mac e
Synagogue, Gerush (Exiled, cast out) Synagogue, and a great part of Major

Synagogue were demolished (Tor, 1948: 77), (Ozdemir, 2009381 In

addition to the new roads, public buildings constructed in the style of the

period and publicquares are considered as the construction works that left

their mark on the period. Expropriations were made for the construction of

the new public buildings such as Finance
Jailhousé® Ottoman Bank Brandf®, Vocational High Sleool of Commerce

and Stadium and public open spaces such as KultdffgrkK apl anoj | u,

2008: 80). According to Ozdemir (2009: 1823), many old buildings were

'n the place of new Courthouse on Cumhuriyet Street
served his tira was built (Ozdemir, 2009: 39).

119 Today the Ottoman Bank built between the Orhan Mosque and Great Mosque is missing
since it was collapsed.

22The Kulturpark Project, which was initiated during
new vuildings and new reeation areas were designed, was started to be implemented
between 1955 and 1956.
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demolished and monumental trees were chopped down in the expropriated

lands during this construot works.

Figure 2.16: The changes in historic city center of Bursa, by new road openings and new
building constructions, during the Early Republican Period ; views of Atatiirk
Street from the Citadel ¢sirce:digital archieve ofvww.lifeinbursa.com)
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CHAPTER 3

CONSERVATION HISTORY OF BURSA WITH REFERENCE TO
CONSERVATION COUNCIL DECISIONS : 19552012

In this chapter, the council decisionstrieved by the author during her
archival research! in Bursa Regional Council for the Conservation of
Cultural and Natural Properties (BKTVKBK) is given, in addition to the
literature review regarding the conservation activities in Bursa. This chapter,
which is reserved for the conservation history of Bursa is arranged in four
patts. In this respect, the phasetween 1955 when the first council decision

of High Council for the Preservation of Unmovable Antiquities and
Monuments (GEEAYK) was edicted att@78 when the initial conservation
attempts were took place are given in the first part. The next part is a
preliminary for the planning decision concidering the conservation of the
historic sites and covers the activities took place in a shwebf three years
between 1978 and 1981. The Urban Development Plans for Conservation
prepared and enacted during the years between 1981 and 2006, and
conservation implementations are given in the third part. The last part is
reserved for the conservation implenaitns undertaken between 2006 and
present, when the reflections of new regulations in conservation legislation
on Bursa can be seen clearly. In addition to the conservation decisions
gathered from the Council archive, this part also includes information
urban conservation and urban transformation activities in Bursa of the 21st
century retrieved form the activity reports of Bursa Metropolitan

Municipality.

121This archival research was held in June, July and August, 2012.
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3.1First Organized ConservationAttempts: 19551978

After 1951, the decisions regarding consgion activities started to be taken

by the High Council of Conservation (GEEAYK). According to the

documents gathered from the archive of Bursa Regional Council of

Conservation, the oldest decision, concerning the approval of restoration
applicatidemr émn BIgezi d Bezzestan within th
Commercial Center of Bursa, was dated to 1955. While maintenance and

restoration implementations regarding Bezzestan and its surrounding were

approved in the decisions taken between 1955 and'#qE4gure 3.2), the

restoration of Emir Han, located to the north of the Great Mosque, was halted

because the facadeds measured drawings wer
the building could be restored only after the f@esand later additions were

removed and the original state of the building was documtrted

After the fire of 1958 broke out in the west end of Hanlar District, the souqs

and shops located in the firezone disappeared and hans in the surrounding

burnt dow to the foundationgFigure 3.1). Council decisions were taken

regarding restoration and minor repair of e
and shops around it. In these restoration projects, majority of whioh we

prepared and implemented by the General Directorate of the Pious

Foundations, certain statements such as mioemprehensive repair,-situ

application, reconstruction / partial reconstruction, reinforcement /

122 GEEAKY: (1) 371 / 23.04.1955 ; (2) 387 / 27.05.1955 ; (3) 970 / 07.07.1958 ; (4) 1237 /
08.11:195911.12.1959 (5) 1296 / 05.03.1960 ; (6) 1408 / 08.10.1960 ; (7) 1417 / 08.10.1960
© (8) 1579 / 07.05.1961 ; (9) 1908 / 30.09.1962 ; (10) 2307 / 15.12.1963 ; (11) 2325 /
25.01.1964

123 GEEAKY: (1) 371 /23.04.1955 ; (2) 387 / 27.05.1955 ; (3) 970 / 07.07.1581237 /
08.11195911.12.1959 (5) 1296 / 05.03.1960 ; (6) 1408 / 08.10.1960 ; (7) 1417 / 08.10.1960
© (8) 1579 / 07.05.1961 ; (9) 1908 / 30.09.1962 ; (10) 2307 / 15.12.1963 ; (11) 2325 /
25.01.1964
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strengthening, addition of neeontempoary architectural element with new
contemporary material, removal of forriarproper additions attached to the

historic buildings, adaptive reuse draw the attention.

Figure 3.1: Photographs of Histar Commercial Buildings, after the fire of 1958

(sourcearchive of Umut Unsal, from the archive of Bursa Metropolitian Municipality)
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6

4

High Conservation Council

| (GEEAYK) Decisions taken

in between 1955 and 1964

Approval of
Restoration Projects
applied in 1955, 1958,
1960, 1962 and 1963

Codes in Keymap:

1. Yildirim Bedesteni and
its surrounding shops
(GEEAYK : 371/23.04.1955 )
( GEEAYK : 387/ 27.05.1955 )

|
(GEEAYK:970/07.07.1958 )

( GEEAYK : 1296/ 05.03.1960 )
(GEEAYK:2325/2501.1964)

2. Emir Han,

3. Geyve Han,

4. Arabacilar Hani
5. Kapan Han

(GEEAYK: 1408 /08.10.1960 )
(GEEAYK : 1579 /07.05.1961 )

6. Kapaligarsi
7.Ivaz Pasa Garsisi
8. Gelincik Carsisi
9. Sengil Hamami
10. Piring Han

11. Ulucami

(GEEAYK : 1908 /30.09.1962 )

— iV

sources used as basemap:
(1) 1943 aerial photo of Bursa
from archieve of THKK

(2) 2014 Bursa Basic Map
from archieve of BBB

Figure 3.2: High Conservation Council (GEEAYK)ecisions (1958.964)
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BURSA_PICCINATO PLANI (1960)

(174000 blcekli plandan kigUltilmustir. )

MUDANYA

Dobruca i)

b
- LE JAND Inkaya
- Mevcut Konut Alanlar - Depolama Alan:

[E=1 Geligme Konut Alniar) [ Fork Cocuk Bahgesi

- Ticaret Alanlari - Spor Tesisleri

B egitim Tesisteri I opucalar, Turistik Tesister

B iniversite - Terminal

E:] Saglik Tesisleri _ Kamu Kuruluslary B, H.A. Askeri Alanlar
- Sanayi Alanlart D Mezarliklar

K. Sanayi Alanlar

Figure 3.3: Bursa plan(19581960) prepared by Luigi Piccinato and Emin Canpolat (from archive of BBB)
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