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ABSTRACT

ARCHITECTURE OF THE STATE: ANKARAKSTASYON CADDESK
IN THE LATE OTTOMAN AND EARLY REPUBLICAN PERIODS

DEDEKARGI NOJLU, Cem

M.A., Department oHistory of Architecture
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan
October2019,185 pages

This study focuses othe late 19 and early 2t century urban transformation of
Ankara as exemplified in the development of the axis connecting the train station to
the city center. The temporal scope of the research starts wittl889s wherthe

train stationwas construed and its connection with the cityas establishedand

ends at the turn of the 1930s until wreenumber of buildingsvere erectedn the

Kst asy o naxisCamdtwthend ansenés proposal for the dev
Ankara started to be implementednalyzing the spatial alterations ddst asy on
Caddesiin this chronological orderthe study aims to discuss the relation of the
architecture of the state in that period with the contemporary processes of state
building, modernization and natidauilding, andto underline the continuity and
change in the construction of the built environment in the case of the transformation
of Ankara from a provincial center of the Empire at the end of tRedstury to the
modernized capital city of the Republic in the megng of the 28) century.

Keywords: Late Ottoman Architecture, Early Republican Architecture, First

National Architectural Movement, Ankara, Station Street.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1.Aim and Scope

This study starts from a commdelief about the ideological characteristics of the
transition period from the Ottoman Empire to the Republic of Turkey, which created
a dominant approach not only in conventional architectural historiography, but also
in other fields of social studieBespite the canonibinary opposition between the
characteristics of the Empire and the Republibich wasexpressed and solidified

by the use ofo tedert studiesreramifief thre &istdricalccontinuity in
between thanodernization attempts of the Ottoman Empire to that of the Turkish
Republic; and this study attempts to undertake a similar comparison of the built
environments of these contexts by examining the interventions in the urban and

architectural fields.

This type of a binary opposition is rooted in the evaluation of tH& déntury

Ottoman modernization and its impacts on the spcm!| i t i c a | Aif fami ngo
Here, the dichotomy between the new and the old, the progressive and the regressive,

and thus themodern and the traditional was explicitly being revealed in the
propaganda materials of structuring the new Turkish natiate in the 1920s and the

1930s, by breaking the bonds with the maitiltural, multinational and nossecular

!Tuncay, MeteT ¢ r ki ye Cumhuriyeti onde Tek-18Bar tKistWnrbeautl i: m
Tari h Vakfeé Yup.t8lYayeénl ar e, 2005

2 Zurcher, Erik JanTurkey: A Modern History3th ed. Londor& New York: I.B. Tauris, 2006
p. 1-2.



Empire2 One side ofhe duality representing the new is exemplified in its best on the

visual and verbal expressions in the official magakm&urquie Kamalisté which

i's explained by-thé&sgemes displaysof afegacyeof sdéirtitionn d

ofthe TurkishRpu bl i ¢ t hr ough °antithe othér eepresentingthea r at us o,
old was materialized through the famous slogan of the tenth anniversary of the

procl amation of the Republic, Dubentaysal reant st
D¢ Kk e (Figwe l.1)

Figure 1.1: A photograph taken ok s t i k | adurin@thedarads of thetianniversary of
the Republici ncl udi ng the cel ebr at onotgtopsdtherwisetvewile wi t h t he |
fall o, 1933.

(Cengiz Kahraman collection.)

8 Kezer, Zeynep.Building Modern Turkey: State, Space, and ldeology in the Early Republic
Pennsylvania: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2qil%1.

4 For a comprehensive study on the framework and outputs dfurcuie Kamalistesee: Oziikan,

bilent (ed.)Buginin Bilgileriyle Kemal'in Turkiye'si: La Turquie Kamaliskes t anb u | , Boyut Yayén
Grubu, 2012.

5G¢ner, Meajeam. T¢grk Sanaténén Doj uku: Konstr¢gktivist

Kde oHlditedbyDgan G¢ner . Kstanbulp:144aynak Yayénlaré, 2014



The period covering the years between 1923 and 1950 was evaluatadicas
modernity by Tekeli in that respectwhich is explained as the sequesft shy
modernityof the last decades of the"1@entury® The terminological difference that
Tekeli precisly paid attention to defines the phasesthe modernization procéss
starting from the attempts of the consolidation of the Ottoman Empire with the
international capitalist system in the rfi" century. This inevitably resulted in the
changes in the eaomic, social and political structure of the Empire, and also
affected the urban fabric and architecture with the emergence of new building
typologies related with the bureaucratic and economic transfornfafiba.reason

that made the Ottoman modernipatshyin that sense was the piecemeal attitudes
of the rehabilitation of the existing urban fabric, and the partiality of the reforms that
were expected to regulate the production of the urban $pabee lingering
modernity project of the 9century swing into high gear with the initiative of the

founding elite of the Republic in 1920s.

Tekel i, Kl han. AiKent Tari hi YazémeCKmmhwrsiuynatad dyier
Ankar adseée: ¥zcan, PAeldtiatbeadn 6bay Alramasjéank eny apé, é. Ank
pp. 27.

7 The assimilation of the modernity project by the central authority of the Empire and even by the
Sultans themselves was not a smooth process, but rather sprung from a series of coups, upheavals, and
civil wars that took place in the #@ind early 19 centuy. See: Ahmad, FerozThe Making of Modern

Turkey London and New York: Routledge, 19%. 1531.

8 Tekeliillustrated the process of the internalization of the modernity project in four phases; namely

looking for the solutions of the problemsstatus quaand reviving the golden age, the instrumental

and unwillingly entrance to the modernity project, the igaece of the diffusionist groups claiming

for power to establish a fundamentalist relation with the modernity project, and the dissolution of the

Empire with the emergence of natistates that adopted a new relationship with the project, i.e.

radical mocernity. Tek el i Mo&é hahzm, Modernite ve Tg¢rkiyeodd
Kstanbul: Tarih Vapgpfd@82.Yurt Yayénlaré, 2009

Tekel iT,¢rKdihyaenb.ni n Kent Pl anl ama veK&eahbAtakTar in
Yurt Ya@le ppl 3833@, 2

YTekeli, Klhan. #fABir Modernite Egej #si6g®@d@kak T,r
p. 53.



In order to understand how the modernity project of the late Ottoman period was
accelerated with the project of the founders of the Republic of Turkey in concrete and
tectonic matters of fact, Tekeli illustrated a quadripartite structure: the proclamation
of Ankara as the new culturallyomogenized capital city, which was aimed to be a
model for the urban development of the country; the rapid development of a
countrywiderailroad construction program, which would connect the peripheries
with the cities and the capital city of the Republic; the constitution of a light
industrialization program in the cities connected to the railroad network as the
economical counterpartnd the propaganda for the new culture, art and science for
thenewnatiorst at e by P ¢Halpevlarifestablidredis neasy citiésAs

the rolemodel of the spatial, infrastructural, economic and cultural program of the
Republic, the new capitalrkara, together with its urban and cultural development,
was framed in this context as the victorious signature angyextlict of the new

regime’?’and with the discourse of®being fithe hea

However, neither the binary opposition betm the Empire and the Republic, nor the
purification of Ankara as fdthe &Bywy built f
reading the modernization process of the Ottoman Empire in detail focusing on its

reasons and considering the intellectual and #tmal growth and bifurcation in the

11 Tekeli, 2009, pp. 15858.

12 Cengizkan, Ali, Ank ar a6 n
JanserP|l anééna ve B
Yayéncé,lpgk213. 20014

K215k LP°lracnhée:r 1P9l 2a4n é : Kent sel Mekan 3

én
uge¢ne KatAkrek aarraé:, Ankkar av eE rKsatl iétngt s8¢ avf &k

BBozdo] anModeisnband Nation Building: Turkish Architectural Culture in the Early
Republic Washington: Washington UnivergiPress, 2001pp. 8283.

YBatuman, B¢l ent . G@it@es3tl 01BDr50o8590 p.678. Ankar a. 0
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last decades of the #Qentury®® it is explicit to determine that the roots of the
Republican Aradical o moderni zati on was
predecessor. Moreover, the growth of the city of Ankara betweetate 1% and

early 20" century reveals this situation in its best, by the developmental and spatial

characteristics of the city that flourished out of the citadel and the historical center.

In that respect, the storyifs t a s y o ithea@vendedvkich connected the old city

to the train station in Ankara, gains importar(€ggure 1.2.As one of the first major

ur ban interventions that can be treated
paved the way for not only reaching the neairt station from the old city, but also
creating an attraction area for the concrete setting of the new modernized Ottoman
bureaucracy, and later a prestigious scenery for the new RepuBlictaking into

account the two urban spaces on both ends ofi® the Train Station and its
Squar e, and the Governoroéos Office and it
development of Ankara from a modest city of the Empire to the splendid capital city

of the Republic, in harmony with the political, cultuaald architectural events of the

eral’ The formation oK s t a s y o rin AGkard dsetle ideveloping axis of the

Anatolian town of the Empire at the outskirts of the Citdflahd its transformation

S For a research on the ideological diversification of the Ottoman intelligentsia in the late 19th and

early 20th centuries, see: Karpat, KemalQdémah € Mo der nl ekxmesi : Topl um, K
Nufus Kstanbul: Ti ppa7®86Yayeénl are, 2017

BAvce, YCGassneammi [ né. H¢ k ame t Konakl ar é: Tanzi mat D°nen
veTemsii Kstanbul: KI gptl3& i m Yayénlare, 2017

"Bozdoj an, Si bel iReading Ottoman Architectur
Hi storiography And The 6New Mugearhas2d @Q07):uL99228. | n The

8 Indeed, the typology dk s t a s y o ns afparehdiretiseitransformatiohthe many Anatolian

cities in the late 19and early 28 centuries. For the studies on different examples,tseet i n, Sédék a
iGe- Osmanl éeédan Erken Cumhuriyete K- Baté Anadol
Burdur Ve Isparta KentleriUzei ne Kar k&1 akt &r METU dourial of thekacaltg | e me  (
of Architecture29, no. 2 (2012): 8926 ¥zt e n, Mel t em. AErken Cumhuriy
Kentinde Bir Moder nl ek me Ar acé Ol ar ak Kstasyon
UnpublishedMa st er 6 s Thesis. Yéldéz Teknik;Yahideer, siEse ai
S¢heyl a BSér¢gakmkaahy an, and Dicle Yéldez. AAnadol u K
Caddel eri: K o Aritara, 2007n eRefrievéd November 10, 2017 nfro
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as the nucleus of the new Republican calfifaesent a feile ground to discuss the

ideological clashes and their expressions in architectural and urban context.

Architectural production is the espifoduct of a multfaceted process, including the

involvement of multiple actors. By looking through the perdpeatf the Ottoman

Turkish modernization in the late™@nd early 20 century, this web of relation gets

much more complicated because of the economic and political conditions of the

geography that obstructed the dominancyhefstate on the productioof the built

environment. Moreover, scrutinizing this complexity is important to understand their

impacton t he fl ourishing of the AArchitecture
ideological mannersyith respect to the prevalent Turkisationalis political climate

of the era.

Focusing on the role of the state in this framework of analyssnain purposes of

the research are to discuss the relation of the architecture of tif@istétat period

with the contemporary processes of statdding, modernization and natien
building, and to underline the continuity and change in the construction of the built
environment in the case of the transformation of Ankara as a provincial center of the
Empire at the end of the ¥%entury and the new moahézed capital city of the
Republic in the beginning of the 2@entury. In that sense, the spatial alterations on
the axis that connected the city with the station will be examined by analyzing the

buildings and the public spaces located on or ardumsdiyon CaddesMoreover,

http://www.arkitera.com/gorus/1104/anadddentkimliginin-olusumundastasyoncaddelerkonya
ornegi Yet, the contextual relation & s t a s y o in Aikara witle the transformation of the role
of the city created a unique position and the geopalitind historical relationship of the city with the

train station in the late ¥century had a great contribution on that. S&diire, Sevgil 9. Y¢zy &l én
Sonunda Anadol u Kenti .MeAknaknasraal: YQaDpTe ¢Mizngamlleénke sHak ¢l t e
1979.

19 Cengizkan, 2004, pp. 131.

20The term wasakenfrom: AltanEr gut , El van. ACumhuriyet D°nemi Mi mar |
Ol anakimakipve Arakt ér malna 13520008)t122r at ¢r Der gi si



ANRARA
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Figure 1.2: The research area in the city, marked on 1944 Ankara Map by the author.

(VEKAM Ankara Map Collection, Inventory No: H006.)



another aim of this study is to provide a fresh loakthe topic of analysisot only

on the level of argumentation, but also with the compilation of the related literature
in a broader range, from the most canonic ones to the current studies. Besdes tho
on the temporal scope of the thesis, a variety of sources from'thd 6and 18’
century economic and political history of Ottoman cities, and the fluctuating past of
central Anatolia and Ankara in that era will also be used as related to thesitisc

of the study?! The temporal scope of the reseabeftween the 1890s and the turn of
the 1930scovers a number of buildingsd open spaces the axis of the avenue,
erectedspecificallybetweenl892, theyear of thearrival of the railroad téAnkarg

and 1928, when Hermann Jansené6és proposal on

21 Only a glance on the condition of Ankara and the Empire before 1892 is preferred to be included

because of the limited scope of the study. To provide a basis for the future studies, the scholars

interested in working on that context by aiming to to lopkmuthe change of the built environment

can see: Aktire, Sevdl 9 . Yézyéeél én Sonunda Anadol .UAnkKra:n t i Mekansa
ODT | Mi mar |l ék Fakg¢ltesi Yayénlareée, 1978nkardAkt ¢re, Sevyg
Ankara edited by EniBatur, 871 0 8 . Kstanbul : Yapé Kredi Yayénl ar é, :
Y¢e¢zyéeél ¥ncesi Ankar aToasréi i zke-rii miee BAN k anrean:l eFy. 10¢ 11 n1981 S
2ded. | edi t ed -Yhvuz, 3My8k. € | A nTk¢akreal : TBMM Baségievi , 2000;
f18306dan 19306a AnkamTabdh Kz nihd& akX@kSenise® 81 n

Bildirileri , edited by Yedl AhlkaraeMiddlerEEast TlechnicaBUniversity, Faculty of

Architecture Press, 2001; Akyizr a t , Je¢elide.addli wd Kae zKdDtalhak Anel é: 1887

InPr of . Dr . ¥zer , eHtedby Umittekin, 2ABnda7j.anKst anbul : Bilge K¢glt
Yayénl arAgdedaplIBuavi, Kudr et Emiroj !l u, K#éciker T¢e¢rkojl u,
Asyadnén Bi nAnkagz (Do sAtn kkairtaa b e vpp. 159408 Ayhdn o €y i 2010 5,

EI'i f Sel ena. iA Tale of Ulus Square: A Critical Asses

in a Historic Public Open Space in Ankarah. 0 Unpubli s
University, The Graduate School of Na tBwerkabli nand Appl i
Yé€l da Ner ede nAnkbear 18Rk a dderrk@ae ,a Mu s a . AY°netim Merkezi ol

Ge-irdijiT&wvirlh mKoi ndhe Ankar a:ierE3%edledl o8t BgmiAyael Bi l
TukelYavuz 899 6 . Ankar a: TBMM Brgémeyi ¥z000AXVI I . Y¢ezy el
Ankaradnén Yerlekim Durumu | zerine Bazé Bilgiler.o TI
108; Ergen-, ¥zeré.: fEk6.no¥Yy zky € 1S ohssnykadr avéaspait € ve Kentse
K-inde Ankara: Eyl ¢P9%1d9 81 eSle nienderabuyB4gbgdeirddia:l Tesrkie |

TBMM Basémevi, 2000; Eyice, Semavi. AAnkaradédnén Eski

iTAnkaraoddan BahiEsken BSey yAatkdataaat ;Reks nkio.nof elrmansl aré: Tg¢r
Kurumu Yeéel | éwk4, 64 b2d. fArkarar hisk Tailm kurumu, 1971; Galanti, Avrakmkara

Tarihi. Ankar a: ¢ajl ar Yayénl ar eéKel2&0mdbgn Gkalrmeaejoan:, &g man
Kmparatorl ujudnun Son Y¢zyBbdednal eAAmmrkear 8@ néoi nGkd i@ B m
Kentleri, edited by Paul Dumont and FrancefSeorgeon, 981 1 5 . Kstanbul : Tari h Vakf
Yayénl aTa@&murl99Br, man. fKAnkrairca |IKe-ii svie YAentkiara Ti fti k Sar
Bir B a Kagini Dakumbkn Bir Kentin Gizemi, Sof edi ted by Filiz Yenikehirli:
¢ er - iYdcell71i86. Ankara: Kog UniversitesfEKAM, 2018.



chosen to be applied after a limited competition. The planning of Ankara shifted the
axis of development from the beginning of the 1930s onwards to the-gourtin

diredion and overshadowed the importance of the avenue with a new axis connecting
the new city( Y e n i with the old)one, which was also new once upon a time.
However, the selected milestones are open to critique regarding the canonical
periodization in thedisciplines of architectural, political, and urban hist&rit is

eminent that the modernization of the peripheral cities had started far h8éfite

and the realization of the Jansen Plan and the declifesof a sy ondid @ba d d e s i
suddenly occur in 1® Yet, in order to illustrate the transition period of Ankara
coherently and extensively, the years when the development on that axis accelerated

and declined are taken as milestones in this study.

1.2. Methodology and Organization

This study is intended toe framed around the concepthistorical continuityin an
affirmative position of reading histotyy emphasizing the flow from the Empire to
the Republic theoretically and physicdllyBurke used that term apart from the

pejorative useisnuoift ytohe awodr di niisctornutme nt al i

conceptualization asserted by Bourdieu i
Asocial reproductiono, with the help of
2For instande.ewAdglha&ndjilnuu on the year 1932, whe

inaugurated in Ankara, the principle of statigdevletcilik) in economy was adopted, and the
architectural competition of the Exhibition Hougergievi)was opened, depicting that thelstpf

the building shodlachhohe Efi h&kaheCruddhu¢ i yet D° ne mi M
1938 Ankar a: Bilge K¢l tgr, ppS4564% On tWeaoyhér hdna@, Mngay 2 010
designates the year 1931 as the turning point, when the thidgr ess of Republ i can F
proclaimed the regime as a pastate (Tuncay, 2005, p. 311), and Tankut as 1932, when the
development plans of Jansen were approvédnKut, GonilBi r Bakkenti n Kmar é: A
1939).Ankara: Anahtar Kitaplarfaé ne v ip. 251 99 3

23Burke, PeterHistory and Social Theor2nd ed. Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 1992
p. 159.



employers, priest& Moreover, he agents could be varied considering the specificity
of the structure of the Ottoman social fabric and how it was reconstructed during the
establishment of the Turkish natistate.The concept oinventionin history”> and

its reflections by both readingoim the efforts of inventing an Ottoman identity in
the Empiré® and by recontextualizing the old icons and rituals into new frafhies
order to construct a Turkish national identity through its architectural and urban
expression, and the theoretical backmd of the invention of different modernisths

with the distortion of traditions with paradigm shiftalso provides a basis for the
discussion of this study. Moreover, the analogy of Mardin for illustrating the Turkish
modernization on the tension ane tielation between the center and the periphery is
also taken as a recurrent motive for the explanation of the chronological ®vents,
essentially for the development of the city of Ankara as a peripheral Ottoman city,

which would later emerge as the nudef the new Turkish stat@ppendix A)

24 For a detailed analysis on that, saan-Er gut , Tomri s El van. AMaking A Nati
Architecture and the Nam-St at e in Early Republican Turkey. o0 Unpub
Graduate School of Binghamton University: State University of New York, , 19928957.

®Hobsbawm, Eric. J. fi 1 nt r oTthaulmvéntioo of Traditigmedigehlly i ng Tr adi t i
Eric. J. Hobsbawm and Terence RangéB. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1983

26 Hobsbawm, Eric. INation and Nationalism since 1780. Programme, Myth, Redliambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1992 67.

2’Deringi |l , S didniofiiraditidritah Rublit Image im the Late Ottoman Empire, 1808 to
1 9 0 8amparative Studies in Society and Hist88y no. 1 (1993)6-13.

28 Vidler, Anthony.Yakadéj éméz G¢negn Tarihleri (Trans AM@mar |l ékta Mode
T¢ mer t ek ulknlgnus, 2R160p.d 3FH43.

®0n an ideological debate about the term of #dAparadig
process of modernization, s&erman, MarshallAll That Is Solid Melts into Air: The Experience of
Modernity. London: Pengin Books, 1988pp. 1536.

OMardinT¢e¢klerModer nl ek, 8389 .. Wsatkanledwler Kl eti kim Yayénl a
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In order to create a general overview of the contextual and political frame of the era
and its material expression in architecture and urbanism, the canonical theoretical
works will be mainly referred to. Moreover, a number of theses, articles and
contempeoary books that are broadening an event, building or controversy related
with the scope of the work will also be helpful, as listed in the bibliography. The
visuals and maps will be used both from the secondary printed sources including
encyclopedias, maais, and theses and the primary libraries and archives, namely
Ministry of Culture and Tourism National Library of Turkey, Ko¢ University Vehbi
Koc Ankara Studies Research Center (VEKAM}anbul Metropolitan Municipality
Atatirk Library, SALT Researchnd Goethe Institute, as well as those belonging to

the collections of individuals.

Following the introduction, the second chapter of the study is, in that respect, focused
on the process of the relation between the state and the modernization of the built
environment from the late Ottoman to the early Republican period. The reforms after
the enactment of the Tanzimat Decree in 1839, which is found essential as the first
annunciation of the state to have fundamental changes in its structure as well as the
society3* were solidified on the reformation of the built environment in a short period

of time, and with the emergence of the new building typologies such as military
barracks, schools and administrative units, the urban fabric of the cities steadily
trandormed. The provision of the railroad and telegraph network throughout the
Empire eventuated in the erection of train stations, and telegraph and post offices.
The new urban regulations of the@&@ntury opened the way for the rationalization

of the urba fabric, and the adoption of the use of urban space in a new concept of
publicity depending on the modernist living norms and habits in the newly formed
avenus, squares and gardens. Furthermore, the rise of the TFuoetishalist
ideology at the turn ofhe 19" century affected the architectural expression of the

state, and resulted in an attempt to create a genuine order of architecture and

81 Zurcher, 2004, p. 56.
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ornamentation, which was adopte@ilwi th the
Mimari). In that sense, the asgts of the modernization of the Ottoman Empire in the

late 19" and early 20 centuries, and how those were adopted, revised and reused in

the first years of the Republic are briefly defined in this chapter. Moreover, the
recontextualization of the styldter the collapse of the Empire, and the reuse of the

existing built environment inherited by the Republic from its processibr be

defined inthe framework

By relying on this framework, the third chapter will focus on the cag¢ ®ft a sy o n
Caddesin Ankara in order to analyze the architecture of the state as formed along its
axis. Starting with a general overview of the city before the arrival of the railroad, the
chapter will examine the formation of the axis as a consequence of the construction
of the train stations, and typical governmental buildings in the peripheral cities of the
Empire including Ankara for the sake of the bureaucratic modernization of the
Empire. The consequent formation of a governmental district in Ankara, and the
formation ofpublic urban spaces during the laté"Ehd early 26 century will be
studied. On the following part, the development of the axis will be mentioned in the
chronological change of the sociopolitical events that reformed the city from its
foundations, whih are the change of the regime of the Empire, the Independence
War commanded from the city after the defeat of the Empire in the First World War,
and the establishment of the new Republic that accepted Ankara as the new capital
city. Onto that frameworkthe development of the buildings and urban spaces, their
particular architectural and spatial qualities, and the interrelation of those as
functional subsidiaries and by means of the formation of the urban scenery of the
Republic will be explained in detalastly, the process of the making of the Jansen
plan, which suggested the direction of development of the city on a different axis, and
the related decline df s t a s y o mn tifBeawdtidtieesmplementation of the plan

will be specified as concludingé analysis.
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CHAPTER 2

THE STATE AND MODERNIZATION OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT

On the turn of the 19 century, the rise of national identities and nationalist
movements throughout Europe kept abreast of the processes of modernization in
different geographies. The changes in the sociocultural realm and political missions
were also fed from the economic aedhnological developments after the Industrial
Revolution. The period between 1789 and 1848, which was indicated by Hobsbawm

as AThe Age of Revolutionso, was for med
flourishing of the capitalist industry, the fortian of the bourgeois liberal society,

and the establishment of the Eukmerican bureaucratic structure of the stafde
modernizatioAof the Ottoman Empire, whose stately structure was depending on the
primordial relations of production, p&apitalig social structure, and the ultimate rule

of a person with impotent suinits, cannot be separated from those procésses.

Nevertheless, it is hard to state that the same model of governmental redevelopment
occurred identically in the Ottoman territorig&t the end of the 19 century, the

Ottoman Empire was ruling the territories including the Balkans, Anatolia and a large

! Hobsbawm, Eric. JAge of Revolution: 1782848 New York: Vintage Books, 199¢p. 17.

2The debate on t he use of ter ms fi mo-driented i z at i on
moderni zationodo was prevailing for a |-oofogial peri od
critiques against the Westeomniented historiography. To stay inetlscope of the topic, an evaluation

on those debates will not be made in the study, yet it is important to note that reframing a global history

apart from the bonds of the canonic Western historiography is necessary also for the reevaluation of

the periodof OttomanTurkish modernization. See: Kezer, 2015.

SAvcéo] |l uT,grikdjyaeemd.ni n D¢zeniv. DegnKsBaghboal ;pyyaieknn Y
11-46.
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part of the Arab world, where around 25 million people were inhatfit{Rgure 2.1)
Yet, it is hard to say that the Empire had Hural or architectural domination on all
of its territories, because of the regression in military power and authority. As stated

by Findley:

Paradoxically, the | ate Ottoman Empire w
multinational empire that was endangebgcboth separatist nationalism and

European imperialism. Ottoman and Turkish forms of nationalism developed

in response to that untenable situafion.

Figure 2.1: The territories ruled by the Ottoman Empire, and the losses between 1774 and 1912.

(Findley, 2010, p. 5)

4 Zlrcher, 2004, p. 9.

5 Findley, Carter VaughriTurkey, Islam, Nationalism andodernity: A History, 1782007. New
Haven and London: Yale University Press, 204.09.
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The process of the Ashyo modernizati on

technical and military concern by importing the kabaw and technologfrom the

West; yet its intellectual, cultural and political premises were also developed in line
with the reform$. As a solution to prevent the dissolution of thllet based
sociopolitical structure of the Empifehe administrative organization wadreened

by strengthening the central government and its extensions in the pefipitach
intrinsically needed the empowering and expansion of state bureaucracy
hierarchically and territorially. In other words, the Empire left the decentralized
governancanodel depending on the tactical coalitions with the local power elites,
and reinforced the authority of the absolute monarchy on a tripodal structure consisted

of religion, centralized bureaucracy, and state army.

Nonetheless, nationalist movementshia Empire opened the way to the dissolution

of the Empire; and the empowering Turkish nationalist movement among others,
starting from the time that the Committee of Union and Prodrdsst t i hat ve
Cemiyeti)had come to power in 1908, became infied in the formation of a
Turkish natiorstate in 1923° In that sense, it is explicit to determine that the roots

of the Republican modernization extended upon the consequences of the Ottoman
modernization. In this chapter, the issues of the moderoiz@tiocesses in these
consecutive periods as related to building and urbanization activities resulted from

6 Zircher, 2004, pp. 282.
”Mardin, 1991, p. 183.
8 Karpat, 2017, p. 22.

% Berkes, NiyaziThe Development of Secularism in Turkey, with a New Introduction by Aenoad
London: Hurst&Company, 199%p. 9495.

YKasaba, Rekat. MAKemali st Cer tRathinkingtMogemityamdd Mo d e |

National Identity in TurkeySeattle and Washington: University of Washington Press,, 1925b.
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contemporary organizational and technological reforms will form the main frame of

analysis.

It is essential to note that the centralization of tageswvas neither a unique case for
the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic, nor realized solely for the sake of
political deci si ons. I n fact, i n Ortayl éo6s
one of the greatest revolutions accomplished irhtsi@ry of civilization, depending

on the formation of courts and offices with the acceleration on specialization in
distinct subjects, which was the model of the French modernization in the 18
century!! Architecture formed such a field of specializatithat was used in the
centralization efforts of the state through the modernization process. This chapter will
focus on the change of the built environment and the architecture in the'taadl9
early 20" centuries by examining the examples on the geographies ruled by the
Ottoman Empire and later the Turkish Republic, to understand the bilateral
relationship that was constructed on the aim of connecting the center and the
periphery physically and ideologilty, as a consequence of the process of

centralization.

The examples will be consisted of the railway stations as the symbol of the
technological advancement and the linkage with the céhtieg; buildings allocated

for administrative purposes and pubfiervices as the anchorages of the central
authority®® and gardensgvenuesand squares as the places defining the publicity of

the urban space. The appearance of Ottomarclassicism as a distinct style that

Oortaylkmp&ddteor.l ujun BmdUzdn Xszwpaba&|pp.130l et i ki m Yayé
140.

12 Christensen, Peter Ksermany and the Ottoman Railways: Art, Empire, and Infrastructlesv
Haven and London: Yale University Press, 2017104.

3 Celik, ZeynepEmpire, Architecture, and the City: Fren€bttoman Encounters 183[014 Seattle,
Washington: University of Washington Press, 2088 159160.
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expressed the new identity of the Empirel wiso be studied in this chaptéiThe

aim is to understand how the formation of new building types changed the built
environment, and how the emergence of t hi
formation process of the late Ottoman and early Bigan contexts, and became

key factors in the modernization of the built environment from the late decades of the

19" to the first decades of the2@entury.

2.1.Connecting the Center to the Periphery: New Building Types

During the period of reforms, éhmost intensively seen change in the social fabric of

the Empire was the employment of experts under the central organizations of
ministries and directoratédSuch a reformation process had direct effects on judicial
system, international economic retats and education, with dominantly foreign
investments in agriculture and trade by using the benefits of financial and political
privileges!® Hence, in order to operate a mifticeted and complicated web of
relations, a massive number of civil servants weeded to establish the bureaucracy

in the center and the periphery. Hence, new typologies of administrative and public
service buildings were required, which were realized by using the new construction
and design techniqués Accor di ng t oe cduld beidlassified,undérh o s
eleven types, namely: military buildings (barracks, military schools, patrol,
warehouse etc.), administrative building

and post office, museum etc.), industrial facilities (factor,,mitbrkshop, power

“YErsoy, Ahmet A. @AXI X. Y¢gzyélda Osmanl & Mimarl ek
Kemalettinvet aj €: Mi mar |l ék/ Topl umsal YakhAnkafaPTVIMOB i ka, ec
Mi mar |l ar Odasé & Vakéefplld9. Genel Mederl ¢ ¢, 20009
15 Zlrcher, 2004, p. 94.

16 Karpat, 2017, p. 98.

“"Tekeli, Klhan. ATanzi matotan T&d mat ot pat Camkenti g
Turkiye AnsiklopedisVol. 4,8788 9 0. Kstanbul : Kl etikim Yayénl ar é,
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plant etc.), schools of the New Ord&&fulfiinan, Sultanetc.), healthcare facilities
(hospitals, quarantine faciliti€¢seahaffuzhane)etc.), commercial facilities (passages,

bank buildings, department stores, office buildings etotglf, recreational facilities
(parks, theaters etc.), new houses (palaces in Western style, apartment blocks, kiosks,
villas etc.), transportation buildings (railroad stations, quays, depots etc.), and fire

and clock towers®

After the proclamation of #h TanzimatDecree in 1839, the pace of change in the

urban fabric of Ottoman cities was impetuous. Accordingt ay nar 6 s def i ni ti o
of Tanzimatas @A ( éx enheatezation of an ithtrinsical
the efforts on restructuring the Empire were not ondgnganizing the military and

bureaucratic system, but also halting the organic development of cities with the

acceptance of the accumulation of the land and estates, nhamely the proprietorship in

urban areag’ Hence, it is possible to dismantle the reforms of Tanzimat affecting the

built environment in a twofold structure while focusing on the topic of the study. The

first face is the bureaucratic modernization in the center, which resulted in the
reoganization of the state in the periphery as well as of its accommodsaioa the

second face is the regulation of the built fabric of cities with the regular extension

through the outskirts and the rehabilitation of the existing urban patfefins

BErtujrul, Al i dost. iXxXIl X. Y¢ézyéel da OSFiurkgen|l edda Ort ay
Ar akt ér mal ar €7, ha 13€008)t293812Der gi si
¥®Kaynar,Hakan. #fSiyasal Kktidar ve kehir: 19. Yigzyél Osm

| z er iKebikeg 2000,p. 141.
2Avceée, 2016, p. 22.
2Ortayl &, 4399, pp. 149

2For a detailed overview of that in the %xample of t
century, see: Z. Celik, 1986, pp.-89.
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reaulted in the emergence of three essential elenodtite Tanzimat city, i.e. railroad

and communication district, business district, and governmental dfstrict.

This process continued and was even radicalized during the transition from the
Empire to theRepublic, by means of the reformation of the state, and reevakuation
recontextualization of the existing built environment in functional shifts and addition
of new buildings and spaces. The existing architectural heritage of the Empire created
a base forhe new Republié} yet the process of establishment of a new state
inevitably opened the way for new interpretations on its architecture, which will be
examined in this study on the Ankdfas t a s y o rfStatioa Stibet) cdsen that

sense, train statien and the administrative and the public service buildings had a
primary role of connecting the center with the periphery, and defining the
everchanging identity of Afarchitecture o
Empire to the Republic. In ordéo scrutinize this continuity, this part will cover the
architectural expression of Ottomanrkish modernization, under the definition of

those typologies.

2.1.1.Train Stations

One key factor in the development of peripheral cities and tioginection to the

center during the late Ottoman period was the technological develdpraedtthe

BTekel i, Kl han. AAnadoluddaki Kent selT ¢ Wakk ayneédnd e¥ r
Kent | ek mali46.a8Amkarh: aurhan Kitabevi, 1982.

%Sozen,MetinCu mhur i yet D°nemi -1983)Kls t Minthairl I: € jT& r k1 Y23 Kk B
Yayénl gp.29, 19814

%0n the term of development, Tanyeli <crilybeicizes |
a technical i mprovement that would be fibrought/i
and the social fabric. An underlying aim of this study is to give an example of the fact of how the
fitechnical 06 moderni zat.Seemawgsel hpt Ubaofol d¥dnil kk,
ve Dijer Mi mar Y@k aMadki ZXalpemraik.: 0 Alnrmar ki st , 18 r Mi mar
216. Kstanbul: Metis Yayeénlareée, 2017.

19



need of related service buildings. From the 1850s onwards, telegraph lines had been
extended from Kstanbul to all lechthet s o f t he
government to communicate with its servants effectively and quickly, and inevitably

reinforced the central ordét Therefore, the buildings distinguished for the use of

telegraph and post offices began to be provided as mostly placed in cemtiiaht®c

of cities in the second half of thef18entury. The technology also paved the way for

the extension of the railroad network from the central cities to the inner territories,

which enabled the emergence of auttfiemoder n st e

Empire?’

However, it must be stated that the technological development was not a process that
was solely realized with the initiative of the state. Due to the inadequacy of the
economic actors of the Empire and the low profits gained from thkingpof the

lines during the first years, foreign actors received privileges and advantages for the
construction and operation of the lines, including the tenure of the territories around
telegraph or railroad lines, and the natural sources below and abdhese’®
Although this created a mutual advantegous position for both parties, the formation
of the technical modernization of the Empire was also affected by this process of the
emergence of numerous actors besides the central authority of the shases she
operationconstruction companies (i.e., Anatolian Railroad Company), foreign-states
political forces, capitalist sponsors (i.e., Deutsche Bank), and local actors that worked

in cooperation with thosas agencie®

%z¢rcher, 2004, p. 77. The t elopaneddopsarviceind860. bet ween Ks
¥zkurt, Me h me t ¢ajl ayan. AiTanzi mat 6tan Cumhuriyet e
Mi mar | ék KI-1%2%3)l.eor i Un(pluBb3l9% shed Ph. D. Di ssertation
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, 281p. 294.

27 Can, Bilmez BulentDemiryolundan Petrole: Chester Projesi Kst anbul : Tari h Vakfé Yur
2000Q p. 41.

28 OzyiikselMurat. Hicaz Demiryolu  Kst anbul : Tar i 20000alk.f & Yurt Yayénl ar ¢
®Can investigated this complicatedowehi ndtiredna@ati Carmshi

200, pp. 340. The harsh competition between those parties and their relationship with the Empire is
20



In the 19" century, the railroad had a great impulse on the people of the era with its
visual impact, and its strong relation with modernity, development and gfowth.
Thereby, stating the emergence of the railroad stations as the symbols of the progress
would not bewrong. That symbolic output could even be more elaborated with two
factors that defined its relation with the existing urban fabric: The distantness from
the historical city center, and the architectural qualities. According to the tight and
crumbled setement of the existing cities and towns, and the high prices of the land
at the center of bigger cities, the railroads usually passed out of the central areas of
cities3! Yet, the distantness from the city was a factor on decreasing the importance
ofthes ati on, which was def i né&dMednwyhileAwith ¢ r e
the practice of inhabiting the migrants nearby the railroads, and the existence of the
facilities working for/with the statio?® the environs of stations started to gain an
identity of being secondary centers of cities, and train stations emerged as attention

points.

The architectural qualities of railroad stations, on the other hand, varied in time and

were dominated by the architecture of the countries whose companies wetimgpera

a fertile economic history topic that reaches far beythre scope of that studyet it is important to
mention that, after the abandonment of the capitualitons in theet@ury and the nationalization of

the infrastructural investments in the Republican period, only the State Railways and its subsidiary
companies remained in power among those actors.

%0 Cgoston, b or, and Bruce Al anEndaopddia ofshe OtforRam Erpireo a d s .

478 484. New York: Facts on File, 2009.

S1KgsebayEr kan, Yonca. fA19. Y¢z
ve MirTarseno Bint Hdyatdéby Tanél Bora,,pK25 anbul :
32 Excerpt from Aktiire (1981) by Ozten, 2001, p. 23.

33This practice of inhabiting also continued in the Republican period and margntmgighborhoods

were established around the railroad. Seg:d € n , Suavi . AUmran Yol u: De mi

y €l a ¥Kzsgt¢éa sByiorn | Kaarngu: s aMi
n Kl

PyrsS

T¢e¢rkiye DemiTryaol IBairré . leadyilantetdéerby i1TlaBn é I KsBarma,ul 11 KI

Yayénl ar é, 2012
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the lines*The stations in and at the environs of

from the examples in Englat®d( Fi gure 2. 2. a) , wher-eas the or

K z nid stk | -Ankdra line were designday Germans as typical projects (Figure
2.2.b), cHled Heimatstil(homeland style§®

Figure2.2.a:Kzmi r Basmane Tr &igire 22 Elsk®Rehir Train Station,

Photograph by Nuri Hamza Riistem, n.d. 190 c.
(SALT Research Kzmir Col(lKescttaindbn,l | nweetrmnrtooproyl i t an Muni
No: AHZIM163.) Atatlrk Library Postcard Collection,

Inventory No: Krt_001353)

After the Independence Wathorities othe new Republic paid much attention on
the construction of the railroad aespropriation of the existing linéé.Moreover,
for the arrival of the railroad, as done for the immortalization of many events of the

era’® the construction of commemorative structures like obelisks or victory arches,

34 A simple differentiation was done for the manifoldness of the types of train stations. For a detailed

and illustrated study on this types, see: Araz, Mdit@acts of Political Decisions in the Formation

of Railroads and Railroad Architecture in Turkegtiveen 1856 and 195Ma st er 6 s Thesi s, METU
Architectural History Graduate Program, 1995.

35 KosebayErkan, 2012, p. 126.
36 Christensen, 2017, p. 104.
STAydén, 2822, pp. 76

3 Erkmen, Alev.Ge - Osmanl @ D¢gnyasénda MiAbaaH sétka nvbeu IHa fAkzéan  Ar
Nal -a Kit,ppé.arée, 2010
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which had also been a common praciicthe Empire®® (Figure 2.3.a) succeeded in

the Republican period with a different political motivation and propagandistic
approactt? (Figure 2.3.b) The provision of a strong network of communication and
transportation was also among the priorities ofthekish Republic that aimed to
form a more radical centralized system with the rising power of Turkish tradesman
and the public sector in economy and construction activities. In that sense, the
extension of railroads was treated as a national action, tevee stated in the
commemoration song composed for the tenth anniversary of the Refublic.

2.1.2.Administrative and Public Service Buildings

Before the proclamation of the Tanzinfaécree in 1839, due to the fact that the

Ottoman bureaucracy had not besslidified and the officers of the Empire not

working efficiently in a consistent hierarchical system, the governmental units were

not located at permanent places in the peripheral éftids a result of the
reinforcement of the central authority in thengdre with the reforms realized, the

absolute authority of the Sultan was diminished with the emergence and development

of a growing group of professional s, nan
the depersonification of the staféHere, the emergee of governmental buildings

in the Empire could be taken to have started from the military modernization process.

39 Christensen, 2017, pp. 1280.
“Bozdojan, -2001, p. 119

“The Tenth Year Anthem, written by Faruk Nafiz
includes a verse about the advance of the Republidiinraoad construction, with
knitted the Motherl and wi(tDemi ai laffdadd af Pamd¢ karan
baktFaonr. )a gener al overview of railroad construct.i
70-118.

4“2Birkan, ¢el en. fAS°yl eki: Osmanl 8 dca,md BOBEWPMAE H kumet

“Avce, 2016, p. 13.
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Figure 2.3.a: The obelisk erected for the commemoration of the railroad arrived to Haifa, 1905.

(Kstanbul Metropolitan Municipality Atat¢rk Librar
Krt_014894)

Figure 2.3.b: A victory arch placed near arailroad statiom Anat ol i a, 193060s.

(Kstanbul Metropolitan Municipality Atatg¢rk Librar
Krt_023868)
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With the organization of the new army corps organized along European (French) lines
according to the New OrddiNizamé C e d netv}ype of building, military
barracks in the European style, was introd¢dthe first barracks were constructed

i n Kstanbul , and the pioneer of those
foll owed by tBarmackHulidE qRigare 24lapThe typology of the
barracks as rectangular stone buildings with-classical facades and a courtyard in

the middleor an inner garden at the baakas popularized in the &entury and
became t he v anmhbalged other citied. Ehe embrgehcs bf new
military buildings on the hilltops and

essential in order to emphasize the military power of the developing moderf{ state.

In the 19" century, the construction and typological definition of the buildings for
public services also accelerated with the reforms done in different branches of the
Empire. For instance, the increase in the construction of the buildings of educational
institutions after 1860, in parallel with the reforms realized in that field, also resulted
with the standardization of modern school buildings erected in different ities.

Meanwhile, the paramount expression of the administrative center was claimed in the

same e a , from a different typol ogy. The

(HukimetVi | ay et as khe signjoféhe power of the Ottoman Empire in the

“Yavuz, Yél dérém & S¢ha ¥zkan. AThe Final Year s

Architecture, edited by Renata Holod, Ahmet Evin, andaSQOizkan, 2nd ed. Ankara: Chamber of
Architects of Turkey, 2005p. 3940.

Y“Ertujrul, -220009, pp. 295

46 7. Celik, 1986, p. 139.

T Aky¢er ek, G°ksun. ABil givyi Yeniden Knka Et mek:

Unpubl i shed Ph. D.ekdkiUsiemsited Fen Bilimberi Enstitasii, @@& 13T

¥¥Yzgeven, Burcu. iSon D°nem Osmanl é& Kmparatorl

Bi nal aGeé. 00slitnanl & D°neminde Sanat ,,edledrbypGokde k v e

Celik, 456 0. nKet a T¢rkiye Kk Bankasé K¢gltegr Yayeénl ar
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peripheral citie® became eminent after 1868, the year when the regulation on the
provincial organizatior(T e K kéi | \itl ay et s izsaathnAacordirgyito)

that, the construction of buildings which would be used by the governors or
executives started, for locating the administrative and bureaucratic functions

permanently at defined plac&y(Figure 2.4b)

Figure24a:Kal yoncu Barr ac Figure24.b:The Governoro6s Office in
Kst anhWbwe .de | ' A mbPacha)nd. Sivas, n.d.
(Kstanbul Metropol it anksMuamibcuilp aMeittryo pfotiaittécarnk Muni ci pe
Library Postcard Collection, Inventory No: Library Postcard Collection, Inventory No:
Krt_004292.) Krt_015050)

With the spread of the construction of those buildings in thecgatury throughout

the cities of the empire, a number of manuals including the basic stylistic and
functional preferences of the official buildings was prepared in the 14teefury,

in order to standardize the architecture of the state. Althougim#mals titled
fifenri mi @echmigue of architectur@)vere not prepared with the directions of

the central authoridy, it is known that those were thoroughly used foctimstruction

497 Celik, 2008, p. 180.

SOErtufrul, -290.000 a defifed res2adch about the characteristics and chronological
devel opment of the Governor 6s Off ifthe Bmpisensde: Gover nor 6s
Avcé, 2016.

51 After the establishment of the Ministry of Public WotkN a f & a  iNtbeznadd % tent)ry, an
increasing demand on governmental buildings to house the enlarging bureaucracy of the Empire,
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of new buildings and the renovation of the®ldnes. This aim o$tandardization
accelerated in the late 1 @entury, with the preparation of the imperial stylistic
guideline,Ustk  Mi 9 @saréini®>® and continued in the $0century with the
stylistic preference of a fAnational o ar

following parts.

With reference to the plans of governmental buildings, it might be possible to state
that many of these were constructed by the useedame plan scheme. In this typical
plan, the main entrance at the center followed with a central corridor with the spaces
in different sizes on both sides, and the vertical circulation elements in the middle or
at the corner&? (Figure 2.5.Hence, aparfrom the fagade layouts or the locations in

the cities, it is hard to differentiate an official building functionally from another,
which might be the reason of flexibility in the use of the buildings in small or
underdeveloped cities, as it will be seemnkara during the War of Independence

and in the first few years of the Republic.

caused the intensification of the governmental construction activity. Here, the fact that governmental
buil dings were const tha tetheichl docoameniscob architectuentiy wi t h
Mi 6 m®©ri’s)y i mportant in understanding the efforts o
a number of technical manuals for the construction of the administrative and public service $uilding

were prepared by the technicians and some of the manuals in foreign languages were translated and
published in the late 19and early 29 century. For more information, seékyirek, Goksun.

fiTanzi mat D°neminde Mi maMim&ij e Gabei ekenTurByel @i sir |
Arakter mal ar é7,ha 13€2008)t98.20. Der gi si

52 Akyiirek, 2008, p. 68.

53 For a definitive study ob/sulby analyzing it in every aspect,s€&r s oy, Ahmet A. AOn t
of the 60ttoman dmhRevivalsardits BigcourseAdurndy the Abdulaziz Era
(186:76) . 6 Unpublished PhD Dissertation. Harvard Un
Architecture, 2000.

“Asl anojlu, 203D. (IBEO0OJHf{apadi 800 0Maanturhwas lwighly ur e of
criticized by the architects and the intellectuals of the era, and epitomized in the article of poet Ahmet
Hakim, fAThe Retr o@iredM dimarg nArlORi8t edtBozael®@]j an, 2001
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Figure 2.5: The plan of Mosul School of Industry, drawn according to the principlEgmfti
Mi 6 m&380s.,

(Ozgiiven, 2016, p. 57.)

2.2.Defining Public Space: Newdrban Elements

Although the distinctive characteristics of the cities in Anatolia were crystallized in

15" and 18' centuries’® the consequences of the reforms indicated witT émzimat

Decreehad been seen on urban scale in a short period of timgré&seript declared

shortly after the Decreen that scope dating November 17, 1839, included

comprehensive regulations that banned establishing narrow aneigatreets in

cities, permitting the construction of buildings from brick rather than tindoed,

defining the widths and geometries of new ro2dsithough those reforms also had

a purpose of modernization of <cittes, not ab

establish the central authority through the built fabric, especially at the peripheral

Avceée, 2016, p. 9.

% Yerasimos, S$fphanos.i Tanzi mat 6én Kent RMd e rmm lagkeme] zR g ri encei. od el
Os manl| & , &lieed byl Raul iDumont and Francois Georgddrs t anb ul : Tari h Vakfeée
Yay € r9ogp. &.,
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cities of the Empir&’ However,it is important to note that, in contrast with many
Western countries, the officialization of the regulations in the Ottoman urban fabric
waited until the miel9" century. More than that, because of the social and economic
structure of the Empire, the municipal institutions were established without the
concern or participation of the civil organizations or companies, diffgréntn the
West>8

In order to implemset the changes, the rules of theptanning of fire grounds, the

widening of existing roads and the expropriations and new constructions while
opening new roads, the erection of ostentatious buildings, and the embellishment of
cities by these developmem®re notified in written documentd By means of the

AEBui | di n (EbnigeoNizaonamesa nd A Bui | di n(@bniygecl!| ar a
Beyannamesi)dd at e d 184%GBuidmd nd2 Codeo dat ed 1¢
differences and setback distances between buildingsagsigned, and the privileges

coming from religious and social status diversities were abolished and adjuffcated.

Mor eover, an independent i nsti t(Nafia on c a
Nezareti)was established and held liable from all developaiepractice$® The

districts that were proximate to the places where infrastructural investments (railroad,

stations, etc.) were implemented, were projected as the possible new development

57 Yerasimos, 1996.6.

Kérméezé, Abd¢l hOmimanl|l 8l JTakCgd Kalkd @asiando Cumhur iy
Yonetimj edited by Erol Ozvar and Arif BilgiK s t anbul : T¢rk D¢gnya,e Bel edi
300. Moreover, the author of the article found a similarity between the urban extents of tharOttom

and Russian modernization processes in that sense, by the dominance of the central authority.

*Denel, Serim. f19
Tari h K-inde Ankar
TBMM Basémewdo, 200

. Y¢zyélda Ankaradnén Kent sel |
a: E¥ed,| eldd & le dS eridvurepnka8. i I Td ikreil |
0

80 Cetin, 2012p.91.

61 Ozkurt, 2016, p. 12.
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areas of the cities in that fashi®iin that sense, this part wibe focusing on the
emergence of the urban elements that defined the publicity of the architecture of the
modernizing state, as well as the perspectives of urbanization and urban renewal in

the late 1% and 28" century Ottoman and Republican cities.

2.2.1.Avenuesand Squares

In the 19" century, most of the governors came into power firstly focused on the issue

of widening the existing roads in cities an
did in Damascus  ®Tialddrmhmafabric okthe dities depending

on the neighorhoods with narrow deaehds, started to be changed with the

introduction of carriages and horsecars in the urbarP4ifdoreover, with the

changing meaning of urban roads and urban spaces, the publicness of those were also

taken into consideratioesyite the questioning on the existence of the public sphere

in the Ottoman city? the opening of plazas, squares and avenues were the concurrent
activities at Kst an béntury,(Figurel2@whiceweeend hal f o0
realized both with the deuotfition of the existing fabric, and the rehabilitation of the

fire areas of the city, administr®ted by AT

Similar practices could also be seen in different cities of Anatolia, where the fire areas

62 Tekeli, 2010 p. 108.
63 H. Kaynar, 2000, p. 143.
64 Tekeli, 1982, p. 37.

85 For a thorough study on the variations of the urban spacetamtements, see: Cengizkan, Ali.

fiSaat Kuleleri ve Kamusal Mek@dn. IModer ni n Saati: 20. Y¢zyeéel da Mo
Demokrati k|l ekme Pratijinde Mi mar | ,al528. AMMkama,u s a | Me k ©n
Mi mar |l ar Dernefj i 1927 & Boyut Yayén Grubu, 2002.

66 7. Celik, 1986, pp. 5%3. As Z. Celik quoted, the immense work of the commission still served in
Kstanbul, as cultural historian Osman Nuri Ergin tol o
happiness than disaster to Kstanbul 0.
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were replaced with aewv orthogonal urban tissue in respect toEbaiye(buildings)

andTuruk (roads) regulation®’

Place and Bulwark of Taxim.

Figure 2.6: Taksim Square and Boulevard, n.d.

(Kstanbul Metropolitan Municipality Atatg¢rk Li
Krt_004149)

Here, thinking about the identity of fAbe
the periphery with the deterministic lenses is essential, in order to understand the
reformation of the urban fabric and the appearance of the Westernized/modernized
public sphere in Ottoman cities. According to Makdisi, the construction of the new

urban fabric was also compromised with the appearance of an urbanite identity in the

center, with a glance of seadrientalism towards the uncivilized periphery:

( é) t"rcantuni ttansformation of the Ottoman Empire had been fueled
by an acceptance of the West as a model for progress and the East as a

67 Cetin, 2012, p. 97.
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representation of backwardness. Yet, since an explicit recognition of this
backwardness would put the Empire itself in th&ksaof the uncivilized, the

Ottoman center had to identify itself as a civilizing agent by creating its own
orient. Thus, the Empire sought to pre
and tolerant stateo that wouhiditsgui de t
boundaries into modernif{.

S e
he

Another dimension of the reinterpretation of the urban space could be seen on the
widening, elongation and appropriation thfe streets that led the way on the
formation of avehu®® Kogtpf@dualizey th spétial meaning of
avenudn its rural origins and its adversity with the rural landscape around by means
of its characteristics of being straight and abstract, which later occurred in its
transformation into being the gate of institutions outside tharuarea, with the trees
around Hence the importance of the typology afenudlourishes not only from its
capability of transportation, but also from its urban and ceremonial charactexsstics

ia public.®promenadebd

The typol ogwsamdrefamifagelementeofhe Ottoman urban fabrit
yet the emergence of squares in front of railroad stationsameweintervention with
the development of railrodd the 19" century The railroad terminals istanbu) as
well as in the other cities of the Empire, emerged as the new citytgaté®urished
from the connection of many axes coming from the city cefqiist as in many

68 Quoted from Makdisi (1998) bpe mi r ak é@én, Nahi de | kék. @dAThe City as a
an Urbanite in the 19th Century Ottoman Empire. o Unpu
Bilkent University, Graduate School of Economic and Sociadi@as, 2015. 42.

69 The emergence of the typology of avenue in the global urban history could be dated t# the 15

century, yet the historical use of that as At he main
a study focusing on the histoal changes obivanyolu, one of the first historical main streets in
Kstanbul, see: Cerasi, Mauri ce, THeani K3 taammb BlugRittany alnu

A Case Study in Ottoman Urbanity and Architectiéirzburg, Orierdnstitut der DMG, B04.
70 Kostof, Spiro.The City ShapedBoston, Mass: Little, Brown and Co., 199p. 249251.

nZ. Celikk 1986, p. 55. In fact, the debate about the pro
a fertile subject that continues far beyond the scope of this study.
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European cities in that efaln that respect, the arrival of the railroad to Ankdsa a

ended with the emergence of a new kind of publicity that reshaped the ends of
Kst asy o ma dfeererd masineMore than thatin order to focus on the scope

of the thesis, a distinguished analysis on the typologg ent a s y o shouldebel d e s |
done. With the emergence of train stations as the consequence of the extension of the
railroad through the inner cities, the axial conimectof the city with the station
gained importance and a typology depending on this function emerged in the
peripheral cities, which inevitably became the direction of growth of the regularized
city in the late 19 and early 20 centuries’® By thinking a the spatiality of
boulevards and squares, it is also important to underline their performative roles by
means of both shaping the spaces of social and cultural activities, and representing
the social and the cultur&l.This could better be detected aftee proclamation of

the republic, when the axes and squares became the scenery of the shift of' Rientity,

which would be defined in the following chapter on the case of Ankara.
2.2.2.Gardens
TheEmpire had an elaborative history on the use of green spaces via the tradition of

Islamic culture which could be detected dne restricted use of gardeosnobility
like hasbahc¢eand the daily practices of public green spaces for excufsiesire)

72 Kostof, 1991, p. 238.

“Yaldéz et al., 2017.
74 Altan-Ergut, Elvan, and Belgin Turabzkaya. AEdi t or sdé I ntroducti on: Ct
Representation: &6Ambivalent ArchitecturidNewd from

Perspectives on Turké&p (February 3, 2014%.

Bl kén, Ekr em. AOsmanl|l & Mo danzimad & me €u mhver iPpetidd v
AnsiklopedisiVol.22Kst anbul : Kl et,p.852.m Yayeénlareée, 1985
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on the fringes of the city® Especially in the urban practices of theé"i&ntury,
known as the Tulip Period.ale Devri), the gardens had a tremendous impact on the
shaping of the urban identity for all the people from different social strata, dominantly

ink t a n b uwKural désaribes this situation asch:

During the Tulip Period, both the court and the common eitgllérs enjoyed

the city. The court and the elite enjoyed travelling from one private garden to
another, while common city dwellers enjoyed travelling through the city and
indulging in the serenity of different city spaces located side by side with the
gardens of the court and the elite.

Besides, apart from that traditiahcould be stated that the first examples of modern

urban parks were seen in Kstanbul starting
from the scope of the establishment of urbancepal aksim Bahgesithat was

completed in 1869, later enlarged and replaced Taktsim GezPark,andl e pe b a Kk &
Bahcesiin 1880werethe two early instances of contemporary public open spaces

provided in the Ottoman Empire with configurations in harmonth whe strict

geometrical rules of the Beauxts School, and the social utilization disregarding

gender discriminatiof

In the same period, a typology of gardens appeared in the cities of the Empire, i.e.
Millet Bahgesi.(Figure 2.7.a., 2.7.bJJhe mostcommon argument about the origin

of the nameMillet (Nation) is that it came from the reflection of the reformations of
the Empire from the ®century on, which included the abolishment of the religious
segregation in the public sphere, and the intention of establishing a unified Ottoman

nation, rather than the traditionalillet system depending on religions and their

Er can, Hakan. AiTanzi mat D°nemi nde Osmanl é& Kentl erin
Unpublished Masterds Thesis. Pagli&pp.824e Uni versity Dey

"¢ a lKaral, B. Denizk ehr engi z, Urban Rituals anitanbuevi ant Suf.
Burlington, VT: Ashgate Publishing, 20.14. 220.

87, Celik, 1986, pp. 6970
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institutions’® Millet Garcens, which were established as inspired from the French
originated @ Gar dles dardinsfdestNatieffy, Noattolled and o
socialized people according to the principles of the Ottoman morality. In that respect,
especially after the fproclamaibn of the constitutional monarcly2 . Me#wnr ut i y e
1908, which led the nationalist Committee of Union and Progkesst(i hat ve Ter
coming into power, it is not coincidental to determine that much of the gardens and
recreational areas that were edllwith reference to their locations, wereneamed

with nationalist or libertarian terms likdillet or Hurriyet (liberty).8!

Figure 2.7.a:KonyaMillet Bahgesi. Figure 2.7.b: Freedom(Hurriyet) garden in
Photograph taken by Fk Keéer k KMué de Kiklisse, le jardin de la
Liberte), Photograph taken by Isaac Mitrani,

(Kstanbul Metropolita rk
Library Postcard Collection, Inventory No: (Kstanbul Metropol i
Krt_011348. Library Postcard Collection, Inventory No:
Krt_012085.
®Me ml ¢k, Yal - én, i Osmanl & Mo KeatsehMekarn @laraki Millet| e Or t

Bah-elTgrkdbye Sajl ékl é& RM*mIlastwisitedBn 5tH NoyembeMadIBs i t e,
http://www.skb.gov.tr/osmanltinodernlesmesie-ortayacikanbir-kentselmekanolarakmillet-
bahceleris25212k/

80¢el ik, Foislmiam.l éi ®&-n e mi Kent sel Mek©nda Bateéel él ak
SUTAD no. 44 (2018)p. 336.

fur AErken Cumhuriyet T¢rkiyedsinde
si s. YEéIHBllimleri Enstitbsi, RAO3p.11A8L ver si t esi Fen
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2.3.Constructing an Identity: Ottoman Neo-Classical Style

The architecture ofthe & ent ury in the Ottoman Empire was
ageso for a long ti me, and the debates on t
period were delimited with this negative interpretafibrin fact, the stylistic

pluralism of the era fed from ¢hEuropean architecture of"1@&nd 19" centuries

brought in different stylistic searches, 0OC
style used for the governmental, military, religious, and commercial facilities was
indicated as fi ¢ | disBnguisleed | with rite vimateraall use,mo |,
monumentality and facade arrangentf&rthe translation of the revivalist style into

the Ottoman cognizance occurred with the combination of classical elements with

neoGothic, neelslamic, and ned@yzantine motives antbrms® which gave the

Ottoman revivalism its highly eclectic shape. In that sense, it should be noted that

such an eclecticism did not emerge as a reaction to the European styles, but rather as

a variation of that with the addition of motives from mediekast and West to

compose fAeclecticod el e rach wisdowa ordoulbbusr ms i K

domes?®

From the intention of seffroclamation via state architecture, which was revealed

with the use of architectural elements and ornamentation spdygifitdhe exterior

82 Quoted from Aslanapa (2003 uzt ak é, Uj ur-Ak kainrd. K KliasY kceD°nemden
Batéel él akmaya Osmanl é& Mimarl|l éjénda Kdeall ekxtirme OI g
The Journal of Ottoman Studi88 (2011):220. This attitude was highly criticized by Ersoy from the

perspective that such a narrative in architectural historiography was constructed in parallel with the

decline and collapse paradigms borrowed from the canonical political history of the geograpky.

2000, pp. 26265.

8Tuztaké & Axkkun, 2011, p. 223.

847. Celik, 1986, p. 128.

85QuotedfromKuranKk af esci oj l u, ¢i jkeeem,c alky c iaenndn @ptditdhy s Kur an, ed:
Kur an: Sel -uklul aréddan CumhKkusrtiaynelt wle: TTierrkkiiyyeed dk MB anra k
Yayénl gp.898. 2012
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and interior of building§® the imperial style was manifested with the cataldgsii-

[ Mi © @sthani(The Principles of Ottoman ArchitectQreprepared for 1873
Vienna World Faif’ (Figure 2.8)The catalogue included 145 textual paged 189
plates of illustrationwhich were compiled to deliver the premise that the existing
artefacts and monuments in the Ottoman territory were signifying a common
architectural language codifiddr thefirst time asfiOttomard that flourished from

the Ottoman culturé®

Figure 2.8: Two pages ofUsul depicting the type of ornamentation on column capitals and
pediments.

(Ersoy, 2009, 11420)

8 Arseven, Celal Esadl ¢ r k Sanaté, Tarihi: Menkeinden Bugg¢ne
Sisleme ve Tezyini Sanatlar Ankar a: Mil |l i ,Bd. 209207m Basémevi, 1956

87 For a detailed resezh and evaluation on the selkpression of the Empire in the 1873 World Fair,
see: Ersoy, 2005, pp-29.

8 BaydarNal bant oj | u, G¢l s ¢m. AiThe PTorflkisshormalcihZ 4 tei
Unpublished Ph. D. Dissertation. University of CaliforBerkeley, 1989pp. 6061. Later, a number

of manuals, codes, and regulations would be prepared for illuminating the seek of a -hatalnal

architecture in Ottoman and Republican periods, which are beyond the scope of this study.
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As it is specified in the previous parts, one of the essential characteristics of the
emergence of th®©ttoman neealassicism was the attempt in systematizing the
process of the production of the built environment, by regulating the techniques and
gualities of architectural production. This had a similar logic to the construction of
national styles in Eurap which were depending on the classical architecture, such
as the British Order of the French order in th& t8ntury®® harmonious with the
results of the emerging nationalism and the construction of national identities in
European countrie¥. After the proclamation of the TanzimdDecree, the non
Muslim communities gained an intermediary position between the Europeans and the
Ottoman Muslims, and became the translators of many ideological and technological
developments, including the formation of thetddtan neeclassical architecture,
which inevitably affected the architecture of the Empire in tieckdtury® Hence,

the adaptation of nedassical forms in Ottoman architecture, and later the emergence
of Ottoman nealassicism with the mediation ohe rising TurkistNationalist
movement of the late 1% and early 2t century, were complementary with the
national identity construction process of the €ra.

¥%Bergdol |l , oBatigm ANadtiStyl i st i cEuDpeehnairchitectuien Ar chi t ect
17501890 Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 200f. 139140.

®For a pertinent analysis on the processl4dof #Ainventioc
1BaydarNal bant op.lbu, 1989

2Girok¥ng°ren, Pelin. ADisplaying Cultural Heritage, De
The Late Ottoman Empire To The Early Turkish Republi
Technical University Graduate Schoofl Social Sciences, 201p. $10. That process could be

detected in its most concise and simplified fashion from the article of Yusuf Aképifarzé Si yas et

(Three Methods of Politics), related to the debates on the theorization of constructirapaaaéd

on race or religion, all sides of which was represented through architecture and cultural policies of that

era.

93 Altan-Ergut, 1998, pp. 994.
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The change from the Ottoman Ned assi ci sm to the emerge
architecture accetated at the turn of the 2@entury with the rise of the romanticist

look on the heritage by the adaptation of new forms, techniques and programs. From
that time on, the stylistic approach of the period incorporated a search for the Turkish
national syle.® Retrospectively labeled by historians of architecture as the "First
National Style", but known to its contemporaries as the "National Architecture
Renaissance," this eclectic Ottoman revivalism dominated architectural discourse and
practice in Turkeyfrom about the turn of the century well into the 19%0%he
fundamentals of the style were to combine decorative elements derived from the
classical Ottoman architecture (especially sepfierical Ottoman domes, wide roof
overhangs with supporting brad¢kepointed arches, and ornate tile decoration) with
beauxarts design principles (symmetry and axiality, in particular) and new
construction techniques (reinforced concrete, iron, and Stadbre, this emerged

by instrumentalizing one of the most promm features of the nationalist ideology,

which directly relies on the hypothesis that every nation adopts its presence on the
holistic and immutable characteristic of a national identity. In that sense, a national
architecture is treated as the expressibthe strong presence of the nation. Only
after the admittance of that, the questi

for a losts e ¥/, fwould be askedf

“Tuztaké & Axkkun, 2011, p. 230. The aufomars of t|
idealization of the national architecture with the emerging orientalism in Europe and the prevailing
self-orientalism in the Empire.

®Yavuz, Yéldérém & S¢ha ¥zkan. iFi ndiModernA Nat i o
Turkish Architectue, edited by Renata Holod, Ahmet Evin, and Suha Ozkan, 2nd ed. Ankara:
Chamber of Architects of Turkey, 2005. 67.

%Bozdojan, 2001, p. 18.

“Tanyeli, Ujur. fAGecikmik Bir ModRegwhi kKmaat & Kma
Mi mar iriMetinlerk t IKst anbul : Boy,ptd3.Yayén Grubu, 2011
%®Altan-Er gut, Elvan. AErken Cumhuriyet D°nemi ve 06UI

D ¢ K ¢ n cTepdluesal Tariil89 (2009):78.
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Simultaneously with the emergence of the national style, the first Tuakisitects
graduated from a disciplinary curriculum started their architectural practices and
shaped the first decades of thé"2fentury with their professional productidh.
(Figure 2.9.a, 2.9.b.) The importance given to the prominent Turkish arcloité&tis

period, Kemalettin Bey and Vedat Tek, was indicated by Arseven as such:

Nearly all architects chose to walk on the road paved by the architects
Kemalettin and VedatMore than that, the government encouraged that
movement, and insisted on the erection of buildings like schools, barracks,
train stations, etc. in the national style. Even more, a bill of law that would
force the individuals to raise buildings in natioaglle was proposed®

Figure 2.9.a:General view of Fire Victims Figure 2.9.b: Imperial Offices of Land
(Harikzedegah Apartments of Kemalettin Registry Defteri Hakani) building of Vedat
Bey, built between 1919922 at Laleli, Tek erected in 1910 at Sultanahmet Square.

Kstanbul . )
. (Yavuz & Ozkan, 2005, p. 47)
(Yavuz & Ozkan, 2005, p. 52)

This approach also dominated the initial years of the Republic, until the time at the
turn of the 1930s when a new architectural language was found more appropriate to

9 Yavuz & Ozkan, 2005, pp. 458.

100 Arseven, 1956, p. 435
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express the merits of modernity and national revoluibwjth a quite radical turn
advaated by the highest authorities and implemented as a governmental*ffolicy.

As stated by Aslanojlu, the reason of th

Despite the fact that, with the progress in architecture and art in Europe, the
facadism and ornameni@t in architecture had been replaced with the
developments in rationalist movement that focused on social problems from
a functionalist point of view, the Turkish architects were turning the clock
back and defending revivalism. Consequently, they ranantontradiction

with the new revolutionist milieu of the et

In that sense, it is understandable how the progressivist ideology of the new regime
became critical of the Ottoman nelassicism that needed to be abandoned as an
approach that depended tire recontextualization of Ottoman heritage, which the
new regime aimed to get rid 8 The new Turkish architecture was then claimed as

a version of the modern expression, and implemented mostly by foreign arciftects,
although the theoretical gap and tleek of experience created practical and

intellectual obstacles in its implementation in the coutfty.

In short, in its relatively short lifespan, the Ottoman N&ssicism had a great

impact on the formation of the changing built environmentofthe@n , i . e. Kst

iBogzdojan, 2001, p. 56.

2Batur, Afife. iTo Be Modern: S e Moderh Tufkishr A Re g
Architecture edited by Renata Holod, Ahmet Evin, and Sitha Ozkakara: Chamber of Architects
of Turkey, 2005p. 78.

As] anoj | 8Q,pBD10 [ 19

1 Bozdoj an, Sibel . iReading Ottoman Architectur
Hi storiography And The 6New Muogarhas2d @a07)202.e 6 I n The

105 Batur, 2005, pp. 799.

MBasa, | nci. 0Fr omn: Gttoman KRevivatism ard the Eredoctioa bfiSpace in
Ear |l y Repub Uduroaaf UrBan Kistoryd ,.nG. 4 (2015)724.
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and the peripheral cities during the late Ottoman period, and affected the formation

of the built environment also during the early Republican years. Especially for the

expression of the power of the state, the architecture of govetalin®nldings

erected at the peripheral cities were chosen minutely in this style. This also paved the

way for the constitution of the fAarchitectur
explicitly determined in the development of Ankara as the capitg] and the

shapingofK s t a s y o ras it€ mandagis which will be broadly studied in the

following chapter.
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CHAPTER 3

ARCHITECTURE OF THE STATE ALONG ANKARA KSTASYON
CADDESK

The sociepolitical context of thdate Ottoman period at the turn of thé"a@ntury

had a great i mpact on the shapinhg of n
peripheral citiesof the Empire The modest late Ottoman town of Ankara was
exemplary in this process of modernization as@ssed in the urban and architectural
transformation of its built environment. The aim of this chapter is to analyze the
architecture of the state in Ankara as a case to comparatively understand the
consequences of T#fAthe |l;anwedasthe effectstofthey o f
Republican period, on the formation of the built environment. The utmost reason for

the choice of Ankara as a focus is related to its geographical centrality, which paved

t he road for t he city troal bedeaelscpmenty

transportation, trading and bureaucracy. According to Tekeli:

The importance given to the development of infrastructure as well as its
occurrence of being a responsibility of the central government are the essential
phases of the flaishing of Ottoman modernization. The foremost emphasis
of infrastructural development according to the central authority was to make
itself capable of receiving information from its territory, and reaching and
inspecting every bit and piece of it, whiclowdd make it possible to conduct

the project of bureaucratic modernization directed from the center by
changing the hierarchical intralations that had existed because of the
distantness of regiorts.

10rtayl &, -39TBQdefinifopofthd®c ent ury by Ortayl é as the 7
on the unsettling seriexf reforms and counteeforms of the era that changed the bureaucratic and
military structure, and consequently the built environment.

2 Tekeli, 2009, p. 139. Translated by the author.
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Here, it is understood that the modernization of Aaka&as particularly rooted on

the intention of the central authority to reinforce its power and sovereignty via the
reorganization of the imperial territory, which would conserve the social order and
make the central authority the one and only architeitteofeforms’. As examined in

the previous chapter, the general formation of the modernization process was defined
through the changes in the bureaucracy and the built environment of the late Ottoman
period, which could be exemplified in the case of défgrperipheral cities of the
Empire. However, the reason that distinguishes the development of Ankara in that
period as representing the AArchitecture of
witnessed in the late f&entury and the first two decadegtod 20 century, which

paved the way for itshoice as the center of command dutimg Independence War

at the end of the First World Waand laterasthe modern capital city of the new

nationstate established in Turkey in 1923.

The contextual shithat differentiated the built environment of Ankara from the other

cities of the Empire must be taken into consideration during the minute analysis of

the AArchitecture of t h ebuildirntigey e newlyn t he pr o
established TurkishRepb | i ¢, architecture was instrument
provide the desired r.d@heexrsssionbofahemnatonhadf / t o t he
also been pursued by the cadres of the late Ottoman period, and many of the

politicians, civil servants angrofessionals who played significant roles in the

establishment of the Republic had grown up in the institutions of the Empire.

Nonetheless, the new policies applied and the services provided by the Republican
modernization were based on a different ceinteom the Ottoman modernization.

3 Karpat, 2017, p. 22.

“Tekel i, KI Aak ar & ®Bm&k eAnyakdeosl ¢uod.d al nYer |l ekme Si stemleri
Tarihleri. Kstanbul: Tarih ,ya%@¢2&l. Yurt Yayénlaré, 2011

5 Altan-Ergut, 1998, p. 111.
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For that sake, thehapter aims towestigatd he A Ar chi tecture of tF

to undertake such a comparative analysis.

In order to comprehend this ideological and expressional transformation, it is
essentiato clarify the milestones of the modernization of Ankara, determined for the
explanation of the question of this study. The first milestone is 1892, when the
railroad arrived to Ankara, paving the way for the expansion of the city through the

road that wagonnecting the city with the train station, namilys t asyon Cadd «
(Figure 3.1.) The second one is 1928, when the competition for the urban
development plan of Ankara was opened, in which the proposal of German architect
Hermann Jansen was cho$aBoth of these milestones and the developments in the

built environment of the city between these yemesexamined in this chapter in

relation to the framework of analysis defined in the second chapter of the study.

The chapter initially examirsethe contek of Ankara in the 19 century before the

arrival of the railroad to the city, then investigattee formationoK st asyon Cadd
as a new axis in the city as the settlement expanded beyond the limits of the citadel
area, then continue with the investiga of the development of this axis with the
construction of new public areas and buildings along the axis that connected the
Ottoman to the Republican public spaces of the city, and underline as a conclusion
howK s t a s y o lost i@ angattanseiin thurban development scheme of Ankara

after the implementation of Jansen plan.

6 Tankut, 1993, pp. 6B81. Although the official results of the competition warounced on May

27, 1929 because of the fact that the direction of the development was irrevocably defined in the
competition brief as the norsouth axis, the year 1928 is taken as a milesteae:Tankut, Gondl.

iJansen Pl aneé: Uymhid raimpe tSoB amad lkam @&s ivei rCiufarihKent Pl
K-inde Ankar a: Eyl ¢} 28081 efe mierda rtYawi, BOYB16A yl keérli T
Ankara: TBMM Basémevi, 2000.
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Figure 3.1: The view of Ankara from the road coming from the location where train station w
be erected, depicted on the label of a bale of mgsafyexported, second half of the18entury.

(Ankara Kul ¢b¢ Derneji archi

3.1.Ankara in the 19" Century

It is necessary to understand the context of Ankara before 1892 in order to evaluate
the reasons why the arrival of the railroad created such a breakthrough for the faith
of the city, and how that created a triggering effect for the development of Ankara in
the following decade®efore thatAnkara had confronted with many highs and lows

in its history of over two thousand and five hundred yéatiswever, a general
overview of the city before 1892 makes it possible to state that the situation of Ankara
in the 19" century was revealing the indications of a decaying settlement in Central
Anatolia. Although the city was reclaimed as a provincialtehfeyalet merkezin

1836in the process of the reorganization of the armed forces and the administrative

7 Although it could be dated more with the artefacts found in excavations thhe period of the
Hittites, it is accepted that the city was established at the geographical location where the hill that

Ha c & b agightzonmood located inthd#&. BC by the Phrygians. (Aydeén
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order in the Empirfe(the new order Nizamé  C g°the economy of the city was
crashed, and the population of the city center was fluctuapirajpnd down according

to the consequences of catastrophic evénts.

The urban fabric had remained kept in a limited area from tHecégtury to the

arrival of the railroad in 1892, which can be analyzed in a tripartite structure: Hisar
(citadeYip(upm&krarfeface) and Wkoak &2)Hisar (| ow
is the name of the settlement in the citadel of Ankara. With the double fortification
around it, the settlement inside was divided into two as Inner Citadel and Outer
Citadel. The history fothe citadel could be dated to th& 8entury BC, when the

Gal atians entered Anatolia and settl ed
Sakarya rivers. A tribe of th@alatians, Tectosagshabited in the area known as
Ankara today, and established tbapital of their group? Even though the city
continued to expand outside the citadel, Hisar stood as the main residential district of
the city until the late 19century, despite the fact that it was nearly dilapidated at that
time according to the travelet$In the 16" century, moreover, Hisar also gained
importance by housing the dungeons and treasury of the state, which developed from

the mohair(sof)trade hat skyrocketed in that centutyFrom that period on, the

8Aydeéen et al ., ty2gaifedthe smtus oflb@iB8y.the Tehter of@ province permanently

in 1864. See:Geor geon, Fran-oi s. iKe-i Kél endan Kal pa’
Yézyél énda AnkarMaodmeEmn|Gekinmeki $dr. &c i) milted byDBamlan| & K
Dumontand=r an- oi s Georgeon, Kstanbuyp. 108.Tari h Vakf é Yu

°Ortayl &, -45918 that sepsp, the fbrénation of one of the headquartatsrofl803is
i mportant to note. ¢adércé, 2000, p. 92.

10 Galanti, 2005[1950]: pp. 18890

11 Ergerg, 2000, p. 50.

2?Aydén et al66, 2005, pp. 64
13 Akture, 2001, p. 51.

4 Ergeng, 2000, p. 49.
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devel oping commerci al di stricts below th
and Akajé Y¢gz (Lower Face), remai ned as
nearly four centurieYukar @ Y¢z was the area on the
the Outer Citd e | covering the commerci al di str
and A tThanzaa marketplace of the city, as well as the center sbiftiade®,

Mahmut Paka Bedeharsesadbathedcraftsmenand merchants of

the city were locateth that district, as well as many of the mosques erected in the

Sel juk and Ottoman periods. The area was
el ongated with the fringes of the street:
southwestern directiol. Due to the fire of 1881, much of the district, including the
bedesten, was torn dowhand the place gradually lost its importance in the late 19
century Ak aYuewas the name of the area bet wee
Karacabey Complex, nearly followgnthe direction of Anafartalar Avenue to be
constructed during the Republican period. The center of gravity of the district was
Hasan Paka Hané ("Scentuyhwhich wasd acormectedt th the 1 6
bedesten with a aWwhthieskhowh!| ad Weaknéhr gEos
today. The open public market area known Telft a | 6 a / T2aptatedbklan e ,

Meé h - eRoijllgui , EIlif. fAThe Physical Evolution of th
1944; A Morphol ogi cal .DAmhadisy Anlara:. MiddleUBast déchnicd hed Ph
University Graduate School of Natural and Applied Sciences,,20135.

®Kaynar,Khsan SEmdgar,06den Alh%@&a2 alryasé 1BMRar adnmén Kkt
Unpublished Ph. D. Dissertation. Marmara Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enst?0486, p.163

YAyhanKo-yijit, 2018, p. 69.
18Me h - &Bigi, P00, p. 47.
9 Ergencg, 1980, p. 91.

V¥ zdemi rXl XRéfYagtz.y €1 én KAnkara:Kéltiréees andamAB& Ranl é] & Ya
1986 p . 39. Named as a phrase that can be transl a
the same name and location could be found in many of the Islamic cities of the period. For more
information, see: Raymond, 2008p. 73175Ray mond , Andr ®. AThe Economy
Ci t y The City m the Islamic Wor|dvol. 2, edited by Salma K. Jayyusi, Renata Holod, Attilio

Petruccioli, and André Raymond, 13¥b2. Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2008.
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the walls of t h e includédandneetous ihans, Wosgugséandy ¢ z
hamamg! Mo r e o v e r stateB thjt this district was also a place of festivities

and celebrations in the #@entury?? The district damaged massively in 1929 as a

result of the great Tahtakale fire and gradually lost its primddys a part of Akaj

Yiz, Kar aoj | an dhahe avestern frilgesooti the city emerged if" 17
century?* and later became the most essential marketplace of the town at the end of

the 19" century with its proximity to the newly arrived railro&d.

The deplorable events that affected Ankara wereanaus. The first and the foremost

was the harsh decline in the production and trade of mébafly which was the
locomotive of the economy of the city from thé"kentury onwards. Because of the

fact that there were not much fertile areas around Ankara that would provide a
distinguishable surplus vald&the only profitable good was coming from the hair of

an endemic breed of goats. According to Tamur, the wedmthgstry in Ankara
reached its peak between thé"Hhd 18' centuries with the accumulating expertise

on the production and manufacturing of moRKaifhe mohair trimmed from Angora

goat were prepared in the looms located in the eastern neighborhooa$utoepyarn

and fabric, colored near the tanning yards at the river called Bentderesi, and carried

t o the Kz mi-day jpuwney with the agancy af masty Venetian, Polish

2Tun-er, MeYhaneyt el AR@OKI|I arénda Tahtakal e, Karaojl an
Mer kezi 6n eKealRenty, moglin 201419.

2Bajlum, 1992, p. 67.

Z2Aydén et al-387. 2005, pp. 386
24 Ozdemir, 1986, p. 38.

AV CéE, 2017, p . 117.

26 Aktiire, 190, p. 112. Aktire assts that as the reason of the lack of a gseate place of worship
(mosque, church etc.) in Ankara.

2" Tamur, 2018, p. 74.
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or Dutch merchant€ The anonymous painting displayed in Rijksmuseutiedtias
AView of Ankarao, di splays the figures

production at that time. (Figure 3.3.)

Figure 3.3:A Vi ew of Ankar &oentunAnonymous. 18

(Eyice, 1971, plate 1V.)

However, this profitable chain wasoken with the changing realm of the Industrial
Revolution during the fcent ur y . With the Feepradov al o]
Treaty in 1839 between the United Kingdom and the Ottoman Empire, merchants

with massive amounts of end products invadedrther market® The authenticity

2Ergeng,Ozek e hi r, Toplum, DevletKs©Oamaul & Tari hiVXkte
2013 p. 301.

2 For a detaild analysis on the elements and figures depicted in the painting and an overview of the
17" century Ankara, see: Eyice, 1971, pp:=124.

Pamuk, Gsm&krelté Ekonomisinde B®I3EmKé&atakbubk: BTye
Bankas & aly£Intl ;amppels21.2 01 8
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and quality of the wool of Angora and the increasing amount of exportatswfas

a raw material kept the city in patebut in the 1880ssof was succeeded to be
produced in South Afriéd, which led to the collapse ofdiproduction and trade in
Ankara.Because of that, the goods produced in Ankara as an exportable commodity
changed in the late f9century from mohair to wheat, opium and livestétk.
Moreover, this situation opened the way of dissolution for the existouwal
hierarchy in the city} which had been rooted in the tradition Ahi fraternity
established centuries agband created a fertile ground for both etirabigious

unrest and harsh economical competition between the gentry of tii& city.

On the othehand, the social and political traumas are also important for presenting
an overview of the period, as well as the economic ones. In 1833, the khedive of
Egypt, Kaval al, eevolkee hgaiest the Acign of tReaGttaman Sultan

Mahmud 113" and ppceeded with his army inside Anatolilagluding the invasion of

31 Georgeon, 1996, p. 106.

382 Kafadar, CemalKim Var Imk Biz Burada YD lken: DPr t O s maeri, & ccar,YDerakive

Hatun Kstanbul : Mept.98s Yayénl ar e, 20009

B¥Yavuz, Er dem. Al19 . Ekvpnoyé lk ANakart @dhs &mrda,t| enmesi Ve
YapéTarlh K-inde Ankara: PBEYéd!| etl®98edSeWudgk éBi Mdikreil |
Ankara: TBMM Bmpslegdevi , 2000

34 This paved the way for a different phase of social stratifinabetween the merchants and the
artisans, which also laid a brick on the wall of racial and ethnic segregation between the Muslim Turks
and the Christian ArmeniasBums, according to Aktire. (1979, pp. 1253)

¥Keél ée-bay, Me hmet AlhAnkaraihtkkard &éhtr ed AbkaEmi ® Batur. Kst
Kredi Yayg@neb.arée, 1994

% Nal bantojlu defined this prNallantaos | it hedasanullara
ACumhuriyet D°nemi Ankarabdséhami I ¢K-saeHyl@@8WOmka Sénef |
Seminer Bildirileri 2nd ed., ed-Yavewdnlkyar Ay K 8BMM; Bgple®mevi, 2000
290.)

Ortayl &, 1999, p. 55,
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Ankara for a couple of month&. In the years between 184846, because of the

great fami ne, which was indicated as T
Dr ou gitt-e0k Saman s u it i§ estimaket! that nearly 6000 Muslim

people died and the number of people who migrated to neighboring cities were
countlesg? Another great famine occurred in 1874 (1290). Because of the floods in
November in 1873 and the blizzard that continued ar months in 1874, all the

roads connecting the city and villages with their neighbors were blocked and the
starvation continued for over a yea native witness of the catastrophe expressed

her experiences as follows:

Even though we wererichandowhe | ot s of vill ages, we
My father was offering ten golden coins in exchange for a small amount of
wheat, but again he couldndét get anyt

from the ground. Everyday more than a thousand of people wéng dy
because of starvatidi.

A sheer number of people from surrounding villages and towns migrated to the
Ankara city center in order to save their lives and the population of the city was
doubled to 30.000 in a short period of tifieNevertheless, it is estimated that
approximately 18.000 people died in two years, according to the réédrds.city

%8 Georgeon, 1996, p. 101. In the article, it is written that thditationsof the citadel were reinforced
andrepaired soon after that.

390zkan, TimurAnkar a kAhkangi zAlt erppM&l9.énl aré, 2014

“Erdoj an, Akadralkk eTrairmm.h vwe. 2K ¢ lAngkrarAat:l aMaémak Bel edi
2015 pp. 1718.

41 Eyice, 1971, pp. 887.
“2Bafj | um, .29 ™ahdated hy the author.
“Er doj #np, 1920

44 Ozkan, 2014, p. 19.
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struggled with a locust raid in 1881, which deserted much of the agricultural
production of the yed?® and with another drought in 188Ticaneeded extensive

amounts of donation of agricultural products in order to prevent another fédfnine.

Despite those events, the city center of Ankara was in a steady but constant growth

in the 19" century. The number of people living in Ankara was ado2®.000 in the

1830s, whereas after the migrations from the villages to the center after famines, the
population rose to 25.000 in the 1880s, and after the arrival of the railroad in 1892,

the number reached 30.000Especially in the governorship of Abidh Pak-a (1886
1894), the city witnessed a massive infrastructural activity, whitthbe defined in

the following part of the chapter. Yet, those were insufficient treatments for the
rehabilitation of the city, regarding its diminishing social, polit@atl economical

importance during the late Ottoman period.

3.2.Formation of a New Axis

This part of the chapter exam@mbow the city of Ankara transformed in the late
Ottoman period, and consequently a new axis was formed in its new center. In order
to undestand this change, the expansion of the city outside the limits of the historical
citadel areais initially studied. Among the various interventions in the built
environment of the city during the period, the foukepton three most important
developnental activities that affected the following decades of the city. Those were
the arrival of the railroad and the opening of the train station in 1892, defining the
new gate to the city; the establishment of the administrative center by the construction

®M¢ederrisofj lKurtAl pke kSiav.akAkhama :Ankmkara Begyekkehir I
1993 p. 15.

46 Akyliz-Orat, 2005, p. 296. The total amount of the aid was approximately 25 million kilograms (1
million kile) of wheat and 25 thousand kilograms (20 thouda&y of wiley.

4TE. Yavuz, 2000, p. 195.
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oft he Governoroés Office and the &ndthenat i on
expansion of this new center to Takhan S
to the new city center. These late Ottoman interventions affected the formation of
K's t mGagldesas a new axis in the city, connecting the city center and the station

with the provision of significant public buildings and urban elements along it.

3.2.1.Stepping Outside of the Citadel in Late Ottoman Ankara

The outcomes of the processhoireaucratic modernization of the Ottoman cities was
realized pretty much effectively in Ankara during the second half of thed@ury.
According to the administrative division of the Ottoman Enfpiteat was consisted
of eyales (states), which werewlded intosancals, the city was the center of Ankara
sancakuled bymu t a s*Hr1838 the city ofAnkara became the center of Ankara
eyaletand started to be ruled by a goverfaali).>° With the proclamation of the
TanzimatDecree in 1839, for thapplication of the reforms in the peripheral cities of
the Empire, including Ankaraand for decreasinghe dominancy of proprietors
(ayan)in those citie¥', a state counci{eyalet meclisiwas founded in 184\fter
numerous changes in the status ofdityg, finally with the Provincial Regulation of
1864 (Vilayet Nizamnamesijhe province of Ankara was formed in similar borders
and administrative divisio?t.

48The structure of local authorities in the Ottoman Empire ehanged in 19th century for a couple
of ti mes. For an el aborate source omfantirhae phases
Devrinde Osmanl é M88al Ahk&dareTgrk T484B® Kur umu

49 Aktiire, 2001, pp. 448.
50 Ozdemir, 1986, p. 136.
’Ortayl &, ®8®00a, pp. 29

2Aydén et al-200. Fbf hé1Bcemypy.to 1838, Ankara had been a disigeincak)
under the supervision tfieAnadolu governorship b e y | e ritlisdard to sfate jhe differercan
English between the ternssincak, eyaleandb e y | e r, whely douldjail be taken under the term
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The reflections of these reforms could also be detected in the urban fabric of the city.

The thrd fortification around the city was totally dissolved in thé"t@ntury, which

had loosely acted as a delimiter that defined the boundaries of the city center for

centuries’® Numerous newhans were erected in that century, includifiga k h a n

(1888f* as the last one built and one of the most essential elements thatidain

expansion of the city in the late"l@nd the early 20century. The district around
HacébayramndMosgueed around the ruins of Ha
nei ghborhood, was distinguished with the use
houseand the courthouse, which laid the foundation stone of the formation of the

GoverSqoae¥s | ayet)*>Meydaneé

Il n that sense, the contributions of Abidin |
to be mentioned. As a qualified bureaucrat who workeskettiements in different

scal es, he was indicat edthansodeinizadefficals t he typi
of the period, indicated a8t he c aommarn chee (TDerczieneadf® Pakasé
because of the fact that he was well aware of the urgent needpefnteation of the

reforms of the Tanzimat Decree in the periphery of the Empire. As GKlIgnd i

indicated, for the realization of the reforms in the era of the transition froay#het

system to the provinces, the partial participation of the peojpeahgovernance via

the constitution of general provincial coundgiélayet Umum Meclislerijvas found

of fifgovernorshipo. Hence, the Turkish aeguivalent of
mentioned in parenthesis where needed. A/N

53 Aktiire, 1994 p. 88.
“Aydén et al, 2005, p. 240.
5 Ozdemir, 1986, pp. 449.

%Aydén et al., 2005, p. 202.
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appropriate’ These facilities were also functional in order to reinforce the authority

of the center and accelerating the decisimaking mechanismef the provinces,

particularly in cases of development and settlerrfentet, because of the
inconsistency in the designation of the governors and councils of ARkéra

immediate needs of the city and the environs could not be satisfied. In fact, the mos
prominent change in the city fabric that revealed the modernization of the Empire

was the erection of the Clock Toweearthe Horse Marke{ At p agateof tbe)

Citadelin 1884%°( Fi gure 3.4.) Nevertheless, the e
office might be stated as the time that the city finally started to break the shell of

poverty and incompetence.

In the period of Abidin Paka,orityonmaetheof t he
improvement of the facades of houses by whitewashing them in order to change the

i mage ofyetl h® wdo fmiu d B The water waa braughi t@Ankara in

pipes for the use of agricultural production from Eymir Lake in 1887, and from

El madaj as dr i n%likewgse, avert6@0rkiloinaters bfgdads of the

SGulengK] di , ¥zl em. #AAbiI di nAnkam KrivérsitésiDilveTai@o pr ¥y al i ] |
Fakdltesi Dergisb3, no. 2 (2013)225.

®Yet, it is essential to state that the terms #d
economic aspects of an industrializing city, but rather represented the interventions to answer the
practical needs of the Ottoman cities, like preventires or improving the urban infrastructure, which
opened arguments on the characteristics of the
1995, pp. 554.

% The borders of Ankarailayet was changed for four times between 1836 and 1871, viben
governors were assigned to Ankara for short terms. From 1871, when the General Provincial

Regulation(Vilayeti Umumiye Nizamnamesijas accept ed, until the appoi
1886, 18 governoralsowor ked i n the <c¢i t.%3) (Aydén et al ., 200
Aydén et al., 2005, p. 247.

61 Eyice, 192, p. 88.

62GulengKk] di , 20-248., pp. 238
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province were repaired in that éfhe first fire safety organization was established

after the fire of 188%%and the problem of water and urban pollution was sdived.

Fart sl

Figure 3.4: Ankara Clock Tower, 1900s.

(Kstanbul Metropolitan Municipality Atat¢rk Librar
Krt_004964)

More than that, a bunch of new imperial institutions were established in Ankara. The

secondary school, calledhkara Mekteh KdaTOa s i Mevastopehed with

83GulengKj di , 2015, p. 236.
54 Denel, 2000, p. 132.

Ay dén etpp&92253. 2005,
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ceremonies in 1887 as the first modern educational institution of th® (Rigure

3.5) Due to its scale and location that dominated the city from the top of a hill, it was
treated as the manifestation of the Ottoman reforms of th& &tareover, the
inauguration of the Gureba Hospital in Ankara, and the renovation of @enaBh h me t
Pak a &oddde considered as the other significant activities of the F&riod.

B ——

Sonvenir @’Angora, le .

Figure 3.5:View fromT a kK Mthrbugle Gankaya and Dikmen hills, 1890s..

(Tanyer, 2005, p. 146.)

% Tanyer, TuranT a K Me kK stpanbul : YapéppKiBaBdi Yayeénlareée, 20/
Becker, Martina. AMaking Art in the EKtanbuy Tur ki ¢
and The AHCr aft Department in Ankara. o Unpublished Pl
Technical University Graduate School of Social Sciend@s32p. 38-39.

%8Kel é-, Filiz. fAAnkaradnén Bakkent Ol ma Yolunda |

INnCumhuriyetin 90. Yél éeAdhaHaer AXAkaybheBAypklakahir
171.
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3.2.2.Defining the Gate of the City Ankara Train Station

The geographical advantage of Ankara that led the city to become as the intersection
point of the commonly used trading routes in history was shortly mentioned in the
previous chapter. After the reparation of the roads in Ankieget,the four main
transportation routes connected the city with the west, the east, the north and the
southwest?® The main ports that were dominantly used by merchants of Ankara were

i n Sams unY yatntite ordyzpossible way to reach those was by joining the
groups 6 freight carrying animals, namekervars, which would take a long time

and cost a lot due to weather conditions, security problems, and the momentarily

changes in the prices of goods.

On the other hand, the construction of railroads had alreadydstartee Empire.

According to Can, connecting a settlement to the railroad network was also equal to

the acceleration of the process of standard
i per i pRoethat iason, it is not surprising that the very fiadtoad line in

the Ottoman Empire was constructed in Edgypthe steady railroad construction in

Anatolia started wi{Aly dttme aiKambab&kK@urgutiuy i on of K.

®¥nsoy, Réfat. @l .Sorsgyzaylé | vdea BAkndkkacanangknaeditedby hi . 0 | n
EnisBaturAnkar a: Yapé Kr,p.d35 Yayéenl ar e, 19914

" Ergeng, 2013, pp. 29298.

LCan, 2000, pp. 44 2. Al though the autpenri chearsytda uditeldo ttcmey fAacre
basis of the WdernizatoREur opeani zati on process, it should also b
of the Empire was also aspiring to reinforce the hierarchical relationship between itself and the

periphery of the Empire via the process of bureaucratic modernizatiboivahdevelopment, which

is actually the innate characteristic of much of the modernization processes. For a detailed debate on

these themes by using tbencepto f fi-8vepeer ni zati onodo, s®e: Mardin, 1991,

2 Can, 2000, p. 43After the Criman War of 188, the race between the European countries to get
the privilege of railroad construction in the Ottoman territories was won by the Great Britain, and the
line from Alexandria to Cairo was built between 1854 and 1857 with the urge of the Great Britain
looking for a safe track for the trading route of India. Within fifty years, the total length of the railways
in Egypt reached around 4.400 km, which became a British dominion from 1881 onwards.
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lines in 1866, which were built in order to transport agricultural goodst he Kz mi r
Port time and costeffectively. The construction of the lines were financed and

administrated by different British entrepreneurs and compah{Egyure 3.6.)
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Figure 3.6: The map of the railways built on Ottoman territories until 1914.

(Agoston & Masters, 2009, p. 481.)

The international competition between the invedfonms also efficacious in the
construction of the railroads leading to inner Anatolia. After the establishment of
Ministry of Public Works( N a finé1l86p, the raillrod st arting from H

(Kstanbul) started to be constructed by

3 Agoston & Masters, 2009, p. 479.

7 The competition on the railia was also meaningful in an underlying purpose, which was the
distribution of the operational privileges of the over the ground and underground goods nearby the
railroad. Especially with the factors of oil and precious metals, obtaining a constructitegprfrom

the Empire was a run for the money. (Can, 2000, p. 52)
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to elongate t he ’IAilthoeghthepiojects ofkhe mrailway passing1 8 7 2 .
through Ankara had been prepared alreadythim sameyear’® because of the

bankruptcy of the Ottoman treasure, the project could only be started invit888

thettteof fABaghdad Rail wayso that would be cons
Deutsche Bank, and under supervision of the German Empéloelim I1.”” The

railroad reached Adapazarée in 1890 and the t

aimed to arrive in Ankara in 1892.

The expectations of the central authority from this extension was twofold: On the one

hand, the railway was expecteda® an apparatus of a more effective governmental

control over inner Anatolia. On the other hand, the increase in agricultural production

and the rapid distribution of goofds for the
Besides, the citizens of Ankara waileo enthusiastic about the arrival of the railroad

in their city. In fact, the statistics of the period reveal the legitimacy of this excitement

with the doubling numbers of agricultural production and profit in the towns and

cities connected to the raitd/® According to the memoir of the English officer Fred

Burnaby, the welkducated, Francophone son of governor stated the importance of

the railroad as foll ows: AfThe arrival of t he

5 Ozyiiksel, 2000p. 15.

76 On February 1872, German engineer Wilhelm von Pressel, who was assigned as the new general
director of AAsia Ottoman Rai | waailmad prbject thathe Sul t an A
connected Haydarpaka station in the Anatolian side o
2000, pp. 1617)

¥ zy¢ksel, MuratO s makmpagtorlju 6 n ¢faz Mitadeles AnadoluveBpd at Demi ryol | ar é
Kst anbuel :KKT ¢Braknikyas & Ky ppt5855. Yayénl aré, 2013

Avceée, 204172, pp. 121

®Tekeli, Klhan. fAEvolution of Spatial Organization in
In From Madina to Metropolis: Heritage and Change in the Near Eastern €died by L. Carl
Brown. Princeton: Daewin Pres$973, pp. 272273.
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declaration of the constituto # Mareover, during the construction of the railroad,
the people of Ankara sent a telegraph to the sultan stating that they could voluntarily

work for its constructionas a statement showing enthusiasm of the inhabitants.

On the news published Berveti Finunmagazine on December 1, 1892, a telegraph

sent by the chairman of the municipal co
that the first train entered AnkarBrain Stationon November 27, 1892. In the
telegraph, the scenery of the celelmasi wvasnarrated in detail with the description

of the rapturous welcoming of the governor, officers and citizens, with the ovations

of ALong I|live our Sultan!o The photograp!

cover of the next issue of the magazidated December 29, 1892. (Figure 377.)

As it can be detected from the photograph, it is known that a pompous festivity was

also arranged for the arrival of the train to Ankaséh the lavish ornamentation

around the railroad and in the citgcluding the repair and whitewashing of houses

and buildings seen from the railro®id-or the organization of celebrationgovernor

Abi din Paka assigned actor Ahmet e Fehi m

to Ankara®* In his memoir, Ahmet Fehim compreherdiy illustrated the general

®Excerpt from Barnaby by Aydén et al., 2005, p.

820rtayl e, Kl ber . nl19. Y¢zyél Ankaradédséna Demiry.
'retim Eyl eml e Mianm gintle ARlaja:iExil 18981 Séminkrmildirile#™ ed, edited

by Ayké&hbhvwi ¢ WMelk ara: TBMM,B208.€é mevVvi , 2000

2 MunganYavuzt¢rk, Ge¢lseren. AAnkaradda Dkemiveryol unu

Demiryolu Website2017. Last visited ontid April 2019: http://kentvedemiryolu.com/ankarada
demiryolununcermodernaizanantarihi/

83 Galanti, 2005 [1950], p. 261.

84 Later on, AhmetBhimBey st ood in Ankara for t w®enydeearrosj lan d
Tiyatrosw at Bal ékpazaré, in order to popularize the
an audience composed of officers, civil servants and foreign experts wiedaatine construction of

the railroad, | ater he was forced to close his t
pp. 292293)
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condition of Ankara at that time, telling how they could reach Ankara inside swamps

and trails by departing from the train at Sincan, how he prepared the arch at the station

embellished with flowers, and how people at the celsdom were amazed with the

arrival of the trairf®> With the music played by the Hungarian Orchestra invited from
Kstanbul, the arrival of the railroad became

point for the history of Ankar

B2 S pr DD 0. Joo o va T30 0.8 0 g pR S 0l S e

Figure 3.7: The cover ofServeti Flinunjournal indicating the arrival of the railroad to Ankara,
Issue: 94, December 29, 1892 (Karein Ev v e | 17, 1308) .

(Christensen, 2017, p. 16.)

85 Excerpt from Ahmet Fehim bAy c é , Me h met . i An k aMeaminekie tGaGarnlaarBéa k . 0
edited by KemaV ar ol . Kstanbul : ,#I989%.i ki m Yayénlaré, 2012
%Saréeaslan, | mit. AKara Tr e Cumhmiyeb24928 194)Kavukal & 100 Y
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The first building of the railroad station of Ankara was a simple, destoley
stuctur e, which is knowrn Dags ekbe yHighre Beatis ¢

3.8.a). Shortly after, a passenger hall was erected near that building, which was a

typical station that was built on many s
Rairoad Company o0, |l i ke the ones in Eskikehi
grouped by the Germans as AClI ass | St at

doublestorey two wing$! (Figure 3.8.b) With the additions made in time, the train
station became a campus that was capable to accommodate for all the supplies and
needs of a steam locomotive, from the buffet building (Figure 3.8.c.) to the

warehouses and annex&gFigure 3.8.)

After the arrival of the railroad, the economy of the city boosted in a short period of

time8° The overall agricultural production and profit was doubled, the number of
shops and stores on Raraxdjalna nwaGldotedaenseid ia
d 6 An quurstarted to serve as a hotel instead of a tradittwaralthe product

exchange in Fish MarkeB(a | & k)mvaszcanstituted® the Ottoman Bank opened

its branch in 1893 nedvla h mu t P a k;¥ anB the kudding eDuyunu
Umumiye(Public Debt Admiistration of the Ottoman Empire) was constructed at

the site of the&K @ z €| bey Yetr,beass Ortayl & mentioned

87 Christensen, 2017, p. 109.

8Aycé, 2012, p. 94.

®Aydén et al8. 2005, pp. 79
% Onsoy, 1994, pp. 13637.

“Aydén rt al., 2005, p. 234.

20rtayl &, Klber. An19. Ankyrd dho mumidmat lzddd y.Y &k a in.ma
Ankara: TMMOB Mi mar |l ar 0Od a s, p 91Alhikiraicated thatithedormrich Yay é n |
was commissioned with ¢hcollection of Kk i Ankara.
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Figure 3.8.a:The direction building of the Figure 3.8.b: The view of the old station fro
station., late 19 century. railroad, 1920s.

(Evren, 1998, p. 61.) (Fotojraflarl al9y7emil9

L R T -
] .5% TT .

Figure 3.8.c:The annex of the station, used ~ Figure 3.8.d: The annex of the station, usec
buffet, 1920s. post office, 1920s.

(Fotojraflarl a,193@,pi17. (FotojrafAin&malr alo%anle)

the citywas not being an administrative and commercial center due to the fact that
the city was the | ast st op%Hmofthatreason,r ai | r oad
Ankara rather became a hub of transportation of commercial and military goods,

wherekervars wnloaded their freight to trains and vice vet$a.

®The other road separated at Eskikehir was extended
Baghdad Railway was planned to be constructed on that route. Yet, because of the Waylth&Va
construction of the railroad waslted. (Agoston & Masters, 2009, p. 482)

“0Ortaylb, 202000
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During the First World War, because of the inoperability of the maritime
transportation to the cities in the Black Sea region, the transportation of goods and
people were conducted with the interchange fAorkara, which increased theffic
andimportance of thdrain station.In that period, the number of warehouses and

depots increased and many of the tradesmen of thdeisn toact as broker®

(Figure 3.9)After the surrender of the Empire in the First World War, many
institutions started to be directed by the occupation doe s |, including i
RailroadCompany 0 t hat was oAnkaraadlroad.ghetUhion Hay d
Jack was hoisted in front of the Ankara Train Station and the commander of the troop
sent to Ankara stayed at the direction building until 1920, whergovernment in
Ankara was established and the commander
started to use the building as the commanding center and his resitistazting a

new phase in the history of the axisko6 t a s y o that @ axardired the next

parts of the study.

323 Establishing the Administrative Center

The actual location of the residences and offices of local authorities in Ankara was
indefinite for centuries. In the annudisalname)from 17" and B™ centuries, the
homeoffice of the governors were cited as different places belonging to mostly the
prosperous people of the cityln the first two decades of the 1@entury, this

situation did not change either, as it is seen from the case of the gadvemort asar r e f
Vezir Seyit Me h met Galip Paka who was r
Julianus Column in the Talice district in 18%at is known that a constié building

%Ko-, Vehbi. Hayat Hi kOypih Kstanbul: Apa Ofset,
%M¢derrisojlu, 1993, p. 32.
9 Akgun,NejatBur as é&. AAklkama: Ankara Kul ¢gm247.Dernej i Yay:é

% Ozdemir,1986, p. 45.

67



(¢zg d ‘gT10¢ ‘@92 |@X ® |@92u?9)

“loyine ay) Aq dew erexyuy 26T 94l U0 pPaguLosu] "SUOIIAUS S pue afenbs uonels ‘uoneis urel] erexuy'e's ainbi4

peoi[Iiey wninzig-eIeyuy

NS

10dop-doyg “-swesserameses:
d3ere3-3uriredar [BIIUBYIIN
(1seq O1) 1sappp.) uodspisy Jo urfaqe |

SOSNOYQILA\ UQWISIPELI],

saxouuy

Surpping uonoaxn(

Ohﬂs—um HHOHwQ“—m or W'Jn.o.o..u‘o.ﬁ-,%-o-ov,-.n.uc.%o‘ovo.n'h\-.o-vﬂ,nxﬂuw/-no--o-o— - \ ,,.. [
peOY NMWZ[-eIeuy o~ Yo 7 PR

1Sappv.) UoAspis[ JO Sur[eqe|

S93011S peol @oﬁﬂﬁm |||||||||

T a2

68



was used for the accommodafldand t he of fice of the gover
Abdi MAjnai ondo was bought for that purpose
for 40 @8%YFigare 310 K .

eyl

4 ’7:' = 4 
o d ﬁ.u..&u L SIS

Figure 3.10:Gover nor 6s Office Mcentulknkara. Year: L

(Avceé, 2017, p. 123.)

On the map drawn by the German commander von Vincke in 1836, the location of
the governorodos oRdika el Maxynd'#Edreoetthed as
location of the barracks of tmediftroops®?ar e al so i ndicated nex
office. Infact, it is not coincidental that the new military and bureaucratic formations

of the Empire was placed sitg-side. In many cities, the group of buildings

allocated for the newhgstablished bureaucratic units of the Empire were located

99t is understood that the office was also used as the residence of the Governor, as the existence of a
harempart i n the building was indica,R2@dp.da®. t he doc.

0Aydén et al., 2005, p. 200.
101 Fyice, 1971, Plate XXXIX, Plate XL.

102 The redif troops were one of the three segments of the new army, consisted of reserve forces and
located near the cities. Ozkurt, 2016, pp-4413
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together and apecific site distinguished for stately functions was forféd@hat

was done purposefully for the sake of reinforcing the existence and dominance of the

central authority through the agency of architecture and urbaniZétidtence,

according toH. Kaynar, the local authorities of many of the cities under
redevelopment in the same period were having a premise of constructing a
Governoros Office as an expression of t he
authority, which was represented by the governor himM&In that respect, the

formation of the bureaucratic district in Ankara was one of the cases seen in many

Anatolian cities in the 19century°® (Figure 3.1)

It might be surprising that the presence of
predated to a further history, from the fact that the original Roman acropolis of

Ankyra had actually been at the same locatfériThe Julian( K & z-tBaek & & s )

Column, whch was erected for the memory of the visit of the Emperor Julian around

361-363 AD %8s the most apparent cultural heritage from that period in the area.

Anot her artefact that def i neBdth,abdomedar ea was
structure dating tthe 16" century and demolished in 1939 (Figure 3.2)

103 Tekeli, 1985, p. 882.
104Yerasimos, 1996, p. 4.
1054, Kaynar, 2000, p. 149.
106 Aktlire, 1985, p. 896.

107 A part of thecardo maximugrom the Roman period of Ankara was found in drehaeological

excavationglonei n front of the Governoroés Office in 2006. Fo
of Ankyra,seeKad eéoj | u, Musa, Kut al onéllkR oG®ar kDéyn,e mai nddn dSet eApnhkeynr aM
Kstanbul: Yapé Kredi Yayeénlare, 2011.

8AyhanKo - yi jit, 2018, p. 22.

AyhanKo - yijit, 2018, p. 227.
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Figure 3.12:Julian Column anéi a s a n Ba&hs i theVilayetSquare, 1900s.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archivezentory No: 0986.)

Nevertheless, the area started to regain its identity of being central after the buildings
of the buraucracy started to be constructed one by one around in order to
accommodate the increasing number of officers and ‘$tdfhe first one of those

was the archive building built in 1868 in order to keep the documents increasing in
amount and varying in typé! Another building from the same years was the
Telegraph and Post Office. Although the exact date of its constructimefnite, it

could be estimated that the building was constructed after 1860, or the office moved
to an older building after that date as Ankara was connected to the telegraph system

of the Empire at the tim&2 The building was located adjacent to the Ger nor 6 s

110 According to the annualsd@lname)of the Ankara province, the number of the civil servants
increased from 118 in 1876 4@0 in 1908. (Aktlre, 1979, p. 97.)

HlAvce, 2017, p. 129.

llZAy d

[p]]

n et al., 2005, p. 203.
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Office, probably for practical reasons, and had an extensive reparation it 18&6.

one of the key places of the Independence War, and after 1926, functioned as the
School of Law for a while. (Figure 3J It is alsoknown that a prison, aofice

station, a gendarmerie station, and some military warehouses were also buflt in 19
century in the area, which accentuated the importance of a genuine governmental
settlement ther&3 In the bookA n k a r a 6 n(&he Hidtaryrof Ankara), Avram
Galarti cites from the Ankara Litograph Annual from the early"2@ntury in order

to depict the basic characteristics of the group of buildings stated to have been placed

at the @&quareer nor 6s

Figure 3.13:Tel egraph and Post Office in Ankat.a

(Belko, 1994, p. 93.)

The office that is assigned for the central government is composed of (a
building with) approximately forty rooms and a barn, a police station with
twelve rooms with a jail and a barn built inside the borders of the assigned
district, another building inading a telegraph office with eight rooms, a part
of mudbrick cistern for governmental archive and a municipal office with
three rooms. The great storage assigned for the military forces is sufficient for

WAvceée, 204132, pp. 130
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the requirements of two troops. Moreover, a prioage with five rooms is
also available in this distriét?

After the arrival of the railroad to Ankara in 1892, the axis connecting the city with

the train station was starting fromtheogepace i n front of the Gove
and other institutionsTherefore, it seems that, while deciding the place of the
Governoros Office, which was slightly furth:i
and looking through wetlands on the west, the aim was to create a locus of attention

that would promote the grofvtof the city to the West® Here, the visual and

imaginary relationship between the city and the station should be taken into account,

depending on the harsh topographical differences between the city and the station,

the distantness of the railroad frohethistorical city, and the newness of the train,

railroad and its services in contrast with the historical sspatial fabric in the city.

Nevertheless,ni order to create a better image of the central authority in Ankara,
Governor AdMoitedl et tPark at o t he Yél déz Pal ace ab.
governoro6s office. Ther éedigi YMikelajassignedAs semb |l y
Bedros Kalfa for the feasibility studies and construction of the building in 1892. After

the harsh debates between thetgeof the city and the local authority, the building

was inaugurated on August 31, 1897, the anniversary of the accession of Sultan

Abdulhamid 11116

114 Galanti, 2005 [1950], pp. 18485.Translated by the authdFhe original text in Turkish:

"kehir i-in h¢gkumet ievkamiiy wey d arhanlasi s keeaikr eo,daf ve aheér
muhat ol an cidar ii-inde ayrél méek olan zabeéeta dairesi
bulunan telgrafhane dahil sekiz oda ve evrakeée resmiy:
odd & belediye dairesinden iba ettir. Cidaré mezk?%run
b¢e¢yek depo i ki tabura kifayet edecek derecededir. Yi

mevcuttur. o

BI'n the related panel thhisoeenotbe the oferandeogly sélutienifosad st at es t
city to grow. Birkan, 1988, p. 4.

16 Erkmen, 2010, pp. 11926.
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The doublestorey building with a symmetric stoistadded facade arrangement had
forty rooms, an d¥Eiguset3.&)drhedOintecafcifed windows u K .

and the reliefike marble embellishment around the entrance gate stylistically
differentiatesthe building from its contemporaries, as it is in a more rustic manner.

A diplomat from the USSR who arrived Ankara in the 1930s compared the building
with the buildings in Russia and commen!i
erected in order to shothe thickness of the border between the new and the old
Ankargotefor the sake of pointing out the difference betweeme Gover nor 0 s
and Squareand the new bureaucratic settlemtat started to be constructed at the

southern parts of the cify®

Figure3.14:The Governord6s Office in Ankara and tt

(Belko, 1994, p. 93.)

WAvccé, 2017, p . 127.
118 Excerpt from Nikutin by Akgtin, 1996, p. 247.

291 n August

2019, t he Gover no-restwed Mifistryi of ldealtiwa s mo v e
buil ding in Séhh

iye, desi{g492%d by Theodore Jost b



Although the time when the open space in the middle of the public buildings of the
peri od was nansguireis snknGuanytlee plaserted te be used for

public gatherings in the #&entury, including the political protests and celebrations.

For instance, the proclamation of the Second Constitution in 1908 was celebrated
there for one week® andthe protests to support the natiofates(Kuvayé Mi | | i y e)
also took place at this square Thatsignified the continuing importance of the site

for the Republican contexivhich will be examined in thdollowing parts of the

study.

3.24.Expandingt he New Center: Takhan Square

The extensionf the railroad throughout the Empire in thé't@ntury paved the way

for many cities to be connected to the railroad system. Although the arrival of the
train at the plains further from many of the city certféid not affect the growth of

the Anatolia cities immediately, the emergence of an axis on many of the cities
created atypology df s t a s y o /3 Theaahunenscharacteristics of such a road
type seen in the Anatolian cities, were its difference from the morphology of the old
city, the long distance between its ends, the resultant need of a change in
transportation modes along it (i.e., from manpower to horseptiyend its identity

as the showcase of its city for those who arrived by tfain.

2Excerpt from (Ko-, 1974) by Aydén et al., 2005, p.
2liayhanKo-yijit, 2018, p. 186.
22 Tekeli, 1985, p. 882.

123(Qzten, 2001, p. 28.

124y a | dtalz2017.

125 Cetin, 2012, p. 119.
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In order to examine this typology in the cas¢éhef modernization and transformation

process of Ankara, it is eminent to note that the formation of the axis between the city

and the station, led to the formation of distinguished public nodes on both of its ends
after the arrival of the railroad in 1892.o0ver nor 6 s Square was fo
Kst asy o t®wked das £dnnected to the city, while the other end reached

to the train station. The place where the road was connected with the city, i.e.
Governord6s Squar e, csauctur, e ordeeta avoid possilsle mu | t
confusions about the characteristics of the site. The representational and
bureaucratical meani ng of igfareiffefetfromat i on
the historical accumul at y,lkewiseffomthédovii Hac é b
fabric of the neighboring Karaojlan and
of those districts are beyond the scope
theeasternend fst asyome€Cadae Gio \are,rshoad bé exan8ngdi

not only because of its location, but also due to the fact that it emerged and developed

in the same period witK st as y o #?”aChadd dTfesskkhan and Govern
supported each other in a mutual relationship by means of thein @nd special

uses. (Figure 35)

As Tekeli mentioned, the bipartite structure at the centers of mahycd®tury
Ottoman cities was constituted on the separation of the commercial center from the

bureaucratic centéf® Hence, while the center of adtit y was shi fting f

126 The names and labels for the avenues are firstly seen on the 1924 Ankara map. Before that, the

roads were mostly defined by their directions or the important elements at the end or on the road.
Nevertheless, evendhghK s t a s y o had @wagsibees the road that was connecting the station

with the city, it was officially named ds s t a s y o fdronCl®24 dleasmu r , Er man. il An Kk e
Ma h al Ksi ml er i-heKébkecRog2¥)a64) Tar i h

27y al @ m n the codinuity lofahose two was symbolizing the expansion of the city out of its

borders, as seen in many European cities like Vienna and Paxris. € m, Knci . AUl us Devl
Al anda Mexkruiyet Ar acé: Topl umsal Bie I¢laebjaisne . @1 ul sn
Ankaradénéen Kamusal Y ¢ z {PelitikiTezlerB aa tkiethe d | zerniGpee Me K
Kstanbul : Kl et,ppkli7¥h72Yay énl ar é, 2002

128 Tekeli, 1982, pp. 336.
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Y¢z and MAkajfeéei¥gs close to the citadel a
districts in the west of the old city with the openingkof t asy orn 188 d d e s i
Takhan Square and Governordés Square coul

forming public spacen Ankara.

In order to understand the integratgghtialcharacter of those two public spaces, it

I's necessary to examine the formation of
of the cemeteries outside the cif The building that named the squéfea kK hwasn |,
erected in 1888 by (asenafi | AlHiakikre MBarya, thle
the arrival of the railroad to Ankata! According to the grandson of the founder,

Seyfi Takhan, i n the area of Takdean Squ:
|l ocated; yet, during his governorship, A
to be located on the entrance of the city and ordered them to be dembitsbedhe

ot her hand, kapolyo asserts that the ar e
masjid, and due to the reaction of the people, it could only be demolished with the
directive bFigard3. B ThaelocRtiarkoathe building, as the last site

before exiting from, and the first entering to the city Kiat asy onwaaddesi
cred ing a strategical superiority, maki ng
attention of a newcomer to the city by train, and thus the one that provided the image

of the squaré3*

129 Akture, 1994, p. 105.

0AyhanKo-yi jit, 2018, p. 159.

BlAy dea al., 2005, p. 289. The building was indicated as thédasbuilt in Ankara.
2saréojlu, Mehmet . fiKebikecl{1896)@85Bor cu: Takhan. o

¥kapolyo, EAvat ;BkRhwamrSay man AMinkywd.a: Ankara Kul ¢
p.57.

¥4AyhanKo - yi jit, 2018, p. 163.
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Figure 3.16: The panoramic view of a K Isguare and its environs, 1889.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 0113.)

Theweltlk nown i mage of Takhan from the old photo
a cutstone doublestorey building with a courtyard. (Figure 3)IThe arched and

heightened entrance of the courtyard on theHaftd side of the facade looking to
Karaojlan Avenue allowed carriages, hor ses,
secondary entrance in the middle was for pedestrians. On the facade lookiigd thro

Kst asy o nalaBehiddecaisgithe name of the hotel was placed. The name of

the hotel was changed for a few times, because of the changes of proprietors

operators, or due to political changes. For instance, while the Committee of Union

and Propgess was erecting iIits headquarters in An
name was forced to be changed as Constitiftidvhe k r uHoteéllyPe t )

Due to the traffic created by the carriages and pedestrians coming from the station to

the cityandviceversajwi ch had t o f,thebuildiagbecamnmed poinh kK h a n

of intersection in time, in harmony with the development of the city and its environs.

After the interventions of12@edodeéenciudog Dr . Reki
the widening and repaifd s t a s y o nthe @ardadizton of the area in front

of Takhan t o f a«onstrucidon sefgtena walls,anddences atoind the

B5AyhanKo-yijit, 2018, p. 253.
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Figure3.17.Takliamoem t he birdds eye view, 193C

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engravilughive, Inventory No: 1687.)

park called adillet Bahgesacr oss Takhan, the area star
urban spacé®*Yet , as Yal ém indicated, the stimt
in this urban space was not only the movement of thpleebut also the growth of

the city towards the western direction with the arrival of the railroad, and the
devel opment of the governing center arou
trade spaces towards the Katdthgditg®h regi
Despite the fact that the great fire of Ankara in 83 @estroyed many of the

B¥M¢derrisojlu, 1993, p. 22.
B¥’Yyal ém, 2002, p. 171.

138 For more information about the possible reasons and consequences of the fiEsirsekaylan,
and ZelihaEt6zZ1 91 6 Ank &r.a Fedrmken Ket Blabuéf é K| gp.l78i m Yayé
188.
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buil dings i n t h% th cokstamt growthpizthe atity santmued, t

dominantly towards the southestern direction.

The road going to the souhas named as Kézeél bey Road, due
Kezél bey M&Agnodest donblstorey. building erected next to the

mosque was used by the Ottoman Public Debt Administréddgurru Umumiye)

in the late 19 century. (Figure 3.8.a) The road waslater remamed asSchool of

Industry(Mektebi Sanay) Avenue“! with reference to the school building that was
constructed at the beginning of*Twhe road fr
important educational institutions of late Ottoman Ankara \eéseerected on that

axis. The first one was School of Indudtifamidiye Sanayi Mekteb{figure 3.B.b)

which was established in 1899. Contemporary postcards show that the school had

initially been located onthe sowtha st corner of Takhan Square.
moved to a new building on the same road, a few blocks further in the south, and

shortly after that, in 1907, the building wasogened as Teacher Training Schtfél,
(Darulmuallimin),(Figure 3.B.c) which had been opened in 1965.

B9A K a] @éigrigt avas also widely damaged from the great Tahtakale fire in 1928. The devastation

of the two historical commercial centers of Ankara inevitably accelerated the deeelogm of Tak han
Squar e, Bal ekpazar e, and Kar aokilmwmi rd,i ABali.&lt sN. For mo
Ankar a: Bi r BakAknemtrian [Bajlpk3d7.Yayénevi , 2006

M1t is assumed that KEeé z®clebnetyu rMiemaishes iwig2Sforthei 1t in t he

construction of the Central Bank building inits site. (Aykao - y i J i t, 2018, p. 173)
YAyhanKo-yijit, 2018, p. 259.
“The road leading to south from Takhan Square woul

construction of the gst office there, then as Banks Avenue with the construction of the headquarters

of banks on both sides of the road, and still later, with the implementation of the Jansen Plan, as Atattirk
BoulevardAltan-Er gut , El van. HfAAnkar aoMé Branmk alramOd@add dsik@ rvae k¥t
Bulten 31 (2005): 2&9.

“M¢derrisojlu, 2003, p. 27.

144 Becker, 2013, p. 43.
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Figure 3.18.a;Keé z € | b e Figure 3.18.b:TheHamidiye Figure 3.18.c:The new

andDUyurru Umumiye School of Industry (later School of Industry and
buil ding with Darilmuallimin)with Millet Mektebi Sanayi Avenue,
behind. Bahcesin front, 1901. 1900s.
(Belko, 1994, p. 72.) (VEKAM Photograph, (Tanyer, 2005, p161.)

Postcard and Engraving
Archive, Inventory No:
ACF0369.)

The first official document indicating the existence of those institutions was the 1320
(1902) State Annual of Ankara, inscribing thatDaridlmuallimin building was

located in the city with a number of students around 14 and®Both of the

buildings were sharing the same typology of a lagae, doubletorey
construction, consisted of four wings organized around a courtyard, and having a
symmetrical organization on the front facablence, with thenew constructiongn

its immediate surroundig , Takhan Square emerged as
developing commercial and governmental districts of the city in the eafly 20
century. (Figure 39.)

In short,theaxisd s t a s y o was @anediwtlsits significant nodes as Station
Square, Governoroés Squar e, "amnhe eallyaZlR han Sc
century, showing how the built environment of the late Ottoman Ankara moved
beyond the limits of the old citadel area in lwigh the modernization process of the

Empire. However, the economic and social devastation due to the series of wars

YM¢derrisojlu, 2003, p. 310.
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witnessed between 1909 and 1918, which ended with the ultimate defeat of the
Empire, created a lapse on this procass, yet opened the way for the emergence of

new possibilities for the transformation of Ankara. As the city became the center of

the National Struggle and later the newly founded RepWblg,t a sy o hegdhad d e s i
to withness a new phase of development as will be examined in the next part of the

study.

3.3.Development of the Axis

In this part of the chapter, the axis which has been slightly formed from the arrival of
the railroad until the end of the First WorM/ar are analyzed through the
chronologically successive phases of development in the 1920s. (Appendix A)
Moreover, the architectural and spatial characteristics of the buildings/groups of
buildingsare examined in their own particularities, and also withie boundaries of

the developmental context of the city d¢0d t a s y o mth&tard.d e s i

However, lefore continuing on to analyze the elements that surrouded a sy o n
Caddesijt is essential to have a few words on the morphology and geometry of the
axis. AlthoughK s t a s y o nn ABGkardvwhe comstructed as a straight road that
flourished from the ends of the commercial areatargovernmental district of the

old city, it was not the only axis that connected the station with the city. The road
going towards the east and connecting the southern districts (Hamamonu, Hacettepe
ie.) of the city was also depicted on the 1924 Ankara Map and labellegdasa sy o n
Caddesi.Yet, as stated by Tamur, those labgissentedh carse definition of the

city andarenot conflicting with the genuinityd s t a s y o im o easetfe s i

148 Tamur, 2010, p. 64.
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3.3.1.Rebuilding Ankara as the Republican Capital City

After the First World War, the British and French military troops accommodated in

Ankara for a shorperiod of time'*’ The British commander was staying at the

direction building of the train station, whereas the French commander chose to use

one of the rooms of the Committee of Union and Progress club house as the
headquarter&® On February 28, 1919, theeadquarters of the Turkish troop in
Erefonya, commanded by Al Fuat Paka, moved
much of the occupied areas at the city center were enmiffiédter months of

struggle, including the tweenthedogdlrssistarice t he Gove
organi zations and governor Muhittin Paka whi«
to foreign forceg?°the branch oMiidafaai Hukuk(Defense of Rights), the national

organization established to save the country from invasionfouasied in Ankara

on October 29, 1919 and got the control of the city after the withdrawal of the

governort>!

On December 27, 1919, the leader of the resistance movémestt af a Ke mal Paka

and the delegation committ@ideyeti Temsiliye)entered the cityith the traditional

“Aydéen et al-343. 2005, pp. 338

WAyt epe, Ojuz. AMilliCumhaddegléd dde aditdd byrkendaa r lan
k e nGahtek. Ankara: Ankara | nippuEl9l20 t esi Yayénl ar &, 2012

Wsakal | & Ank&ave Cavrasinde Milli Faaliyeter Ankar a: Keltegr ve Turizm
Yayénl gp. 4, 1988

10 The disorganized movemeint Ankaraagainst occupation of the cities in Anatolia has reached its
peak on the days Sivas Congress was being held, when a telegram of protest posted by the gentry of

the city to the Sultan and the diysAnidsé&mleto falAl,i 2F0ulaH,
pp. 344346.
BlaAydén et al., 2005, p. 347.
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welcoming of AnkarsS e | 1dhe voluntary defense group of the tifyand the
greetings of the many <citizens gathered
Square. The warm welcoming of the people of Ankara to the forces of National
Resstance had an underlying purpose on being a reaction to the occupation forces

still standing in the city. The commander of the British troops in Ankara was still
staying at the direction building of the train station at that time, and such a ceremonial

reception could also be an intimidation for htd.

Between the years 1919 and 1923, Ankara became the site witnessing the
extraordinary conditions of the Independence War with dignity and devotion. During
that periodK s t a s y o and iBsenvidorssvera@so transformed into a politically
significant senery. The marching soldiers going to and coming from the war zone
by rising clouds of dust was vividly illustrated in many of the memoirs of th&%ra.

The military parades passing in front of the building where the parliament was
gathering, to be calledsathe Grand National Assembly building, and the public
conventions at Governords Square and Ta
National Sovereignty Hakimiyeti Milliye) Square, raised the representational
importance of this axis, with the garnishing ddheugh the street and the arches
constructed on the ends of the road. (Figu0.d8) This was doubled after the
Republic was established in 1923 and many of the parades and celebrations of the
national days took place on that a¥i$(Figure 320.b)

“2kapolyo, 2002, p. 26. Moreover, Aydén et al . &
different religious groupftarikatywas censored i n the | atén essaks, o
2005, p. 349)

Bk apolyo, 2002, p. 34. The commander |l eft the ci
“M¢derrisojl wl107.2993, pp. 105

155 Altan-Ergut, 2005, p. 28.
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Figure 3.20.a:The Victory Arch constructed Figure 3.20.b:The marching soldiers on
to celebrate the great victory against the Kstasyon92ewahdesi ,
Greek army Buyilk Zafer)1922.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and
(Belko, 1994, p. 66.) Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 1051.)

Ankara was declared as the center of the new state on October 13, 1923. Sixteen days

after that, the regime of the new state was officially accepted as Republican, on

October 29, 1923. From that date onwards, tbegss of the transition from the old

to the new was accelerated, yet still keeping itself-faweed. The reflection of that

strategy could be read from thmakinge of An
(makarré i dnmtras i capitdP® The differentiation of the words capital city

(b a k khearktk) anld center of decisieamaking (makaré i )dyimen ® Ankara,

and center/feet of the thronaafyitan) t o Kst anbul, i s quintessent
motivation that rmde Ankara not only the new capital city, but also the capital of the

new, modern Turkish Republic, which eradicated the ruins of the old Empire that had

already been collapsed at the end of the First World*Waforeover, this decision

%70 understand the difference between the definition
the decisiormaking centefmakarré i d aar eAnkar a o, with the decision no.
Turkish Grand National Assembly on October 13, 1923, and biagattme capital city of the Turkish

Republic, seeK . Ka$nar, 2016pp. 5764.

7KarakAk ge¢n, Se-i |l . AKurtuluk Savakéoédnén Mekansal Stra
KararénenT&rehi KiiodénAnkar a: E3ed,| eldoistle dS ebnyi nfeyrk eBi |
TikeltYavuzAn kar a: TBMM Bpa28® Imaether words2tlle(process of construction and

deconstruction was indicated as a common characteristic of the regimes established after the First

Worl d War, namel y airmiarkg wa ft hii @ BeedlthnrEnget,dElvant e past 0.
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also revealed therimcipal direction adopted by the new government through the

realization of the AfuUfidamentali st moder

At the time when the new Turkish Republic was established, however, the built
environment of Ankara was in a bad condition. Many of thikelings were devastated

after years of war and poverty, and the city was so overcrowded with the newcomers
to the capital that even finding a room to accommodate with strangers was impossible.
The population of the city was skyrocketing, which was qudddupetween 1920

and 1928®°K s t a s y o [the @xé& df the mast prestigious road of the capital city

of the new regime, was only a narrow and dusty road passing through swamplands.
(Figure 321) The debris of the great fire of 1916 was kept untouchegédars and
became a shelter for the homeless petflelence, the projections on the urban
scale development of Ankara by proclaiming it as the capital city was indicated in
three aims: forming a city with a modern living environment; creating a city as a
model for other Anatolian cities with its new social norms developed in its new urban
space; and most importantly, symbolizing the achievements of the new Republic via

the formation of the new capit&i*

iPresenting Ankar a: Concept i onRethinking Aréhitecttval t e c t ur
Historiography edited by Dana Arnold, Elvan Altegrgut, and Belgin Tura®zkaya, 151168.
Routledge, 2006

158 Tekeli, 2009, pp. 15455.

Cengizkan, Ali. #AT¢rkiye K-in Moderbnd.v@ir Il anl é
Bakkentin Ol ukumu: Avusturyal e, Al radited byleylaK s vi - r e
Alpagutand Achim Wagner. Ankara: Goetlestitut Ankara, 2011p. 27.

0°Ar ek, Sabire. APolonyalé (Leh) Ziyaret-ilerin C
Tari hte Ankara Ul usl ar a-26kEkim20%)e.inpdtedpyYasemini | di ri |
Ankara: Ankara Universitesi, Dilve TasBoj r af ya Fak¢l t esp.875.Tari h B°Il ¢m

BlTekel i, KI han. AAnkaraodonén Bakkentli k Karareénée
Yapéeya Etkileri Bakéméndan @Arkare Akar® kdited dKEni®De ] er | e
BaturKst anbul: Yapé Krld&ddi Yayeéenlare, 1994
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Figure 3.21:The view of Ankara frofiK s t a s y o rrighCadtet theepsoclamation of the
Republic, 1925.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 0950.)

The first thing done for those sakes was the reorganization of the municipal authority
Although a municipal law was passed on October 23, 1928stood invalid with

the legal codes binding the authority, primaripniye regulations fromthe 19"

century'®® The law no. 417 accepted on February 16, 1924 was indicating the
formation of a new municipalityk(e h r e mizasee@ oni the model of the one
establishedin Ks t ain bhe 119" century Accordingly, a mayor( k e hr e mi ni )
designated by the Minister of Interibecame responsible from the administration of

the city with a council of 24 membel®. This was specifically done before tseart

of planningactivitiesin Ankara, because coping with the increasinmber of people

migrating to Ankara required a legabdy that would take decisions immediat&ty.

®2Kkenel, kennur. ACumhuriyeto6in BaGukhuniyetin 90Ankar adneén
Yél énda Her .XAkgyde Amkara B¢i gy ,mB8hir Belediyesi, 20C
3Bademl , R. R40i D°némPade Eski AnkaraodonMinm¥ralzglkeséné Et |

212213 (1985)11.

164 Tankut, 1993, p. 49. The main difference of Ankara hr e ha ment it he one at Kstanbul
abolishing of the requirement of having a commoditthe city for being a member of the council, in
order to prevent the planning manipulations and taking advantage.
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In its six years lifetime from 1924 to 193%,the Municipality of Ankara managed

to undertake comprehensive works, including the drainage of swamplands, the
opening of factories of building materials near the railroad‘%ehe reorganization

of the burnt area, the reestablishment of the fire sabefyanization, and the
construction of a power plant, a flour mill, and a gas storage as well as 100i6uses.
In that time, thanunicipal expenses per person in the city were tweigkt times

that of the average for Turkey in 1927, and twehtge times in 1931, excluding the
infrastructure expenses met from the central butf§étoreover, the rehabilitation
ofKs t a sy o and @saaveriegeagether with National Sovereignty Square with
cobblestone were also achieVédYet, as a negative connation, it should be stated
that the construction of the infrastructure with the privileges given to foreign
companies ended with a cataphe and the accessibility to tap water, sewage system,
electricity and telephone stood very limited for that’éYaAs a result, the greatest
achievement that the Municipality was ab

and the Lorcher Plan.

Thelaw no. 583 was accepted on March 24, 1925 to create the legal layout for the

Agreat expropriationod, which would prepa

165 The Municipalty of Ankara was deauthorized in 1930 with the delegation of its authorities on
planning and building regulation to the DOiterate of Development of Ankara city, which was
established in 1928 and incumbent upon Ministry of Interior. (Bademli, 1985, {pl)13

166K, S, Kay n @etthose fAclobes copld not®esoperated neither by the Municipality, nor

by the transfeze companiesSeeSey, Yeél deéez. ACumhuriyet D°neminde

i reti mb. ¥éelda Deji keneHebhedvbyMiYmhdEeék Sey. Kstanl
1998 p. 27.

¥’Aydén et al-387. 2005, pp. 385
168 Batur, 2005, p. 75.
169 Akgiin, 1996, p. 166.

170 Tankut, 1993, p. 50.
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Anew (cY etnyidnthd south)of the existing city. The expropriation was done
based on théax values of the deed of the lotstire yearl915, in order to provide

the acquisition of the area for cheap and its liquidation for expensive values by the
Municipality, which would capitalize it/*

The studies on the plan of Ankara, prepared by Gerplanner Carl Christopher
Lorcher and commissioned by the company nariedkish Consultancy and
Cosntruction IncorporatifK e k f i y ©t ve Knk©9distarfBink Anoni m
harmony with that process. According to the plan (Figur@)3tBe formation of a

new city with a network of interconnecting roads and infrastructure at the plains on
the southern side of the railroad, and the connecting it with the existingpyc
opening new roads, were proposed in order to constitute a city with 200.000
population intotal.l”® With these interventions, it is possible to state that the period
between the proclamation of the Republic in 1923 and the redefinition of the directio
of development of Ankara in 1928 was onédtw changes in the built environment

in the scope of the studyiot only for the accommodation of the Republican
institutions and the newcomers to the city, but also in order to provide Ankara with

anidentityi r epr esenting the -saateniaspbesithe o8

MAydeéen et al ., 2005, p . 384. Nevertheless, the mani
prevented, which is sftlagdteadr bygf Clehrga z&4pa nPlaan dit (h20 @4, p

2The companywasas r esponsi ble from the construction of the
planning of Bursa. The Lorcher plan was actually known as Heussler plan for years due to the fact that

the name of the manager of the company was Mr. Heussler. For more infornsate: Cengizkan,

2004, p. 36, footnote 79.

173 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 44. The plan is also found essential as being the first modern plan made in the
history of this geography that treated the urban groumds wholistic mannerregarding to the
sensibilites of the contemporary needs.

174 Altan-Ergut, 2006, p. 154The indentation was done by the author of the referenced study.

92



> ]

Elgbuung spkl.
vttt |

“ANGORA.

-~ - -

-

d
*
-

YL
A

0]

vv!agn"m
pEAEES
T

Figure 322 1924 Lorcher PlanfortheOldi t y, titl ed AThe Application
capital city and residence of the Turks.

(Cengizkan2004, p. 39)

AsforKs t a s y o nLorcher @ldnepmoposed it as one of the primary axes of the
city as a road divided with a tramway in the middle that connected National
SovereigntySquare with the Station Square. The swamplands on the two sides of the
road were planed as the sites where the future central business district of the city
would be located’® and Station Square was foreseen to be the most essential open

space of the city with the tramlines passing through and the pool, park and columns

175 Cengizkan, 2004, pp.1663.
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embellishing itt’® Apart from the functional compartmentation of the foreseen urban

expansion, the proposed open spaceth@i ércher Planaroundthe axis and the

i mplicated visual relationship between the
beautfi ci tadel 06 i n the pl an asthamedgatelofeghet r ai n st a
city, werecreating a selexplanatory image, supported with the sketches drawn by

Lorcher’” (Figure 3.3.) From that understandingt is possible to read the
hierarchicalelation proposed by the plan among the train station, the central business
district, fAthe beaut i f ul However aspielthefactcand t he p
that the mayor of the era, Asaf Bey, was also a strong proponent of th€®plan,

because ofnte weakness of the soil and the lack of financial resources, just a little

part of its proposals related wikhs t a s y o ©oul€lze dedlized’?

Figure 3.23:The birdbés eye perspective sketch ¢
the back, drawn by Lércher as one of the supplements of the project report of the Plan.

(Cengizkan, 2004, p. 64.)

"Kezer, Zeynep. #fAThe Making of -SpatiaNPaacticesim&drly Capi t al : |
Republ i can Ank ar R Dissertdtiorp Univérsitysofi @alifornia lat Berkeley, 1999
62.

177 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 58.
178 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 121.

9Meé h - eBidi, 20a0, p. 194.
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On the other hand, it is important to mention that theppsed way of the
development of the city through the directionkok t a s y o rdid Goa shtisfy s |
everybody. Before the implementation of the proposal, the debates between the
Municipality and Ministry of Public Works were revealing the drawbacks irdmin

about the partitive characteristic of the pl&.This mood of unsteadinessuld be

read from a letter written by an auditor and criticizing the development of Ankara in
such an unplanned way that the buird di ngs
3.24) The author of the letter specifically mentioned the conditiorK&t a sy on
Caddesiand criticized its development by laying cobblestones rather than paving
asphalt, which was defined by the author
ago.Moreover, the author also criticized the width of the avenue and stated that the
15-metres width of an avenue was insufficient for a modern capital. Hence, the
ongoing constructions must consider the appropriate setback distance for the future

widening ofat least 40 meter§?!

Despite the critiques on the design and application of the plan, its effect on the
developmentoK s t a s y o s undenidbdeengeinforcing the relation of the train
station with the city, pointing out the axis of the avenue as one of the most dominant
development directions of the city, and bettering its material condition as worthy for

the capital of the new Replic. For instance, in the article of an Italian journalist,

Gi ovanni Al essi o, Ankara was defined as
the tension coming from the collateral prominence of the new and the old, which
could also be detected from theilbenvironment, and gave the exampléa§ t a sy o n
Caddesiams t he showcase of the new by -means

180 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 51.

181 Cengizkan, 2004, p 185186.
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moder no c h¥¥Maerenter anotrsert artideswritten by Kemalettin Bey also

expressed about his experiences in Ankath pride as follows:

The city of Ankara at present is an immense construction site that walks on
the way of emergence as a metropolitan city, and numerous edifices of
prosperity and civilization are flourishing from all sides of this site only in
weeks 183

s Y et . »
‘(,,:’bo,u‘.u,{t..

Figure3.24:The view of Ankara for Station Square, with th
beautifiedK st a sy o nl926M2/d e s i

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 1039.)

Nevertheless, at the turn of the 1920s, it is possible to staté thdata sy oms Cadde s i
a cobbled avenue with a row of trees planted on its sidewalks and divided with a strip

BKkimkir, 2006,,ip.hB3%8arsBimikarBar geéfacedressef an anal ysi
KstasyomnG@adidaexshian Square from the ter mSeeof progress
Sargeén, G¢egven Arifo. i¥ncg¢l kkKeanmiu shan k aMeak ajnzl earrién eT akséasrd al
19231 9 4 Blilkiye Dergisi27, no. 241 (March 5, 2014)85288.

BTekeli, Klhan, Mamdr S&eimm| Et ki Apkad&dazidékkiar€anl & Min
Vakf é& Yay &gn2bGrramsslatedlby tBe7author.
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of greenery was prepared for the proper representation of the new Repubtizewith
prestigious buildings, houses and public spaces on both sides, and crowned with
National Sovereignty Square at the center, and Station Square at the gate of the new
capital city!®* (Figure 3.3) In that sense, theew built environment shapediound

the avenuesimultaneously with the preparation of Lércher Plan are worthy to be
examined in detail as the buildings on

and codes of ¥he new regi meo.

Figure 3.25: The view ofK s t a s y o andi@ @nyicbres SromGunpowder(Baruthane)
intersection, 1928.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archiveventory No: 0953.

In parallel with the plan, the first developmental activities of the city after the
proclamation of the Republic started in the area centered around National Sovereignty
Square; and within that scope, the square was paved with cobblestone in order to get

184 Ozten, 2001, p. 74.

185 Basa, 2015, p. 717.
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rid of dust and muéf® In that scope, in 1924, with the initiative of tNeni Guin

newspaper, an international competition for
Sovereignty Squareo was organized. A monumen
soul of the ldl ependence War o was expected, which w

Austrian sculptor Heinrich Krippel, and placed at the entranéeafr a oAvednue n

in 1927. (Figure 3@ The very location of the monument was essential, as located at

the triangular area inrfo nt of Takhan | ooking down wupon
expansion area of the city in the west as determined by L6rchet®Ptgnfollowing

the trace oK s t aGagidesnlts intricate relation with the existing buildings was

essential in redefining the enfiig s t a s y o nn th€ aitg ceeter by turning the

area into the property and showcase of the new regime.

In the memoirs from the early Republican era, it is seen that the transition of Ankara

as the capital city also opened the way for
one corner of National Sovereignty Square at the eidft a sy o mth€eaty d e s i
center. Takhan turned into a proper hotel w
refurbishments® At the place where barns had earlier been located, the first modern

restaurant of Ankara, namedarpic, was opened on the ground floor of the

building 18 After Karpic moved to its new location at one of the shops placed

acrossthe squar@ 1932 another restaurant calldd® | teok the same placé?

However, in spite of the reputation and prominence it had in the [&tari®early

20" century of AnkaraT ak han Hotel confronted with financ

186 Akgiin, 1996: p. 166.
187 Cengizkan, 2004, pp. 718.

188Ay d

(o]l

n et al., 2005, p. 290.

®saréeojlu, 1995, p. 189.

[p]]

WAydéen et al., 2005, p. 400.
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Figure 3.26:The construction of AThe Mo nu meEakimniyesi i
Milliye) Square, 1927.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 0114

SUumerbanka stateowned bankand t he Takhan Hot el buil di
order to build the headquarters of the bank in the saméSfemsigned by Austrian
architect Martin Elsaessé&t

In the 1920s, the existing buildings and places surrouridiagt a s y o eg&ha d d e s |
to be used for the newly required functions of the republic. The building constructed
as the club of the Committee of Union and Progress during the late Ottoman period

turnad into the Grand National Assembly building in 1920 and affected the

¥lsaréojlu, -19%95, pp. 191

®2As]l anojlu, 2010 (1980), p. 261.
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transformation of National Sovereignty Square in its front. The small garden located
in the other corner of the square, callditlet Bahcesjwas an example of its typology

built as partof the modernization of the urban space in the peripheral cities of the
Empire, and later became a center of attention for the modernizing daily life in the

new capital city with the coffeehouse and the theater placed i{éide.

In short, from the eyes die Hungarians who workezktensivelyfor the formation

of Ankara as craftsmen and worker in 1920s, the new view of Ankara was turning its

back to the old and Asignifying a model for
Tur ki s h *fHeneey éspite thaihancial difficulties of the Municipality and

the central government, new buildings were built rapidly on and Keart a sy on
Caddesiwhich appeareds the main axis of the citgr that sakdetween 1923 and

1932. The rause of existing Ottoman buildingadthe construction of new buildings

at the time paved the way for the formation of the built environment of early

Republican Ankara, (Figure FPwhich will be examined in the following parts of

the study.

3.3.2.Connectingthe Empire to the Republic

On the turmoil of the Independence War, the node that connected the city with
Kst as y o ndefi6ea dadhéstorically noticeable space, with two important
landmarks on each side, the former headquarters of the Committee of Union and
Progress anWillet Bahgesi Both spaces were the examples of the new typologies of
the built environment in peripheral cities, which emerged during the process of the

198 Memlik, 2017.

194 Quoted from the article of the newspapessti Hirlap ¢ ol ak, Mel ek. A Macarl arén G°z
Bakkent Anlkoa3r8aT. gorlidnt3e Ankara Ul usl ar af26BEkin Sempozyumu:
2011, v.1, edited by Yasemin Kurfinkara: Ankara Universitesi, Dil ve TariBoj r af ya Fak¢l t esii
Tarih Boluma, 2012p. 863.
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modernization of the Ottoman Emp#®.Nonetheless, beyond their equivalents in
other cities, those were differiated not only because of the events that would place
there in the coming years of the Republic, but also because of the unique
characteristics of their sceneries to represent the new state in Turkey. This part of the
chapter elaborates the story of tagaces and explains their continuing prominence

from the Empire to the Republic.

Figure3.27.The aeri al view of Gov,artheupgessidSfsitaa
Caddesi1930s.The numbering was done by the author

(Kezer, 2015, p24.)

The | ocations and buildings indicated: 1) Takha
Governor Vs | Sged r, BReyedua OfeceXe f t e r, 6) 8 a k EHakmiyeti
Millye) Squar e, 7) Te ac HBarilsdalinin), 88) Hamidiyg ScBoollofdralustry
9) Turkish Central Bank HeadqguauUmamiye lodated),er e Ké z
10) The First Grand National Assembly, Millet Bahgesj 12) Court of AccountfDivan-é

Muhasebat)13) Ankara Palace Hotel4) The Second Grand National Assembly and its garden,

15) Pious Houses (group of four), 16) Pious Houses (group of seven), 17) The First Pious

Apartment (Belvil Palas Hotel), 18) The Second Pious Apartment.

WErtujrul, -222009, pp. 294
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3.3.2.1.The Building at the Center: From the Committeeof Union and Progress

Headquarters to the First Grand National Assembly Building

The unbalanced political situation in the Ottoman Empire after the declaration of the
Second Constitution in 1908 was stabilized in 1913 after the dramatic defeat in the
Balkan Wars withc o u p arga®ziechbly the Committee of Union and Progress,
which is known as th8ab-é Radidi With the change in the ideology of the state
towards Turkisnt?® the Committee of Union and Progress, then the party in power,
preferred to cortgute its own ideological apparatus in order to reinforce its authority
with the diversification of social organizations in number and scope, such as football
clubs, paramilitary organizations, fraternities and social groups. Here, it can be said
that theclub buildings constructed in different cities acquired a critical role for the
sake of the penetration of the new central authority to the peripheral cities of the

Empire!®’

One of those buildings were startamd to be e
Square, right at the intersection st a s y o nandCtaed mbazl sgobing to

¢tanker éXkaperding to kapolyo, the constructio
by Enver Paka, the power f u¥yet thenaniamder of t h
evidence whether he visited the construction site during his visit to Ankara on July

10, 1916'*°It is only possible to state that the rough construction of the building had

nearly been completed until 1920, but the timber and brickwoeke not started.

1% Berkes, 1998, pp. 35966.

¥rei ft-i, Ali. AKttihat ve Terakki Cemiyetidnin ¥rgg¢:
YerSelpdk | niversitesi Tg¢r, ko $742015423438.tMere timea thatrag Der gi s i
stated in the article, organic relationship between the methods and structuring of the organization of

T ¢ r k  OandHalkexlerién later years are worthy to spean.

kapolyo, 2002, p. 11.

¥Miderrisojlu clai2®s )t Eave(l®Pa8a gpve2&n order in 19
of Ankara as a center of resistance after a possible defeat of the Empire in the First World War. He
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The name of the architect of the building varies in different sources. According to
kapolyo, the plan of the building was dr
the Pious Foundations, and the construction was realized by HasithBayilitary

architect of the army corps in Ank&@@B oz doj an, on the other
(Ksmail) Hasif Bey as the desi g#H&we and g
one and a half storey building is organized around a central corridor of 4% meter

length with rooms on both sides. The corridor ends with two entrances on both sides.

The frontier facade is accentuated with the overhanging wooden eaves, pointed
arched openings, stottienberwork embellishments, and the volumetric variations on

the symnetry axis, which highlight the room at the center and raises the roof level

for an halfstorey?°? (Figure 3.3)

For the need of a proper working space for the delegation committee that arrived
Ankara on December 27, 1919, the unfinished club buildingeadéfiunct Committee

of Union and Progress was select€tiTo finish the construction, a donation
campaign was started among the inhabitants of the city, and in a short period of time,
46.500k u rwaxcollected® Yet, three days after the halting of theli@anent in

Kstanbul with the intervention of the Br

proposes that the Club Bading was ordered by foreseeing¥Ytet, that is an assumption not supported
by evidence.

Wk apolyo, 2002, p. 12.
2lBpozdojan, 2001, p. 36.

2021t js indicated that some of the dazklored stones used for the construction of the building is taken
from the cemeteries of nemuslims under the supervision of the branch director of Union and
Progress. (Esin & Et6z, 2015, p. 171).

WMsakall e, 96988, pp. 94

24For the list of financi@pp.19u9%.port in 1920, see:
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Figure 3.28: The First GandNational Assembly Buildingl1922.

(kstanbul Metropolitan Municipality Atatlrk Library Postcard Collectimventory No: Krt_005055.

convening of a grand assembly was announced and the repair of the building
continued for housing the assembly. The roof was covered with the bricks purchased
for the construction of a primary school, and from the rooftops &brenhouse$?®
Hence, the building became the first place of the Grand National Assembly, opening
in the building on April 23, 1920 with a pompous inauguration, and it remained as
the central symbol of the emergence of a new country darfewvyears leadig of

the foundation of the Republic in 1923 and the early years of the new regime.

205 Akpolat, Mustafa Servetna Erdal Eser,edénk ar a : Bakkentin Tarihi, Arkeol
Ankar a: Ankara Enst i tpil9GAlthdumk d commoa hekehstates tidat the2 0 0 4

bricks were picked up and sold to the parliament by prospective business person Vighko&o

explains that he sold a bunch of Marseille bricks for the repairing of the roof due to a storm that

damaged the building, which happened after the inauguration of the Assembly. Kog, 1973, p. 48.
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During the Independence War, the First Grand National Assembly Building stood as
one of the key elements that depicted the urban scenery of Ankald srtda s y o n
CaddesiAst he main catalyzer of Takhan Squar ¢
inside and the news coming from the war zone were immediately affecting the people
just outside of the building. Many parades of soldiers, citizens, and artisans were
passing in fronof the building on important days, and the bilateral relation thus
formed between the people marching or walking throight asy o fFigea d d e s i
3.29.a), and the representatives or officials on the balcony of the building who were
watching them (Figure 29.b), created an important scenery that vividly illustrated

the extraordinary days of the WAFP.As a result, the area in front of the building
adopted the identity of being the new pulsihereof the city, and was thus renamed

as NationaBovereignty iHakimiyeti Milliye) Square?®’

Figure 3.29.a:The military parade in front Figure 3.29.b:Must af a Kemal Paka
of the First Grand National Assembly, 192( representatives were greeting the people in
front of the building, from the balcony of the
(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and lobby, 1920s.

Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 0021.)
(Belko, 1994, p. 46.)

2%yal ém, 201082, pp. 178

207 The name of the square was changed for a couple of times between 1920 and T98% &sa n ,
Hakimiyeti Milliye, Millet, andUlus.AyhanKo - yi jit, 2018, p. 121.
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Because of the inadequacy of the interior space, the building continued to be used as

the Grand National Assembly only unfib24, when the construction of a new

parliament building designed by architect Vedat (Tek) was completed. From that time

on, the building began to be used as the headquarters of the founder Republican

Peopl ebs Party, whi ch itothénfirst ppoprietorofthe i der ed a s

building 2°®

Briefly, the building could be defined as the key place that connected the Ottoman
Ankara with the Republican Ankara, by means of its political essence, function and
stylistic preferences. It is important to phasize that the building was originally
intended to be built as the club building of the ruling party, in the architectural
gualities that the party wanted to express through its nationalist discourse, and as an
extension of the center to the peripheryt@10s power relations. However, with the
emergence of Ankara as the new command center and later, being the center of
decisionmaking of the Republic, the building is transformed from a copycat of the
committee to the headquarters of the nation itselfichvidirectly affected the
formation of the immediate environment. In other words, while focusing on the
transition period of the city from a modest town of the Empire to the modern capital

city of the Republic, the role of this building shall not be undieeoh

3.3.2.2.The Public Space from Late Ottoman and Early Republican Ankara:
Millet Bahcesi

The year of the start of the constructionMiflet Bahgesiin Ankara which was
located on a lot that had once been a cemetery, is not exactly known. The first traces

208 The building was used as theaBd National Assembly till October 15, 1924, when the new

Assembly building was inaugurateB.e t ween 1924 and 1952, the headquarter
Party (CHP) located at there, and a room was assigned to the Law School of Ankara. The building

used by the Ministry of Eduawasteiuon otf heMa,r aorfd | madrewerntde
in 1RAKWL.rt@uidl uk Savaké M¢gzesi .,p2)Leaflet. Ankara: TBMM,
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of the garden can be found in an issueAakara Provincial NewspapegfVilayet
Gazetesi)from 18862°° which was the news on an excursion about the possible
location for the garden and the fundraising campaign for its construction, which
ended with the 11200 liras collected from the tophcigil servants of the city. On
another issue of the same newspaper from 1895, it was stated that forestation work

was donén theplacewhere the gardeis assumed to be locatétf.

Nevertheless, the exact information about the garden can be found in 1325/1907
Ankara Vilayet Salnames{Provincial Annualf*! where it was mentioned as a

property belongingt& € z € | b e y(endowarkeht). Iy i® medicted that the garden

was establisheih the first decade of the P@enturyafter the removal of the city
cemetery at that place under the admini s’
Bey, because of public health reasons, and specimen locust seedlings produced by
Ankara Ziraat Mekteb{The School of Agriculture) were gmted there. With the

small fountain in the middle, the garden was fortified with walls and balustrades, and
illuminated with kerosene lamp& (Figure 330)

Tujluca, Murat. fAAnkara:-19RLayetiUmpRBRés mheGamMatd
Hacettepe Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Ensttitiist, 2q037. The garden indicated in that news is
assumed to be at the |l ocation where the First Gr
2005, p. 255)

20T uf | uc ap, 262,p.0TBe garden indicated in that news is predicted to be the area called
iBeyl i ko which might be somewhere around the trai
MlEmirof |l u, Kudret, Ahmet Y¢ksel, HnhkegarVilafegr koj | u,

Salndmesi 1325 (1907) Ankar a: Ankara Enstitg¢gs¢ Vakfé Yayeéenl

22AyhanKo - yi Jjit, 2018, p. 80.
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Figure 3.30: The former entrance dflillet Bahgesion the intersection of Bankssenue and
K asyyonCaddesi(T a k Isguare), 1924.

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard and Engraving Archive, Inventory No: 0923.)

Figure 3.31: TheMemleketGarden and Coffee House of Ankara, 183D0.

(Kavas, 2014, pp. 16667)
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On the side of the garden faciMgktebi Sanayi(The School of IndustryAvenue

(later Atatlirk Boulevard), the prominence of an undated tirdfb@me building is

known (Figure 31). From the official documents, it is understood that it was
intended to beised as a military club by the corps staying in Ankara during the First

World War?*Af t er the war, the building was st
era, and said to be functioned as a modest restaurant during the War of

Independencé'

On the map of Ankara drawn in 1924, the very locatioMiliet Bahcesi(Figure

3.32) could be seen as encircled with the key buildings of the era like those of the
Grand National Assembly, the Independence Triburigls € i k| al ),Medh k e me |
Takhan, together with the prominent wurba

Squareankst asyon Caddesi

This illustrates well how that open public space acted as a site of intersection, which
could also be read from the memoirs written at that tiRoe.instance, one of the
most weltknown poets of the era, Ceyhun Atuf Kansu, was defining the area like
that:

Takhan was the most vibrant place of /
the statue of Ataturk was occupied with a-stgne building, whah would

later become a shelter for the first Turkish Grand National Assembly. On the

side of that building, with four or five defoliated locust trees, a place called

AMi | |l etdo Garden was | ocated and used
unpaved road gssing between that park and the Assembly building was
reaching to the Ankara statiét.

213Ercan, 2018, p. 90.
214 Memliik, 2017.

215 Akgin, 1996, p. 128
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ATy

The functioning of Ankara as the decisioraking center of the Indepgance War,

and the utilization of the building facin§ a k hSquare as the Grand National

Assembly and the Independence Tribunals, diversified the usdillet Bahcesi

located on the opposite side of the square. The garden became a place where President

Gazi Mustafa Kemal Paka and other prominent
between intense legislature works, the army band was giving concerts on occasions,

andthe government was organizing dinners in honor of important guests. (Figure

3.33) Apart from that, some plays were staged in the theater building byzthe

Milli (The National Tenacity) organization, and the first theater and cinema venue of

110



Ankara wasopened there by Ahmet Hilmi B&y The venue embellished with
Turkish-style engravings, which used elements of Ottoman Neoclassicism, is
indicated to be destroyed with a fire in 1$29Moreover, on the corner of the garden,
the first caférestaurant of theity, Fresko,was opened and became a gathering place

for the people who were familiar ®With thi

‘roJ%JV.’ "rwo;'

RS v

Figure 3.33: The entrance dfflillet Bahcesf r om Takhan Squar e, 1920

(VEKAM Photograph, Postcard atthgraving Archive, Inventory No: 1312.)

Between 1929 and 1931, the year when it was officiallgpened, the garden was

reorganized and a row of singdéorey shops and annexes were constructed on the

218k i mk i@ p. 182.00
2"Aydén et al., 2005, p. 478

28Tanyer, Turan. f@AAnka+l83aaa3aAnBkoatryaa:l Kraarkaa mK a 11p@a2k3l é
193§ edit ed B¢yt eErklreelm | Xwema ve Knan Kéra- Vakfeé Kst
p. 136.
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site of the old theatenestaurant building. From that time on, the garden was renamed

togetherwith the shops as City Market and Garde.k e hi r ¢ar k&% é ve Bah-
(Figure 3.3.a) These shops were including some of the commercial landmarks of

Ankara at that time, nameBAkbaBookstore Karpi¢ RestaurantJ ] r Relstaurant,

Fresko CaféRestaurant, lerist SabuncakisH a ¢ € @aady Store, an@@sman

Nuri UzunCandy Storé?° The market, which contributed to the boulevard image

that was intended to be created at the time with its arched entrance and colonnade,

(Figure 3.3L.b) is predicted to be desigiieby Robert Oerley, who was also

commissioned with théJlus Marketplace and the General Directorate of Red

CrescentirY e n i kyet this stood unconfirmed?

Figure 3.34.a:A view of the Garden, 1940s Figure 3.34.bThe arched gate of the garden,
1940s.

(G¢rkak, 2003, p )
(Serhat Kocgak archive.)

29Asl anoj |l u, -1KMNBcOi YNl Ifalr%e2 3Ar asénda AnkaArk&rala ¢al ékan Y
Konukmaleali @ ed by ANEarrmanTKMMBOBNn Mi mar Isar Y@d/aesnd aArek ar a
1992 p. 122. The nansf the shops are indicated Blsihasebd Hususiye ( ¥asel Kdare) ¢e
well in some sources. (Ayhafo - yi Jjit, 2018, p. 258)

2Tanyer, Turan. AAnkAmkhakKatAbawi &@mnaad(@EDEE Der. gios i

2IAs | anoj,p.u22 Ceyigkan, 2004, p. 122. The garden lost its primacy after the 1940s and

was surrounded with scratchy singimrey shops. The whole area was demolished in the 1960s and

replaced with a mulstorey office building and @ az aar named 100. Yél tarkéeseée
http://www.mimarlarodasiankara.org/index.php?Did=1481
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To summarize the role and importance of the garden in the e&rbeRury Ankara,

it is important to point out the difference with its equivalents in other peripheral cities
of the EmpireMany of the gardens acted aswban scenery for the imposition of

the modernization reforms, and reinforced the imagery of the modern city aimed to
be formed with the extent of the Tanzimat reforms on the urban platféivet,

Millet Bahcesiin Ankara witnessed much more than that in its relatively short
lifetime; it also became the scenery of the headquarters of the War of Independence,
and was later transformed into the central recreational facility of the flourishing

capitalcity of the new Rpublic.

3.3.3.Building the Architecture of the Republican Capital City

This part of the chapter examgteow construction activities on both sideko$ t a sy o n
Caddesicontinued after the proclamation of the Republic with the erection of the
most prestigious bldings and complexes of the new state. Focusing on the
increasing role of the avenue with these constructions in the early Republican years,
the stylistic and functional changes of the buildings on the axis in time, and the
changing focal points on the ewe with the intertwining urban activitiase alo

discussed.

3.3.3.1.The New Administrative Center: The Second Grand National Assembly

Building, and Ankara Palace Hotel

To house the new state was natase offait accomplifor Ankara. While the new

state was being constructed, much of its institutions were having difficulty to find an
adequate place to work. During the Independence War, all ministries except those of
Defense, Education, and Foreign Affairs were crumbledl int he Gover nor 6s

The Ministry of Defense was settled Tha k'~ M ekdtThebMinistry of Foreign

222Ercan, 2018, pp. 888.
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Affairs was in the Public Debt Administration buildifgf.The Ministry of Education

was settled at Teachers Training Schiéblyhereas a part of the same buildings

being used as the dormitories of the representatives of the Grand National Assembly
in the period of waf?®

The need for housing thénstitutions of thenew state increased after the
Independence War. (Figure3.X0n t he rear side of Governoros
where the Kjneci Bel ké&2%®the/nlisisiry of Finasced t o be
Building was erected in 1925, designed by architecitractor Yahya Ahmet and

Engi ne &t (Figdre 3.%3a) The main entrae in the middle of the symmetry

axis of the building was accentuated with volumetric differences, a marble staircase

and the extension of the eaves of the gable roof. The rectaaspel plan of the

building??® consisted of the spaces surrounding two palrabrridors on two and a

half storeys placed above the basement. The towers at the corners including stairwells

were extended and covered with wide eaves in a repair made a few years after the

building had been constructéd.The facade arrangement basectie projection of

multiple entrances distinguished the building from their contemporaries. (Figure

22Kafesciofjl wozp.6781 . (eds.)
224 Mamboury, ErnestAnkara Kent Rehberi Ankar a: Ankara | nil93)r sitesi Yayeé
p. 36.

2M¢derrisojl u20.1993, pp. 205

226 The Julian Column had also been standing at that place, yet it was carried before the construction
started to the current | ocation. Aydén et al., 2005,

2TAsl anojlu, 20uUPL. [1980], pp. 120
228 Akpolat & Eser (eds.), 2000, p. 93.

228 Cengizkan, 1994. 212.
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3.35b.) Moreover, the empty lot on the rear side of the building, looking through
¢ a n K\genue, was arranged asthefi Ne w G gYerd Baho@)n 19292%°

Figure 3.35.a.The Ministry of Finance Figure 3.35.b.The original view of the buildin
BuildingandvVi | ay et in batyl838s before the additions were made, 1925}
(Kstanbul Metropol i (Belko, 1994, p. 88.) ir ok

Library Postcard Collection, Inventory No:
Krt_017840.)

Simultaneously, the threstorey building facing the Ministry, which had been used
as the headquarters of theé"2frps of the army command defending titg, avas
reserved as the gendarmerie station, and later, Ministry of IntétiGhe provost
court called Independence Tribunaisgt i k| al Maslconstrooted ie the )
late 1920s and moved there after the timber building near the Court of Accounts,
calledMahfel was demolishe®? The building would later be used as the financial

office D e f t e rofl Ankata@3Mdreover, the police station was located near the

20Aydén et al., 2005, p. 404.

BlG¢gnel, G°k-e, and Ali Keélcé. AAnkara kehri 1924
Ankara Arakt 8mméa(2@l5)E81Der gi si

22AyhanKo - yijit, 2018, p. 192.

ZBASB! ¢ al éMinder AviuseAnRara: Ankara Sosyal Bilimler Universitesi, 20184p.
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Ministry of Interior, and in between of that and the City Prison, the timber building

nextto that was a restaurant where officers could diveaply?3* (Figure 3.11)

Hence, the need of workspace became an urgent issue after the proclamation of the
Republic. The limited sources of the new state were allocated foed¢bastruction

of the cities devastated by the wars in years, and especially for the construction of
Ankara?® yet, finding qualified workforce and experienced professionals of
construction and architecture was a hard task to accontffian. Italian journaist

who visited Ankara in 1923, Paul Erio, explained the situation as such:

The officers were also cramped like the representatives at the parliament. The

superiors were sharing the same room with their subordinates, and maybe

having much difficulty thanhem. Housing the governmental spaces became

problematic like accommodating the people. Many of the ministers were
sqgueezed in the old Governoros Office bui
t wo or three rooms to work i caed (€é) Ther
according to the contemporary principles of architecture in Ankara, whence

being used as the Grand National Assenbly.

In order to accelerate the formation of the built environment and construct the
administrative buildings of the new state, onehaf tmost prominent figures of the
late Ottoman architecture, Vedat (Tek), was invited to Ankara by President Mustafa

Ke mal 2*%Ha was known as the first Turkish architect who had a training of

Z4pAydéen et al-398. 2005, pp. 397
235 Tekeli, 2010, pp. 30810.

236 The need of workforce and vocational training was partially fulfilled with the craftsmen came from
Hungary in the 192s, who affected the architecture of the era much. For more information, see: Colak,
2012, pp. 84850.

2%’"Quoted from Erio, kimkir, 2006, p. 362. Translated |

®Yavuz, Yéeldéerem. #AKimli]iM.inVe&ddd diee h: KiEii nléiaji BBak k e
Mimar, edited by Afife Batur . ,Kd473.8Athough the ydaawhen Kr e d i Yayé
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architectural education abroad, and had worked on many fFgece 1899, like
Central Post Office and Kmperi a?f®HeOf fi ce:
stayed in Ankara for about two years and worked on a few projects, including the two
buildings that redefined the characteristicsko§ t a s y o nn the 4920$:eTha

Second Grand National Assembly Building, and Ankara Palas Hotel.

The construction of the Second Grand National Assembly Building started in 1923,
to be used as the headquarters of t he r
clubhouse(Mahfel) of the representativeéé® However, because of the lack of the
allocated money in the governmental budget for the construction of paréament
building that was an urgency in the face of itedequancyf the existingone The
functional shiftof the biilding as a parliament was accepted on March £&2After

that some additions and revisions were made in the project, like the addition of the
stone crown gate with marble plaque and the extension of the building through the
northern direction. (Figure 36.a, 3.3%.b)24? With the application of the needed
revisions, including the assembling of the electricity system and the ornamentation
of the hall, the building was inaugurated on Octob®r1B24%4 The plan of the
doublestorey building with @asement is organized around a heightened central
assembly hall surrounded with circulation spaces and other rooms. (Fighr& (33
staircases on the left and rigiind side of the main entrance were directing people

Vedad Tek was invited to Ankara is unknown, from the letters written by his son, it is estimated that
he should be arrived to Ankara in thesfimonths of 1923.

29 Yavuz & Ozkan, 2005, p. 46.
As|l anojlu, 2010 (1980), p. 115.
241Y. Yavuz, 2003, pp. 17178.

242t is indicated that the crown gate was added with the intervention of KemalettimBhitect of
the Second Grand National Assemblylaknkara Palace hoteh 1925. Yavuz & Ozkan, 2005, p. 59.

243Y. Yavuz, 2003, p. 182.
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to the workspaces and the audienaledny of the hall on the upper level. The frontier
facade was emphasized with the thaeehed loggia on the first floor, which is

directly overlookingK s t a s y o rand @hasdccea&tisgia similar relationship with
the urban space in front, as the firsts&@mbly building did*

Figure 3.36.a:The original facade layout ant Figure 3.36.b: The Second Grand National
mass of the Second Grand National Assem Assembly Building, 1926.

Building during the construction. )
(Yavuz& Ozkan, 2005, p. 57.)

(Y. Yavuz, 2003, p. 178.)

#4Bozdojan, 2001, p. 38.
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