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ABSTRACT

THE TRANSFORMATION OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT IN AMASYA
FROM THE LATE OTTOMAN EMPIRE
TO THE EARLY TURKISH REPUBLIC

Kal kan A-ékkapé, Duygu
Ph.D. Program in History of Architecture

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

Octdber 2019215 pages

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment in the northern
Anatolian town of Amasy&rom the late period of the Ottoman Empicghe early
period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement history of
Amasya as ity with distinctive geographical characteristics, by analyzing the
transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing sodioiral,

economic and political contexts.

The analysis starts by focusing on the essential urban riodasd by public
buildings andlaces in the city center and the neighborh@sdthe newly emerged
defining elements in the Ottoman and Republican urban conféwes, the focus

is widened to understand the determinundpan routes experienced along the
waterfront as the main element of city form, in the landscapesiblic use and
through the transportation network provided in the city during the chronological
frame of the studyExamining the transformation of the built environment in

Amasya via thaurban nodes and routes of the city from the late Ottoman to the



early Republican periods, the stumlyalyseshe changing layers of the city in order

to evaluatavhat was preserved,-tesed and lost in the process of change.

Keywords: Amasya, Late OttomaArchitecture, Early Republican Architecture,
Urban History
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AMASYABDA YAPILI ¢EVRENKN GE¢ OSMANLI D¥NE!
CUMHURKYET D¥NEMKNE D¥N! k! M|

Kal kan A-ékkapé, Duygu
Doktor a, Mi mar |l ék Tari hi Progr amé
Tez Y°neticisi: Prof . Dr . T. El van

Ekim 2019,215 sayfa

Bu -al ékma, Osmanl é& Kmparatorlujudnun ge-
erken d°nemine uzanan bir s¢re- i -erisinde,
kentinin yapeélé -evresinin dejikimine odakl
sosyck ¢ 1 t ¢r el , ekonomi k ve politik bajlamlar
cojrafi unsurl ara sahip olan Amasyadébnén 'y

hedeflenmektedir.

¥ncelAnkalseyya' nén ge- Osmankleentwe | erbkagn a@u mh @r
yeniot aya -ékan tanémlayéceée el emanl areé ol ar ak
yeralark amu yapél arée wekkdmhmkexal salhdpidlg dark aar €

analiz .AddeEmdaetbjrkent formunun ana unsuru
kamusal larak aleankentte ol dxdeneyimidnenn yeni u |
kenselr ot alndrma@nak ¢zere olMmksyadn&h eyapel &tievrt
ge- Ogdmarelméemdem Cumhiumieyg@te-d% miéeftisel d° ng¢ K ¢ myg
d¢jém noktal ar é neeleymotad leama ¢ zePingaegm s ¢ir e
korunan, yeniden kullanélan ve kaybedilenl e

kat maam|l ama&lni z et mektedir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and Scope

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment inethizal
northern Anatolian town of Amasyeom the late period of the Ottoman Empice

the early period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement
history of Amaga as a city with distinctive geographical characteristics, by
analyzing the transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing
sociccultural, economic and political contexts, d@adliscussvhat was preserved,

re-used and lost in the press of change.

Focusing on this former Ottoman and later Turkish Anatolian city, the purpose is
to demonstrate continuities and ruptures in the formation of its built environment
from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century. Studying theiselpés

based on the transformation of the institutional structure of the Ottoman Empire
that affected the construction of public buildings in the city in the late nineteenth
century, and the transformation witnessed after the establishment of the Turkish
Republic in the early twentieth century that further changed its built environment.
The study of the cityds different period
Turkish Republic respectively, requires analyzing the transition from the Ottoman
to the Republican contestin terms of the urban transformations that caused
changes while also presenting continuities in the definitioruaade othe urban

space The focus on Amasya, which has not been researched thoroughly, makes this
study significant inerms of producing new knowledge about the settlement history

of the city.



Through the late Ottoman and early Republican periods, architectural and urban
transformations of the city took place in horizontal and vertical layers in relation to
the resettlema of cultural and ethnic groups after sogolitical events such as
migrations as well as human responses to natural disalstessldition, public
buildings and spaces wecenstruced destruatd as well as raisal during these
periodsas a result of minly state dominated practicéss suchthe studyexamines

the transformation of thieuilt environmentn the city through the political changes
along with social and economic chandssunderstanihg the multicontextual
structure of the city anthe changesin thesecontextsin order to understand how
themultiple layersof the cityoverlapped with eacbther and to evaluate the urban

change along these lines.

In this frameof analysis public buildings and public places well as larger
neighborhoodsreated nodes in the urban system. These nodes were connected to
each other by defined routeseaing urban layers anbdencea multilayered urban
structure As such.the built environmenin Amasya was formed and transformed
through not only its physical aspects but also its produciimh reproduction
depending on the sociultural, economic, and ptital factors, which create
different layers.

In order to analyze the built environmetitiis study examines the activities of the
society, and orders ofulers as well as the interactions among residents,

! For theoretical approaches to the morphological formation of the city, see: FatddesCities

in Evolution(London: Williams & Norgate, 1915); Lewis Mumfor@he City in History, Its Origins,
Its Transformations and Its Prospedidew York: Harcourt,Brace & Word, 1961); Leonardo
Benevolo, The History of the CitfCambridge, MA:MIT Press, 1988)Colin Rowe andFred
Koetter, Collage City (Cambridge MA: MIT Press, 2006)Attilio Petruccioli, After Amnesia:
Learning from the IslamidMediterranean Urban FabridBari: ICAR, 2007);Aldo Rossi, The
Architecture of the CitfCambridge, M\: MIT Press, 2007K a r | Kropf, fAAspects
Urban Morphologyl3, no.2 (2009) 105120; Kevin Lynch The Image of the CitfCambridge,
MA: The MIT Press, 2012)Spiro Kostofand Richard TobiasThe City Shaped: Urban Patterns
and Meanings Through HistofWew York: Bulfinch Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Greg Castillo,
The City Assembled: The Elements of Urban Form Through Hifiew York, NY: Thames &
Hudson, 2014)Alain Borie, Pierre Micheloni and Pierre Pindfgrm ve Deformasyon Mimari ve

Kentsel Nesnelerin Form ve Deformasy¢gn st anbul : Janwus Yayéncél ék,

of

20109)



administratorsand tradesmen. The physicarisformation of the city of Amasya
from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth centamg the political and natural
events that affected this transformatiare examined and evaluated hiso

emphasizing the roles of different actors in the cigpeeially the active roles of

state administrators.

In the late Ottoman period, the state aimedeform its system in order t@dopt
contemporary political and economic changdegially witnessed in Western
European countrieby the impacts of the Industrial Revolution and the French
Revolution. In thisregard, starting with the TanzimaEdict of 18392 various
regulations andrganizationalmodelswere implementedn military, political,
economic, and administrative fields affecting the formation of the built
environmentContemporary changes in trade, religion, and technology, resulting in
migrations and wars, alsesulted in transformations in tittee built environment.
The spatial layout of Amasya aldmegan tochangein the second half of the
nineteenth centuryn relation tocontemporary indemographics, economy and

politics.

The transformations in treministrativehierarchy population, and businessde
in the second half of the nineteenth century affected theabptticture oDttoman

cities3 After adopting the institutional transformations of the nineteenth century,

2 The Tanzimaperiod was the result of the Nizairdadid reforms. The reforms namedisiahat

started with the initiation of Selim Il and continued during the reign of Mahmud Il. These attempts

of transformation continued in the organizational level with the proclamaf the Tanzimat Edict,

which brought new organizational models and regulations in all areas, irgltltinfield of

architecture. The arrangements made in the Tanzie@d also formed the basis of laws, and

regulations in the Turkish Republidfife Batur,i Bat €l €l akma D°nemionde Os mat
Tanzimat 6tan Cumhuri y®W38t 66T, (KsyanhBhobi kKbpedksim
10461047.For detailed information, see: Carter Vaudfindley, Turkey, Islam, Nationalism, and

Modernity: A history, 17892007, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010).

3Sevgi Aktg¢re, 0
kehrinde kehirse
(Ankara, 1975) 123124. Jeasl. u c

17. Y¢zyeél Bakéndan 19. Yéezyéel C
| WETWJ&oumal of heHadulky ofdrctiectyre ro.l,, 0
Arnaud, AModernization of the Ci

3



traditional architectural products were replaced with the newly required building
programs, especially for administrative and educational buildiredsvere seen as
influention inthecontemporarynodernizatiofiprocess. Thus, this research focuses
on the modernization process of Amasya, which started in the late Ottoman period
and continued in the early Republican period, and comparatively ealingte
remaking of the fabric of the city in this proc&sEhe modernization process that
had started with the Tanzimat refofimsplaced the traditional arrangements based
on Islamic rules with governmental institutiohBuring the late Ottoman period,

new building types such as military barracks, schools, railway stations, and
administrative buildings were constructed with the formation of related new
institutions. New regulations were also arranged on roads and buildings. These
regulations continued tde intact during the early Republican period by

infrastructual and transportation improvement, industrial development, and

(18001 9 2 OheCiby inthe IslamicWorldal ma K. Jayyusi, Andr ® Raymond, .
and Renata Holod (eds.), (Leiden, Boston: Brill, 2098 .

“Thetem fimoderni zationd is used to describe the proces
technological improvements and industrialization, urbanization, increase in population, demand for

national state managed by democratic governance and bureaunst#tition, the rise of the mass

communication systems, and an expansion of (capitalist) world market that conflicts with tradition.

Hilde HeynenArchitecture and Modernity A CritiquéTheMIT Press1999) 8, 10.

5> Zeyneptelik, The Remakingd{ st anbul : Portrait of an Ottoman City
(Berkel ey: University of California Press, 1993) ;
Faroghi, An economic and social history of the Ottoman Empire: 18004 (Cambridge:

Cambridge Unver sity Press, ®6derfigm; and Nattore BuildiBgo FudkisH a n

Architectural Culture in the Early Republi@University of Washington Press, 2001).

6 Before the declaration of the Tanzimat reforms in 1839, the administrative center diishas

an element in the physical fabric of sanjaks because the rulers did not live in their places of duty

Insteadt hey managed the city from Kstanbul. Al so, there
Ottoman civil servants who were on duty in t@xuch ak a d € , angl otlieastate officials; they

usually carried out their duties at their houses.

"B o z d oNlodemism and Nation Building6-57.



construction of factories, railways, and electricity plants as well as important public

buildings necessary for the functioning bétnew state.

In this context, the maimterventions in the built environmethtat shaped the city
center in Amasya were the constructiorpablic buildings andhe destructionof

the characteristic muethnic neighborhoods. The first omenerged after the
modernization process by the construction of new types of public buildings
commissioned by the state. The actors influential in the deaisaking process of
contemporary cities implemented regulations in line with the idealized European
model$ that developed in technology, industry, and urbanization. Thereby, in the
context of Amasya, the first institutional buildings were constructed in 1863 with
the initiative 9Y9Secor@ly, the mukhnic charagtar ofRhe Kk a .
populaton was lost especially after the fire in 1915 that created a vast area, namely
Y a n g & unyil the replanning of the site by the implementation of mass housing
projects in 1949. For this reason, the chronological focus of this study covers the
perordf om the 1860s to the 1940s, specifyin
point for the implementation of modernization projects in the city, and the
construction of the residential complek ¢ z €)inlY a n g éas gne=nding point

8 The model here was mainly the transformations of Paris by Haussmann see: Zeljkephe
remakip of Kstanbul: Portrait of a(Berk@dytUniveesity ci ty i n
of California Press, 1993).

Ziya Paka as a nancwditerj was rauchr canceoned, to improse administrative

practice in theDttomanEmpire. In 185%e gained a position as a secretary at the Imperial Palace.

By the advice of Ed dbndearni®g&nerneh anchneadequmerows translationse d
fromFrench I n 1861 Sultan AbmMiiglZing aidifagrdedve d ha nAd i a fPtaexra
during the domination of F u avds appoittecaA MimistryPoh Kk a s as ¢
Police gabtiye Nezare)j thenMinistry of Athens. After a shomeriod,he was sento Anatolian

provinces with new assignments in a shgstiod Lastly, in Amasya, his works were checked by
inspectors with the instructions of Ali Paka. Un
provinces. Se&heGendsisof ¥dung@aomaniTimought. A study in the modernization

of Turkishpolitical ideas,(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1962),-338.Zi ya Paka who
was one of the Young Ottoman intellectuals, was chargedtaseafficial on December 1863. See:

Kenan Ak y ¢Zi,y a Pakadnin Amasya mu t ,a(Angarar Arfkdragé ] é sSér a
i niversitesi Basémevi, 1964), 2.



that completely trarisrmed the urban fabrizy a modern type of housing and street

regulations.

1.2. Literature Review and Methodology

Aiming to evaluate the changing characteristics of the built environment, this study

mainly gets use of the literature on urban hist8rResearch on urban history

requires multi andcrossdisciplinaryapproacheto understand the interactions on

a broader scalén that, the shift in historical research methodology in architecture

from the examination of stylistiformal appearance to satcontexts and meaning

under the various circumstances of the buil
and F av Monunsehta trkean coristructs are currebiyng reexaminety
architectur al hi storians anxious to unders
stylistic 0wh asspaceddefinelleonstrueted according o socio

cultural, economic, and political transformations, is not only to be examined in

order to undersind what was the resuit terms ofthe built environment, but the

aim is also to evaluate fiwhyo and fAhowo suc

context!!

Analyzing the urban historyhis study also drawsn the developing literature on

environmentahistory*? in order to demonstrate the relations between architdctur

0 There are different perspectives on writing the urban historiography such as modernist, nationalist

and postcolonialist discourses, decline/dissolution paradigm, Conzenian and Muratorian traditions,

Spae Syntax theory, and the use of Geographic Information Systems technology. For the literature

on the new approaches in urban hi stAdethodsgfr aphy, see:
Urban Historg, Journal of Architectural Educatigrvol. 41/3 (Sprig, 1988) 4-9; Nancy Stieber,

fiMicrohistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representatmmnal of the Society

of Architectural Historians 58(3), (1999) 382/ 391; Shane EwenWhat is Urban History?

(Cambridge: Polity Press, 2016).

1Zeyre p ¢el i k a niiMetiddsaiUebanHistorp Joyrnal of Architectural Education,
vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988),-9, 5.

12 By taking into account environmental aspects, it is aimed to conduct a diversified approach in
history of architecture that relaerchitectural and urban developments with natural as well as
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and urban productiowith the geomorphological characteristicseftlementsThe
geography, climate, and environmental aspects affected constrdetiisions and
physical fabris of cities The investigation of natural disaste&sslso required for
explaining the role of nature on significant changes in the urban form such as

architectural destructions or ruptures in the built environment.

As aresult of sociecultural, economic, political as well as natural factors, the
formation and transformation of cities present a network of relatiStisber
explainsthis type of a compleretwork in the history of urbanism through topics
such as power, p@nage, representation, social control, urban identity, territory,

uses of space, and everyday |Be states that

The life of buildings after their completidmecomes as important as
their genesisThe aim is to bring to our attention the many lewls
representation in which the city is involved: building, and architectural
practices; material, physical, and spatial forms; human action, behavior,
protests, celebrations, and contestatidns

Other €holars point out different concepts while explaining the variety of the layers
in the city; Marshall et al., for example, construct the use of the palimpsest
metaphofi f or vi suali zing how new urban for ms

existingspace and habits. o0 :They stressed out th

human factors. For recent studies on environmental history, \Wdiéam Cronon, Nature's

Metropolis: Chicago and the Great We@tlew York: W.W. Norton, 1997); Alan MikhaiNature

andEmpire in Ottoman Egypt: An Environmental HistofMew York, N.Y: Cambridge University

Press, 2013); Sam Whitdhe Climate of Rebellion in the Early Modern Ottoman Empire

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013); David J. Marshall, Lynn A. Stdginedi Smaira

and Konstantin Kastrissi ana Enviopmeri dhd PlanaingiAng Pal i m
Economy and Spacé49(5), (2017)11631180.

13 Nancy StieberfiMicrohistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,
Journal ofthe Society of Architectural Historians3 (3), (1999)387.



All cities undergo processes of palimpsestic decay and reconstruction,
and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect exemplary forms
of 6heritaged while neglecting or dest

As thefocus of analysis is on Amasya as exemplary of such layered contexts of
cities, literature on the history of the city is also central to the sitttg/choice of
Amasya to be studied among other central Anatolian citiegisly related to the

lack of the existing literatureon the history of Anatolian cities durinthe late
Ottoman and early Republicaeriods'® The lack of interest in these periazisild
depend on factors such as twtemporaryeclineof the politica] economic and
socialpotentials fthese citiesand the resultarmghysicalrestrictionsin their built

environmentsThus, nost of the research has focused ondhdiercenturies of

14 David J. Marshall, Lynn A. Staeheli, Dima Smaira and Konstantin Kastrissiafiakis;ating
Palimpsestic Spac@sEnvironment and Planning A: Economy and Spa$b), (2017) 1164.
https://da.org/10.1177/0308518X17690531

15 There is limitedand recently developinliferature on late Ottoman and early Republican urban

and architectur al hi story of AForaekampld, ee: Sevgic e p t Kstanb
Akt ¢re, fAOsmamlaé Kkenvtll eetrii mdiea klizaikinajt 6k iaml €udmmhuri yet 6e
Ansiklopedisi4,( Kst anbul : K1 e t 89k9D4AnKenvabAhngetAl ¥argriekenti: Ts@k8 5 )

kent dokul ar énén ¢nkrkaudldr &indm deserlemdiriimesime ilkin g° ntem

arat ér ms &a nb u-Ends tymip € Mer ke z i Yayénljdur 2, wz¥ €9 8) ; Necde
baxke nda Os ma n(ktanbuk Peniz Klgrr i 2010) ; Ba gendsmakt &ée ,Anadol u

Kentinde Tanzimat Reforenlr € v e °K¢e;m:tDerézli, 18B91908 kstanbul: Yeditepe, 2010;

Musata d é Tanzémat grecinde Grkiye: AnadoluKentleti T ¢l ay Ercokkwe (ed. ) (Ank
Kitabevi, 20€@Kla)y;seSuatnitmabCwkmhuri yet DéNIO38i d6ndeki KIl k
¢ ay | a ko MBETUalouenal of the Faculty of Architecture, 28, (Dec., 2012)63-8 7 ; Sedéka
tetG@Osmanl édan Er k®&8mat@umhmadioy et e a¥kkieManisae! Yapéneéen I
Af yon, Burdur ve | sparrtnal lee rBti loMERU ddahacofitee Kar Kk €1 akt
Faculty of Architecture, 29, (Dec., 2012)89-126.For a critique of the exclusionary approach that

focus on central cities in architectural historiography of the twentieth century in Turkey, see: Elvan

AltanErgut , ACumhuri yet D°nemi Mi maMlekeéyeTAnamkt @ar maSamné
Literat ¢/rno.Be(2099 123130.



Amasya!® mainly on the fifteentkreighteenth centuries peridl,analyzing its
demographical, administrative, and financial structure angbhlysicalformation

of the cityin the age ofhelslamic expansion and the revolts that toolcplan the
city.8On the other handhe research on twentietientury Amasya is mainly about

its place in the national struggle and the Amasya Declar&tiarfew studies have
focused on the built environment of the city during the late nineteenth and early

twentieth centuries. One of the usefdurces s Kani Kuzucul ar 6s [

16 See: Leyla A. TurgutiSeljuk Cities in Northern AnatolidmasyaTokatSivaspT ¢ r ki ye Turi ng

ve Otomobil Kurumu Belletg ( Kst anbul , 19859); Y&ery@gl 3anymea Anac
Me k ©n s al Y ap,gAnkafaODMI e ivd griar | é k Fak¢1978 lain Bas k é At
Bori e, Pierre Pinon and St®phane Yerasi mos, A Tok
For me UAra@lia Medérnal, (1991)239 273 Leila T. Erder and Sur ai

Development of the Anatolian Urban Network duringghe x t e e n t Hour@a of Economio |,
and Social History of the Orien23,no. 3, (Oct., 1980); Suraiya Farogfipwns and Townsmen of
Ottoman Anatolia: Trade, Crafts and Food Production in an Urban Setting,-162Q (Cambridge
University Press, 1984)

" The extensive studies on these periods include: Petra Kapjg@smanischen Prinzen und Ihre

Residenz Amasya in 15. Und 16. JahrhunderK s t : Net herl ands Archeol ogic
1976) ; Ahmet Ki mki-talyiir defterin@ g 5@ 0 Amasy al Sahaapaue, 0 (F
Atat¢rk | niversitesi, 1985); Oktay ¥zel, fAChange.
in Rural Anatolia: A Case Study of Amasya, 1616 420 ( PhD di ss. , Uni versit
1993) ; Adnan Wagkhlfizk k ifilTeorpir aker - evesi nde XVI. Y¢ z
(PhD diss., Ankara | niversitesi, 1993) ; Sema Gg¢n
Sel -uklu Geleneji,o0o (PhD diss., Hacettepe | niver
Amasya (XVIIl. Y, zy él én Kki nci ¢teyreji,o (PhD diss., Ondo
Karatak, AThe City as a Historical Actor: The Urb
Order by the City of Amasya i n t hsg, URvekityefent h and
Californi a, Berkel ey, 2011) ; Si bel Kavakl e, i XVl
Sicillerine G°re), (PhD di s sThe,Collgaezof RufalOrderenr si t esi |
Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 157643, (Leiden : Brill, 2016) . Mustafa ¢ajh
Vilayet-i Rumdunun Kuakkaédflél mgBaniAlkerCr | er ) : Y°rgg¢- Paka
Et ki nl i1j4i94()1,42 9 PhD diss., Kstanbul Teknik | niver

BMostly «ker &Goug regstes and taHrid defterleritéx registery were used in these
studies.

19The Amasya Declaration dated June 21, 1919, was prepared in Amasya and emphasized to defend

the nation during the Turkish | ndemayadanmini e War . ¢
ve Pro(tmrraadya Valiliji Wglsteyn-nWidnmaldaeld &, YZ00 &Yy €n o
Amasya: Portreler, BelgelefAnkara, 1992).



doctoral thesion the physical structure of the ¢fwhich frames an extended

period from the evolution of the city in ancient periods to the Republican period. It

also provides information on buildings and their locations, demograjata

economic and administraBvchanges. It itludesdetailed information on the

development of thphysicalstructure of Amasya by using archival documents, base

mapsandaerial photographs. Gediz Ukals  d odisdertatiosoih the city pattern

and buildings of the cif} covers theTurkish period construction facilities of

Amasya. It presentshronologicaldocumentation ohistorical monuments with

their plans and photographs. Besides, tréeal studies were carried out by Y.

¢tajatay Se-kin on t he rapsfomnbtiors in Aroasya,bff t he ope
Ser dar B adcioppliticalrand tcuitweal context of Amasya, and by Eren

kenol on the wurbanization and wurban probl e
period?? In addition, there also exist recent studies on the samiahomic, and

political history of Amasy@ThéreyarelBdd p Uz unda
unpublished thesesritten for restoration proposals, especially for theer-front

buildings and theelation between cultural heritage and tourism potentialha t

historicdistricts in the case of Amasya.

2Kani Kuzucular, fAAmasya Kenti 6n(PhDdiBsiKzsitkasneblulYapésén
Tekni k | niversitesi, 1994).

2Gedi z Urak, fAAmasyadnén T¢rk Devri kehir Dokusu ve
(PhD diss.Ga z i i niversitesi, 1994) .

2 v, ¢tajatay Se-kin, ATari hi Kentlerdeki A-ék Me
Dejerlendiril mesi: Amasya ¥rneji,o0o (PhD diss., KT,
Amasya (19231 950) O6Kdari, Siyasi, Sosyadhiwverkilttesriel 2V9dp§,
and Eren kenol, fAAmasyaob6nén Cumhuriyet D°nemi Kentse
(PhD diss., Ankara | niversitesi, 2010) .

BEdip Uzundal, ASultan I11. Abd¢l hamid D°nemi 6nde Amas
Demografk Yapé), o (PhD diss., Gaziosmanpaka | niversit.
Sicillerine G°re |11. Selim ve -Takr MalMponads ®Baeméer |
(PhD diss., Gaziantep |, niversitesi, 2018).

%These incl ude: A &udyanjRefunttioniNgpaf Ottorhan City "harPsnasya
Takhé&éMaéterds Thesi s, Mi ddl e HMHabmetTet¢hahi anl M8rhuery
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This study aims tdill in the gap inthe architectural and urban histograply of

one of the central Anatolian citie§the late Ottoman and early Republican periods,
whichhas been fAhidden/ unseeno in comparisor
as those in the Balkans, the Arab cities and the port cities of Anatolia in the Ottoman
territory,?® as well as théargercities of the Republican period such as Ankara and

Kst ahbul

ATar i hi ¢tcevrelerin Korunmasé S¢recinde Yeni Yakl a
(Master 6sl -Tulkke sjinsi,veSe i tkeasriak ull 9,9 9 Ne w¥ zBueimt di ngs i n
Riverfront Bui I[(Miarsgeribs Amasya, 0o METU, 2002) ; Gg¢ |
Dizin Y°ntemiyle Kentsel Dokuda Bi-imsel Anali z:
¥yk¢ ¥zbucak, AAmasya Kurtojlu Evleridnin Resto
i niver si)@jsur COI0OBKkK a pfuAmajsaysaé  H¢ seyin Aja Bedest
¥nerisi.o (Masterds Thesis, Gazi |niversitesi, 2
Hezer Paka K¢l liyesi Restit¢gsyon ve Wergitasima ¥ner i s
2006); Emine T¢rkojlu, AAmasya KIi, Hatuniye Maha
Dejerlendiril mesi ve Koruma Geliktirme ¥nerisi, 0
Leyla Etyemez, i As s es s i n gaficatibnewithithe tCearrgnt @dntexbin o f Hi s
Multi-Layered Towns. Case Study: Amasya, 0 (Master's
G¢égzelci, ifAmasya Yal eéboyu Evl eri i zerine Bir Bi-|
2012).

XSee: Paul D u m® Gdorgeanyitles &ttonaanes da fin de I'Empire, (Paris:

L'Harmattan, 1992)¢ aj | ar Keyder, Y. Eyé¢p ¥zveren and Dona
Ottoman Empire: Some Theor eRevievad Jowmnaldf Ferhasd or i c al

Braudel Cente XVI, 4 (Fall 1993) 519558;Zeyneptelik, The r emaki ng of Kstanbul
an Ottoman city in the nineteenth centu(@Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993);
Alexandra YerolymposUrban Transformations in the Balkans (182920), (Thessloniki:

University Studio Press, 1996, . Con®© Bilsel, ACul tures et Fo
Mor phol ogi e Urbaine de | a Ville doélzmir aux X
de Paris X Nanterre, 1999); AndreaymondArab Citiesin the Ottoman Period: Cairo, Syria and

the Maghreb(Aldershot: Ashgate, 2002)ens Hansselkin de Siecle Beirut: The Making of an
Ottoman Provincial Capital Ox f or d: Clarendon PmDeds Kim0OBFrecYadse
Bir Osmanl & K@®@1Al4)i(AnkatuPtaoersx, 2004Bddem Eldem, Daniel Goffman

and Bruce Masterd,he Ottoman City Between East and West: Aleppo, Izmir, and IstgNieuw,

Yor k: Cambridge Uni ver si tEppire? Arehitesture, @nl thé Tity: Zeynep

FrenchOttoman Encounters, 183014,( Seat t | e: University of Washing
Yada AkOsémaanrkkéntindkea Kresellenks t anbul ' a: Mi ma-20l0e k ve Kel
tanbul: OsmavelABxt Bamhader Aezi ,-SBK Ottbhgn I1z@ii: bel Zand

The Rise of a Cosmopolitan Port, 1840/1880inneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2012).

%Forhe analyses of ,d®e foaexampléshd ¢, KsBamk Btakkentin Kma
Ankara 19291939,(Ankara: METU, 1990); Ali Cengizkahn k ar a' nén Ril%chd?|l ané; 19
Pl ané: Ke Rz eslell i kmeekrain, 1932 ¢ndemanlsa&tnk éPll aarné,, nat kvie \ba
(Ankar a: Ar k ad a k C ®aBjsél arld ®ierge Pino2apardtdrluk Bi&kentinden
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Focusing on the case of Amasya in late nineteenth and the early twentieth century,

the literature on the Ottoman and Republican architecture during these periods

forms the othemain source of analysis for the studyhe problematic issues in

writing the architectural and urban history of the late Ottoman and early Republican

periods seem to have originated from the decline theory to explain the late Ottoman

period?’ As a result of the conventional acceptance of the decline theory in
historiography, a teak was presented to have occurred in historical continuity;
especiallythe nationalist narratives of Turkish history rejected the more recent
Ottoman/Islamic past, and instead of it, they established a connection with Central

Asian and preDttoman Anatdhn origins® Boz doj an pointed out the
around the 1930s as the glorification of the classical Ottoman heritage in history

writing together with the rejection of precedents in modern architectural practice.

She al so remar ked omandornis linked with €dntnadésiamrs 06 of Ot t
origins of Turkic peoples to provide an unbroken historical contirttity order to

understand theontinuitiesand changes in the built environmgihie new literature

that is developing about the architeetwof the late Ottomarand the early

Republican contestis informative°

Cumhuriyet'in Modern Kentine: Henri Prostulé t an b u | Pl a-a95% riistami@l: ( 1 936
kKstanbul Arat € r ma | @sg, 201@.nst it

Ujur Tanyel i, AHIi story of Q@raphicahModel oADeclifeiande ct ur e and
Fal7l 60Centuries of Ott orlan i ArnaH i, tHeE@mpRay,e bfi A MRU [krea i
Publications, 1999).

285, M. Can Bilselin Our Anatoliad: Organicism and o6he Making o
Mugarnas 24 (1), (2007) 223224.

®Sibel B diRedding Ottoman Architecture Through Modernist Lenses: Nationalist
Hi storiography and t he @NewBMégarnak, 24(2007%1992@80 i n t he Ear
https://doi.org/10.1163/€j.97890041632631i0.33

®For the analyses of | ate Ottoman architectural and
Cumhuriyetde Kedtaei mBtodtmrpmCambpuri ye@d®B T¢r kiye An
878890; Selman Canson D°nem Os maBilihngeyeMN knta°rrl | é€jréi ve Ol ayl ar e
(Erzurum KI K¢gltegr ve Tur iGsmmahgl dés rMi ¢gnaer,i s2i0nliOn) ;T eOyeal kK
(Doju Kitabevi, ThdRerhaking ofdstagbnlePprirait ef hniOktgman City in the
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In order to provide a detailed analysis of the case of Amasya that will contribute to

the existing literature on urban history, history of Amasya aaoklitecturahistory

of the late @®oman and early Republican periodgstresearch initially requires the
interpretation of archivasources, especially those of old photographs and.maps

The analysis will be based on the examination of the geographical and historical
contexts of Amasyd, n whi ch buil dings as fAphysical
as a result of socioultural, economic and political factors. However, it is not
possible to reach most of the physical evideasethe originabuildings were

mostly demolished, although theghotographs and written descriptions could be

used to understand their original forms and contexts.

Nineteenth Century; EdhemEldem, Daniel Goffman and Bruce Masteihe Ottoman City

Between East anWVest: Aleppo, Izmir, and IstanbylNew York: Cambridge University Press,
2005);PaulDumont and Fr avo-doeirsn |(@exanieg eSe n Os migmnb@d: Kent |l er
Tari hY¥Wakf &ay é PiereePiaonfiAtiem@ed Yypology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman

Towns of Anatolia and the Balkadsf Cent uri es of Ot t o mHWationaAr chi t ect
Her i t(a¥yadpmad ¢ st r i Mer kezi Publications, 1999) .

For the analyses of Regub can architectur al and urban context
D°neminde T¢ChhmMumawleé] ®°demi , TNoki pe Aksitlahdbpéd
Yayénl ar &, 1983) ; R e n Madarn THikish cAdchitecturd(Phikadelplaat Evin,
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1984); Afife BatirConcise History: Architecture in Turkey

during the 20th Century, Kst anbul : Chamber of Archi tEkent s of Tul
Cumhuriyet D°ne+d38 Mi(Aaklaéjaé T3, |Miensair |Yeaky énl ar e,
Si bel B dMaddroigmaand Nation Building: Turkish Architectural Culture in the Early

Republic( Seattl e and London: University of Washingto
Akcan, Turkey: Modern Architectures in Haty, (London: Reaktion Books, 2012); Zeynep Kezer,

Building Modern Turkey: State, Space, and ldeology in the Early RepyPBlitsburgh PA:

University of Pittsburgh Press, 2016) ; Kl han Tek
Gel i kme veamBE&gbt XEIl aml Dej] i kK e(nKsKteanrtb wle: M amairH éka k f &
1998), 12 4 . Kl han Tekel i, ABir Modernl ekme Projesi 0]

Bozdoj an ve ReTkeartk iKyaesbadbea Moedde.r)n,| e K ke tam a hUIVakd lé Ki
Yurt Yayénl ar &,Molde9r9n)i.t eK | Akaénl €TrekkéeAnKana: PKmg e a Kia s
2001).Khan Tekeli, T¢rkiye'nin Kent Planlama Ve Kent Ma é r ma | ar &  T(ktanbuf i Yazeéel a
Tarih Vakfé Yurt Yayé&nUlaueéngi2®,11yY me Mehumedn Be'n'gKmp
Arayékéndan Cumhuriyet'in. Radi kal Modernl ekme P
Yé¢z WEIr&k'i'y,e Ar akt ér ma3lna.6 (2003 35843 .t ¢H. DEajgdtsday Ke sk
fiUrbanPlanning Experience of Turkey in the 1930dETU Journal of the Faculty of Architectyre

27, no. 2,2010/9, 1731 8 8. Mu Tha Emei@ente.of Modern Istanbul: Transformation and
Modernisation of a City(London: |.B. Tauris, 2012)F . Can a dddlogy sra lUrbanism

During the Early Republican Period: Two Master P
METU Journal of the Faculty of Architectut®, no. 12, (1996: 13-30.
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Hence, this study began with data collection through textual and visual primary

sources obtained from archives and online databases. Firstly, imperiakslecr

official reports, and the Republican state records directly related to architectural,
infrastructural, and urban developments in mentioned periods were obtained.

Throughout this research, | studied at the archives and libraries suchkash

Presigncy State Archives of the Republic of Turkeyf or mer Pri me Minist
Ott oman and Republican Archives) in Ankar a,
Library of Turkey in Ankara, General Directorate of Mapping in Ankara, German
Archaeological Institute ir ar y ( DAl') i n Kstanbul , Atatg¢rk
Bayezit Public Library, Museum Archives, and Municipality Archives in Amasya.

The documents for this research have been obtained from state archives,
newspaper s, and tr avaofgraphss The primayoresebgch as we |l |
sources are the state archival records attinkish Presidency State Archives of the
Republic of Turkeyi N Ankara that contain both the i
Ar chiandetsed Depar t ment Arfc hRevpeusbh.|0i stidhas s our ces
correspondence files, official reports, plarend photographs are essential
documentations for understanding the projected plans and construction facilities in

the city and the structure of society, political relations betwthe state and

residents of Amasya. The National Library in Ankara holds the periodicals from the

late Ottoman to Republicgreriodssuch asA ma sy a 6 ,eak iElmedntha s y a
Yekil eérmak Hal kevi Dergi si

Travel accounts of ecclesiastics, geographerd,mailitary men were also among
the primary sources for the late nineteenth and early twentieth centaces]ing
observations on Amasya. According to tm&rmation,the social life in the late

31 The archival research had some limitations because of such reasthat some of the sources

have not yet been opened to public use, some are nepreskrved, missing or not yet uncovered,

and also some were written with biases and inaccuracy. Because of that, the exact known locations
of buildings are shown in theaps, and the locations of some about which information could not
have been found are marked as hypothetical points in the maps.
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Ottoman and the early Republican periods halluneartadvia written documents

such as the treatises and depictions and visual documents such as engravings and
photographsThe narr atives of travelers such
Dernschwam, H. van der Osten, F. Cumont;ilBattuta, A. D. Mortdmann, GG.

Busbecq, A. Gabriel, G. De Jerphnion, B. Natanyan comssentiadepictions,
engravings,and photographs of the cityAmong them,the Turkishgovernment
chargedAlbert Gabriel toproduce aclassified list of important Islamidouildings

by conductiig research in Anatolidn this connection, é visitedKayseriSivas
TokatNiksar and Amasya in ApriMay of 1928and prepared a detailed map of
Amasya, whichwas used as the masourcefor the preparation of the maps to be

used inthis study>?

Local historians also left written sources on late nineteenth century Affasya.
Mustafa Vazéeh Efendi, H¢seyin IBghslameddi n,
H. Simonanwere those from Amasya who wrote treatises atfmhineteentlnd

twentieth century antexts, describing the city and its inhabitants. Secondary

sources mostly cover transcriptions of archival matetfalspme limited

publication$® and unpublished theses on the built environment of the city.

S2Korkut E. Erdur (ed)Al bert Gabri el 6in Yakameé-l97&: Mvarpét | ar é,
Arkeolog, Ressam, Gezgin (nkautla Yapé Kred®8 Yayénlaré, 2006),

33 For other travelers in Amasya, see: Ali Tuz&uey ahat n ©me | (Kaysédre Amasya s y a .

Bel ediyesi K¢ltegr Yayénlaré, 2007).

“Abdi zade H¢ s e yAmasyaHaribid Mekdddiméyt, r ans . ) Me hmet AKKUKk
Y Bnaz (Ankara: AmasyaBe |l edi yesi K¢l t ¢r Tufca,\Seyahat@melerde 1986) ,
Amasya (Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesi #t¢r Yayénl|l Muet aRaoVvVphamadya Ef endi |
fetv©Ol aré ve il k Ama®pa ykeéneisrGhimg@idhtiy:ea)f B8.e) Ohli il R&
Ayar and Recep Orhan ¥zel, YammasyaréeAmadoygad) BeODes h
Olcay, Amasya hateéer al &rd¢glerim lkiBtitlidkilkelreirm (nankge Tubama sy a, 0
Beceki and Mehmet H. Séiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009); Osman Fevzi Olcay,

Amasya HaremhKi--ick and Kur tku(Amasya: Amasya iBélegiyesi, 2014l

Tuzcu and Kemal Tuzc@s manl &€ ve Erken Cumhuriyet-19nemi Sal
(Amasya: AmasyB e |l edi yesi K¢l tegr Yayénlaré, 2015).

BTe¢rkiye Cumhuriyetil9B8m®asy®e¥i mhyetAy Ma2dbaaseé, 1
AfAmasyao, T¢rkiye Keél aldb Zhmet Deiray, Résimk Arrasya: TatilQ 46 ) : 10
cojrafyakélsaMinAhawee KaAmn&kar a: G¢ney Matbaaceéel ek ve
H. Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic Amasya, (Venice, St Lazarus,1966); Muzajfenbag,
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Maps and photographs are the most important data as the witnesses of the late
nineteenth and twentiettentury city of Amasya. The city itself, on the other hand,

is the evidence of the afterlife of the researched context; yet, there are little
architectual traces of the considered periods in the present. Narratives, maps, and
photographs are used simultaneously to decide the locations of the architectural
elements and show the different layers of the city. The deformations, continuities,
and destructions the urban fabric created the cumulative layers in the periods of
concern in this study. The inventory list was accordingly prepared in a
chronological order to envision the extent of the built environment of Amasya. (See
Appendix A) The event list wadsa prepared in a chronological order to determine
the relations of specific events with contemporary constructions. (See Appendix B)
The maps obtained from different sources were similarly classified in a
chronological order, (See Appendix C) on whichldings are grouped, and
possible locations noted. This process helped to find out the density of the
construction facilities in the city, providing the construction of the thematic

discussion on specific publpiaces.
1.3. Organization
The thesis consts of four chapters, including the introduction and the conclusion.

The Al ntroducti ono efkhe btay, defining theereseaichm and s c ¢
problems and methodologies applied by also referring to the existing literature on

K¢elter e | ve sanat sal boyutuyl a Amasya, ( Atpna sy a, 2003)
Envanteri, (Amasya: Uyum Ajans, 2007); S¢leyman EI mac
2010) ; H¢-s eyliam ndMlerK Amasya. (Amasya: Amasya Bel edi y ¢

Serbestplu, 19. Y¢zy él da Anfésy d ABhasgya: Am@Egy & aBe&lné diir fesi20K 8) .

For the symposiums on Amasya, see: Stanley Ireland and William B. Bechhoefer, (eds.), The

Ottoman House: Papers from the Amasya Symposium, University of Warwick., British Institute of

Archaeology at Ankara & Amasya Symposium; 24 Sepember 1996, (London: British Institute

of Archaeol ogy at Ankar a, 1996) ; H¢lya Turgut and F
New Millennium: Defining Principles and Professional PracticeZ2Z® June 2001) (Kstanbul ,

Yavuz Bayram, (ed.), IAmasya Araktér mal aré 8% Hgziaz 007/mu  Bi | di r i |
(Amasya: A ma s y aThe¥easympbsiuhs aJso [@2ofide information about the urban

history of the city.
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the related topics tharesent the research approaches in architectural and urban

historiography. The structure of the study is also introduced in this chapter.

Theseconda hapt er AAmasya: A Ttoewackgromd dtheat ol i ac
focus of analysis by examinirtge geographical and settlement history of the city

in achronological order until the late nineteenth ceninmyrder to understarttbw

the city had been formed with reference to environmental and historical fadters.

first part on geographical charactdéids of the city describes the natural context of

Amasya, whose effects on the built environment form one of the bases of discussion

in the study. In the second part on the settlement history, political, economic, and
sociccultural factorsare examinedo ground the later analyses of the the built

environment in the city.

The third Llate@tmmanand EdilyrRepublican Built Environment in
Amasya 0 a n a lfoynmtos andtrénsformation ofurban nodes, and routes,
and the resultant urbadaers Here, the analysis starts by focusinguoban nodes

of public buildings by examining how the built environment of neighborhoods were
shaped by demographic changes of muslim, immigrantpmasiim and missionary
communities, by also examining thamthat remained in the urban fabric after a
great fire The analysis of urban nodes continues with the focus on the definition of
the center of governance in the city by initially examining the construction of
Ottoman administrative buildings, and thee thansformation of the center in the
Republican period in line with the search for a new identity for the Jthém, the
analysis continues by focusing on the urban route®lation to the use of the
waterfront as the main element of city form, teereationof the landscape in the
city, and the attempts of organizing the movement in the city by arranging
transportationby also examining the unrealized attempt to form a public square
The chapter concludes with the discussiotheflost, the remainng andthe new
urban hyers ofAmasya by evaluatinthe destruction, rese, and construction of
buildings and place3 hus, the parts of this chapter are arrangeshtierstandhow

17



theurbannodes and routes were organized andrganized in the city iorder to

identify thechanging layers of thieuilt environment

In ACowv¢c!l udhieompublic buildings and
elements in the urban form of Amasya are comparataxsdjuatedn terms other
roles in the formation andansformation of the built environment during thee

Ottomanandthe early Republicaperiods

18
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CHAPTER 2

AMASYA: ATOWN IN AN ATOLIA

This chapter examines the geographical and historical background of Amasya in
general and focuses on teevironmental and historical aspects in relation to the
settlement formation of the city. Accordingly, the first part of the chapter introduces
the geomorphological character of the city and the humanitarian responses to the
environment during the formatioof its built environment. The second part presents
the history of Amasya by mainly examining the political, economic, and social

processes that influenced the formation of its settlement.

2.1 Geographical Characteristics

This part of the study analyzéise geographical context of Amasya in order to

provide a basis for the later analysis of its built environment. The geomorphological
characteristics of Amasya defined amdtrictedthe expansion of its town center

throughout the centuriedmasya was a®ttoman town and sanjak of the Sivas

Province in the late Ottoman period and became one of the cities in Republican

Turkey after 1924Kigure 2. 1) Amasyais an inland city locatetht oday 6s Bl ack
Sea Region of Turkey in the centrarthern Anatolia, swounded by Samsun,

Tokat,¢ o r ,amd YozgatKigure 2. 2).
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Figure 2.1 Location of Amasya Sanjand its districts in the late Ottoman Emparedthe city of

Amasya and its townships urkish RepublidKasabaT ur k e y
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Figure 2.2 The administrative maghowing railroad, highway, and ancillary road networks and
boundariesin196{Amasya ,2) Yél |l éj é

The noteworthy geomorphological characteristic of the region is formed of
mountaing® and deep valleyét hat di vi de t hese moyuntains.
the river Yexki |l ér m#&ig) rugsGhraghnthe Rity.vFertile anci
alluvium deposit areas exist in the narrowing parts of river valleys; i.e. straits. The

city of Amasya settled on one of these narrow stféiThe citycenteris located in

thevalleys ur rounded by Har kena amarowRessihat Mou

%Cani k, Kara°mer, Akdaj, Sakarat ,°lSarTétvakka,n Baurleu,t
mountains of Amasya. Amasya Val-sekileriaccessdht p: / / www
29.07.2019.

Yekil ér mak, Geyn¢gcek, Kara-avuk, Ezine, Fer hat a

Gokdere are the vayd eWasl iolfi JAima shytat. p :Alsekilesiw. a masy a.
accessedn 29.07.2019.

%Metin Tuncel and Suna Dojaner, AfAmasyadda Turi zr
Cojrafya Ad@Kk(19894m4Bl ar é
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IS not convenient to settle in thettomp ar t o f  Vadey;iandéus,tha k

city has evolved towards the valley slopes. Due to uhtavorablephysical

conditions ofthe slopes, the settlement could not be dense. Hence, the physical

fabric of the city developed in theastwestd i r ect i on
divides the urban fabric and settlement plaakxhgthe river (Figure 2. 3 Figure

2.4)

Figure 2.3 The geomorphological setting of the town the mountain range as divided by the
river drawn on the 1676 dated Nicolas and Guillaume Sanson Asia Minor Map
(https://www.davidrumsey.com)

Figure 2.4 The geomorphological setting of the towrith the river forming the natural corridor
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through the settlement (https://geodata.mityedu
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The geographical features of Amasya have caussmh@nuoussettlement in the

same area durirgll periods.The city has maintained its isolated position in a valley
and continued to exist as the settlement established eshapéd valley in Anatolia
(Figure 2. 5}° This unique shape provides to build a natural fortified structure on
high cliffs in ancient time. Geomorphology also had an impact on transportation

to and from the settlement as the valleys provided connections between the Black
Sea Region and Central Anatolia. Thus, the town was also a part of the ancient trade
route that connected the Central ol with the ports at the Black Sea region by

Yekil érmak Gorge, which wa¥ a part of thi

Figure 2.5 Aerial view of the town of Amasyadn a valley surrounded by mountains
(http://lwww.loc.gov/pictures/item/2004672921/)

®Tuncel and Dojanerm, oiMmasyabdda Tur

A ma s ylandscapes and Landforms of Turkdye d s . ) Cat hetAitneé | KuzZuoeo
Ni zamettin Kazancé (Cham: Spr i nb@&:rl0.1007/073r nat i ona
0300351500

O“Mehmet Korhan Ertura-, iLandscape Evolution an
7
I
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Its topography provides the city to be surrounded by steep mountains and divides
the settlements and green yards along Yexi l
AbdizadeH¢, seyi n H¢gsameddi n, Amasya was known a
vineyardsandg ar dens . He mentioned Amasyaods |l ongit
with flowers like its extensive vineyards, resembling the refreshing gardens, and

the river that flew acrosséhvineyards in the late nineteenth centtiry.

According to its landscape/geomorphology, a steep slope created a natural
fortification to defend the <citadel, whi ch
Approxi mately 2 km southobfYéehkel @t mak Rheecr
connectedo Tersakan Stream, Amasyas nestledh a deep valley surrounded by

high mountains from north and south. Such a division by river provided the city to

have the most prominent characteristics widterfront settlements. Té river

connects with ¢eker ekflotalong thenmafgin ofthet he sout
pl ai n. It fl ows along the south skirt of KEeé
an extension of Sakarak Mountain. Finally, it flows along Zincirli Rock and the

north skirts of Lokman Mountain where the deep valley of Amasya takes place.

Kel kit, ¢ekerek, and Ters®kan Streams join

On Harkena Mountain, there were water canal
the citadel of Amasya. Karam&fountain water canal and Helkis water canal were
ancient structures t h@dTheatherappeodimately18Har kena r

km long Ferhat water canal was built at the bottom of the main water sources of

“Abdi zade H¢ s e AmasyaHgild AMokaddimén r ans . ) Melhimetté |Amkakzu K
(Ankara: AmasyaBee di y e s i K¢l tegr Yayénlare, 1986), 9.

“Ferruh Toruk, fAAmasya Ke nuwa kDéofkluasBulnPuen( Yai kzéi fkl saerl Gzeenl eilk
Mederl ¢ ¢ Yay8al ar e, 2008), 37

“K. Hakkeée G°ztak, Muzaffer Doj] aAmhaxya Ced aVapaldamir
(Amasya: Amasya Belediy-&0i K¢l t¢r Yayénlare, 2017),
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Sakarat Mountain as carved into the roicksrder tosupply the water needs of the
settlement in ancient times. From thi®untain,two streams, named dsa k al | ar
SuyuandS o] u k p é naserlink&wiytuh Yeki |l ér mak River.
aligns the valley at the ridge of Zincirli Rock and Balos Rtfck

Amasya has maintained its physical integrity for many centuries due to its
geomorphological position, which affected the formation of the settlement linearly
through the riverbed. The hills surrounded the settlement and the citadel was placed
on top of thehill, which was the primary element on the topographical features of
Amasya.

The geographical position of Amasya and the development of the settlement can be
followed from historical drawing®: First, Tevarihi Al-i Osman(Histories of the

Ottoman State wr i tten by Akékpakazade (1545),
the midsixteenth centuryHigure 2. 6) Later, the view of the town was drawn in a

travel accounMu s av v er Kr a fllusradd dnavwelbgneaoimResia) by
Bozokl u Os mafFiggrak v)r i n 181

“Toruk, fAAmasya Kent Dokusunun, o 38.

4 The drawings are accessed from the institutions such as digital libraries of universities or
government institutions of Turkey.
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Figure 2.6 Miniature drawing of the view of Amasya the sixteenth century, which clearly
shows the river as a dominant element in the city with the citadel on the mountain top. It also
points out rockombs of the kings.Tevarihi Al-iOsmanby Ak ékpakazade,
http://www.deutschefotothek.de/documents/obj/81477751)
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Figure 2.7 The miniature drawing showing Amasya in 18&howing the two sides of the river as

connected by brideg, the irrigation and practices of using water by drawing the water wheels, the

mosques and baths as differing from the dwellings, and Zincirli (chained) Rock across the citadel.
(kaMusavyvesb) Kran

Among the Western travelers, the accounts atdfiFontanier of 1827Hgure 2.

8), von Moltke, Fischer and von Vincke of 1838idure 2. 9) Heinrich Barth of

1858 Figure2.10pnd geogr apher £Hgurse2Rldprdnetableus o f
These drawings indicate geographical information, street organization and

significant buildings of Amasya.

An early sketch of the physical layout of the city was drawn in 1827 by traveler V.
Fontanier, entittedaB |1 an de | a Wigurd 2e8)lnl thiAskedck [Hain,a

he indicated the location of the ancient remnants such as caves, water canals,
templ es, moymm)lrésidence,sgrand caravanserai and some of the
mosques and churches which he probably found important.

27



Ranere du Tovatlos e
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Figue 2.8P1 an de | a Whelplareof tde&city of d\masyalB27, Victor Fontanier.

The drawing indi c-&tye wmbs bfehahzadesean oldonfosqlepckaadl, | &
antique wall s, t ha,SptanlBayezid Mosfjue,Ahe eesideri®g df exile @r@ek

Prince, grand caravanserai, Greek Church converted
(M¢ s e)lrdsidence, garden plants mulberry and vineydFamtanierVoyages en Orien200)

One of the cadgraphic maps entitled &an von Amasiahows as architectural
edifices the bridges, theads two ancient royal residences, the residence of the
governor( m¢, s ednd temmhosques, one of which was marked as the grand

mosque Figure 2. 9)
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Figure 2.9 Plan von AmasigPlan of Amasya)The Historical Map of Amasyahowing the city
center, probably in 1839DAI-I)

The drawing entitled aBlan von AmassiéPlan of Amasya) probably drawn by Dr.
A. Petermann in HeinricBarttdb s t r avel account, outlined
during his trip Figure 2. 10) This map probably used the base of the Von Vincke

map Figure 2. 9)
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Figure 2.10 Plan von AmassiéPlan of Amasyayirawn by Dr. A. Petermann in 185B4rth,
Reise von Trapezunt

ALa Turquie Nouvelle G®ographie Universelle
included the physical relief of Amasya in 1884. In tieigef, it is seen that the linear

settlement area was divided by the river and surrounded by mountains; on the north

the remains of the castle are seen, togethe
the Pontic Kingdom rock tombs, and the route of emdrerhat water candtigure

2. 11).
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N* 90. — AMASIA.

£ P, 3304° 33°e7

1 : 100 000

Figure211Physi cal Relief of Amasya by £1li s®e Recl us

and ¢akall ar mount ai ns, on the North, othere is
Yekil érmak from the north, and

plains are shown
Although Amasya had preserved its physical integrity for many years due to its
geomorphology, natural disasters affecting the transformation of the cithand t
decisions taken depending on their consequences also influenced the physical
change of the settlement. Earthquakes, flocalsd fires intervened in the
development of the settlement periodically. The witys reorganizedfter several

natural disasterand fires, which can not be counted as "natural" because acts of
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people also caused them, which could be signs of conflicts or resist&mbesaim
of investigating such disasters is to understand the impact of geographical
conditions on the formation dndevelopment of the city and the interactions

between humans and their natural and built environments.

One of such disasters were earthquakes that significantly affected changes in the
built environment of Amasya. The earliest earthquakes occured iBQ36 the
Roman period and 509 BC in Byzantine pertb@hree major earthquakes were
recorded in the ¢or um, Tokat, and Amasya r
1598, an earthquake with damages were recorded in northern Anatolia, including
the Amasya regin. In the seventeenth century, a serious earthquake was recorded
in 1668% Earthquakes were also recorded in 12851828, 1939, 1943 and 1948.
Other significant disasters were floods, which were also critical as the city was
settl ed al owvegwhitlaftenlloodediatke n&rnow mountain valley.

A huge flood occurred in 1948 after the soil erosion that destroyed a major part of
the Savadiye neighbourhood where many residential buildings were destroyed.
Fires were other disasters that wereeiif’e in the city center of Amasya. Three

fire were recorded in 1896, 1914 and 1915. After the 1915 fire, a large residential

“®Ar ki v Bel g eFaaliyetleyi 19441H 8, (eck) mhmet Tetik, (Ankara: Genel Kurmay

Basémevi, 2005), 205; Zeliha Et°z and Tarhyl an Esin, |
ve Topl um Ye mad 14Y(dak,|201R)8-n2 ar H¢ s e yliam i Me K-, nde Amasya,
(Ank ara: G°k-e Ofset, 2014). Fires have significant i

in the third chapter.

47 Leyla EtyemezAssessing the Integration of Historical Strafication with the Current Context in
Multi-Layered Towns. Case Studymasya Unpublished Master's Thesis (Ankara: METU, 2011),
61.

0kt ay Thetcdldpseof Rural Order in OttomanAnatolia: Amasya, 15761643 (Leiden:
Brill, 2016),147.
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and commercial area was lost and a huge gap remained in its place to be called as
Y a n g éuntil ther 1948 Savadiye flog@able 2.1).4°

Table 2.1 Natural disasters and fires between 180980s,(prepared by the authbly information
taken fr omAmasya dJarilgDetirapResimli AmasyandAmasya: )KI Yéll ejé

1826 Yesilirmak Flood-1855 Selagzi Flood-1867 Yesilirmak Flood-1875
Yesilirmak Flood-1880 Yesilirmak Flood-1881 Yesilirmak Flood-1939 Flood-
Floods 1940 Flood, April 3rd, 6th-1945 Flood-1946 Flood, July 28th-1948 Savadiye
Flood, June 3rd-1949 Flood, April 5, 19, 20-1952 Flood, March 27th-

1954 Flood, March 24th-1959 Flood, March-1968 Flood

1825-1826 Earthquake-1828 Earthquake-1939 Erzincan Earthquake,

Earthquakes December 27th-1943 Earthquake-1948 Earthquake

1855 Fire-1885 Fire-1887 Fire-1893 Fire-1912 Fire-1914 Fire-

Fires 1915 Fire, July 22

To conclude, the geomorphology of Amasya, as settled on the hill, provided a
defense area by high rocky mountains around. The limestone rocks were suitable
for carving, and the river running along the valley constituted a natural border that
allowed secured ggons to settle in. As a result, the settlement area of the city
continued to be safe and functional even after the residents moved in new regions
beyond the citadel area. Although affected \mrious disasters, its area of

settlement continued to in cenes despite urbamansformations.
2.2 Settlement History
Amasya (ancierAmaseia was established as a fortress city. The physical location

of the city has preserved the characteristics of the first settlement since its northern

and southern sides are surrounded by mountains. Its original location has allowed

“®H ; s a meAdndsyariTarihiAhmet DemirayRe si ml i Amasya: Teréilha,vuczojr af
ve kazalay ( Ankar a: G¢ney Mat bammaed wk: VKK zG¥érlelt efdaclair ke,t
Mat baacél ék, 1967).
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the development of thetygiin the eastvest direction while keeping significant

buildings in the center.

Amasya was an ancient settlement thatascribedas a principal center of many
civilizations. The excavations and gathered data prove that the historical
background of Amas could be traced to the Chalcolithic Era (53000 BC)>°

The town was a military center during the Early Bronze Age (81D BC). In

the Middle Bronze Age (250R000 BC), it was called as the land of Hatti; and in
the Late Bronze Age (200200 BC), t was one of the thirteen Hittite
confederations from the year 1900 BC to 1200 BC. In this period, water canals and
fortress wallsvere madevith gates opening the citadel to the exterior. In the Early
Iron Age, Amasya ruled in the order of Phrygian, KimspeScythian, Medes,
Persian settlements. It was one of the Persian satrapies of Cappkdiha®attle

of Issus in 333 BC, the Persian forces defeated against the forces of Alexander the
Great, and a large part of Anatolia became dominated by the d&fimgof
Macedonia except for the North Cappadocia (Pontus) region, where Amasya was
located in the Hellenistic Age. After the death of Alexander the Great, Mithridates
Ktistes of Persia founded the Kingdom of Pontus and made Amasya its capital in
301 BC figure 2. 12) The citadel was restored; the briddel(- a k ), ke pr ¢
agueduct and the rock caves of Pontus Kingdom was constructed in this period.
After the defeat in the battle between the armies of Mithridates Eupator and Roman
General Pompeius in 63 BEmasya was invaded by Roman soldiers and destroyed
(Figure 2. 13)

°Muzaffer Kxoljtagnrbeak ,ve San at(Anmasya, B063), 11 Unddulzedih ma sy a
the history of Amasya cannot be lied to the Chalcolithic Age. Therefore, it can be said that the

history of Amasya is as old as the history of Anatolia. However, in order to establish this on concrete
foundations, intensive archaeological excavations and scientific researches are.requigther

information, see: CelédzdemirAmasya Kal esi v e, (Kmasyh 200kyeav kMetz ar | ar é

D°nmez, "Protohistadri kKAmaasjy@adaArAamd €y ana,l gr é Sempozyu

(Amasya: Ama s y:al29¥1ad 1 0 ;i ] k e v RAAsER Amtiknicenti,"Amasya

Yar il e Gezead ) mFiDlaij2 a¥zddm, (KstanBal: Yapé Kredi
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Figure 2.12 Pontos. Amaseia. Severus Alexander (238).View of the city of Amaseia with
fortifications with six towers on two mountain summits; city walow, temple in center; to left
of the temple, rocicut tombs of the Pontic kings.

(http://www.coinarchives.com/a/results.php?search=amaseia&s=0&results=100)

ROMAN PERIOD AMASYA

..... Possible Route of Canal
ssmsan—s  Possible Bridges
(Hellenistic&Roman)
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Figure 2.13 Possible settlement areas of the Roman pgRoepared by author as adapted from
the personal archive of K. Hakké G°zt

Thereare two main elements that the Eastern Roman Empire aadd¢tenturban
past shared in Anatolian towns, providing the aauity of the same settlement

pattern. Pi non r e manudetwkre tfteraimplafitecht theo man ur
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foot of Byzanti ne J&%i Taryalandisatedthat, inviteel | ed ci t i
Byzantine period, the city was thought to have been formed of a setidiment

within the castleNeverthelesshe mentions that it is not precise because the Greek

settl ement names are also u¢leks>®Tfhewadays, s
Byzantine period palaces such as Kommenos and Phokashuhghessuch as

Venkiyus,Ma j d i komrais and Vasilus, anaeighborhoodslistricts such as

Fokas,Komnus Tekfur, Helks are the names and places that have reached up to

this day Figure 2. 14§3

Mustafa Vazéh was a religious man born in A
from an old book written in AC. 470s on Byzantine cities that there were twelve
magnificentmonasteriesand twocastleson the steep slope of mountains used by

monks and priests in Amasya. In these tastlesmercenary soldiers protected

these clergy livig in the monasteries.

Pierre Pinon, AAttempted Typology of Urban Fabric
Bal kansCeont uries of Ott omdat iAo cali t(lekesttivarnabguel AA Y@wppr a
Endg¢stri Mer kezi Publications, 1999), 443.

22U ur ThAnadpleT gr, ki keéatfi zi ksel yapBnéwnwyelrsriYagenlkeanmdm
Doktora Tez{ Kst anbul : Kstanbul Teknik | niversitesi, 1987)

¥zhan ¥Yzotngruks, Anti k-aj 6
Yayénevi, 2017) .uzéphRafjf & £
VII, (1977): 21-25.

dan G¢gnegmeze KNika adeni z©6i n E
anadayy GBamaKndeni NiotVYakl ] ¢

“Mustafa VGCnmeahs yEaf efnedtiv,©l ar é ve il kr @smiagg-af kehiy©zarii
mes OGAM®SHil(vtyrea)ns. ) -RecePéDahAwpnakzelBel(eAdnayseysai: KAmatséyra

Yayénl a,@53.20Muls)t afa Vazéeh |isted the names of twel\
this order. 1. Cadb@a], | #2pad akkl tRrkiidhge()KI tF.ki iemtGaz (i Ven
Rui ns), 4 . Nasturiyye (Fetvhikye ?Mdsded)anedb MosYgke) ,

Dragot, 8. Frenkler, 9. Zona (Zagai  deml i k Vil l age), 10. Ziyere (Ziyar e
12. G°kliz (G°klis Square), 13. Harkene (Harkene Kal
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Figure 2.14 Possible settlement areas of the Byzantine p&Roelpared by author as adapted from
the personal archive of K. Hakkeée G°zt

After the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, Amasya and the other provinces as Malatya,
Sivas, Kayseri, Tokat, ¢orum, ¢ankér e, ar
Gazi,thefounde of t he Dani kmend Oj-farinihggktag wi t h t

system?®

The Danishmend sovereignty in Amasya over the centuries ended by the Seljuk
Sultan Keéelé-aslan I1 in 1175. Dur4ng the
1237) of the Seljukigberiod, social movements emerged. In 1239, the political
crisis of Babailer also took place. After
Battle in 1243, the region came under the rule of the llkhanids. After the death of

llkhanid ruler Ebu SaidBaad ér Han in 1335, Sultan Al ac
independence and established Eratna principality in the Amasya region.

%Kamil kahin, aniAmmegpdbnEar DTaraf é&ndan Fethi ve A
D¢zenl elmesAmasya  Arakt ér mal aldsl55 $Aenasyao Arpasya u Bil di
Val il ijla51462007) ,
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In the medieval times, Amasya transformedtteszones out of the citadel area
altered between the thirteenth and the fourteeatiiucies by the choice of the
appropriate site for dervish lodges situated near the borders of the city. These were
aimed to be the first encountered buildings/lsytors,and they were also near the
market district to bring together the secular and ialig space In Seljukid era,

three superstructures were the Madrasah, the caravanserai, and the tomb. These
structures reflected the importance of education supported by trade and the glory of
the burial. The city form evolved in time by preserving tharacteristics of the
Byzantine settlement fabric, echoing its {gkmic legacy, together with the
impact of Islam on the construction of religious buildings and gathering ¥reas.

Until the Ottoman period, settlements outside the city walls occuttbdea areas.

The first settlement developed around Fethiye Mosque (converted from Helene

Church by Dani kment Ojull ar e) and its envi
( Kun-) Bridge i n t he north of Yeki |l er mak
Dani kmendiyekdmluamr eQularter) . The third an

settlement area was locatatthe south side of Sultan Bridge, expanding from the

Bakacakarea withlargpeh ousi ng settl ements that covered
Recep,Hankahand | -1 er QKkepuk BedguriMak @t er ,i n K¢gb-eJ iz
Quarter and its surroundings were added to the neighbourRapdd 2. 15§°

%6 Ethel Sara WolpeCities and Saints: Sufism and the Transformation of UrbaneSipadledieval
Anatolia, (PA: Penn State University Press, 2003), 59.

Gon¢gl Taek )] j uk Ci (AnkarsS METY Edcdltyuof Afohitedture,Printing
Workshop, 2007), 87, 122.

®Toruk, AAmasya Kent Dokusunun, o 46.
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MEDIEVAL PERIOD AMASYA

! NETEEE Possible Route of Canal
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Figure 2.15Possible settlement areas of the Medieval pedio&ettlement around Fethiye
Mosque2Set t |l ement around Kun- Br i d@epakdby&uort | e ment
as adapted from Gabrié&jlonuments turcsl3 and WolperCities and Saintss4)

During the Ottoman era, Amasya was one of the cities where the shahzadehs (crown

prince) wee sent to be educated as to the possible sultan of the €frgdite 2.2).

After Amasya BeylifJ.i became a province o0
became the caer of the province called Rum Eyaleti. In the early Ottoman period,

the sultans of the Ottoman Empire were initially appointed as governors and trained

in Amasya.Yél|l dér ém Bayezid was the first shat
sanjak in 13841.388.Theopinion that he was the first governor of Amasya emerged

from the fact that some regiohecame parts @dhe Ottoman administration during

the relations withAhmet emir of Amasya and ¢ andaré S¢leyman Bey, who

acceptedhe Ottoman rule against KadBurhaneddir?® Following the Battle of

Ankara in 1402 a period of crisis in Ottoman authority began in the Anatolian lands.
Shahzadeh ¢el ebi Mehmet, the son of Yeél dé
appointed as a governor in Amasya. He regained thenfatt authority in the

®Hal i | Kkunraul lceEkki,DOrs manl & -$481,(tKasntlaanrbéu | 1 3IBE2SAM, 2011) ,
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Anatolian lands with the support of the other beyliks near Amasya, thus seen as the

second founder of the Ottoman Emgite.

Although almost all the sultans in the early periods of Ottoman Empire had become

governors in this city, badeupon the riots and unrest in the center of Amasya

province, the center &®tum Eyaletivas chosen as Sivas and Amasya was affiliated

to Sivas province in 1518.ThusAmasya became a sanjak, which was subsidiary

to the center. In 1538, Amasyawas separitedo m Si vas and t he sanj ak
Cani k, a rardhisdgveere khen cnnectetb Amasya. When governer

Shahzadeh Mustafa died, Amasya again turned into a sanjak indf&t8was

connectedo the Sivas province. The city witnessed several histiogients acting

as a major site of the Ottoman territory. For example, on October 30, 1554, Kanuni

Sultan S¢l eyman and the Ottoman ar my campe:-
on the return from a military campai§hAmasya was also the place where the

Amasya Peace Treaty was signed with the Safavid dynasty of Persia in 1555,

following the OttomanSafavid War of 1532155553 After Shahzade Bayezid had

escaped to Iran in 1559, Amasya was banned from being a shahzade sanjak. Princes

no longer served in thistgiin later periods, and the city lost its role of being the

training center oshahzades

0KnalKué& ki, uk 133136.e mi

SAdnan G¢rlbrg z ,Yeézlyel | arda. Avhanssg g a KAragit o mal aré Sen

Bildirileri, 85-104( Amasya: Amasya-8aliliji, 2007), 88
2H ¢ s eMe mOlaylar ve Belgelerle Amasya Tarihinden SayfaarS a ms u n : Eser Matbaaseé
1987), 58.

l'n this period, Ogier Ghiselin de Busbecg and his
in Amasya. Busbecq wrote his observation on the Ottoman army, sanépalace and residential

places. Se@gier Ghislain D8usbecql¢r Kk me kit (plraamé . ) Deri njah¢gr k° mer , (K
Kitap, 2005).
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One of the important events seen in Amasya during the Ottoman period was the
rebellions known a€elaliRevolts®* Especially in these events in the 16th century,

theCelaligr oups mostly moved within the Yexi

Table 2.2 List of the shahzades appointed as governors in An{gsgpared by the authas
adaptedrom http://www.amasya.gov.tr/sehzadesshri.asp an n a IKa & ku,l u K, 1Z9° n e mi

The Shahzades Served in the City of Amasya

Name of the Shahzade Born - Died Period of Governorship Period of Rule
Shahzade Bayezid 1354 - 1403 March | 1384-1388 1389- 1403
{Bayezid I - Y1ildirim) 8 (Edirne)
Shahzade Celebi 1386/1387 - 1421 1389 - 1402 1413 - 1421
Mehmed May 26 (Edirne)
{Mehmed I)
Shahzade Murad 1404 June 1415 - 1421 1421 - 1451
{Murad II) {Amasya) - 1451

February 3 {(Edirne)
Shahzade Ahmed Celebi | 1420 (Amasya) - 1435

1437
Shahzade Mehmed 1432 March 29 - 1438 1451 -1481
{Mehmed II - Fatih) 1481 May 3
Shahzade Alaeddin 1425 Edirne - 1442 1441 - 1442 -
Shahzade Bayezid 1447 December 3 - | 1454 - 1481 1481 -1512
{Bayezid II) 1512 May 26
Shahzade Selim 1466 - 1520 Born and raised in Amasya 1512 -1520
{Selim I - Yavuz) Not served as governor
Shahzade Ahmed 1466 - 1512 1481-1512
Shahzade Murad ?7-1518 1511 - 1512
Shahzade Mustafa 1516 - 1555 1540 - 1553
Shahzade Bayezid 1527 - 1562 1557 - 1558 -
Shahzade Murad 1546 July 4 - 1595 1566 1574 - 1595
{Murad I1I) January 16

In Islamiccities, city centers were formed of great mosques and bazaars that were
the core of industrial and social facilities of the society and the intersectiots poi

of public spaces including squares, religious complexes, fountains, and bazaars.
Each quarter of the city was apart from titleer,buttheywere all connected at the

city center. The imperial powevras isolatedn the castle area, and the public spaces

64¥ z eTheCollapseof, 151.
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generally were used as military training ar&a8masya also presented this type of

a settlement. Starting from the governance
endowments in Amasyaere mostly used for the consttien of lodgemosques,

making religion as the core reason in the development and the shaping of the built

environment in the cityHowever,Kar at ak pointed out that th
endowment of properties to establish loaigesques by the conqueror weto

prevent and minimize the potential social disturbance caused by recent conquests

and to secure their holdings from state encroachment in the case of political

misfortune. These attempts provided #oeommodatiorand education place for

Sufis, andheOt t omani zati on and | sl amization of th
activities®® Besides, the architectural works in the city linked its periphery with its

center by the shahzades and official families of Amasya who were assigned in the

service of the Sudin and the imperial palace such ksa p u a (padaseé

chamberlains), ankl i | e r(leeadb a im@erial kitchen), who sponsored religious

endowments in Amasya during mostly the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. In these

periods, most of the building compkss were constructed by these powerful patrons

(Figure 2. 16)

St ephanos Yerasi mos, @ATanzNMarhd rérélne ikmentS Rred oirmd ear @s rt
Kentleri (eds.) P. Dumont and F. Georgeon, (trans.) A. Berkt89 ( Kst anbul : Tari h Vakf é
Yayénl ar é, 1999), 14.

% Has an Kraeg Gity asa Historical ActorThe Urbanization and Ottomanization of the
Halvetiye Sufi Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Ceritumelished
Ph.D. Thesis (UC: Berkeley, 2011), 23, 27.
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Iythiye Mesqu
Hamza Bay Masgee

(R

Figure 2.16 Mosque complexes constructed between the 13th andcd8tiry(prepared by
author as adapted from Gabriglpnuments turcsb)

By the end of thaixteenth century, the Ottoman government found it increasingly
difficult to finance its large armies. As a solution, it was decided to modify the
system of land administration, introducing the principle offtaring (ltizam),
according to plots of lanthat were auctioned. This process emerged with the
replacement of sultanic representativeskats by local notables to establish

a y a r?IT & kroavners lived in commercial centers as provinces or sanjaks instead

of in villages, and alsowners ofhasard zeamets the sultan and higgrade civil

57 The bargain struck between the government and tax farmers sigmifiszdportant shift in the
centerprovince relationship, effectively marking the beginning of the process known as
fidecentralization, o by which | and | ease passed
the hands of local landlords. Jens HansfeR,r a c t i c e s -CenferPéripherg Reftationsiino n

t he Ot t o maThe Bmpne inrthe ,City: Arab Provincial Capitals in the Late Ottoman
Empire,(eds.) Jens Hanss@ihomas PhilippStefan Weber (Beirut: Oriestnstitut, 2002), 53.
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servants lived at the center of the Empire, the capital Istanbul, instead of in other
urban centers of provinces or sanjaks. One important result of this process was that
M¢ t e sf®wadcharged to administratéeé area temporarily until the governor

and sometimes sanjak beys would take their assigned positions from the second half
of sixteenth century onwards. Sometimes the eldgasisof sanjaks were assigned

as m¢et es’e Akt mre expl ains zimat tperiod, bteef or e t he
administrative buildings had not been elements of the physical fabric of cities
becaus& a,d @ b and aher state officials usually carried out their duties at their
residence$? Following the new regularization, Bab Al the qfficeof the grand

vizier, proposed a new method to control over better, and the stgtds)(were
dividedinto provinces \ilayef by reducing the borders. Thus, it became possible

to governthese states with fewer income and population. Furthermore, dimite
sanjaks and districts might bgoverned effectively by the governor. This
implementation started from the Tanzinp&triod onwards and proceeded to the
Second Constitution&raof the late Ottoman decades when sanyadre directly

manage@s major admiistrative units’?

BM¢t esedrlei mhre of ficers charged on sanjak on behalf c
The main task ofn¢, t e sveas tb ¢oliact taxes on sanjaks in Anatolia on behalf of administrators

in Kstanbul . Sevgi Akt ¢r e, Aladadarnwkizyb?! n8mceéndaaddlOu
Osmanl e kehrinde kehir d@-128MEIP douraah of bhee Facukyroe S¢reci , 0
Architecture Volume |, Number I, (Ankara, 1975)23.

®Musa ¢Cadeércé, Al . Ma hmut DPannezmi nmadte Swerteecsiend d mt d rkk
i1 ke YQredadti)miT,l ay Cokkun, (Ankar&33. Kmge Kitabevi Y a

Akt ¢gre, NA17. Ygipél Bakéndan, o 123

"Sublime Porte, the government of the Ottoman Empire
https://lwww.britannica.com/topic/Sublinforte, last access on August 8, 2019

K| ber KOnwptaaryaltéo,r |l ujun EKsWUawmbuY;zKélkeéi kim Yayénl ar &,
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During the Ottoman period, most of the construction activities took place before the
seventeenth century in Amasya. With seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the
upgrading of trade facilities enabled the construction ltdnks and bedestens

Although Amasya losts importance at the time in comparison with its role during

the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries due to the decreasing commercial activities i

the late Ottoman periodhe construction facilities still accelerated duritige

modernization process whicstartedin the last decades of Ottoman Empire.
Particularlymu t a $%he gavdrnor Zi ya Paka had the resyg
construction of the newly emerging public buildings in the city center and its

districts.

In the second half of the nineteenth century, the transformations in the
administrativeand functional hierarchy affected the spatial structure of cities. The
urban population and other reflections like housing, cemidahinistration and
business center led the emergence of differentiatiéhln this context, at the end

of the nineteenth century, the sponsoring of architectural activities in city centers
changed; rather than patronage, the state then provided the construction of new
public buildings mostly épending on political organizations, economic benefits,
and security reasons such as state affana@ntaining order and safety of the

community, and giving privileges to missioners to establish industrial enterprises.

The frame of analysis in this study comprises the period from the late decades of
the Ottoman Empire until the early Republican decades in Turkey. The boundaries

of the towntransformed many times in this period. Between 18%20, Amasya

“Mu t a sima state Dfficial at the rank of a governor, who served as an administrator and tax
collector of a province or stprovince.

“Akt¢gre, A17. Y¢gzyél Bakéndan, o 124.

S Besides, the control of the wagf endowment maintains by the heirs of the wagfs.
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continued its existence as a sanjak of Sivas provfhbe.1864, the established
regulation in the property division of the Ottoman state was realized with the
Province Regulation@/ilayetNizamnamesi)An extensive administrative division
reform started with the Province Regulations and the provingksy/€t) were
accepted as the most significant organizational unit. As a result of the administrative
division realized in 1867 and 1873, Asya became a sanjak of the Sivas
province’’ Between 18741882, there were eight townships¢a)in Amasya, i.e.

the town center, Mer zi f on, K° g8ip., Osmanceék,

During the late Ottoman period, governance services begba ltxatedin the

office buildings in administrative centers even in the districts. The buildings such

as schools, government offices, and police stations increased with the new

regulations’® Administrative buildings such asunicipalities court houses,

gooer nor so of fices, pol i ce stat iwere s, tel egr

constructedn this period.

After the First World War, during the invasion of the Ottoman Empire, Mustafa
Kemal Paka and his friends, whwentteet f oot [
Amasya on June 12. On June 22, 1919, they declared the liberation circular known

as Amasya CircularAmasya Tamimi® to the whole country from there. Besides,

"8 Ali Tuzcu and Kemal TuzclDs manl € ve Erken Cumhuriyet-D°nemi S
1930, Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¢l tegr Yayénl arée, 2

AL A- ékelD° nfeTmd maliemaTlto k a t Kazasénén
(1839188 @)., d . Sosyal CBi27, Non2,253265D érr il ik ,

r

Kdar i
2003), 257.

BOr t Kyripéa,r at or | yj4&tn En Uzun

® This circular is the first written document at the Imgng of the Turkish War of Independence.
See: H¢ s &y7i.n YMd re-n,d a (Amaaya:Amasyh Betediynsi, 1986)
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the memorandum of understandidgia s y a  P¥ was sigkenl begween the

Turkish National Movement and the Ottoman Government on October 22, 1919.

Following the establishment of the Turkish Republic in 1923, the old sanjaks

became citie&! Thus, Amasya became city with the decision of the legislative
appropriation on April 20, 192%Mer zi f on, K°pr ¢, Havza, Lad
Mecit©°zg, and Osmancék became parts of t

G¢emegkhacéek©oy, Klisu, and Tak®va remained

According to the changes in thmolitical system after the foundation of the
Republic, the singkparty period began. The Republican People's Party was the
only party between 1923 and 1945, and the first elections were held in 1923. With
the centralized Republican period politics, thdigies of the party and the
implementations of the party members were reflected in the architectural practices
and urban interventions. During the early Republican period, the notables took part
in the mayofcouncil. Municipalities took control of constiimn works, affecting

urban development. It is followed that accommodation, education, cultural
buildings such as hotels, cinemas, schools, and banks gradually increased in the city
cente. The administrative centexpanded with newly constructed admirasive
buildings such as the Justice Building, Ziraat Bank, Tekel Administration, Military
Service Branch, Sugar Factory Directory between the Sultan Bayezid Complex and
the G¢gmegkl ¢ Mosque on the south bank of

Republic,the main industrial facilities in the city were tanneries, car factories and

8%Me hmet A@ls@a, Tami mi( Avmea sRraotVaakiaill ¢, i K¢l t ¢r
¥ z d e Amasya Belgelerini Yeniden Okuknga Amasya Val il i7Ji K¢l ter

@D

Yayeén
Yayeén

810r t &Kympéa,r at or | yfjs@en En Uzun

2Amasya: 58I Yéelleéje,

8Tuzcuand TuzcDs manl € ve ErRen Cumhuriyet,
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flour mills. The marshes were dried, and the stream councils were rehabilitated in

Amasya to prevent malaria. A fefledged hospital, five first schools, and a middle

schoolwee est abli shed, the route was opened on
the Sojukpénar water was uniformly brought
the railway connecting the town to Samsun was opened. The endownment system

continued for a while, altugh most of their buildings were burnt and the waqgfs

lost their income from charities during the Republican period.

The | oss of the RaMaybld i9%S@lectiosam héstats Party
of a new ea in the history of the Turkish Republic thithe Democrat Parfys
comingto power?* also affectdsignificant changes in the urban context of Amasya

from the 1950s onwardsvhich is out of the scope of this study

84 SibelB 0 z d aapd&sraAkcan, Modern Architecturesin History: Turkey (London: Reaktion
Books, 2012), 105.
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CHAPTER 3

THE LATE OTTOMAN AND EARLY R EPUBLICAN BUILT
ENVIRONMENT IN AMASY A

This chapter focuses on thailt environment oAmasyain orderto understand the
continuities,andruptures in the urban context from the late Ottoman to the early
Republican periodlt initially focuses onthe urban nodes of the city formed of
public buldings and spaces in different neighborhoadd the city centeand then

the urban routes provided by the connections of urban nodes are analyzed. During
the period of concern, the built environment of Amasya was formed and
transformed by these urbandes and routes that together produced the multiple
urban layers of the city, which will be analyzed in the last part of the chapter to
comparatively evaluate the the lost, the remaining, and the new public buildings

and spaces in the process of change

As Marshall et al. use, the palimpsest metaphor could be hélgfub r vi sual i zi
how new urban forms and ways of life are inscribed upon existing spaces and

h a b f°Fusthenore, they statetiatAl | ci ti es undergo proce
decay and recwstruction, and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect
exemplary forms of O6heritaged while negl e
In the significant case of Rome as alayeredddyy er y era € haas demo

potential for people to ui | d, rebui |l d, reuse, adapt, |

%Marshall et al., f@ANarrating Palimpsestic,o 1164.
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creating the urban fabric of the city throughout its histéfjaking reference from
such concepts that define theexistence of historical layers in a city, this research
analyzes the muHiayered urban fabric of Amasya formed by political, social, and

economic links through the physical presence of historical urban artifacts.

As Katsavounidou emphasizesistory cannot be read autonomously and

independently of the context of the modern ;cityequires dook at premodern

ruins along with the modern context as both
ruins do not return you to the past, but coexist in the same plane with the live

bui | & The seglected ancient monuments and desheti fortifications,

remaining as ruins together with other historical structures of multiple cultures,

existside by sidavith the modern buildings in Amasya.

Cities are physically created by buildings alashdscapesand administrative
decisions and th&veb of relations dictate the spatial construction of the city.
However, cities are indeed socially created by the individual and collective
experiences of theinhabitants In such a frame, the transformations of the built
environment ad the changes in the practices m#sidentsin the urban context
during the late Ottoman and early Republican periods of Amasyanatgzedn

this chapter. The resultant architectioam of the city isdiscussedy examining

the changes in building pes and their locations in flux, and by comparing the
buildings of the late Ottoman and the early Republican periods.

The chronological process of thfermation and transformation of thiuilt

environment in Amasya is of concern here; nonetheless, tilgsanis framed

%Nadia Bartolini, ARomeds pasts and the creation of
pl ay of sur f BErwieosmera and Plaheing D:hSsecjety and Spacdyume 31,1041
1061(2013) 1041-1042.

8% Garyfallia Katsavounidou, Al nvi si ble Parentheses:
(Masterds Thesi s, MI T, 2000), 179.
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according to the themes that are defined by taking into consideratianitae

nodes formed by public buildings and spaasswell as neighborhoodand the
urbanroutes definedy the use of the built environments mhabitans. These
morphological traces of spatial experiences in the built environment will help
discuss the neighborhoods, the administrative center, the waterfront, the landscapes
and transportation networks as important sites of the built environment in Amasya
as they wex formed and transformed from the late ninete@ttoman Figure 3.

1) (See AppendiP) to theearlytwentiethRepublican Figure 3. 2YSee Appendix

E) contexts that defined the layers of urban form in Amasya.

Figure 3.1 Amasya sen from the east thelate Ottomarperiod, (Cumon& Cumont,Voyage
d'exploration 150)
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Figure 3.2 Amasyaseen from the eash the Republicaperiod, @Archive ofFot o Apaydén)

3.1Urban Nodes

The city is a physically changing entity through the morphological formation of
buildings, places, and urban fabric. In this part of the chapteyrb@nnodes in
Amasya are examined as the urban artifacts, puhlic buildings, andpublic
spacesThe aim here is to understand how these nodes were created over and over
by construction, demolition, and rearrangement of urban artifacts, and how they

formed and reformed areas of daily routines in Amasya.

Examining how the built environment dhdbeen formed in Amasya during the
Ottoman period of mukethnic communities in such a layered city, and how it
transformed by the loss of the multicultural identity during the Republican period,
the analysis starts by focusing on the neighborhoods, wioiekedduring the late
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nineteenth and early twentieth century the religious gfufsMuslim, Christian

and Jewish residents, European residents, and immigrants. The role of the society
in the change of the spaces of different communities in the urbéextes analyzed
herewith reference to thedemographic changes in the ethnic composition of the
society and the resultant shapingnaighborhood$y the construction of public
buildings

This part then analyzes thaefinition of the center of governamin Amasya,
focusing onpublic buildings andspaces$® constructed for administrative purposes
starting from the new regulations of Tanzimat during the late Ottoman period until
the early Republican interventions, which formed the built environmeastation

to economic, cultural, demographical, and political developments. The public
buildings constructed in the city center are taken as forming public spaces, which
were realized by the influence of several actors. In the Ottoman period, the sultan,
adminstrators and military officers, and the public; in the Republican period,
administrators, political leaders, intellectuals, the public, and architeuts
planners were thsignificant actoran the (re)planning of the cityHence, the
change in thelefinition of the citycentercould initially be related to the change of

the authoritiesThe policies on public works and town plannishgpendedn the
actors who were crucial in thdecisioamaking process. It is thus aimed to
investigate the political and the social actass, the ruling class and the residents,

in terms oftheir contributions to theity in both periods.

8 The religious groups were titled agllet. Religion was identified the place of individuals i
society.

8 For the definition of public space here, see: Aldo R@$®, Architecture of the CityCambridge,
Mass: MIT Press, 2007 Christopher Alexande pattern language(Center for Environmental
Structure series.), (New York: Oxfokghiversity Press, 1977); Kevin Lynchhe Image of the City
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press, 20R8 Krier,Urban space (London: Academy
Editions, 1979).
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3.1.1 Shaping Neighborhoods: Demographic Changes

Population change issaubject thatdirectly affectghe formation of therbanfabric.
Territorial losses and accelerated migration during the late Ottoman period affected
the formation ofnew residentialneighborhoods as a result dfe change in
population densityOn the oher hand, the rapid change in the demographical
formation of the society with deportations and exchanges of the Ottoman population
during the First World War and after the Turkish Republic was foundedjuhi

ethnic character of the society mostly dipgared, also transforming
neighbourhoods in cities

Kezer points out the dramatic change in population by referring to the fact that,
whereas in 1914, one in every five people who lived in the Ottoman lands was non
Muslim, in 1927, the ratio became onlyein forty®® Secularization process in the
early Republicanera affectedthe socioreligious life in Turkey as the society
gathered around the idea of thation. Nonethelesswartime losses of thenon
Muslim population of the society, changingntsilti-religiouscharacteristic during

the Ottoman period, also created a collectiveness around Islam for the new nation
of the Turkish Republic. Although tHduslim population of the society was not
homogeneous itself, the policies still focused on creatingr@obeneous national

identity. Kezerexplains that

Whereas Turkey had lost the bulk of its fAdaoslim inhabitants to
wartime atrocities and later population exchanges, the remaining
predominantly Muslim majority was far from being homogeneous. The
administration policies exacerbated thesting cleavagesdiween the
different religious group$:

% Zeynep KezerBuilding modern Turkey: State, space, and ideology in the early republic
(Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2015), 114.

91 Kezer,Building modern Turkey, 158.
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As noted in the sixteenth century tax surveys of 1523 and 1576, there were 60
neighborhoods in Amasya, including five nearby villages of the-Moslim
community. In this tax survey, 12 neighbourhoods (5 were ideatés villages)

were inhabited by only neRluslim community and Amasya had a peculiarity with

its Jewish community of over 200 people in 1523. In 1576, six neighborhoods had
a population of mixedeligion®? In the midnineteenth century, the number of
neighborhoods slightly decreased to 52 in the center of Amasya. On the other hand,
the fact that in 32 neighborhoods Muslims and-Nuslims were living together

at the time, signifies the generally accepted meligious character of the city at

the timé&® As seenn the tax registerddhrir defterleri that recorded information
about the lands, the quarters of Ottoman cities were classified in terms of the
religious identities of inhabitants, that is as Muslim or-Murslim quarters of
religious communigs. Religious communitiesnfillet) were also important in
Amasya; nonetheless, its neighborhoods had generally been formed of mixed
populations of Muslim, Jewish, and Christian residents, while European re$idents

also began to form settlement areas insén@ond half of the nineteenth century.

92Ronald C. JenningglUrban Population in Anatolia in the Sixteenth Century: A Study of Kayseri,

Karaman, Amasya, Trabzon, and Erzurdinternational Journalof Middle East Studies/ol. 7,

No. 121-57( Jan. , 1976) , 37. ifAmasya was the only <city
deftersas part of the urban population. One wonders whether their connection with the city had any

basis other than proxityi, for other cities also had villages on their very outskirts. The revenues of

the three villages in question accrued to evkaf foritharetandturbe of Kamer Hatun. Although

their | ocation is not certain, nrovhmssagestntbendYecki | i r
out of Amasya there are several isolated riverine plains, most of which are easily irrigated; many are
occupied by houses today, but others are still lined with gardens and orchards. It is difficult to
understand, however, how theseee villages of the sixteenth century differed from the other
agricultural wvillages. 0o 41.

“Amasya N¢gfus ,DeFeawzil eGigr 1846 Salih Kahriman (T
Bel edi yesi K¢l tegr Sanat Yayeénlare, 2012), 17.

“ Al n 1867, foreigihnersf hraedalt heestrat e Oswmaeal €£hi p. o
Kmparator !l uj unda( Ksltnaannb uN ¢ f uKruoni k Ki t ap, 2008) , 1
Regi on, s e e fiYyaSbea nicné | ¥Yazrcéann ,Tak énmaz Mal M@l ki yeti l
History Studiesyol 2/2, (2010).

55



According to the informati onlo93pjivlesn by H¢se
book published in 1914, there were 55 neighborn@ad#\masya at the beginning

of the twentieth centurymeaning that the city mostly preserved its population in
centuries(Figure 3. 3)’° Generally, the location of religious places was the main

identifier of the established neighbourghoods in Ottomansca® most of the

neighborhoods, whether Muslim or rbfuslim, were established around religious

institutions. In the province of Amasya, almost all neighborhood names were given

after the notableandulemas’)’ and officials who played a significant role time

construction of mosques, madrasahs, lodges or soup kitchens. It is seen that a few

of the neighbourhoods were named according to their locations or in relation to their

functions such as trade centéts.

% Three of the neighborhoods were noted as the close villages of Amasya: Ziyare, Karasenir, and
Kayabakeéeé.

9% Although there existed neighborhoods where both Muslim anevhusiim communities lived

together at the time, he only mentioned@b@nMuslim residents but did not give any information

about the status of neédus | i m nei ghbor hoods. AbAtasyaaTdri, He seyi n Hg¢
(Trans: Mehmet Akkuk&Ali Yélmaz), (Ankd4d4a: Amasya Be

97 Scholarly fanilies, local religious authorities

BAhmet kikklirgVYizyél dadaTAmasy Knkelh eih@)7¢109 Der gi si ,
(1996), 81.
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1 Islam 15 Haci llyas 29 Sadeddin 43 Kursunlu i ! | ;
2 Eski Kethida 16 Haci Hamza 30 Samlilar 44 Kihger T A | ‘1 ; |
| |

3 Ugler 17 Hekim Gelebi 31 Samice 45 Kiipcegiz | |

4 Uzun Mustafa 18 Hatuniye 32 $ehrekistli 46 Kopriibag! ‘7 .“l 4 e
5Bayezid Pasa 19 HizrPasa 33 Savakca 47 Gok Medrese i [
6 Bozahane 20 Hoca Siileyman 34 Sofu-zade 48 Gumisli-zade [/

7 Piringei 21 Dariisselam 35 Sofiler 49 Mehmed Pasa o r

8 Pervane Bey 22 Dere 36 Acem Al 50 Sade Helkis

9§ Tatar 23 Devehane 37 Fethiye 51 Bag-I Helkis

10 Temenna 24 Receb 38 Kuba 52 Yakutiye

11 Cami-i Enderun 25 Ziyare 39 Karatay 53 Yakub Pasa

12 Girakgi 26 Sabikuddin 40 Kazanci 54 Kara Senir

13 Ceribagi 27 Sarachane 41 Kamerliddin 55 Kayabasi

14 Cikrik 28 Saray 42 Kocaclk

Scale 1:10000 /%

Ferhat Dagi

Figure 3.3 Nineteenttcentury neighborhoods of Amasyarépared by the authasadapted from
DAI-II)

The number of neighbourhoods decreased to 17 during the early Republican period
(Figure 3. 4mainly because of the fact that the neigtitoods were reorganized in
administrative terms. Most of the Ottoman neighborhoods that remained as such
preserved their names, and the neighborhoods of the new system incorporated sub
areas, called awevkii(area), which had been neighborhoods in ther@n times
ihence they continued to be called with

Neighbourhood consisted ¢fer i baké Mevkii, Recam Mevki i
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kehr ek ¢ s which idee Yokmeringighbourhoods of Amasya in the Ottoman

period®®

Figure 3.4 Twentieth Century neighbourhoods of Amasya Q95GM)

1 Bayezidpaka 2 kamlar 3 Khsaniye 4 Pirin-ci 5 Sava
Dere 10 Y¢zevier 11 NeG%kKkmedrRedHatum:mi yaec &i3l yad e¥6 1Ku
Hezérpaka

According toCui net 6 s bolo& T wsr geunpudlishdda@ms8D2e
Amasya Sanjak central distrid#lérkez Kazahad 32.000 Muslim Sunni, 16.000
Muslim Shiite, 11.000 Armenian Gregorian, 1.400 ArmenProtestant, 240
Armenian Catholic, 3.000 Greek Orthodox populafiiBefore 1915 deportations

of the Armenians, the main religious groups were the Muslims and Armenian
Catholics in Amasya. Orthodox, Jews, Gregoriamsl Protestants were the other

smal religious groups

¥ Ahmet DemirayRe si ml i Amasya TacrKeéh,avQioz r¢a#f nykea z ad:aal Geaneey
Mat baacél ék ve Ga&Zetecilik, 1954), 126

100vital Cuinet,L a T ur g uG @o glréredmnisteative StatistiqueDe scr i pti ve et Rai sonr
de | 0 As (Paris: Merooxp1i892518.
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According to the 1935 population census, the-Nuslim group'spopulation in the

town was declinetf* (Table 3.1). In the Republican period, thereas a slight
change in the population of Amasya from 1927 to 1950, and even sometimes
declines were recorded. While there were 12.841 people in 1927, the city's
population decreased to 11.918 in the 1935 census. It increased to 13.635 in 1940
and again deeased to 13.344 in 1945. In 1950, the city's population was 14.470.
The population gradually increased in the pgat decades, and it became 17.560

in 1955, 28.525 in 1960, and 34.168 in 1965.

Table 3.1 Distribution of popudtion according to religionin 19339 35 Genel ,19¢ fus Sayeé

6. Niifusun dinler itibarile ayrilist
Répartition de la population daprés les religions

Mutlak rakamlar Nisbet — Proportion
Chiffres absolus %
Dinler — Religions
Erkek Kadm Yekiin Erkek Kadm Yekan
Hommes Femmes Total Hommes Femmes Total
Islam — Musulman 5 980 * S 501 i 11 481 96.7 i 949 | 958
yrx miistimler — Non 7 s | 4
Katolik — Catholiques 9 | 7 16 0.1 0.1 0.2
Ortodoks — Orthodoxes 182 276 458 3.0 4.8 3.8
Protestan — Protestants 3 1 4 0.0 0.0 00
Hiristivan -— Chrétiens — 1 1 - 0.0 0.0
Ermeni — Arméniens 12 9 | 21 02 02 | 02
Gayrt miislimler yekiinu — Total des ‘
non-musulmans 206 1 294 ‘ 500 0.3 { 5.1 4.2
Umumi yekiin — Total général 6 186 | 5 795 11 981 1000 ; 100.0 1000
AHIi story is being fabricated, reassessed

preserdday political realignments, diplomatic aspirations, efforts for image

making,and esponses t o walA&sshe ooBMuslimpopuptioat i on . 0

101The first regular census in the Ottoman Empire was conducted in1B®9in the reign of Sultan
Mahmud Il. In this first census, only male population was counted as Muslim male population who
were at the age of military service and fidoslim popuhtion who were responsible for paying the

tax of jizya.

MAmasya KlzmYeéel |l &jiearet Matbaacélék, 1967, 61.

1B8Kat savouni dou, Al nvi si bl e Parent heses, 245,
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of Amasya had to leave the city, their belongings, including religious buildings and
houses, began to be used by the Muslim community. In this process, the memory
of the presence of the ndvtuslim communities in the city was also erased to a
great extentFew nonMuslim monumental buildings, for example, survivedhe

city; and only their names remained to define certain sites as in the cdsakof
SuyuV e n k A yRigorenh 5.8

12 wwpblul dhabw) wyonwibwhh fp pundub Julpwlljmp® 1911 porwlwlhi, U. Quwwnniw-
Swdlimy blhbgbguin) qbipbqiwimnwi kg :

Figure 3.5 Vank Monastery Cemetery in 19{&imorian, Memory Book of the Ponti620)

All the religious buildings as well as the school and residences of thklasiim
population that had defined the neighborhoods mixed with Muslim residerces

first transformed and lately destroyeshdnew buildingswvere constructeah their

104The Armenian/Greek holy place near their old cemeteries.
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places. Rferring to these demographical changes, this part of the study will
examine how the neighborhoods were shaped as the spaces of the Muslim,
immigrant, noAMuslim and missioner communities during the late Ottoman
period, and how they were-shaped after # foundation of the Republic, also
focusing on the fires of the period that created a gap in the urban fabric and were

thus also influential in this ¥ghaping process.

3.1.1.1Public Buildings of Muslim and Immigrant Communities

Muslim communities faned the majority of the Ottoman lands, and the spaces that
they used became significant nodes in Ottoman cifiles intentional construction

of dervish lodges in cities also bounded these religious nodes to social and
economic relations. In the Ottoman gine, religion was determinant in shaping
political as well as social life. Wolper indicates the role of the religious communities
against political events such as revolts and invasions from the eleventh century
onwards by stating that these communitiefmiaed the conquered lands and
provided political legitimization® Wagf'°® lands were also granted to construct
such religious complexes that provided social, economic, cultural services besides

religious functions.

Many religious buildings for the Muslimommunity, including madrasahs and
mosques as well as tombs of religious leaderg (), bael been constructed until

the lateOttoman period, shaping the Muslim neighborhoods of AmaSigaile 3.

6). During the nineteentltentury, some religious buildings were constructed,
although fewer in number compared to the earlier periods, among which the
building type that emerged as a modern requirement was thesé¢itee lodge

105Ethel Sara Wolpegities and Saints: Sufism and the Transformation of Urban Space in Medieval
Anatolia,(Penn State University Press, 2003), 11.

106 Charitable endowment
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(muvakkithang which worked to determine prayingrnée correctly. Wishnitzer
states that, during the marketing of clocks to Ottoman lands in the second half of
the eighteenth century, the construction of clock towers modakkithanes

proliferated!®’ In 1842 a timesetter lodge was ordered to be built in Sdtan

Bayezid 1| Complex by one of the teachers of Dgan H¢ may u n, Kapanceézad
Hac He¢seyin Zeki Efendi %®Theaynednosgqueinwi t h a | i
the K°pr¢bakeé nei ghbor PAmasyh Nala idinizage ovat ed i n

el Hac MehmedEmin Efendil® Azerilerk i r vanl & Mosque (1895) a
(1873), Pir Kl'yas Tomb (1894), Hamdul | ah |
kiracuddin kirvani masjid (1848) and Tomb |
masjid (19 c.) after the immigrations from Azerbaij Caucasia were the religious

buildings constructed in this period.

107 Avner Wishnitzer,Readirg Clocks Alla Turca Time and Society in the Late Ottoman Empire,
(Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press, 2015), 33.

18 H ¢ s a me Ahthsyan Tarihil 0 6 . See: G¢nsel Renda, AThe Muvakkit
Compl e x i dourdaha ArlyHstong(6),181-206,(1976).

1094 ¢ s a meAdndsyanTarihil31.
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Figure 3.6 Locations of Muslim schools and madrasahs and immigrant mosques and tombs in the
late nineteenthcentury Prepared by the authasadaptedrom Gabriel, Monuments turgb)

After the Crimean war (1854855), in the 1860s, the number of immigrants from

the Crimea and the Caucasus increased. The national campaign started in the
Ottoman land to provide aid to immigrants; food, cereals, seedstraotion

equipment, and various donations, as well as land grants were provided to help them

settle in the Ottoman territory. During this period, the locals and government

officials of Amasya donated 6,424irus and the locals whose ancestor Wha f & z

Ali Paka gave 400 decare of thei'f | and t
From 1873 onwards, Tatars were also settled in Amasya in the area donated to the

Crimean and Caucasion i mmigr antMir cal |l ec

110¥urt AnsiklopedisiCilt:1, (1981), 429.
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Defterleri(Publc Pr operty Regihsanetmak) i me fTaimr rkii sdy tt d al
means to donatealthough it was called as the Tatar quarter by the loEaisie

3. 7).111As a result of the OttomaRussian War (187#78) and the rebellions and

invasions in the Balkandhére weramigrations from these regions to Anatolia. In

1878, 150,000 immigrants were identifiédnasya was one of the chosen areas of

settlement, and 4500 immigrants settled in Amasya in 1878.

1848 Sirvani Masjid

Figure 3.7 Crimean immigrat settl ement (1878), Khsaniye neighbor |
as adapted from Gabridlonuments turg)

111H ¢ s a meAdndsyanTarihi9o6.

12yurt Ansiklopedisi429.

64



Besides the resident Muslim communities, the Muslim immigrants to the lands of

the Ottoman Empire during its late decades aisastructed new religious

buil dings. Sadrazam kirvanizade Mehmet R,
kiracuddin YXukd@oadnbi) Tioombl 8§67 for his fathe
kiracuddin kirvani Masj i d, whhillgdithchad bee
kaml ar neilgihbvamh®bMzeril er Mo s-f188% was b
with the donations from the cities of Ka
of the immigrants from these two cities who lived in Amasya and the contribution

of yhke Hacé Ma (Fogwe 3. A rmasqglie was also built there in the

name of HamzaNigari Efendi, in addition to a mausoleum, a wooden madrasah,

a fountain, and a private classroéth.A masjid w a s built in the
Neighbourhood by Tatar notablesthe nineteenth century. Next, to the masjid, a
school was built I n this neizada bldac hood i 1
Hasan Efendi, one of the wealthy inhabitants of Amas§a.

Figure38k i rvanl &/ Az(ld¢ s & meldnddipasTaribigB?)

13H ¢ s a meAdndsyanTarini90-91.

14H ¢ s a meAdndsyanTarihio6.
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As Kezer pointed out the importance of religious leaders and their f&tdasing

the War of Independené& At at ¢r k r ey ed gnemsya Bayepidn
Mosque to preach a sermon to the public of Amasya to join the fight for
independence during his visit to AmasyaDespite such a role of religious leaders
during the early years of the foundation of the Republic, after the abolishment of
the caliphate under the law no. 677 in 1925, dervish lodges were closed to provide

national unity under the secular ideology.

In the republican period, several old buildings that became useless were converted

to depots such as Bimarhane used for timibeposit Kereste Deposu The

madrasah building of the Sultan Bayezid Il complex was first transformed into the

Public Library, and later in 1925, it began to be used as the Mudgyrthe

Republican regime, the decisions were taken to sell the resukased masjids in

Amasya in 1928!8In 1928, a regulation was issued by Directorate of Transactions

of the Prime MinistryBa kvekal et Mua amitadasthidgdetided! ¢ ] ¢ )

that, in Amasya, the masjids in ruins that were likely to collapse in the

neiglbbor hoods ief BajkdHel k, and Recep (todayos
and the central vill ages of Keycejiz and K
classification {asnif) by the directorate of religious affairme¢, f t)gliegdkthe

presence of adeqgteamosques nearby these mas}idg.he article accepted in 1935

stated: AThe mosques and masjids, which ar e

115 A decision given by an islamic religious leader.

116 Kezer,Building modern Turkey, 884.

117 Demiray,Resimli Amasyal, 36.

118RA 30-18-1-2 / 1-9-19

119RA 30-18-1-2 / 1-9-19
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according to the procedures and legislation in order to be used for other
p ur p d?8Gemserally, Ziraat Bankented such foundation buildings on behalf of
the government?* | n Amasya, G°kmedr ese and Bur m

Agricultural StorehouseZ(a h i r e ) bagarbta bre @sed as depots.

Besides religious buildings, those serving the function of education Wsoe a

related with religion.Madrasahs were places of advanced education, mainly in
religion, in the Ottoman cities. | n Amas)
YOrgg- Paka (1430), Hezér Paka (1466),
(1485), and AyasAf a (1495) built madrasa®s by t1
Georges Perrot who traveled to Amasya in 1861 defined the city as the Oxford of
Anatolia due to its madrasahs with appro
Efendi, a resident of Amasya in the rieenth century, also wrote a treatise about

Amasya and specified it as the city of discifffsH¢; sameddi n st at ed
madrasahs renovated/built in the late nineteenth century included Benderli (1871),
Sara-hane (1883), MehmedBBemal @8Milhar 8of I
in Amasya'?* Besides the religious centered tradition of education, the Ottoman

state started to build new schoolsagiopted existing schools into the new system

of education introduced in the late nineteenth centeigufe 3. 9)125

120 Official Gazette N: 3163

22A1i Réza D°nmez, ACumhurigset  DéAwnkianae,S¥akeflsart g

2Necip G¢gng©mMiKésamEirn ma kn (ekpalr edseiky M t Adnaaassyéa,, Mar t

22 Amasksaloam AnsCikltam@edi(skis,t anbul: 1991), 2.

1244 ; s a meAdndsyanTarihi222-256.

125The newly founded sclwol s wer e i btidai (primary school s), i
(advanced primary schools) and sultani (high school). See Benjamin C. Fopeaal Classroom
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Figure 3.9 Map showing the schools in Amasfia the left part of the map), Tokat, Karahisar

kar ki, and Sivas, iHKal9e &, théaemm dsthdolk, efterrthef or ms  (
reforms B8 a 6 d e 0 ) thekewdre&30 schols. Red circles are showing the existing schools

before the reforms, while blacks are newly constructed ones until September 1914-I(FALT

Besides madrasah education, there wabgan mektepler{primary school) in

Amasya. The Hatuniye Scobl, built in 1509,and Sultan Bayezid School, built in

1485, were converted into primary schodlstidai me k't e b i ) in 1883; Al i
School, which had been built in 1510 by one
and K¢g- ¢k AjJ a Sc h dtanl1495, aldo became prienaty sbheodlsn b u

in 1889 and 1909 respectively. Through the new regulat@mnmseducational

developmentsnew educational buildingwere also constructedn 1864, Alaca

Yahya Madrasah was demolished, and an advanced primary schgat flway e
constructed by the orders of Ziya Paka in i

Top-uzade Hal il Ef endi and his brother M¢ni

I sl am, The State and Educ@eéewyorknOxiord Univérsity fesg,t e Ot t o man
2002).
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primary school in thisarég®L at er, the newly appdeinted M
Mehmet Kemal Bey decided to use the vacant ardzedabldpalace ok e h zimd e s

S ar a yMkykit(rea) to construct a new school between 1B8%/ Eigure 3.

10)_127

Figure 3.10 Amasya Mektehh K d @rth Mekiepsécondary school) The stone masonry
building had one floor and a basement with had four rooms and a woodbin, and a coalbin. The first
floor contained four classroomdamyahangchemistry roon), a dining room, a library, a masjid,
and three roomsOA, MF.MKT, 246/17)

1264 ; s a meAdndsyanTarihi222.

127T0A, MF.MKT, 246/17.
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AmasyaK d a (secendary schoolyas constructenh the garden of the old palace
in 1895, and it waapgraded in 1904. In the First World War, the school was in the
service of the army used as a hospital for six months. In 1915, the brariches
agriculture and trade were added to the school. In 1916, it was turnedsuitara
(high school), and in 1925, after the foundation of the Republiegan to be used

as a secondary schodtigure 3. 11?2 The building was destroyed in the 1939
eathquake'?®

o‘\:;)l‘ aJlas U“JL Jﬁ V),\ o.)‘:.-\aT — 88

Les éleéves de I'école moyenne d’Amassia dans la salle d’études

Figure 3.11 Students of Amasya Mektéb K diratlteistady room (SALTII)

22Serdar Balcé, ACumhuri ylOts 0D° wekmdiandeg ASmayawd ,( SDZF al

Yapé, (PhD diss., Atat¢rk | niversitesi

129 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 222.
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The Republican period schools were Kel e

(1928), Yekil éer mak grihd@ysédols &red eéAtastl amk P( ]
Schod was the first school of the Republican period in Amasya, constructed under

the guidance of governor Hilmi Ergenekigure 3. 12) The construction of the

school had indeed been started in 1914 by the OttomamnrgoWuammerBey of

Sivas.During the First World War, the constructioras postponedeveral times.

Finally, it was completedh 1925. The plan of the schoels preparethy Resmi

Kkeri, head en gfirst é evas omeech A mas yga .rfK&m® s cho

Mekteb). When ceeducation was introduced in 1928, the school was renamed as

Kelé-aslan ¥rimary School

Figure 3.12Kél é- asl an Hrirwmayyey ESoumbalri ¢80t i Amasya Vi

Until 1964,a high school building was not constructed in Amasya. Two issues were
pointed out as reasof@ not having a high school in the city: First, the secondary

130 Demiray,Resimli Amasy®27.

71



school(Orta Mekteb)andthe elementargchool( K1 k  Meréd dlse bs¢ds a

high school. heot her reason was that the buil
asahighs chool whenever there was a need.
was occupiedy TEKEL in 1948, and high school students of Amasya began to
attend Samsun, Sivas, and Yozgagh schoolg?! The buildings of the Jesuit
missionaries were transformed in the 192Gs o v-k a K s ] aaamaolyfoe orphan
children, and changed its namekae h i r Y a(Cigy BddreikgtSehbol) in the
1930s.In194d 947, it was sahooleDdta Sarsat Okuwduylrs1848,a r t
it was transformed into the Boysod6 Art
order to construct a new school in 1985Amasya Technical Art School for girls

had 125 students in 195Rigure 3. 13) There were onsecondary school and five
elementaryschools in the city center in the 1958%These transformations in the
early Republican period point out the serious attempts to develop educational
practices and overcome difficulties in the field undertaken by thergment.

131 jsesiz AmasyaYyatan GazetesR.

132 Demiray,Resimli Amasy&20.

133 | jsesiz Amasyayatan GazetesR.
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Figure 3.13 Amasya Technical Art School for Girfkisesiz Amasyayatan GazetespP)

The research has shown that, towards the turn of the twentieth century, there was a
decline in the construction egligious buildings, while an increase was seen in the
number of educational buildings. Although classical educasdiydn mektebi
continued, modern schools were established during the late Ottoman period.
exampl e, t he second athg nesds bfdhe Istuddnts kn aMe k t e |
modernized way with new features such as a library and a chemistry room. Classical
schools consisted of one room adjacent to the madrasah while modern educational
buildings had multiple classrooms and laboratories. Asudt r@isthe constructions

in the ottoman period, the construction of new school buildings was not needed in
the city after the Republic was founded. Only after the 1940s, schools and
dormitories began to be built.
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3.1.1.2Public Buildings of Non-Muslim and Missionary Communities

Non-Muslim communities had been part of the Ottoman society for centuries,
among whom the Armenians formed the majority in Amas$n the nireteenth
century, Sultan Mahmud Il recognized the Catholic &rian communityin 183Q

which was separated from Orthodox Gregormenians. In 1850, the Protestant
Armenian community was also officially recogniz&dn line with the acceptance

of 1839 Tanzimat Edict that guaranteed the equal treatment of Ottoman subjects of

all religions aswvell as the safety of life and property for all.

There were public buildings constructed in the late nineteenth century, possibly
around the nomuslim populated area&igure 3. 14) At the end of 1878, Priest
Bogos Natanyan was commissioneghtepare a report by examining the status of
active or abandoned churches, schools, monasteries, as well as the properties of the
Armenian community in and around Sivas. In the Amasya section of the report, it
was stated that the Armenians formed a sepdrsttect with 1000 household$he

priest, who stated that their population wagtBiousand, mentioned three churches
with three schools named Surp Asdvadzadzin, Surp Hagop, and Surp Nigogayos
(Figure 3.15). He stated that the Greeks, who were more #tahouseholds, also
formed a separate district and had a church and a school éaled orgi.He
mentioned the Protestant population of 10 househdldsy had a church and a

school preached by a missionary prigét.

134 The Armenian Prince Senekerim in Van left his land to the Emperor Basileios due to the
increasing Turkish raids and Byzantine pressure and settled in Sivas with an Armenian mass of
14.000 in 1021http://turksandarmenians.marmara.edu.tr/tr/bizangtaunuze sivasermenileri/

¥Bojos N®tiawmpann,877: Sivas marhasal éjé ve Sivas vil
hakkénda rapor Sivas,ArTsceknatyY arAmaans y(aed .Ner z(i Kothanbul
Yayéncél ék, 2008), 40.

136 NatanyanSivas 1877327-328.
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Figure 3.14 Possible locations ahissionary and notuslim public buildings, lat@ineteenth

century Prepared by the author as adapted from Galii@huments turgsb)
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Figure 3.15 Religious places and schooféneteenth century (Greek & Armeniafgimorian,
Memory Book of the Ponti@16)

According to the report of Robert W. Stevens in 1841, due to the unintended
competition between two European (Stroh and Imbert) and Swis&(\y) trade
houses at the beginning of the production season, the increase in quality and
abundance ofilk in Amasyaattracted the attention of Europe. In 1840, the Swiss
trade office was opened in the city. European trade representatives made efforts in
this region to produce more and better quality products. They observed that the silk
demand in European markets could be met there. They planned how soon they
would be able to provide quality and abundant products in the next production
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seasort?’ Meanwhile,Europeans began to establish a silk factory working aith

catapult in the Ottoman territory. In 1845, the Freiburg company founded

ma n ¢ € n dathpaln bBouse)in Amasya. Other European entrepreneurs
established the secomida n ¢ & n withih @ sh@tperiod. Thesemanc énékhanes
used steam energy and pulled silk with a rough prot¢éssever,in the 1860s,

ma n c € n énert bamleupt, and the buildinggere usedas mills for many

years's8

On the other hand, the caseHdgop Amasyanwhod i r ect ed hi s f at her
Amasya and also invented a loofittre de soi¢ to take the silloutfrom cocoon

is exemplary of the facthat Armenians were engaged iboth trade and

agriculture*® According to George Percy Badger, who wrote in the-nimeteenth

century, the Armenians at Amasya at the time were five hundred families, who
possessed three churches and were under the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Tokat,

the person currently acting in the place of a deposed Patriarch. There were also

fifteen families of the Greek rite at Amasya, who had a church, a priest, and a

school. These people knew no other language than Turkish, which was spoken by

all the Christians in this distri¢t® He added his anecdotes in Amasya as follows:

187 Ali Tuzcu, Seyahat@melerde Amasya(Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesigter Yay énl ar &, 200
158 159.

138 Me hme t Bekirli, AfOsmanl & D°nemi dnde -lJAmasya Sa
YéezyéellaAmasya Arakt ér mal a06BE5,CAmMpoyyumAMBsS Yy ai Vallie
2007), 118. See: Donald Quataesta n a y i Devr i mi taj énd&KsOambuonl & Km
1999), 215222,

139 Kevork PamukciyanBi yogr afil eriyle Ermeniler, ,Eitmeni Kay
I V, YHayzeral ayan Osman K°ker, (Aras Yayeénceleéek, 20

140 George Percy Badgefhe Nestorians and their ritual§ol: 1, (London: Joseph Masters, 1852),
20.
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The Mutesellim gave s1lodging in a house annexed to one of the
Armenian churches, where we were kindly entertained. In one of the
lower rooms was a school in which upwards of sixty boys were
assembled. On the master's table, | observed a number of books and
tracts in Armeniaand ArmeneTurkish from the press of the American
Independents at Smyrna, which had been sent to Mr. Krug, a Swiss
mercantile agent, and the only European in Amasia, to be distributed
among the peopl!

Towards the end of the nineteenth century, witlugtrial and commercial facilities

the Amasya province had an active lifde city was one of thienportantcenters

of silk and cotton weaving industry. In 18%kven companies were representing

Amasya in the ex ht*nithisiperiadthb ienpod and expokst an b u |
businessesvereh el d by Ar meni azade t rKerhder€ebedt i z me c i
zade,Mazi oj | u, Karabet, Kibrit-iojlu, Ohannes
Serkiz, and Gemi zi ®§séntiatolsia Anaabygd*tSpinnimp o had an
and weaving machines were introduced to Amasya by Karl Meez, where Muslim

girls were also working but abdoned to work at those factories by the general
instruction of the X%mu863 Amagyawds on@oftReaka i n 1
provinces chosen as a pilot area to produce the cotton seeds imported from Egypt.

In 1864, it was decided to arrange a commefeialevery year that started in the

middle of December and lasted umkie endof that month'*®

141 Badger,The Nestorians20.

142 Amasya,Yurt Ansiklopedisil, ( Kst anbul : Ana®#9l|l u Yayénceéel ék, 1981)
“YMehmet Bekirli, fAOsmanl &11D°nemi 6nde Amasya Sancajé
144 Andreas David Mordtmanik st anbul ve Yeni Osmanl &l ar Siyasi, Sos
Cilt 1-2, Gertraude Songla ber mann (trans. ), (Kstanbul: Pera Yayer

“SFei dun Emecen and KIKmsdmmk aAmisvokll fohdtals s&§t anbul : Tg¢r
Diyanet Vakf 1991), 2.

™ @
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Industrialization developed in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries in Europe and

spread around the world. In Amasya, with the division of labor and neabhased

industry, foreign enterprises from Switzerland and Germany were allowed to

manufacture in the late nineteenth century, especially one of a Swiss family named

Krug, mentioned by several travelers. German traBdethwrote in his travelogue

abouthis work in the city as follows:

Back in the city, weNIr. Barthand Mr. Klein) visited the new large

silk house built by Krug where the cocoons were separated. This is a
great enterprise, which is still expanding. Also, at the side of this
building, theconstruction of a grinder mill was just finished. Everything
was in good shape, and it was very enjoyable to see how the tireless
entrepreneur Germans worked for this business. While curbing the
river, our host had great difficulties with and strong opimsirom the
locals. Because the river offered no prospect for navigability, they were
anxious to keep water for his mill in his untamed banks, and Mr. Krug
was threatened for his innovati&fd.

The French traveler Cuinet narrated that there were appritin2500 weavers at

the end of the nineteenth century, showi

of industrial and commercial faciliti¢d’ Cuinet also gave information about Mr.

Krug and the milling industry in the town:

Milling. - Another brach of industry imported in this city thirty years

ago by Mr. G. Krug; a national Swiss is the owner of the flour mill.

During the first years, the native population reacted to the production

of good white flour. For the last ten years, however, thank$ido t
intelligence and perseverance of Mr. A. Krug, the flour mill has greatly
progressed, and today, Amasya and its surroundings produce around
50,000 bags of flour a year. The major part is consumed at Samsun,
Bafra, ¢arkamba; 30,I|Pbythesbaamtyariousr e s hi
scales of the Black Sea. This industry is destined for greater

¥ HeinrichBarthRei se Von Trapezunt Dur Asken NacheScudfilmd| i c he
Herbst 1858Berlin, (Gotha: Justus Perthes, 18686; 37.

Y Emecen and kahin, fAAmasyao, 2.
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development when the internal tariffs will be abolished. The sack of
flour is 60 okkas in Amasya. Three qualities of flour are generally
produced: the first is used f@astry, the second for ordinary white
bread, and the third quality for hard wheat that is generally used for
bread'*®

William Gifford Palgrawe, who was a British consulate in Trabzon, mentioned
about a merchant named Stroh who opened a silk factory isyenrmetween 1867

and 1873. Stroh brought in sixty workers from Germany,ntb four hundred
workers were women and children of local Christitfii$n his reports, Palgrawe
explained the business of Stroh and another enterpreuner Mr. Imbert in 1869 as

follows:

Flour mills with waterpower were also built in suitable parts of the river.
Two of these mills used to grind flour with very high capacity. The first
mill produces 4282.5 pounds per day. The owner is Mr. Stroh, who
settled in Amasya. He works an affiliate of a company in Virtenburg
and is also the deputy trade consul of Amasya for his native country of
Prussia (Germany). The second mill produces 7.9354.5 pounds of flour
per day. The owner, Mr. Imbert, is a Marseille merchant. He is also the
conmmercial representative of his country, France. Both merchants and
businessmen are engaged in the production of silk yarn and flour in
Amasya as well as other commercial busine§es

The recordshow thatmulberry farm sales had accelerated in the citynftior00
onwards. The records about the peadter the 1800s, on the other hand, show that

b ° ¢ e k (silsfarra) salesincreased with mulberry farms. Indeed, since the

Y8CuinettLa Tur quT74e75@ 6 Asi e,

149 Tuzcu,Seyahat@melerde Amasy£46.

fRaport by Mr. Consul W. Gifford Palgrawe on the /
Districts, Behwen the Longitudes of Sinope and Trabizand, in the Summer of the Year, 1869,
Tur key, Anat olTuzaurBeyBhatmelerdecAemasy®46. n
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beginning of the nineteentientury,mulberry grove sales intensifiéef. Likewise,
a study in the period between 188863 mentioned that there were 2258 acres of
mulberry farms in Amasya. While Muslim household incomes werek167 perk

acre, noAMuslim incomes were 108 u r'if k .

As held inall parts of the country, there were competitions in Amasya with awards

granted to the winners to promote cocoon producfidre state also performed

different methods of industry incentives by giving a medallion to Armenian

El maso] | u Oh aefforts ia therdpvalopment of siikicidtutekewise,

Armenian Bedros Kaconi Efendi, who depicted Tasvir H¢ mayun by pr oce

silk and presented to the Sultan, was given the industry med&ffion.

With the invention of machines, small scale manufacsulest power and were
defeated by large scale industries. The factories existed in Amasya related to
weaving, match, flour, and tanneries. The primary industries in Amasya in the

Ottoman Empire were run by usingmitéwat er wheel s in Yexkil érn

BlKsmail Kévr ém aiQls nBasnl |eéy nbe®nn eEnti ndancdée, ntenmedicngl a 6 da Kp e
Periodical for the Languages, Literature, and History of Turkish or Tulkkatume 6/4, 715728,

(Fall, 2011), 721Another issue is that of the existencebo? ¢ enéimn the mulberry groves. For
example, Ayke Hatun from Bbfkie kkaatnEegpidae svsh déem han g
paid3. 300 kur uk; bt &ekwepma lbetednear tha modlers of the citiyor further

information on silk production inAma sy a see: Kevrém and EIl maceé, |
AmasyaddaHKprk- ViiBmkaya, Kpek OoAkafeéemi geBlBkex,

269283 (Kéek, 2013)

2MehmetBe ki rl i, fAOsmanl é& Do m24d36nde Amasya Sancajé

18Kevr ém arnm@s nkd maé&k éD° nemi 6 nded7Zmasyadda Kpek-ilik,

1%4n addition to industrial products, the other products were: Corn, barley, flour, chickpeas, lentil,

yellow seed, opium, poppy seed, gum tragacanth, mahaleb, sahlab, hemp, fruits, e ggiants,

butter, wax, honey, wool, mohair, suif, wine, molasgekihey, sheep, horses, geedbw-oxen
sheeplamb-hareotter skins, timber, manoussa, tapis, wool socks, cutlery, ore. Gitiet, La

Tur qui eG®dbaA-sdmaistrative StatistiqueDe scr i pti ve et Rai sonn®e d
(Paris: Leroux, 1892), 74748.
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used in milling in the nineteenth century. In the late Ottomamod, economic
problemsoccurredin the city. Financial shortage of the state affected construction
works. In addition, silkworm diseases from Europe affected the Ottoman silk
industry. Silkmills at Amasya went bankrupt and reopened as flour mills for several
decades>® Since there were no local public facilities, the sale of products was
difficult, the production of unsold produatsas thus abandongdnd the economic

vitality of the city cane to an end.

One of the merchant families ot°whohe city we
sent a post to ask about the expansion of the silk factory and establish a school for
producing mulberryKigure 3. 16)Later the construction plan and instructaf

this manufacturing schosleres e nt by Kbranosyan Brothers on

155 Donald QuataertQttoman manufacturing in the age of the industrial revoluti@ambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993), 124.

156 Maruke Ipranosyan, originally from Amasya, wasnanifacturer with his brother Yeprem and

was one of the founders of the Ipranosian Brotherhood House bearing their names. Having started
their first activities in Amasya, Ipranosyan Brotherhood established fabric factories in Amasya and

later settled in st anbul and i mproved their coTamiedeci al acti vi
Er meni Bir Te¢gccar @€n  HiYkoaky eEsdii ;I evha rMekdee nK pyreatn o sGean ,0s ma
Cumhuriyet D°nemleri,Adar @ay rkiethkgeglyiam, ValRIa&jté Tak- &,
(Kstanbul Hrant Dink Vakfé Yayénlaré, 2017), 114.

ST0A, ZK, 85432.
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1.AZN 00085 00032 002

Figure 3.16 The elevation and plan for the proposed school for mulberry production. The building
had three storeys. In the first flodihere were a playgrountl & n e f 1§, @ Isckes, ang a staff
roomhademe) ;odians é& he second floor, there were five
guest room; in the third floor, there were a saloon, a director office, a room, and a music room.
(OA, K. AZ)N, 85/ 32

I n the Ottoman records, the | and bel ongi
(Kupl ¢yan) households and cocoon sil k fa
a church and a school for boys and gitfl. n t h e B agighlaoihabdaP a k a
chuch, a private bureauand a schoolwere built by FrenchJojiyet (Jesuit)

del egation between the Bayezi dpRgyara mos qu e

3. 17)15¢

O0A, kD, 1800/ 3.

19H ¢ s a meAdndsyanTarihiol.
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®
1911 Darul H

School

Figure 3.17Fr ench mi ssi oner pr i gechurcked, aral scioolpin i est essd man
Bayezi dp a Rrapar€bwpthetasthor a6 adapted from GalMi@ehuments turgsd)

In the 188088 the factory building, which was purchased by the Jesuit priests and

turned into churches and schools, was later purchased by twamosoldiers of

1601t was not until 188%the Order was restored in 1814 by Pius-\l officially speak of a Jesuit

mission in Constantinople and from there to Anatdtias in this context thaCardinal Giovanni

Simeoni, prefect of the Congregation of Propaganda, written to Father General of the Company of

Jesus, Peter John Beckx, dated July 25, 1879: Leo Xlll decided to send Jesuits to Turkey to

encourage the return, as they said then, Gregéiimrenians to the Catholic Church and to fight

the influence that Protestants have acquired from thhy do the Jesuits? Because the pope

mainly intends to be found colleges for counteract those that the American missions had established

in Anatoliai that Marsivan, for example, was renam@&te duration of the missionl881 to 1924

- corresponds to the passage between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish RApugsidy as

1881, the Father of Damascus settled in Constantinople as a prosecutor af timéssien, then

superior general until 1892. He creates, following the wishes of the ecclesiastical authorities,

missions of Marsivan, Amasia, Tokat, Sivas, Cesaree (Kayseri) and Adana. Twice a year, he travels

in inspection all these posts of Anatoljghilippe Luisie,Pr ®s ence des J®suites en Tur
et au XM@l angesede | ' Ecol e -Age tame-180jnsd998:83Rome. Moyen
794

84



the Ottoman Empire and added to the lands of the gardehcarseéholdsKigure

3. 18)!%! In the document ated 1895, the land was purchased by French Count
Pierre de Dumas and his wife, and it was noted that it was necessary to obtain a
deed for the area as it could not be used for any other function than the school and
the church because, in 1891, Catholipresentative Marmaryan Bogos Efendi
unauthorized the use of the building by adding a church bell and thus converting it

to a church®2

Figure 3.18 French Missioner Buildingsear the bank of the Savadisgeampy Bayezi dpaka anc
Pi r ineightwiurhood( Per sonel Archive of K. Hakké G

1 0A, kD, 2647/ 3.

%20A, kD, 1800/3, OA, DH.MKT, 1926/108.
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