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ABSTRACT 

 

 

THE TRANSFORMATION OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT IN AMASYA 

FROM THE LATE OTTOMAN EMPIRE  

TO THE EARLY TURKISH REPUBLIC 

 

 

Kalkan A­ēkkapē, Duygu 

Ph.D. Program in History of Architecture 

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan 

 

October 2019, 215 pages 

 

 

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment in the northern 

Anatolian town of Amasya from the late period of the Ottoman Empire to the early 

period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement history of 

Amasya as a city with distinctive geographical characteristics, by analyzing the 

transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing socio-cultural, 

economic and political contexts.  

 

The analysis starts by focusing on the essential urban nodes formed by public 

buildings and places in the city center and the neighborhoods as the newly emerged 

defining elements in the Ottoman and Republican urban contexts. Then, the focus 

is widened to understand the determining urban routes experienced along the 

waterfront as the main element of city form, in the landscapes of public use, and 

through the transportation network provided in the city during the chronological 

frame of the study. Examining the transformation of the built environment in 

Amasya via the urban nodes and routes of the city from the late Ottoman to the 
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early Republican periods, the study analyses the changing layers of the city in order 

to evaluate what was preserved, re-used and lost in the process of change. 

 

Keywords: Amasya, Late Ottoman Architecture, Early Republican Architecture, 

Urban History 
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¥Z 

 

 

AMASYAôDA YAPILI ¢EVRENĶN GE¢ OSMANLI D¥NEMĶNDEN ERKEN 

CUMHURĶYET D¥NEMĶNE D¥N¦ķ¦M¦ 

 

 

Kalkan A­ēkkapē, Duygu 

Doktora, Mimarlēk Tarihi Programē 

Tez Yºneticisi: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan 

 

Ekim 2019, 215 sayfa 

 

 

Bu ­alēĸma, Osmanlē Ķmparatorluĵuônun ge­ dºneminden T¿kiye Cumhuriyetiônin 

erken dºnemine uzanan bir s¿re­ i­erisinde, Kuzey Anadoluôda yer alan Amasya 

kentinin yapēlē ­evresinin deĵiĸimine odaklanmaktadēr. Yapēlē ­evrenin dºn¿ĸ¿m¿ 

sosyo-k¿lt¿rel, ekonomik ve politik baĵlamlarēna gºre analiz edilerek, ºzg¿n 

coĵrafi unsurlara sahip olan Amasyaônēn yerleĸim tarihinin deĵerlendirilmesi 

hedeflenmektedir.  

 

¥ncelikle, Amasya'nēn ge­ Osmanlē ve erken Cumhuriyet kentsel baĵlamlarēnēn 

yeni ortaya ­ēkan tanēmlayēcē elemanlarē olarak, kent merkezinde ve mahallelerde 

yer alan kamu yapēlarē ve kamusal alanlarēn ĸekillendirdiĵi kentsel d¿ĵ¿m noktalarē 

analiz edilmiĸtir. Ardēndan, kent formunun ana unsuru olan ērmak kēyēsē boyunca, 

kamusal a­ēk alanlarda ve kentte oluĸturulan yeni ulaĸēm aĵēnda deneyimlenen 

kentsel rotalarē anlamak ¿zere odak geniĸletilmiĸtir. Amasyaônēn yapēlē ­evresinin 

ge­ Osmanlē dºneminden erken Cumhuriyet dºnemine ge­irdiĵi dºn¿ĸ¿m¿ kentsel 

d¿ĵ¿m noktalarē ve rotalar ¿zerinden inceleyen ­alēĸma, dºn¿ĸ¿m s¿recinde 

korunan, yeniden kullanēlan ve kaybedilenleri deĵerlendirmek ¿zere kentin deĵiĸen 

katmanlarēnē analiz etmektedir. 
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Anahtar Kelimeler:  Amasya, Ge­ Osmanlē Mimarlēĵē, Erken Cumhuriyet 

Mimarlēĵē, Kent Tarihi 
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CHAPTER 1 

 

 

INTRODUCTION  

 

 

1.1. Aim and Scope 

 

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment in the central 

northern Anatolian town of Amasya from the late period of the Ottoman Empire to 

the early period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement 

history of Amasya as a city with distinctive geographical characteristics, by 

analyzing the transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing 

socio-cultural, economic and political contexts, and to discuss what was preserved, 

re-used and lost in the process 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 these periods is 

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 cityôs different periods of the late Ottoman Empire and the early 

Turkish Republic respectively, requires analyzing the transition from the Ottoman 

to the Republican contexts in terms of the urban transformations that caused 

changes while also presenting continuities in the definition and usage of the urban 

space. The focus on Amasya, which has not been researched thoroughly, makes this 

study significant in terms of producing new knowledge about the settlement history 

of the city. 
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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 resettlement of cultural and ethnic groups after socio-political events such as 

migrations as well as human responses to natural disasters. In addition, public 

buildings and spaces were constructed, destructed as well as re-used during these 

periods as a result of mainly state dominated practices. As such, the study examines 

the transformation of the built environment in the city through the political changes 

along with social and economic changes by understanding the multi-contextual 

structure of the city and the changes in these contexts, in order to understand how 

the multiple layers of the city overlapped with each other and to evaluate the urban 

change along these lines. 

 

In this frame of analysis, public buildings and public places as well as larger 

neighborhoods created nodes in the urban system. These nodes were connected to 

each other by defined routes, creating urban layers and hence a multilayered urban 

structure. As such, the built environment in Amasya was formed and transformed 

through not only its physical aspects but also its production and re-production 

depending on the socio-cultural, economic, and political factors, which created 

different layers.1  

 

In order to analyze the built environment, this study examines the activities of the 

society, and orders of rulers, as well as the interactions among residents, 

                                                 
1 For theoretical approaches to the morphological formation of the city, see: Patrick Geddes, Cities 

in Evolution (London: Williams & Norgate, 1915); Lewis Mumford, The City in History, Its Origins, 

Its Transformations and Its Prospects (New York: Harcourt, Brace & Word, 1961); Leonardo 

Benevolo, The History of the City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1988); Colin Rowe and Fred 

Koetter, Collage City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2006); Attilio Petruccioli, After Amnesia: 

Learning from the Islamic Mediterranean Urban Fabric (Bari: ICAR, 2007); Aldo Rossi, The 

Architecture of the City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2007); Karl Kropf, ñAspects of Urban Form,ò 

Urban Morphology 13, no. 2 (2009): 105-120; Kevin Lynch, The Image of the City (Cambridge, 

MA: The MIT Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Richard Tobias, The City Shaped: Urban Patterns 

and Meanings Through History (New York: Bulfinch Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Greg Castillo, 

The City Assembled: The Elements of Urban Form Through History (New York, NY: Thames & 

Hudson, 2014); Alain Borie, Pierre Micheloni and Pierre Pinon, Form ve Deformasyon Mimari ve 

Kentsel Nesnelerin Form ve Deformasyonu (Ķstanbul: Janus Yayēncēlēk, 2019). 
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administrators, and tradesmen. The physical transformation of the city of Amasya 

from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century, and the political and natural 

events that affected this transformation, are examined and evaluated by also 

emphasizing the roles of different actors in the city, especially the active roles of 

state administrators. 

 

In the late Ottoman period, the state aimed to reform its system in order to adopt 

contemporary political and economic changes initially witnessed in Western 

European countries by the impacts of the Industrial Revolution and the French 

Revolution. In this regard, starting with the Tanzimat Edict of 1839,2 various 

regulations and organizational models were implemented in military, political, 

economic, and administrative fields, affecting the formation of the built 

environment. Contemporary changes in trade, religion, and technology, resulting in 

migrations and wars, also resulted in transformations in the the built environment. 

The spatial layout of Amasya also began to change in the second half of the 

nineteenth century in relation to contemporary in demographics, economy and 

politics. 

 

The transformations in the administrative hierarchy, population, and business-trade 

in the second half of the nineteenth century affected the spatial structure of Ottoman 

cities.3 After adopting the institutional transformations of the nineteenth century, 

                                                 
2 The Tanzimat period was the result of the Nizam-i-Jadid reforms. The reforms named as Islahat 

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

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

which brought new organizational models and regulations in all areas, including the field of 

architecture. The arrangements made in the Tanzimat period also formed the basis of laws, and 

regulations in the Turkish Republic. Afife  Batur, ñBatēlēlaĸma Dºneminde Osmanlē Mimarlēĵē,ò 

Tanzimatôtan Cumhuriyetôe T¿rkiye Ansiklopedisi, 1038-1967 (Ķstanbul: Ķletiĸim Yayēnlarē, 1985), 

1046-1047. For detailed information, see: Carter Vaughn Findley, Turkey, Islam, Nationalism, and 

Modernity: A history, 1789-2007, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010). 

3 Sevgi Akt¿re, ñ17. Y¿zyēl Baĸēndan 19. Y¿zyēl Ortasēna Kadarki Dºnemde Anadolu Osmanlē 

ķehrinde ķehirsel Yapēnēn Deĵiĸme S¿reci,ò METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, I, no. I, 

(Ankara, 1975): 123-124. Jean-Luc Arnaud, ñModernization of the Cities of the Ottoman Empire 
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traditional architectural products were replaced with the newly required building 

programs, especially for administrative and educational buildings that were seen as 

influention in the contemporary modernization4 process. 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 evaluates the 

remaking of the fabric of the city in this process.5 The modernization process that 

had started with the Tanzimat reforms6 replaced the traditional arrangements based 

on Islamic rules with governmental institutions.7 During 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 to be intact during the early Republican period by 

infrastructural and transportation improvement, industrial development, and 

                                                 
(1800-1920),ò The City in the Islamic World, Salma K. Jayyusi, Andr® Raymond, Attilio Petruccioli 

and Renata Holod (eds.), (Leiden, Boston: Brill, 2008): 957. 

4 The term ñmodernizationò is used to describe the process of social development that is featured by 

technological improvements and industrialization, urbanization, increase in population, demand for 

national state managed by democratic governance and bureaucratic institution, the rise of the mass 

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

Hilde Heynen, Architecture and Modernity A Critique, (The MIT Press, 1999): 8, 10. 

5 Zeynep ¢elik, The Remaking of Ķstanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman City in the Nineteenth Century, 

(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993); Halil Ķnalcik, Donald Quataert and Suraiya 

Faroqhi, An economic and social history of the Ottoman Empire: 1600-1914, (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 2000); Sibel Bozdoĵan, Modernism and Nation Building: Turkish 

Architectural Culture in the Early Republic, (University of Washington Press, 2001). 

6 Before the declaration of the Tanzimat reforms in 1839, the administrative center did not exist as 

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

Instead, they managed the city from Ķstanbul. Also, there was not any specific public building for 

Ottoman civil servants who were on duty in towns such as kadē, subaĸē and other state officials; they 

usually carried out their duties at their houses. 

7 Bozdoĵan, Modernism and Nation Building, 56-57. 
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construction of factories, railways, and electricity plants as well as important public 

buildings necessary for the functioning of the new state. 

 

In this context, the main interventions in the built environment that shaped the city 

center in Amasya were the construction of public buildings and the destruction of 

the characteristic multi-ethnic neighborhoods. The first one emerged after the 

modernization process by the construction of new types of public buildings 

commissioned by the state. The actors influential in the decision-making process of 

contemporary cities implemented regulations in line with the idealized European 

models8 that developed in technology, industry, and urbanization. Thereby, in the 

context of Amasya, the first institutional buildings were constructed in 1863 with 

the initiative of Governor Ziya Paĸa.9 Secondly, the multi-ethnic character of the 

population was lost especially after the fire in 1915 that created a vast area, namely 

Yangēnyeri, until the re-planning of the site by the implementation of mass housing-

projects in 1949. For this reason, the chronological focus of this study covers the 

period from the 1860s to the 1940s, specifying the time of Ziya Paĸa as a starting 

point for the implementation of modernization projects in the city, and the 

construction of the residential complex (Y¿zevler) in Yangēnyeri as an ending point 

                                                 
8 The model here was mainly the transformations of Paris by Haussmann see: Zeynep ¢elik, The 

remaking of Ķstanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University 

of California Press, 1993). 

9 Ziya Paĸa as an administrator, poet, and writer, was much concerned to improve administrative 

practice in the Ottoman Empire. In 1855 he gained a position as a secretary at the Imperial Palace. 

By the advice of Edhem Paĸa, he concentrated on learning French and made numerous translations 

from French. In 1861 Sultan Abd¿lmecid died and after a while, Ziya Paĸa disagreed with Ali Paĸa 

during the domination of Fuad and Ali Paĸas as grand viziers. He was appointed as Ministry of 

Police (Zabtiye Nezareti), then Ministry of Athens. After a short period, he was sent to Anatolian 

provinces with new assignments in a short period. Lastly, in Amasya, his works were checked by 

inspectors with the instructions of Ali Paĸa. Until his death, he lived a miserable life in Anatolian 

provinces. See: ķerif Mardin, The Genesis of Young Ottoman Thought. A study in the modernization 

of Turkish political ideas, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1962), 337-339. Ziya Paĸa who 

was one of the Young Ottoman intellectuals, was charged as a state official on December 1863. See: 

Kenan Aky¿z, Ziya Paĸaԁnin Amasya mutasarrēflēĵē sērasēndaki olaylar, (Ankara: Ankara 

¦niversitesi Basēmevi, 1964), 2. 
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that completely transformed the urban fabric by 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 history.10 Research on urban history 

requires multi- and cross-disciplinary approaches to understand the interactions on 

a broader scale. In that, the shift in historical research methodology in architecture 

from the examination of stylistic-formal appearance to social contexts and meaning 

under the various circumstances of the built environment is to be noted. As ¢elik 

and Favro state, ñMonumental urban constructs are currently being reexamined by 

architectural historians anxious to understand the ówhyô and óhowô behind the 

stylistic ówhat.ôò Hence, urban space defined/constructed according to socio-

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

order to understand what was the result in terms of the built environment, but the 

aim is also to evaluate ñwhyò and ñhowò such transformations existed in the urban 

context.11 

 

Analyzing the urban history, this study also draws on the developing literature on 

environmental history12 in order to demonstrate the relations between architectural 

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

and post-colonialist discourses, decline/dissolution paradigm, Conzenian and Muratorian traditions, 

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

on the new approaches in urban historiography, see: Zeynep ¢elik and Diane Favro, ñMethods of 

Urban Historyò, Journal of Architectural Education, vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988): 4-9; Nancy Stieber, 

ñMicrohistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,ò Journal of the Society 

of Architectural Historians, 58(3), (1999): 382ï391; Shane Ewen, What is Urban History? 

(Cambridge: Polity Press, 2016). 

11 Zeynep ¢elik and Diane Favro, ñMethods of Urban History,ò Journal of Architectural Education, 

vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988), 4-9, 5. 

12 By taking into account environmental aspects, it is aimed to conduct a diversified approach in 

history of architecture that relates architectural and urban developments with natural as well as 
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and urban production with the geomorphological characteristics of settlements. The 

geography, climate, and environmental aspects affected construction decisions and 

physical fabrics of cities. The investigation of natural disasters is also 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 a result of socio-cultural, economic, political as well as natural factors, the 

formation and transformation of cities present a network of relations. Stieber 

explains this type of a complex network in the history of urbanism through topics 

such as power, patronage, representation, social control, urban identity, territory, 

uses of space, and everyday life. She states that: 

 

The life of buildings after their completion becomes as important as 

their genesis. The aim is to bring to our attention the many levels of 

representation in which the city is involved: building, and architectural 

practices; material, physical, and spatial forms; human action, behavior, 

protests, celebrations, and contestations.13  

 

Other scholars 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 

metaphor ñfor visualizing how new urban forms and ways of life are inscribed upon 

existing spaces and habits.ò They stressed out that: 

                                                 
human factors. For recent studies on environmental history, see: William Cronon, Nature's 

Metropolis: Chicago and the Great West, (New York: W.W. Norton, 1997); Alan Mikhail, Nature 

and Empire in Ottoman Egypt: An Environmental History, (New York, N.Y: Cambridge University 

Press, 2013); Sam White, The Climate of Rebellion in the Early Modern Ottoman Empire. 

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

and Konstantin Kastrissianakis, ñNarrating Palimpsestic Spaces,ò Environment and Planning A: 

Economy and Space, 49(5), (2017): 1163-1180. 

13 Nancy Stieber, ñMicrohistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,ò 

Journal of the Society of Architectural Historians, 58 (3), (1999): 387. 
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All cities undergo processes of palimpsestic decay and reconstruction, 

and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect exemplary forms 

of óheritageô while neglecting or destroying other urban histories.14 

 

As the focus 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 study. The choice of 

Amasya to be studied among other central Anatolian cities is mainly related to the 

lack of the existing literature on the history of Anatolian cities during the late 

Ottoman and early Republican periods.15 The lack of interest in these periods could 

depend on factors such as the contemporary decline of the political, economic and 

social potentials of these cities, and the resultant physical restrictions in their built 

environments. Thus, most of the research has focused on the earlier centuries of 

                                                 
14 David J. Marshall, Lynn A. Staeheli, Dima Smaira and Konstantin Kastrissianakis, ñNarrating 

Palimpsestic Spaces,ò Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 49(5), (2017): 1164. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X17690531 

15 There is limited and recently developing literature on late Ottoman and early Republican urban 

and architectural history of Anatolia except Ķstanbul, Ķzmir and Ankara. For example, see: Sevgi 

Akt¿re, ñOsmanlē Devletinde Taĸra Kentlerindeki Deĵiĸimlerò, Tanzimatôtan Cumhuriyetôe T¿rkiye 

Ansiklopedisi, 4, (Ķstanbul: Ķletiĸim Yayēnlarē, 1985), 891-904; Kemal Ahmet Ar¾, T¿rk kenti: T¿rk 

kent dokularēnēn incelenmesine ve bug¿nk¿ koĸullar i­inde deĵerlendirilmesine iliĸkin yºntem 

araĸtērmasē. (Ķstanbul: Yapē-End¿stri Merkezi Yayēnlarē, 1998); Necdet Sakaoĵlu, 20. y¿zyēl 

baĸēnda Osmanlē kentleri, (Ķstanbul: Deniz K¿lt¿r, 2010); Yasemin Avcē, Bir Osmanlē Anadolu 

Kentinde Tanzimat Reformlarē ve Kentsel Dºn¿ĸ¿m: Denizli, 1839-1908. Ķstanbul: Yeditepe, 2010; 

Musa ¢adērcē, Tanzimat S¿recinde T¿rkiye: Anadolu Kentleri. T¿lay Ercoĸkun (ed.) (Ankara: Ķmge 

Kitabevi, 2011); Suat ¢abuk, ñKayseriônin Cumhuriyet Dºnemiôndeki Ķlk Kent D¿zenlemesi: 1933 

¢aylak Planē,ò METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, 29, 2, (Dec., 2012): 63-87; Sēdēka 

¢etin, ñGe­ Osmanlēdan Erken Cumhuriyete Ķ­ Batē Anadolu'da Kentsel Yapēnēn DeỲiĸimi: Manisa, 

Afyon, Burdur ve Isparta kentleri ¦zerine Karĸēlaĸtērmalē Bir Ķnceleme,ò METU Journal of the 

Faculty of Architecture, 29, 2, (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 

Altan Ergut, ñCumhuriyet Dºnemi Mimarlēĵē: Tanēmlar, Sēnērlar, Olanaklarò T¿rkiye Araĸtērmalarē 

Literat¿r Dergisi, 7, no. 13. (2009): 121-130. 
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Amasya,16 mainly on the fifteenth-eighteenth centuries period,17 analyzing its 

demographical, administrative, and financial structure and the physical formation 

of the city in the age of the Islamic expansion and the revolts that took place in the 

city.18 On the other hand, the research on twentieth-century Amasya is mainly about 

its place in the national struggle and the Amasya Declaration.19 A few studies have 

focused on the built environment of the city during the late nineteenth and early 

twentieth centuries. One of the useful sources is Kani Kuzucularôs unpublished 

                                                 
16 See: Leyla A. Turgut, ñSeljuk Cities in Northern Anatolia-Amasya-Tokat-Sivas,ò T¿rkiye Turing 

ve Otomobil Kurumu Belleteni, (Ķstanbul, 1960); Sevgi Akt¿re, 19. Y¿zyēl Sonunda Anadolu Kenti 

Mek©nsal Yapē ¢ºz¿mlemesi, (Ankara: ODT¦ Mimarlēk Fak¿ltesi Baskē Atºlyesi, 1978); Alain 

Borie, Pierre Pinon and St®phane Yerasimos, ñTokat: Essai sur l'Architecture Domestique et la 

Forme Urbaineò, Anatolia Moderna, 1, (1991): 239ï273; Leila T. Erder and Suraiya Faroqhi, ñThe 

Development of the Anatolian Urban Network during the Sixteenth Centuryò, Journal of Economic 

and Social History of the Orient, 23, no. 3, (Oct., 1980); Suraiya Faroqhi, Towns and Townsmen of 

Ottoman Anatolia: Trade, Crafts and Food Production in an Urban Setting, 1520-1650, (Cambridge 

University Press, 1984). 

17 The extensive studies on these periods include: Petra Kappert, Die Osmanischen Prinzen und Ihre 

Residenz Amasya in 15. Und 16. Jahrhundert. (Ķst: Netherlands Archeological Institute, Leiden, 

1976); Ahmet ķimĸirgil, ñ1520 tarihli tapu-tahrir defterine gºre Amasya Sancaĵē,ò (PhD diss., 

Atat¿rk ¦niversitesi, 1985); Oktay ¥zel, ñChanges in Settlement Patterns, Population and Society 

in Rural Anatolia: A Case Study of Amasya, 1576ï1642ò (PhD diss., University of Manchester, 

1993); Adnan G¿rb¿z, ñToprak-Vakēf Ķliĸkileri ¢er­evesinde XVI. Y¿zyēlda Amasya Sancaĵē,ò 

(PhD diss., Ankara ¦niversitesi, 1993); Sema G¿nd¿z, ñOsmanlē Beyliĵi Mimarisinde Anadolu 

Sel­uklu Geleneĵi,ò (PhD diss., Hacettepe ¦niversitesi, 2006); H¿seyin G¿neĸ, ñLale Devriônde 

Amasya (XVIII. Y¿zyēlēn Ķkinci ¢eyreĵi,ò (PhD diss., Ondokuz Mayēs ¦niversitesi, 2001); Hasan 

Karataĸ, ñThe City as a Historical Actor: The Urbanization and Ottomanization of the Halvetiye Sufi 

Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries,ò (PhD diss., University of 

California, Berkeley, 2011); Sibel Kavaklē, ñXVII. Y¿zyēlēn Ķkinci Yarēsēnda Amasya (ķerôiyye 

Sicillerine Gºre), (PhD diss., Gazi ¦niversitesi, 2011); Oktay ¥zel, The Collapse of Rural Order in 

Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 1576-1643, (Leiden: Brill, 2016). Mustafa ¢aĵhan Keskin, ñOsmanlē 

Vilayet-i Rumôunun Ķnĸasē (Baniler-Vakēflar-Mimari Aktºrler): Yºrg¿­ Paĸa Ailesinin Mimari 

Etkinliĵi (1429-1494),ò (PhD diss., Ķstanbul Teknik ¦niversitesi, 2017). 

18 Mostly ĸerôiyye sicilleri (court registers) and tahrir defterleri (tax registers) were used in these 

studies. 

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

the nation during the Turkish Independence War. See, for example: Mehmet Kēlē­, Amasya Tamimi 

ve Protokol¿, (Amasya Valiliĵi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2009); H¿seyin Men­, Mill ēd M¿cadele Yēllarēnda 

Amasya: Portreler, Belgeler, (Ankara, 1992). 
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doctoral thesis on the physical structure of the city,20 which 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, demographic data, 

economic and administrative changes. It includes detailed information on the 

development of the physical structure of Amasya by using archival documents, base 

maps, and aerial photographs. Gediz Urakôs doctoral dissertation on the city pattern 

and buildings of the city21 covers the Turkish period construction facilities of 

Amasya. It presents chronological documentation of historical monuments with 

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

¢aĵatay Se­kin on the evaluation of the open space transformations in Amasya, by 

Serdar Balcē on the socio-political and cultural context of Amasya, and by Eren 

ķenol on the urbanization and urban problems of the city during the Republican 

period.22 In addition, there also exist recent studies on the social, economic, and 

political history of Amasya by Edip Uzundal and Sadēk ¢etin.23 There are also 

unpublished theses written for restoration proposals, especially for the river-front 

buildings and the relation between cultural heritage and tourism potential in the 

historic districts in the case of Amasya.24  

                                                 
20 Kani Kuzucular, ñAmasya Kentiônin Fiziksel Yapēsēnēn Tarihsel Geliĸimi,ò (PhD diss., Ķstanbul 

Teknik ¦niversitesi, 1994). 

21 Gediz Urak, ñAmasyaônēn T¿rk Devri ķehir Dokusu ve Yapēlarēnēn Analiz ve Deĵerlendirilmesi,ò 

(PhD diss., Gazi ¦niversitesi, 1994). 

22 Y. ¢aĵatay Se­kin, ñTarihi Kentlerdeki A­ēk Mekanlarēn Deĵiĸen Kullanēmlarēnēn 

Deĵerlendirilmesi: Amasya ¥rneĵi,ò (PhD diss., ĶT¦, 2005); Serdar Balcē, ñCumhuriyet Dºneminde 

Amasya (1923-1950) óĶdari, Siyasi, Sosyal ve K¿lt¿rel Yapē, (PhD diss., Atat¿rk ¦niversitesi, 2014) 

and Eren ķenol, ñAmasyaônēn Cumhuriyet Dºnemi Kentsel Geliĸim S¿reci ve Kentleĸme Sorunlarē,ò 

(PhD diss., Ankara ¦niversitesi, 2010). 

23 Edip Uzundal, ñSultan II. Abd¿lhamid Dºnemiônde Amasya Sancaĵē (Sosyal, Ekonomik, Ķdari ve 

Demografik Yapē),ò (PhD diss., Gaziosmanpaĸa ¦niversitesi, 2017); Sadēk ¢etin, ñķerôiyye 

Sicillerine Gºre III. Selim ve II. Mahmud Dºnemleri Amasyaôsēnda Merkez-Taĸra M¿nasebetleri,ò 

(PhD diss., Gaziantep ¦niversitesi, 2018). 

24 These include: Ertuĵrul Mor­ºl, ñA study on Refunctioning of Ottoman City "han"s-Amasya 

Taĸhan.ò (Masterôs Thesis, Middle East Technical University, 1986); Mehmet ¢aĵlar Meĸhur, 
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This study aims to fill in the gap in the architectural and urban historiography of 

one of the central Anatolian cities of the late Ottoman and early Republican periods, 

which has been ñhidden/unseenò in comparison to more widely studied cities such 

as those in the Balkans, the Arab cities and the port cities of Anatolia in the Ottoman 

territory,25 as well as the larger cities of the Republican period such as Ankara and 

Ķstanbul.26  

                                                 
ñTarihi ¢evrelerin Korunmasē S¿recinde Yeni Yaklaĸēmlar Amasya Kenti, Yalēboyu Evleri ¥rneĵiò. 

(Masterôs Thesis, Sel­uk ¦niversitesi, 1999); ¥zlem Karakul, ñNew Buildings in Old Settings: 

Riverfront Buildings in Amasya,ò (Masterôs Thesis, METU, 2002); G¿lfem Altēnºz, ñMekansal 

Dizin Yºntemiyle Kentsel Dokuda Bi­imsel Analiz: Amasya¥rneĵi,ò (Masterôs Thesis, ĶT¦, 2003); 

¥yk¿ ¥zbucak, ñAmasya Kurtoĵlu Evleriônin Restorasyon ¥nerisi,ò (Masterôs Thesis, Gazi 

¦niversitesi, 2005); Uĵur ¢elik, ñAmasya Kapu Aĵasē H¿seyin Aĵa Bedesteni Restorasyon 

¥nerisi.ò (Masterôs Thesis, Gazi ¦niversitesi, 2008); Ersel Oltulu, ñAmasyaônēn Anētsal Eserleri ve 

Hēzēr Paĸa K¿lliyesi Restit¿syon ve Koruma ¥nerisi,ò (Masterôs Thesis, Yēldēz Teknik ¦niversitesi, 

2006); Emine T¿rkoĵlu, ñAmasya Ķli, Hatuniye Mahallesi Geleneksel Yerleĸim Dokusunun Analizi, 

Deĵerlendirilmesi ve Koruma Geliĸtirme ¥nerisi,ò (Masterôs Thesis, Gazi ¦niversitesi, 2006); 

Leyla Etyemez, ñAssessing the Integration of Historical Strafication with the Current Context in 

Multi -Layered Towns. Case Study: Amasya,ò (Master's Thesis, METU, 2011); Zeynel Orkan 

G¿zelci, ñAmasya Yalēboyu Evleri ¦zerine Bir Bi­im Grameri ¢alēĸmasē,ò (Masterôs Thesis, ĶT¦, 

2012). 

25 See: Paul Dumont and Fran­ois Georgeon, Villes ottomanes ̈ la fin de l'Empire, (Paris: 

L'Harmattan, 1992); ¢aĵlar Keyder, Y. Ey¿p ¥zveren and Donald Quataert, ñPort Cities in the 

Ottoman Empire: Some Theoretical and Historical Perspectivesò Review, a Journal of Fernand 

Braudel Center, XVI, 4 (Fall 1993): 519-558; Zeynep ¢elik, The remaking of Ķstanbul: Portrait of 

an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993); 

Alexandra Yerolympos, Urban Transformations in the Balkans (1820-1920), (Thessaloniki: 

University Studio Press, 1996); F. C©n© Bilsel, ñCultures et Fonctionnalit®s: LôEvolution de la 

Morphologie Urbaine de la Ville dôIzmir aux XIXe et d®but XXe Si¯clesò, (PhD diss., Universit® 

de Paris X ï Nanterre, 1999); Andre Raymond, Arab Cities in the Ottoman Period: Cairo, Syria and 

the Maghreb, (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2002); Jens Hanssen, Fin de Siecle Beirut: The Making of an 

Ottoman Provincial Capital (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2003); Yasemin Avcē, Deĵiĸim S¿recinde 

Bir Osmanlē Kenti: Kud¿s (1890-1914), (Ankara: Phoenix, 2004); Edhem Eldem, Daniel Goffman 

and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City Between East and West: Aleppo, Izmir, and Istanbul, (New 

York: Cambridge University Press, 2005); Zeynep ¢elik, Empire, Architecture, and the City: 

French-Ottoman Encounters, 1830-1914, (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2008); Ķpek 

Yada Akpēnar, Osmanlē Baĸkentinden K¿reselleĸen Ķstanbul'a: Mimarlēk ve Kent, 1910-2010, 

(Ķstanbul: Osmanlē Bankasē Arĸiv ve Araĸtērma Merkezi, 2010); Sibel Zandi-Sayek, Ottoman Izmir: 

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

26 For the analyses of Ankara and Ķstanbul, see, for example: Gºn¿l Tankut, Bir Baĸkentin Ķmarē: 

Ankara 1929-1939, (Ankara: METU, 1990); Ali Cengizkan, Ankara'nēn Ķlk Planē; 1924-25 Lºrcher 

Planē: Kentsel mekan ºzellikleri, 1932 Jansen Planē'na ve bug¿ne katkēlarē, etki ve kalēntēlarē, 

(Ankara: Arkadaĸ Yayēnlarē, 2004); F. C©n© Bilsel and Pierre Pinon, Ķmparatorluk Baĸkentinden 
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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 other main source of analysis for the study. The 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.27 As a result of the conventional acceptance of the decline theory in 

historiography, a break was presented to have occurred in historical continuity; 

especially the nationalist narratives of Turkish history rejected the more recent 

Ottoman/Islamic past, and instead of it, they established a connection with Central 

Asian and pre-Ottoman Anatolian origins.28 Bozdoĵan pointed out the paradox 

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 also remarked the ñTurkishnessò of Ottoman forms linked with Central-Asian 

origins of Turkic peoples to provide an unbroken historical continuity.29 In order to 

understand the continuities and changes in the built environment, the new literature 

that is developing about the architecture of the late Ottoman and the early 

Republican contexts, is informative.30  

                                                 
Cumhuriyet'in Modern Kentine: Henri Prost'un Ķstanbul Planlamasē (1936-1951), (Ķstanbul: 

Ķstanbul Araĸtērmalarē Enstit¿s¿, 2010). 

27 Uĵur Tanyeli, ñHistory of Ottoman Architecture and the Historiographical Model of Decline and 

Fallò, 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture, ñA Supra-National Heritageò, (Yapē-End¿stri Merkezi 

Publications, 1999). 

28 S. M. Can Bilsel, ññOur Anatoliaò: Organicism and the Making of Humanist Culture in Turkey.ò 

Muqarnas, 24 (1), (2007): 223-224. 

29 Sibel Bozdoĵan, ñReading Ottoman Architecture Through Modernist Lenses: Nationalist 

Historiography and the ñNew Architectureò in the Early Republic,ò Muqarnas, 24, (2007): 199-203. 

https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004163201.i-310.33  

30 For the analyses of late Ottoman architectural and urban contexts, see: Ķlhan Tekeli, ñTanzimatôtan 

Cumhuriyetôe Kentsel Dºn¿ĸ¿mlerò, Tanzimatôtan Cumhuriyetôe T¿rkiye Ansiklopedisi, 4, (1985): 

878-890; Selman Can, Son Dºnem Osmanlē Mimarlēĵē: Bilinmeyen Aktºrleri ve Olaylarē Ķle 

(Erzurum Ķl K¿lt¿r ve Turizm M¿d¿rl¿ĵ¿, 2010); Oya ķenyurt, Osmanlē Mimarisinin Temel Ķlkeleri. 

(Doĵu Kitabevi, 2015); Zeynep ¢elik, The Remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman 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, and architectural history 

of the late Ottoman and early Republican periods, this research initially requires the 

interpretation of archival sources, especially those of old photographs and maps. 

The analysis will be based on the examination of the geographical and historical 

contexts of Amasya, in which buildings as ñphysical evidencesò were constructed 

as a result of socio-cultural, economic and political factors. However, it is not 

possible to reach most of the physical evidence as the original buildings were 

mostly demolished, although their photographs and written descriptions could be 

used to understand their original forms and contexts.  

                                                 
Nineteenth Century, ; Edhem Eldem, Daniel Goffman and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City 

Between East and West: Aleppo, Izmir, and Istanbul, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 

2005); Paul Dumont and Fran­ois Georgeon, Modernleĸme S¿recinde Osmanlē Kentleri, (Ķstanbul: 

Tarih Vakfē Yurt Yayēnlarē, 1999); Pierre Pinon, ñAttempted Typology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman 

Towns of Anatolia and the Balkans,ò 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture: ñA Supra-National 

Heritage,ò (Yapē-End¿stri Merkezi Publications, 1999).  

For the analyses of Republican architectural and urban contexts, see: Afife Batur, ñCumhuriyet 

Dºneminde T¿rk Mimarlēĵē,ò Cumhuriyet Dºnemi T¿rkiye Ansiklopedisi, No. 5, (Ķstanbul: Ķletiĸim 

Yayēnlarē, 1983); Renata Holod and Ahmet Evin, Modern Turkish Architecture, (Philadelphia: 

University of Pennsylvania Press, 1984); Afife Batur, A Concise History: Architecture in Turkey 

during the 20th Century, (Ķstanbul: Chamber of Architects of Turkey, 2005); Ķnci Aslanoĵlu, Erken 

Cumhuriyet Dºnemi Mimarlēĵē 1923-1938, (Ankara: ODT¦ Mimarlēk Fak¿ltesi Yayēnlarē, 2001); 

Sibel Bozdoĵan, Modernism and Nation Building: Turkish Architectural Culture in the Early 

Republic, (Seattle and London: University of Washington Press, 2001); Sibel Bozdoĵan and Esra 

Akcan, Turkey: Modern Architectures in History, (London: Reaktion Books, 2012); Zeynep Kezer, 

Building Modern Turkey: State, Space, and Ideology in the Early Republic, (Pittsburgh PA: 

University of Pittsburgh Press, 2016); Ķlhan Tekeli, ñT¿rkiyeôde Cumhuriyet Dºneminde Kentsel 

Geliĸme ve Kent Planlamasē,ò 75 Yēlda Deĵiĸen Kent ve Mimarlēk, (Ķstanbul: Tarih Vakfē Yayēnlarē, 

1998), 1-24. Ķlhan Tekeli, ñBir Modernleĸme Projesi Olarak T¿rkiyeôde Kent Planlamasēò, Sibel 

Bozdoĵan ve Reĸat Kasaba (ed.), T¿rkiyeôde Modernleĸme ve Ulusal Kimlik, (Ķstanbul: Tarih Vakfē 

Yurt Yayēnlarē, 1999). Ķlhan Tekeli, Modernite Aĸēlērken Kent Planlamasē, (Ankara: Ķmge Kitabevi, 

2001). Ķlhan Tekeli, T¿rkiye'nin Kent Planlama Ve Kent Araĸtērmalarē Tarihi Yazēlarē. (Ķstanbul: 

Tarih Vakfē Yurt Yayēnlarē, 2011); Mehmet Beng¿ Uluengin, ¥mer Turan, ''Ķmparatorluĵun Ķhtiĸam 

Arayēĸēndan Cumhuriyet'in. Radikal Modernleĸme Projesine: T¿rkiye'de Kentsel Planlamanēn Ķlk 

Y¿z Yēlē'', T¿rkiye Araĸtērmalarē Literat¿r Dergisi, 3, no. 6 (2005): 353-436. H. ¢aĵatay Keskinok, 

ñUrban Planning Experience of Turkey in the 1930s,ò METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, 

27, no. 2, (2010/1), 173-188. Murat G¿l. The Emergence of Modern Istanbul: Transformation and 

Modernisation of a City. (London: I.B. Tauris, 2012). F. Cana Bilsel, ñIdeology and Urbanism 

During the Early Republican Period: Two Master Plans for Ķzmir and Scenarios of Modernization 

METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture 16, no. 1-2, (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, imperial decrees, 

official reports, and the Republican state records directly related to architectural, 

infrastructural, and urban developments in mentioned periods were obtained.31 

Throughout this research, I studied at the archives and libraries such as Turkish 

Presidency State Archives of the Republic of Turkey (former Prime Ministryôs 

Ottoman and Republican Archives) in Ankara, Ķlbank Archives in Ankara, National 

Library of Turkey in Ankara, General Directorate of Mapping in Ankara, German 

Archaeological Institute Library (DAI) in Ķstanbul, Atat¿rk Library in Ķstanbul and 

Bayezit Public Library, Museum Archives, and Municipality Archives in Amasya. 

 

The documents for this research have been obtained from state archives, 

newspapers, and travelersô records as well as photographs. The primary research 

sources are the state archival records at the Turkish Presidency State Archives of the 

Republic of Turkey in Ankara that contain both the ñDepartment of Ottoman 

Archivesò and the ñDepartment of Republican Archives.ò The sources such as 

correspondence files, official reports, plans, and photographs are essential 

documentations for understanding the projected plans and construction facilities in 

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

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

late Ottoman to Republican periods such as Amasyaô da Emel, Yeĸil Amasya, and 

Yeĸilērmak Halkevi Dergisi.  

 

Travel accounts of ecclesiastics, geographers, and military men were also among 

the primary sources for the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, recording 

observations on Amasya. According to this information, the social life in the late 

                                                 
31 The archival research had some limitations because of such reasons as that some of the sources 

have not yet been opened to public use, some are not well-preserved, 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 the maps, 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 will be unearthed via written documents 

such as the treatises and depictions and visual documents such as engravings and 

photographs. The narratives of travelers such as those by Evliya ¢elebi, H. 

Dernschwam, H. van der Osten, F. Cumont, Ibn-i Battuta, A. D. Mortdmann, O. G. 

Busbecq, A. Gabriel, G. De Jerphnion, B. Natanyan contain essential depictions, 

engravings, and photographs of the city. Among them, the Turkish government 

charged Albert Gabriel to produce a classified list of important Islamic buildings 

by conducting research in Anatolia. In this connection, he visited Kayseri-Sivas-

Tokat-Niksar and Amasya in April-May of 1928 and prepared a detailed map of 

Amasya, which was used as the main source for the preparation of the maps to be 

used in this study.32 

 

Local historians also left written sources on late nineteenth century Amasya.33 

Mustafa Vazēh Efendi, H¿seyin H¿sameddin, and Osman Fevzi Olcay, and GabriǛl 

H. Simonian were those from Amasya who wrote treatises about the nineteenth and 

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

sources mostly cover transcriptions of archival materials,34 some limited 

publications35 and unpublished theses on the built environment of the city.  

                                                 
32 Korkut E. Erdur (ed), Albert Gabrielôin Yaĸamē ve Yapētlarē, Albert Gabriel, 1883-1972: Mimar, 

Arkeolog, Ressam, Gezgin, (Ķstanbul: Yapē Kredi Yayēnlarē, 2006), 28. 
33 For other travelers in Amasya, see: Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatn©melerde Amasya. (Kayseri: Amasya 

Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2007). 

34 Abdizade H¿seyin H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkuĸ and Ali 

Yēlmaz (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 1986), Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatn©melerde 

Amasya. (Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2007); Mustafa V©zēh Efendi, Amasya 

fetv©larē ve ilk Amasya ĸehir tarihi: (Bel©bil¿ôr-r©siye f´ riy©z-ē mes©iliôl-Am©siyye) (trans.) Ali Rēza 

Ayar and Recep Orhan ¥zel, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2011); Osman Fevzi 

Olcay, Amasya hatēralarē: "Bildiklerim gºrd¿klerim iĸittiklerim ile Amasya,ò (trans.)  Turan 

Bºcek­i and Mehmet H. Se­kiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009); Osman Fevzi Olcay, 

Amasya ķehri, Harun K¿­­¿k and Kurtuluĸ Altunbaĸ, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2014); Ali  

Tuzcu and Kemal Tuzcu, Osmanlē ve Erken Cumhuriyet Dºnemi Salnamelerde Amasya 1870-1930, 

(Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2015). 

35 T¿rkiye Cumhuriyeti Amasya Vilayeti 1923-1933, (Resimli Ay Matbaasē, 1933); H¿seyin Orak, 

ñAmasyaò, T¿rkiye Kēlavuzu, 1, (Ankara: 1946): 109-145; Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih, 

coĵrafya, salname-kēlavuz ve kazalar, (Ankara: G¿ney Matbaacēlēk ve Gazetecilik, 1954); Gabriel 

H. Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic Amasya, (Venice, St Lazarus,1966); Muzaffer Doĵanbaĸ, 
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Maps and photographs are the most important data as the witnesses of the late 

nineteenth and twentieth-century city of Amasya. The city itself, on the other hand, 

is the evidence of the afterlife of the researched context; yet, there are little 

architectural 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 in 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 was also 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 which buildings 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 public places.  

 

1.3. Organization 

 

The thesis consists of four chapters, including the introduction and the conclusion. 

The ñIntroductionò explains the aim and scope of the study, defining the research 

problems and methodologies applied by also referring to the existing literature on 

                                                 
K¿lt¿rel ve sanatsal boyutuyla Amasya, (Amasya, 2003); Celal ¥zdemir et. al. Amasya K¿lt¿r 

Envanteri, (Amasya: Uyum Ajans, 2007); S¿leyman Elmacē, Amasya ķehri, (Konya: ¢izgi Kitabevi, 

2010); H¿seyin Men­, Tarih Ķ­inde Amasya. (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2014); Ķbrahim 

Serbestoĵlu, 19. Y¿zyēlda Amasya Sancaĵē, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2018). 

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, 24-27 September 1996, (London: British Institute 

of Archaeology at Ankara, 1996); H¿lya Turgut and Peter Kellett, Traditional Environments in a 

New Millennium: Defining Principles and Professional Practice (20-23 June 2001) (Ķstanbul, 2002); 

Yavuz Bayram, (ed.), I. Amasya Araĸtērmalarē Sempozyumu Bildirileri, 13-15 Haziran 2007 

(Amasya: Amasya Valiliĵi, 2007). These symposiums also provide information about the urban 

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

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

 

The second chapter ñAmasya: A Town in Anatoliaò presents the background of the 

focus of analysis by examining the geographical and settlement history of the city 

in a chronological order until the late nineteenth century in order to understand how 

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

first part on geographical characteristics 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 

socio-cultural factors are examined to ground the later analyses of the the built 

environment in the city. 

 

The third chapter, ñThe Late Ottoman and Early Republican Built Environment in 

Amasya,ò analyzes the formation and transformation of urban nodes, and routes, 

and the resultant urban layers. Here, the analysis starts by focusing on urban nodes 

of public buildings by examining how the built environment of neighborhoods were 

shaped by demographic changes of muslim, immigrant, non-muslim and missionary 

communities, by also examining the gap that 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 then the transformation of the center in the 

Republican period in line with the search for a new identity for the state. Then, the 

analysis continues by focusing on the urban routes in relation to the use of the 

waterfront as the main element of city form, the recreation of the landscape in the 

city, and the attempts of organizing the movement in the city by arranging 

transportation, by also examining the unrealized attempt to form a public square. 

The chapter concludes with the discussion of the lost, the remaining and the new 

urban layers of Amasya by evaluating the destruction, re-use, and construction of 

buildings and places. Thus, the parts of this chapter are arranged to understand how 
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the urban nodes and routes were organized and re-organized in the city in order to 

identify the changing layers of the built environment. 

 

In ñConclusionò, the public buildings and public places that were the defining 

elements in the urban form of Amasya are comparatively evaluated in terms of their 

roles in the formation and transformation of the built environment during the late 

Ottoman and the early Republican periods. 
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CHAPTER 2 

 

 

AMASYA: A TOWN IN AN ATOLIA  

 

 

This chapter examines the geographical and historical background of Amasya in 

general and focuses on the environmental 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 formation of 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 analyzes the geographical context of Amasya in order to 

provide a basis for the later analysis of its built environment. The geomorphological 

characteristics of Amasya defined and restricted the expansion of its town center 

throughout the centuries. Amasya was an Ottoman town and sanjak of the Sivas 

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

Turkey after 1924 (Figure 2. 1). Amasya is an inland city located in todayôs Black 

Sea Region of Turkey in the central-northern Anatolia, surrounded by Samsun, 

Tokat, ¢orum, and Yozgat (Figure 2. 2). 
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Figure 2. 1 Location of Amasya Sanjak and its districts in the late Ottoman Empire and the city of 

Amasya and its townships in Turkish Republic (Kasaba, Turkey in the Moderné, xxv-xxvi), 

(Cuinet, La Turquie dôAsie, 610), (SALT-I) 
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Figure 2. 2 The administrative map showing railroad, highway, and ancillary road networks and 

boundaries in 1967. (Amasya Ķl Yēllēĵē, 52) 

 

The noteworthy geomorphological characteristic of the region is formed of 

mountains36 and deep valleys37 that divide these mountains. In Yeĸilērmak Valley, 

the river Yeĸilērmak (Green River, ancient Iris) runs through the city. Fertile 

alluvium deposit areas exist in the narrowing parts of river valleys; i.e. straits. The 

city of Amasya settled on one of these narrow straits.38 The city center is located in 

the valley surrounded by Harĸena and Ferhat Mountains. Due to its narrowness, it 

                                                 
36 Canik, Karaºmer, Akdaĵ, Sakarat, Sarētaĸ, Bulu, Karadaĵ, ¢akēr, Eĵerli, Ķnegºl, Tavĸan are the 

mountains of Amasya. Amasya Valiliĵi, http://www.amasya.gov.tr/yeryuzu-sekilleri, accessed on 

29.07.2019. 

37 Yeĸilērmak, Gºyn¿cek, Kara­avuĸ, Ezine, Ferhatarasē, Beĸgºz, Onlukkºpr¿, Durucasu, Destek, 

Gºkdere are the valleys of Amasya. Amasya Valiliĵi, http://www.amasya.gov.tr/yeryuzu-sekilleri, 

accessed on 29.07.2019. 

38 Metin Tuncel and Suna Doĵaner, ñAmasyaôda Turizm: Coĵraf´ Ķmk©nlar, Sorunlar ve ¥neriler,ò 

Coĵrafya Araĸtērmalarē, 1(1), (1989): 47-48. 
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is not convenient to settle in the bottom part of Yeĸilērmak  Valley; and thus, the 

city has evolved towards the valley slopes. Due to the unfavorable physical 

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

fabric of the city developed in the east-west direction along Yeĸilērmak River that 

divides the urban fabric and settlement placed along the river (Figure 2. 3- Figure 

2. 4).  

 

 

 

Figure 2. 3 The geomorphological setting of the town on 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 town, with the river forming the natural corridor 

through the settlement (https://geodata.mit.edu) 
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The geographical features of Amasya have caused a continuous settlement in the 

same area during all periods. The city has maintained its isolated position in a valley 

and continued to exist as the settlement established on a V-shaped valley in Anatolia 

(Figure 2. 5)39 This unique shape provides to build a natural fortified structure on 

high cliffs in ancient times. 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 Anatolia with the ports at the Black Sea region by 

Yeĸilērmak Gorge, which was a part of the ñSilk Roadò network.40 

 

 

 

Figure 2. 5 Aerial view of the town of Amasya, in a valley surrounded by mountains 

(http://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2004672921/) 

                                                 
39 Tuncel and Doĵaner, ñAmasyaôda Turizm,ò 48. 

40 Mehmet Korhan Ertura­, ñLandscape Evolution and Occupation History in the Vicinity of 

Amasya,ò Landscapes and Landforms of Turkey, (eds.) Catherine Kuzucuoĵlu-Attila ¢iner-

Nizamettin Kazancē (Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2019), 471. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-

030-03515-00 
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Its topography provides the city to be surrounded by steep mountains and divides 

the settlements and green yards along Yeĸilērmak River. According to the historian 

Abdizade H¿seyin H¿sameddin, Amasya was known as a town full of orchards, 

vineyards, and gardens. He mentioned Amasyaôs longitudinal position ornamented 

with flowers like its extensive vineyards, resembling the refreshing gardens, and 

the river that flew across the vineyards in the late nineteenth century.41 

 

According to its landscape/geomorphology, a steep slope created a natural 

fortification to defend the citadel, which was also divided by Yeĸilērmak River. 

Approximately 2 km south of the place where Tozanlē arm of Yeĸilērmak River is 

connected to Tersakan Stream, Amasya was nestled in 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 of waterfront settlements. The river 

connects with ¢ekerek Stream from the south and flows along the margin of the 

plain. It flows along the south skirt of Kērklar Mountain and Ferhat Rock, which is 

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. 

Kelkit, ¢ekerek, and Tersakan Streams join Yeĸilērmak River.42  

 

On Harĸena Mountain, there were water canals and cisterns built to supply water to 

the citadel of Amasya. Karaman Mountain water canal and Helkis water canal were 

ancient structures that carved on Harĸena mountain.43 The other approximately 18 

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

                                                 
41 Abdizade H¿seyin H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkuĸ-Ali Yēlmaz 

(Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 1986), 9. 

42 Ferruh Toruk, ñAmasya Kent Dokusunun Fiziksel Geliĸimi,ò Vakēflar Dergisi, 31, (Vakēflar Genel 

M¿d¿rl¿ĵ¿ Yayēnlarē, 2008), 37-38. 

43 Ķ. Hakkē Gºztaĸ, Muzaffer Doĵanbaĸ, Celal ¥zdemir and Yelgin Mesci, Amasya Su Yapēlarē, 

(Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2017), 9-10. 
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Sakarat Mountain as carved into the rocks in order to supply the water needs of the 

settlement in ancient times. From this mountain, two streams, named as ¢akallar 

Suyu and Soĵukpēnar Suyu, are linked with Yeĸilērmak River. Sakarat Mountain 

aligns the valley at the ridge of Zincirli Rock and Balos Rock.44  

 

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 the hill, 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 drawings.45 First, Tevarih-i Al-i Osman (Histories of the 

Ottoman State) written by Aĸēkpaĸazade (1545), recorded the view of Amasya in 

the mid-sixteenth century (Figure 2. 6). Later, the view of the town was drawn in a 

travel account Musavver Ķran Sefaretnamesi (Illustrated Travelogue of Persia) by 

Bozoklu Osman ķakir in 1810 (Figure 2. 7). 

                                                 
44 Toruk, ñAmasya Kent Dokusunun,ò 38. 

45 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 in 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 rock-tombs of the kings. (Tevarih-i Al-i Osman by Aĸēkpaĸazade,  

http://www.deutschefotothek.de/documents/obj/81477751) 
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Figure 2. 7 The miniature drawing showing Amasya in 1811, showing the two sides of the river as 

connected by bridges, 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. 

(ķakir, Musavver Ķran, 45)  

 

Among the Western travelers, the accounts of Victor Fontanier of 1827 (Figure 2. 

8), von Moltke, Fischer and von Vincke of 1839 (Figure 2. 9), Heinrich Barth of 

1858 (Figure 2. 10) and geographer £lis®e Reclus of 1884 (Figure 2. 11) are notable. 

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, entitled as Plan de la Ville dôAmassia (Figure 2. 8). In this sketch plan, 

he indicated the location of the ancient remnants such as caves, water canals, 

temples, governorôs (m¿sellim) residence, grand caravanserai and some of the 

mosques and churches which he probably found important.  
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Figure 2. 8 Plan de la Ville dôAmassia (The plan of the city of Amasya), 1827, Victor Fontanier. 

The drawing indicates the river of Tokatlē-Suyu, tombs of shahzades, an old mosque, citadel,  

antique walls, the palace of Ayan S¿leyman, Sultan Bayezid Mosque, the residence of exile Greek 

Prince, grand caravanserai, Greek Church converted to Mosque, ancient temple, Governorôs 

(M¿sellim) residence, garden plants mulberry and vineyards. (Fontanier, Voyages en Orient, 200) 

 

One of the cartographic maps entitled as Plan von Amasia shows as architectural 

edifices the bridges, the roads, two ancient royal residences, the residence of the 

governor (m¿sellim) and ten mosques, one of which was marked as the grand 

mosque (Figure 2. 9). 
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Figure 2. 9 Plan von Amasia (Plan of Amasya), The Historical Map of Amasya, showing the city 

center, probably in 1839. (DAI-I) 

 

The drawing entitled as Plan von Amassia (Plan of Amasya) probably drawn by Dr. 

A. Petermann in Heinrich Barthôs travel account, outlined the places that he stayed 

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 Amassia (Plan of Amasya) drawn by Dr. A. Petermann in 1858 (Barth, 

Reise von Trapezunt) 

 

ñLa Turquie Nouvelle G®ographie Universelle,ò by the geographer, £lis®e Reclus, 

included the physical relief of Amasya in 1884. In this relief, 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, together with the location of Aynalē Cave, one of 

the Pontic Kingdom rock tombs, and the route of ancient Ferhat water canal (Figure 

2. 11). 
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Figure 2. 11 Physical Relief of Amasya by £lis®e Reclus in 1884. On the South there are Ferhat 

and ¢akallar mountains, on the North, there is Kērklar Mountain, Tersakan stream connects to 

Yeĸilērmak from the north, and plains are shown in the map. (Reclus, Nouvelle g®ographie, 559) 

 

Although Amasya had preserved its physical integrity for many years due to its 

geomorphology, natural disasters affecting the transformation of the city and the 

decisions taken depending on their consequences also influenced the physical 

change of the settlement. Earthquakes, floods, and fires intervened in the 

development of the settlement periodically. The city was reorganized after several 

natural disasters, and 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 resistances.46 The aim 

of investigating such disasters is to understand the impact of geographical 

conditions on the formation and development 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 in 236 BC in the 

Roman period and 509 BC in Byzantine period.47 Three major earthquakes were 

recorded in the ¢orum, Tokat, and Amasya regions in 1543, 1579, and 1590. In 

1598, an earthquake with damages were recorded in northern Anatolia, including 

the Amasya region. In the seventeenth century, a serious earthquake was recorded 

in 1668.48 Earthquakes were also recorded in 1825-26, 1828, 1939, 1943 and 1948.  

Other significant disasters were floods, which were also critical as the city was 

settled along Yeĸilērmak River, which often flooded in the narrow 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 were affective in the city center of Amasya. Three 

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

                                                 
46 Arĸiv Belgeleriyle Ermeni Faaliyetleri 1914-1918, (ed.) Ahmet Tetik, (Ankara: Genel Kurmay 

Basēmevi, 2005), 205; Zeliha Etºz and Taylan Esin, ñOsmanlē ķehir Yangēnlarē, 1914 1918ò, Tarih 

ve Toplum Yeni Yaklaĸēmlar, no. 14, (Yaz, 2012): 9-52; H¿seyin Men­, Tarih Ķ­inde Amasya, 

(Ankara: Gºk­e Ofset, 2014). Fires have significant impact on the built environment that explained 

in the third chapter. 

47 Leyla Etyemez, Assessing the Integration of Historical Strafication with the Current Context in 

Multi-Layered Towns. Case Study: Amasya, Unpublished Master's Thesis (Ankara: METU, 2011), 

61. 

48 Oktay ¥zel, The Collapse of Rural Order in Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 1576-1643, (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 

Yangēnyeri until the 1948 Savadiye flood (Table 2. 1).49 

 

Table 2. 1 Natural disasters and fires between 1800s-1900s, (prepared by the author by information 

taken from H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, Demiray, Resimli Amasya and Amasya: Ķl Yēllēĵē)  

 

 

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 regions 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 by various disasters, its area of 

settlement continued to in centuries despite urban transformations.   

 

2.2 Settlement History   

 

Amasya (ancient Amaseia) 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 

                                                 
49 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi; Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih, coĵrafya, salname-kēlavuz 

ve kazalar, (Ankara: G¿ney Matbaacēlēk ve Gazetecilik, 1954); Amasya: Ķl Yēllēĵē, (Ķzmir: Ticaret 

Matbaacēlēk, 1967). 
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the development of the city in the east-west direction while keeping significant 

buildings in the center. 

 

Amasya was an ancient settlement that is described as a principal center of many 

civilizations. The excavations and gathered data prove that the historical 

background of Amasya could be traced to the Chalcolithic Era (5500-3000 BC).50 

The town was a military center during the Early Bronze Age (3000-2500 BC). In 

the Middle Bronze Age (2500-2000 BC), it was called as the land of Hatti; and in 

the Late Bronze Age (2000-1200 BC), it was one of the thirteen Hittite 

confederations from the year 1900 BC to 1200 BC. In this period, water canals and 

fortress walls were made with gates opening the citadel to the exterior. In the Early 

Iron Age, Amasya ruled in the order of Phrygian, Kimmers, Scythian, Medes, 

Persian settlements. It was one of the Persian satrapies of Cappadocia. In the Battle 

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 Kingdom of 

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 bridge (Al­ak Kºpr¿), the 

aqueduct 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 BC, Amasya was invaded by Roman soldiers and destroyed 

(Figure 2. 13). 

                                                 
50 Muzaffer Doĵanbaĸ, K¿lt¿rel ve Sanatsal Boyutuyla Amasya, (Amasya, 2003), 11. Undoubtedly, 

the history of Amasya cannot be limited 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 required. For further 

information, see: Celal ¥zdemir, Amasya Kalesi ve Kral Kaya Mezarlarē, (Amasya, 2001); ķevket 

Dºnmez, "Protohistorik ¢aĵôda Amasya", I. Amasya Araĸtērmalarē Sempozyumu Bildirileri, 

(Amasya: Amasya Valiliĵi, 2007): 1295-1310; ķevket Dºnmez, "Amaseia Antik Kenti," Amasya 

Yar ile Gezdiĵim Daĵlar, (ed.) Filiz ¥zdem, (Ķstanbul: Yapē Kredi Yayēnlarē, 2014), 9-27. 
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Figure 2. 12 Pontos. Amaseia. Severus Alexander (222-235). View of the city of Amaseia with 

fortifications with six towers on two mountain summits; city wall below, temple in center; to left 

of the temple, rock-cut tombs of the Pontic kings. 

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

 

 

 

Figure 2. 13 Possible settlement areas of the Roman period (Prepared by author as adapted from 

the personal archive of Ķ. Hakkē Gºztaĸ) 

 

There are two main elements that the Eastern Roman Empire and the ancient urban 

past shared in Anatolian towns, providing the continuity of the same settlement 

pattern. Pinon remarked that ñOttoman urban nuclei were often implanted at the 
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foot of Byzantine citadels or walled cities.ò51 Tanyeli indicated that, in the 

Byzantine period, the city was thought to have been formed of a small settlement 

within the castle. Nevertheless, he mentions that it is not precise because the Greek 

settlement names are also used nowadays, such as Maĵdenos and Helkis.52 The 

Byzantine period palaces such as Kommenos and Phokas, the churches such as 

Venkiyus, Maĵdinus, Komnus, and Vasilus, and neighborhoods/districts such as 

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

this day (Figure 2. 14).53 

 

Mustafa Vazēh was a religious man born in Amasya and lived in the 1850s, quoted 

from an old book written in AC. 470s on Byzantine cities that there were twelve 

magnificent monasteries and two castles on the steep slope of mountains used by 

monks and priests in Amasya. In these two castles, mercenary soldiers protected 

these clergy living in the monasteries.54  

                                                 
51 Pierre Pinon, ñAttempted Typology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman Towns of Anatolia and the 

Balkans,ò 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture: ñA Supra-National Heritage.ò (Ķstanbul: Yapi-

End¿stri Merkezi Publications, 1999), 443. 

52 Uĵur Tanyeli, Anadolu-T¿rk kentinde fiziksel yapēnēn evrim s¿reci (11. - 15. yy.), Yayēnlanmamēĸ 

Doktora Tezi (Ķstanbul: Ķstanbul Teknik ¦niversitesi, 1987), 70. 

53 ¥zhan ¥zt¿rk, Pontus Antik­aĵôdan G¿n¿m¿ze Karadenizôin Etnik ve Siyasi Tarihi, (Nika 

Yayēnevi, 2017). Tanju Cantay, ñBir Kuzey-Batē Anadolu Gezisinden Notlar,ò Sanat Tarihi Yēllēĵē, 

VII, (1977): 21-25. 

54 Mustafa V©zēh Efendi, Amasya fetv©larē ve ilk Amasya ĸehir tarihi: (Bel©bil¿ôr-r©siye f´ riy©z-ē 

mes©iliôl-Am©siyye) (trans.) Ali Rēza Ayar-Recep Orhan ¥zel, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r 

Yayēnlarē, 2011), 50-53. Mustafa Vazēh listed the names of twelve monasteries and two castles in 

this order. 1. Caôban, 2. Ķltekin (Ķltekin Gazi-¢aĵlayan-¢alak Bridge), 3. Venk (Venk Suyu in 

Ruins), 4. Nasturiyye (Fethiye Mosque), 5. ¢ºk­e (¢evik­e? ¢ilehane Mosque), 6. Ayvasēl, 7. 

Dragot, 8. Frenkler, 9. Zona (Zana-¢iĵdemlik Village), 10. Ziyere (Ziyaret village), 11. Yaôkubiyye, 

12. Gºkliz (Gºklis Square), 13. Harĸene (Harĸene Kalesi), 14. Palos (Balos Kaya)  



 

37 

 

 

Figure 2. 14 Possible settlement areas of the Byzantine period (Prepared by author as adapted from 

the personal archive of Ķ. Hakkē Gºztaĸ) 

 

After the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, Amasya and the other provinces as Malatya, 

Sivas, Kayseri, Tokat, ¢orum, ¢ankērē, and Kastamonu were given to Melik Ahmet 

Gazi, the founder of the Daniĸmend Oĵullarē with the supply of tax-farming (ikta) 

system.55  

 

The Danishmend sovereignty in Amasya over the centuries ended by the Seljuk 

Sultan Kēlē­aslan II in 1175. During the reign of Sultan Alaaddin Keykubad (1220-

1237) of the Seljukid period, social movements emerged. In 1239, the political 

crisis of Babailer also took place. After the final defeat of the Seljuks in the Kºsedaĵ 

Battle in 1243, the region came under the rule of the Ilkhanids. After the death of 

Ilkhanid ruler Ebu Said Bahadēr Han in 1335, Sultan Alaeddin Eratna declared his 

independence and established Eratna principality in the Amasya region. 

                                                 
55 Kamil ķahin, ñAmasyaônēn Daniĸmendliler Tarafēndan Fethi ve Amasyaôda Yapēlan Ķlk ¢evre 

D¿zenlemesi,ò I. Amasya Araĸtērmalarē Sempozyumu Bildirileri,145-155 (Amasya: Amasya 

Valiliĵi, 2007), 145-146. 
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In the medieval times, Amasya transformed as the zones out of the citadel area 

altered between the thirteenth and the fourteenth centuries 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 by visitors, and they were also near the 

market district to bring together the secular and religious spaces.56 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 the characteristics of the 

Byzantine settlement fabric, echoing its pre-Islamic legacy, together with the 

impact of Islam on the construction of religious buildings and gathering areas.57  

 

Until the Ottoman period, settlements outside the city walls occured in three areas. 

The first settlement developed around Fethiye Mosque (converted from Helene 

Church by Daniĸment Oĵullarē) and its environment. The second area near Kuĸ 

(Kun­) Bridge in the north of Yeĸilērmak River formerly was known as 

Daniĸmendiye (currently ķamlar Quarter). The third and the most crowded 

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

Bakacak area with large housing settlements that covered Gºk Medrese, ķamice, 

Recep, Hankah and ¦­ler Quarter. Later, Kepuk Selguri Masjid in K¿b­eĵiz 

Quarter and its surroundings were added to the neighbourhood (Figure 2. 15).58  

                                                 
56 Ethel Sara Wolper, Cities and Saints: Sufism and the Transformation of Urban Space in Medieval 

Anatolia, (PA: Penn State University Press, 2003), 59. 

57 Gºn¿l Tankut, The Seljuk City Sel­uklu Kenti, (Ankara: METU Faculty of Architecture Printing 

Workshop, 2007), 87, 122. 

58 Toruk, ñAmasya Kent Dokusunun,ò 46. 
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Figure 2. 15 Possible settlement areas of the Medieval period, 1: Settlement around Fethiye 

Mosque 2: Settlement around Kun­ Bridge 3: Settlement around Gºkmedrese (Prepared by author 

as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 13 and Wolper, Cities and Saints, 54)  

 

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

prince) were sent to be educated as to the possible sultan of the empire (Table 2. 2). 

After Amasya Beyliĵi became a province of the Ottoman Empire in 1386, the city 

became the center 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. Yēldērēm Bayezid was the first shahzadeh appointed to the Amasya 

sanjak in 1384-1388. The opinion that he was the first governor of Amasya emerged 

from the fact that some regions became parts of the Ottoman administration during 

the relations with Ahmet, emir of Amasya, and ¢andarlē S¿leyman Bey, who 

accepted the Ottoman rule against Kadi Burhaneddin.59 Following the Battle of 

Ankara in 1402 a period of crisis in Ottoman authority began in the Anatolian lands. 

Shahzadeh ¢elebi Mehmet, the son of Yēldērēm Bayezid, was the second shahzadeh 

appointed as a governor in Amasya. He regained the Ottoman authority in the 

                                                 
59 Halil Ķnalcēk, Kuruluĸ Dºnemi Osmanlē Sultanlarē 1302-1481, (Ķstanbul: ĶSAM, 2011), 129. 
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Anatolian lands with the support of the other beyliks near Amasya, thus seen as the 

second founder of the Ottoman Empire.60 

 

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

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

province, the center of Rum Eyaleti was chosen as Sivas and Amasya was affiliated 

to Sivas province in 1518.61 Thus Amasya became a sanjak, which was subsidiary 

to the center. In 1538, Amasya was separated from Sivas and the sanjaks of ¢orum, 

Canik, and ķarki Karahisar were then connected to Amasya. When governer 

Shahzadeh Mustafa died, Amasya again turned into a sanjak in 1553, and it was 

connected to the Sivas province. The city witnessed several historical events acting 

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

Sultan S¿leyman and the Ottoman army camped in Amasya for the winter season 

on the return from a military campaign.62 Amasya was also the place where the 

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

following the OttomanïSafavid War of 1532ï1555.63 After Shahzade Bayezid had 

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

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

training center of shahzades.  

                                                 
60 Ķnalcēk, Kuruluĸ Dºnemi, 135-136. 

61 Adnan G¿rb¿z, ñ15-17. Y¿zyēllarda Amasya Kalesi,ò I. Amasya Araĸtērmalarē Sempozyumu 

Bildirileri,  85-104 (Amasya: Amasya Valiliĵi, 2007), 88-89. 

62 H¿seyin Men­, Olaylar ve Belgelerle Amasya Tarihinden Sayfalar, (Samsun: Eser Matbaasē, 

1987), 58. 

63 In this period, Ogier Ghiselin de Busbecq and his attendances met with Kanuni Sultan S¿leyman 

in Amasya. Busbecq wrote his observation on the Ottoman army, society and palace and residential 

places. See: Ogier Ghislain De Busbecq, T¿rk mektuplarē, (trans.) Derin T¿rkºmer, (Ķstanbul: Doĵan 

Kitap, 2005). 
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One of the important events seen in Amasya during the Ottoman period was the 

rebellions known as Celali Revolts.64 Especially in these events in the 16th century, 

the Celali groups mostly moved within the Yeĸilērmak basin, including Amasya. 

 

Table 2. 2 List of the shahzades appointed as governors in Amasya (prepared by the author as 

adapted from http://www.amasya.gov.tr/sehzadeler-sehri.asp and Ķnalcēk, Kuruluĸ Dºnemi, 129) 

 

 

 

In Islamic cities, city centers were formed of great mosques and bazaars that were 

the core of industrial and social facilities of the society and the intersection points 

of public spaces including squares, religious complexes, fountains, and bazaars. 

Each quarter of the city was apart from the other, but they were all connected at the 

city center. The imperial power was isolated in the castle area, and the public spaces 

                                                 
64 ¥zel, The Collapse of, 151. 
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generally were used as military training areas.65 Amasya also presented this type of 

a settlement. Starting from the governance of Shahzadeh Mehmet ¢elebi, the 

endowments in Amasya were mostly used for the construction of lodge-mosques, 

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

environment in the city. However, Karataĸ pointed out that the reasons for the 

endowment of properties to establish lodge-mosques by the conqueror were to 

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 the accommodation and education place for 

Sufis, and the Ottomanization and Islamization of the city was provided by Sufisô 

activities.66 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 Sultan and the imperial palace such as kapuaĵasē (palace 

chamberlains), and kilercibaĸē (heads of imperial kitchen), who sponsored religious 

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

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

(Figure 2. 16). 

                                                 
65 Stephanos Yerasimos, ñTanzimatôēn Kent Reformlarē ¦zerine,ò Modernleĸme S¿recinde Osmanlē 

Kentleri (eds.) P. Dumont and F. Georgeon, (trans.) A. Berktay 1-30 (Ķstanbul: Tarih Vakfē Yurt 

Yayēnlarē, 1999), 14. 

66 Hasan Karataĸ, The City as a Historical Actor: The Urbanization and Ottomanization of the 

Halvetiye Sufi Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries, Unpublished 

Ph.D. Thesis (UC: Berkeley, 2011), 23, 27.  
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Figure 2. 16 Mosque complexes constructed between the 13th and 18th century (prepared by 

author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5) 

 

By the end of the sixteenth 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 of tax-farming (iltizam), 

according to plots of land that were auctioned. This process emerged with the 

replacement of sultanic representatives or kuls by local notables to establish 

ayanlēk. 67 Tēmar owners lived in commercial centers as provinces or sanjaks instead 

of in villages, and also owners of has and zeamet as the sultan and high-grade civil 

                                                 
67 The bargain struck between the government and tax farmers signified an important shift in the 

center-province relationship, effectively marking the beginning of the process known as 

ñdecentralization,ò by which land lease passed from the imperial cavalryman and the janissaries to 

the hands of local landlords. Jens Hanssen, ñPractices of Integration-Center-Periphery Relations in 

the Ottoman Empire,ò The Empire in the City: Arab Provincial Capitals in the Late Ottoman 

Empire, (eds.) Jens Hanssen-Thomas Philipp-Stefan Weber (Beirut: Orient-Institut, 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¿tesellim68 was charged to administrate the area temporarily until the governor 

and sometimes sanjak beys would take their assigned positions from the second half 

of sixteenth century onwards. Sometimes the elders/ayans of sanjaks were assigned 

as m¿tesellim.69 Akt¿re explains that, before the Tanzimat period, the 

administrative buildings had not been elements of the physical fabric of cities 

because kadē, subaĸē and other state officials usually carried out their duties at their 

residences.70 Following the new regularization, Bab-ē Ali,71 the office of the grand 

vizier, proposed a new method to control over better, and the states (eyalet) were 

divided into provinces (vilayet) by reducing the borders. Thus, it became possible 

to govern these states with fewer income and population. Furthermore, limited 

sanjaks and districts might be governed effectively by the governor. This 

implementation started from the Tanzimat period onwards and proceeded to the 

Second Constitutional Era of the late Ottoman decades when sanjaks were directly 

managed as major administrative units.72  

 

                                                 
68 M¿tesellims were the officers charged on sanjak on behalf of a paĸa, governor or the state treasury. 

The main task of m¿tesellim was to collect taxes on sanjaks in Anatolia on behalf of administrators 

in Ķstanbul. Sevgi Akt¿re, ñ17. Y¿zyēl Baĸēndan 19. Y¿zyēl Ortasēna Kadarki Dºnemde Anadolu 

Osmanlē ķehrinde ķehirsel Yapēnēn Deĵiĸme S¿reci,ò 101-128 METU Journal of the Faculty of 

Architecture, Volume I, Number I, (Ankara, 1975): 123. 

69 Musa ¢adērcē, ñII. Mahmut Dºneminde M¿tesellimlik Kurumu,ò Tanzimat S¿recinde T¿rkiye: 

¦lke Yºnetimi, (ed.) T¿lay Coĸkun, (Ankara: Ķmge Kitabevi Yayēnlarē, 2007), 29-33. 

70 Akt¿re, ñ17. Y¿zyēl Baĸēndan,ò 123ï124. 

71Sublime Porte, the government of the Ottoman Empire 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/Sublime-Porte, last access on August 8, 2019. 

72 Ķlber Ortaylē, Ķmparatorluĵun En Uzun Y¿zyēlē, (Ķstanbul: Ķletiĸim Yayēnlarē, 2005), 150. 
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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 of khans and bedestens. 

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

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

the late Ottoman period, the construction facilities still accelerated during the 

modernization process which started in the last decades of Ottoman Empire. 

Particularly mutasarrēf73(the governor) Ziya Paĸa had the responsibility in the 

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 

administrative and functional hierarchy affected the spatial structure of cities. The 

urban population and other reflections like housing, central administration, and 

business center led to the emergence of differentiation.74 In 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 depending on political organizations, economic benefits, 

and security reasons such as state affairs, maintaining order and safety of the 

community, and giving privileges to missioners to establish industrial enterprises.75  

 

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 town transformed many times in this period. Between 1854-1920, Amasya 

                                                 
73 Mutasarrēf is a state official at the rank of a governor, who served as an administrator and tax-

collector of a province or sub-province. 

74 Akt¿re, ñ17. Y¿zyēl Baĸēndan,ò 124. 

75 Besides, the control of the waqf endowment maintains by the heirs of the waqfs. 

https://tureng.com/tr/turkce-ingilizce/maintain%20the%20order%20and%20safety%20of%20the%20community
https://tureng.com/tr/turkce-ingilizce/maintain%20the%20order%20and%20safety%20of%20the%20community
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continued its existence as a sanjak of Sivas province.76 In 1864, the established 

regulation in the property division of the Ottoman state was realized with the 

Province Regulations (Vilayet Nizamnamesi). An extensive administrative division 

reform started with the Province Regulations and the provinces (vilayet) were 

accepted as the most significant organizational unit. As a result of the administrative 

division realized in 1867 and 1873, Amasya became a sanjak of the Sivas 

province.77 Between 1870-1882, there were eight townships (kaza) in Amasya, i.e. 

the town center, Merzifon, Kºpr¿, Osmancēk, Erbaa, Zile, Ladik, Maden-i Sim. 

  

During the late Ottoman period, governance services began to be located in 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.78 Administrative buildings such as municipalities, court houses, 

governorsô offices, police stations, telegraph offices, and post office were 

constructed in this period.  

 

After the First World War, during the invasion of the Ottoman Empire, Mustafa 

Kemal Paĸa and his friends, who set foot in Samsun on May 19, 1919, went to 

Amasya on June 12. On June 22, 1919, they declared the liberation circular known 

as Amasya Circular (Amasya Tamimi)79 to the whole country from there. Besides, 

                                                 
76 Ali Tuzcu and Kemal Tuzcu, Osmanlē ve Erken Cumhuriyet Dºnemi Salnamelerde Amasya 1870-

1930, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2015), 12. 

 77 Ali A­ēkel, ñTanzimat Dºneminde Tokat Kazasēnēn Ķdari ve N¿fus Yapēsēndaki Deĵiĸiklikler 

(1839-1880),ò C. ¦. Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, Cilt: 27, No: 2, 253-265 (Aralēk, 2003), 257. 

78 Ortaylē, Ķmparatorluĵun En Uzun, 146. 

79 This circular is the first written document at the beginning of the Turkish War of Independence. 

See: H¿seyin Men­, 67. Yēlēnda Amasya Tamimi, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 1986) 
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the memorandum of understanding (Amasya Protokol¿)80 was signed between 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 cities.81 Thus, Amasya became a city with the decision of the legislative 

appropriation on April 20, 1924.82 Merzifon, Kºpr¿, Havza, Ladik, G¿m¿ĸhacēkºy, 

Mecitºz¿, and Osmancēk became parts of the city. However, in 1926, Merzifon, 

G¿m¿ĸhacēkºy, Ķlisu, and Taĸova remained as townships of Amasya.83 

 

According to the changes in the political system after the foundation of the 

Republic, the single-party 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, the policies 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 mayor-council. Municipalities took control of construction works, affecting 

urban development. It is followed that accommodation, education, cultural 

buildings such as hotels, cinemas, schools, and banks gradually increased in the city 

center. The administrative center expanded with newly constructed administrative 

buildings such as the Justice Building, Ziraat Bank, Tekel Administration, Military 

Service Branch, Sugar Factory Directory between the Sultan Bayezid Complex and 

the G¿m¿ĸl¿ Mosque on the south bank of the river. In the first years of the 

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

                                                 
80 Mehmet Kēlē­, Amasya Tamimi ve Protokol¿, (Amasya Valiliĵi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2009); Hikmet 

¥zdemir, Amasya Belgelerini Yeniden Okumak, (Amasya Valiliĵi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2004). 

81 Ortaylē, Ķmparatorluĵun En Uzun, 150. 

82 Amasya: Ķl Yēllēĵē, 53. 

83 Tuzcu and Tuzcu, Osmanlē ve Erken Cumhuriyet, 12. 
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flour mills. The marshes were dried, and the stream councils were rehabilitated in 

Amasya to prevent malaria. A full-fledged hospital, five first schools, and a middle 

school were established, the route was opened on the southern coast of Yeĸilērmak; 

the Soĵukpēnar water was uniformly brought to the city with concrete pipes; and 

the railway connecting the town to Samsun was opened. The endownment system 

continued for a while, although most of their buildings were burnt and the waqfs 

lost their income from charities during the Republican period.  

 

The loss of the Republican Peopleôs Party in May 14, 1950 elections, and the start 

of a new era in the history of the Turkish Republic with the Democrat Partyôs 

coming to power,84 also affected significant changes in the urban context of Amasya 

from the 1950s onwards, which is out of the scope of this study.  

                                                 
84 Sibel Bozdoĵan and Esra Akcan, Modern Architectures in 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 the built environment of Amasya in order to understand the 

continuities, and ruptures in the urban context from the late Ottoman to the early 

Republican period. It initially focuses on the urban nodes of the city formed of 

public buildings and spaces in different neighborhoods and the city center; and 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 urban nodes 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 helpful ñfor visualizing 

how new urban forms and ways of life are inscribed upon existing spaces and 

habits.ò85 Furthermore, they state that ñAll cities undergo processes of palimpsestic 

decay and reconstruction, and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect 

exemplary forms of óheritageô while neglecting or destroying other urban histories.ò 

In the significant case of Rome as a layered city, ñevery era é has demonstrated a 

potential for people to build, rebuild, reuse, adapt, protect, and conserve pasts,ò 

                                                 
85 Marshall et al., ñNarrating Palimpsestic,ò 1164. 
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creating the urban fabric of the city throughout its history.86 Taking reference from 

such concepts that define the co-existence of historical layers in a city, this research 

analyzes the multi-layered urban fabric of Amasya formed by political, social, and 

economic links through the physical presence of historical urban artifacts.  

 

As Katsavounidou emphasizes, history cannot be read autonomously and 

independently of the context of the modern city; it requires a look at pre-modern 

ruins along with the modern context as both represent the city. She states that ñThe 

ruins do not return you to the past, but coexist in the same plane with the live 

buildings.ò87 The neglected ancient monuments and demolished fortifications, 

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

exist side by side with the modern buildings in Amasya.  

 

Cities are physically created by buildings and landscapes, and administrative 

decisions and the web of relations dictate the spatial construction of the city. 

However, cities are indeed socially created by the individual and collective 

experiences of their inhabitants. In such a frame, the transformations of the built 

environment and the changes in the practices of residents in the urban context 

during the late Ottoman and early Republican periods of Amasya are analyzed in 

this chapter. The resultant architectural form of the city is discussed by examining 

the changes in building types and their locations in flux, and by comparing the 

buildings of the late Ottoman and the early Republican periods.  

 

The chronological process of the formation and transformation of the built 

environment in Amasya is of concern here; nonetheless, the analysis is framed 

                                                 
86 Nadia Bartolini, ñRomeôs pasts and the creation of new urban spaces: brecciation, matter, and the 

play of surfaces and depths,ò Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, volume 31, 1041-

1061 (2013): 1041-1042. 

87 Garyfallia Katsavounidou, ñInvisible Parentheses: Mapping (out) the city and its histories,ò 

(Masterôs Thesis, MIT, 2000), 179. 
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according to the themes that are defined by taking into consideration the urban 

nodes formed by public buildings and spaces as well as neighborhoods, and the 

urban routes defined by the use of the built environments by inhabitants. 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 were formed and transformed from the late nineteenth Ottoman (Figure 3. 

1) (See Appendix D)  to the early twentieth Republican (Figure 3. 2) (See Appendix 

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

 

 

 

Figure 3. 1 Amasya seen from the east in the late Ottoman period, (Cumont&Cumont, Voyage 

d'exploration, 150) 
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Figure 3. 2 Amasya seen from the east in the Republican period, (Archive of Foto Apaydēn) 

 

3.1 Urban Nodes 

 

The city is a physically changing entity through the morphological formation of 

buildings, places, and urban fabric. In this part of the chapter, the urban nodes in 

Amasya are examined as the urban artifacts, i.e., public buildings, and public 

spaces. The 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 had been formed in Amasya during the 

Ottoman period of multi-ethnic 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, which housed during the late 
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nineteenth and early twentieth century the religious groups88 of Muslim, Christian 

and Jewish residents, European residents, and immigrants. The role of the society 

in the change of the spaces of different communities in the urban context is analyzed 

here with reference to the demographic changes in the ethnic composition of the 

society and the resultant shaping of neighborhoods by the construction of public 

buildings. 

 

This part then analyzes the definition of the center of governance in Amasya, 

focusing on public buildings and spaces 89 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 environment in relation 

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, 

administrators and military officers, and the public; in the Republican period, 

administrators, political leaders, intellectuals, the public, and architects and 

planners were the significant actors in the (re)planning of the city. Hence, the 

change in the definition of the city center could initially be related to the change of 

the authorities. The policies on public works and town planning depended on the 

actors who were crucial in the decision-making process. It is thus aimed to 

investigate the political and the social actors, i.e., the ruling class and the residents, 

in terms of their contributions to the city in both periods. 

 

                                                 
88 The religious groups were titled as millet. Religion was identified the place of individuals in 

society.  

89 For the definition of public space here, see: Aldo Rossi, The Architecture of the City, (Cambridge, 

Mass: MIT Press, 2007); Christopher Alexander, A pattern language. (Center for Environmental 

Structure series.), (New York: Oxford University Press, 1977); Kevin Lynch, The Image of the City, 

(Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press, 2012); Rob Krier, Urban space, (London: Academy 

Editions, 1979). 



 

54 

3.1.1 Shaping Neighborhoods: Demographic Changes  

 

Population change is a subject that directly affects the formation of the urban fabric. 

Territorial losses and accelerated migration during the late Ottoman period affected 

the formation of new residential neighborhoods as a result of the change in 

population density. On the other 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 founded, the multi-

ethnic character of the society mostly disappeared, 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 only one in forty.90 Secularization process in the 

early Republican era affected the socio-religious life in Turkey as the society 

gathered around the idea of the nation. Nonetheless, wartime losses of the non-

Muslim population of the society, changing its multi-religious characteristic during 

the Ottoman period, also created a collectiveness around Islam for the new nation 

of the Turkish Republic. Although the Muslim population of the society was not 

homogeneous itself, the policies still focused on creating a homogeneous national 

identity. Kezer explains that: 

 

Whereas Turkey had lost the bulk of its non-Muslim inhabitants to 

wartime atrocities and later population exchanges, the remaining 

predominantly Muslim majority was far from being homogeneous. The 

administration policies exacerbated the existing cleavages between the 

different religious groups.91 

                                                 
90 Zeynep Kezer, Building 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 non-Muslim 

community. In this tax survey, 12 neighbourhoods (5 were identified as villages) 

were inhabited by only non-Muslim community and Amasya had a peculiarity with 

its Jewish community of over 200 people in 1523. In 1576, six neighborhoods had 

a population of mixed-religion.92 In the mid-nineteenth 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 non-Muslims were living together 

at the time, signifies the generally accepted multi-religious character of the city at 

the time93 As seen in the tax registers (tahrir 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 non-Muslim quarters of 

religious communities. Religious communities (millet) were also important in 

Amasya; nonetheless, its neighborhoods had generally been formed of mixed 

populations of Muslim, Jewish, and Christian residents, while European residents94 

also began to form settlement areas in the second half of the nineteenth century.  

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

Karaman, Amasya, Trabzon, and Erzurum,ò International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol. 7, 

No. 1 21-57 (Jan., 1976), 37. ñAmasya was the only city that had villages that were entered in the 

defters as part of the urban population. One wonders whether their connection with the city had any 

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

the three villages in question accrued to evkaf for the 'imaret and turbe of Kamer Hatun. Although 

their location is not certain, where the Yeĸilirmak winds its way through narrow passages into and 

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 these three villages of the sixteenth century differed from the other 

agricultural villages.ò 41. 

93 Amasya N¿fus Defterleri 1840, Fevzi G¿r and Salih Kahriman (Trans.), (Ankara: Amasya 

Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Sanat Yayēnlarē, 2012), 17. 

94 ñIn 1867, foreigners had the right of real estate ownership.ò Ķlber Ortaylē, Osmanlē 

Ķmparatorluĵunda Alman N¿fuzu, (Ķstanbul: Kronik Kitap, 2008), 159; German colony in Amasya 

Region, see: Selim ¥zcan, ñYabancēlarēn Taĸēnmaz Mal M¿lkiyeti Edinimleri: Amasya ¥rneĵi,ò 

History Studies, vol 2/2, (2010). 
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According to the information given by H¿seyin H¿sameddin (1869-1939) in his 

book published in 1914, there were 55 neighborhoods95 in Amasya at the beginning 

of the twentieth century, meaning that the city mostly preserved its population in 

centuries (Figure 3. 3).96 Generally, the location of religious places was the main 

identifier of the established neighbourghoods in Ottoman cities as most of the 

neighborhoods, whether Muslim or non-Muslim, were established around religious 

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

after the notables and ulemas,97 and officials who played a significant role in the 

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 centers.98  

 

                                                 
95 Three of the neighborhoods were noted as the close villages of Amasya: Ziyare, Karasenir, and 

Kayabaĸē.  

96 Although there existed neighborhoods where both Muslim and non-Muslim communities lived 

together at the time, he only mentioned about non-Muslim residents but did not give any information 

about the status of non-Muslim neighborhoods. Abdizade H¿seyin H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 

(Trans: Mehmet Akkuĸ&Ali Yēlmaz), (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 1986), 85-144. 

97 Scholarly families, local religious authorities 

98 Ahmet ķimĸirgil, ñXVI. Y¿zyēlda Amasya ķehri,ò Tarih Ķncelemeleri Dergisi, 11(1), 77-109 

(1996), 81. 
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Figure 3. 3 Nineteenth century neighborhoods of Amasya (Prepared by the author as adapted from 

DAI -II ) 

 

The number of neighbourhoods decreased to 17 during the early Republican period 

(Figure 3. 4) mainly because of the fact that the neighborhoods 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 as mevkii (area), which had been neighborhoods in the Ottoman times 

ï hence they continued to be called with the same names. For example, ¦­ler 

Neighbourhood consisted of ¢eribaĸē Mevkii, Recep Mevkii, K¿pceĵiz Mevkii, and 
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ķehrek¿st¿ Mevkii, which were former neighbourhoods of Amasya in the Ottoman 

period.99  

 

 

 

Figure 3. 4 Twentieth Century neighbourhoods of Amasya (1953) (HGM) 

1 Bayezidpaĸa 2 ķamlar 3 Ķhsaniye 4 Pirin­ci 5 Savadiye 6 G¿m¿ĸl¿ 7 Sofular 8 Mehmetpaĸa 9 

Dere 10 Y¿zevler 11 Nerkis 12 Hatuniye 13 ¦­ler 14 Gºkmedrese 15 Hacēilyas 16 Kurĸunlu 17 

Hēzērpaĸa 

 

According to Cuinetôs book is entitled La Turquie dôAsie published in 1892, 

Amasya Sanjak central district (Merkez Kaza) had 32.000 Muslim Sunni, 16.000 

Muslim Shiite, 11.000 Armenian Gregorian, 1.400 Armenian Protestant, 240 

Armenian Catholic, 3.000 Greek Orthodox population.100 Before 1915 deportations 

of the Armenians, the main religious groups were the Muslims and Armenian 

Catholics in Amasya. Orthodox, Jews, Gregorians, and Protestants were the other 

small religious groups.  

                                                 
99 Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya Tarih, Coĵrafya, Salname-Kēlavuz ve Kazalar, (Ankara: G¿ney 

Matbaacēlēk ve Gazetecilik, 1954), 126-127. 

100 Vital Cuinet, La Turquie dôAsie-G®ograhie-Administrative- Statistique-Descriptive et Raisonn®e 

de lôAsie Minor, (Paris: Leroux, 1892), 618. 
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According to the 1935 population census, the non-Muslim group's population in the 

town was declined101 (Table 3. 1). In the Republican period, there was 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 decreased to 13.344 in 1945. In 1950, the city's population was 14.470. 

The population gradually increased in the post-war decades, and it became 17.560 

in 1955, 28.525 in 1960, and 34.168 in 1965.102 

 

Table 3. 1 Distribution of population according to religion in 1935 (1935 Genel N¿fus Sayēmē, 19) 

 

 

 

ñHistory is being fabricated, reassessed, reinterpreted constantly, according to the 

present-day political realignments, diplomatic aspirations, efforts for image-

making, and responses to waves of immigration.ò103 As the non-Muslim population 

                                                 
101 The first regular census in the Ottoman Empire was conducted in 1829-1831 in the reign of Sultan 

Mahmud II. In this first census, only male population was counted as Muslim male population who 

were at the age of military service and non-Muslim population who were responsible for paying the 

tax of jizya. 

102 Amasya Ķl Yēllēĵē, Ķzmir: Ticaret Matbaacēlēk, 1967, 61. 

103 Katsavounidou, ñInvisible Parentheses, 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 non-Muslim communities in the city was also erased to a 

great extent. Few non-Muslim monumental buildings, for example, survived in the 

city; and only their names remained to define certain sites as in the case of Venk 

Suyu/Venk Ayazmasē (Figure 3. 5).104  

 

 

 

Figure 3. 5 Vank Monastery Cemetery in 1911 (Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic, 920) 

 

All the religious buildings as well as the school and residences of the non-Muslim 

population that had defined the neighborhoods mixed with Muslim residences were 

first transformed and lately destroyed, and new buildings were constructed in their 

                                                 
104 The Armenian/Greek holy place near their old cemeteries.  
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places. Referring to these demographical changes, this part of the study will 

examine how the neighborhoods were shaped as the spaces of the Muslim, 

immigrant, non-Muslim and missioner communities during the late Ottoman 

period, and how they were re-shaped after the 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 re-shaping process.   

 

3.1.1.1 Public Buildings of Muslim and Immigrant Communities 

 

Muslim communities formed the majority of the Ottoman lands, and the spaces that 

they used became significant nodes in Ottoman cities. The intentional construction 

of dervish lodges in cities also bounded these religious nodes to social and 

economic relations. In the Ottoman Empire, 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 communities colonized the conquered lands and 

provided political legitimization.105 Waqf106 lands were also granted to construct 

such religious complexes that provided social, economic, cultural services besides 

religious functions. 

 

Many religious buildings for the Muslim community, including madrasahs and 

mosques as well as tombs of religious leaders (t¿rbe), had been constructed until 

the late Ottoman period, shaping the Muslim neighborhoods of Amasya (Figure 3. 

6). During the nineteenth century, 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 the time-setter lodge 

                                                 
105 Ethel Sara Wolper, Cities 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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(muvakkithane), which worked to determine praying time 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 and muvakkithanes 

proliferated.107 In 1842 a time-setter lodge was ordered to be built in the Sultan 

Bayezid II Complex by one of the teachers of Divan-ē H¿mayun, Kapancēzade el 

Hac H¿seyin Zeki Efendi, together with a library in 1842.108 The ruined mosque in 

the Kºpr¿baĸē neighborhood was renovated in 1883 by Amasya Naibi Vidini-zade 

el Hac Mehmed Emin Efendi.109 Azeriler/ķirvanlē Mosque (1895) and Tomb 

(1873), Pir Ķlyas Tomb (1894), Hamdullah Efendi Tomb (1868), ķeyh Ķsmail 

ķiracuddin ķirvani masjid (1848) and Tomb (1867) (Yukarē Tomb), and Ķhsaniye 

masjid (19 c.) after the immigrations from Azerbaijan, Caucasia were the religious 

buildings constructed in this period.  

 

                                                 
107 Avner Wishnitzer, Reading Clocks Alla Turca Time and Society in the Late Ottoman Empire, 

(Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press, 2015), 33. 

108 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 106. See: G¿nsel Renda, ñThe Muvakkithane in the Beyazēt II 

Complex in Amasya,ò Journal of Art History, (6), 181-206, (1976). 

109 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 131.  
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Figure 3. 6 Locations of Muslim schools and madrasahs and immigrant mosques and tombs in the 

late nineteenth century (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5) 

 

After the Crimean war (1854-1855), 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, seeds, construction 

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 6,424 kurus, and the locals whose ancestor was Hafēz 

Ali Paĸa gave 400 decare of their land to Crimean and Caucasian immigrants.110 

From 1873 onwards, Tatars were also settled in Amasya in the area donated to the 

Crimean and Caucasion immigrants, called as Ķhsaniye neighbourhood in Miri 

                                                 
110 Yurt Ansiklopedisi, Cilt:1, (1981), 429.  



 

64 

Defterleri (Public Property Registers) referring to ñihsan etmekò in Turkish that 

means to donate - although it was called as the Tatar quarter by the locals (Figure 

3. 7).111 As a result of the Ottoman-Russian War (1877-78) and the rebellions and 

invasions in the Balkans, there were migrations from these regions to Anatolia. In 

1878, 150,000 immigrants were identified. Amasya was one of the chosen areas of 

settlement, and 4500 immigrants settled in Amasya in 1878.112  

 

 

 

Figure 3. 7 Crimean immigrant settlement (1878), Ķhsaniye neighborhood (Prepared by the author 

as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5) 

                                                 
111 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 96. 

112 Yurt Ansiklopedisi, 429. 
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Besides the resident Muslim communities, the Muslim immigrants to the lands of 

the Ottoman Empire during its late decades also constructed new religious 

buildings. Sadrazam ķirvanizade Mehmet R¿ĸt¿ Paĸa ordered to build ķeyh Ķsmail 

ķiracuddin ķirvani Tomb (Yukarē Tomb) in 1867 for his father near the ķeyh Ķsmail 

ķiracuddin ķirvani Masjid, which had been constructed in 1848 on the hills of the 

ķamlar neighbourhood. ķirvanlē/Azeriler Mosque was built between 1873-1895 

with the donations from the cities of Karabaĵ and ķirvan along with the donations 

of the immigrants from these two cities who lived in Amasya and the contribution 

of ķeyh Hacē Mahmut Efendi (Figure 3. 8). A mosque was also built there in the 

name of Hamza-i Nigari Efendi, in addition to a mausoleum, a wooden madrasah, 

a fountain, and a private classroom.113 A masjid was built in the Ķhsaniye 

Neighbourhood by Tatar notables in the nineteenth century. Next, to the masjid, a 

school was built in this neighborhood in 1890 by Zileli Hacē Veli-zade al-Hac 

Hasan Efendi, one of the wealthy inhabitants of Amasya. 114 

 

 

 

Figure 3. 8 ķirvanlē/Azeriler Mosque (H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 382) 

                                                 
113 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 90-91.  

114 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 96. 
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As Kezer pointed out the importance of religious leaders and their fetvas115 during 

the War of Independence,116 Atat¿rk requested from m¿ft¿ of Amasya Bayezid 

Mosque to preach a sermon to the public of Amasya to join the fight for 

independence during his visit to Amasya.117 Despite 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 timber deposit (Kereste Deposu). The 

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

Public Library, and later in 1925, it began to be used as the Museum. By the 

Republican regime, the decisions were taken to sell the resultant disused masjids in 

Amasya in 1928.118 In 1928, a regulation was issued by Directorate of Transactions 

of the Prime Ministry (Baĸvekalet Muamelat M¿d¿rl¿ĵ¿) and it was thus decided 

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

neighborhoods of Baĵ Helkis, Kurĸunlu, and Recep (todayôs ¦­ler neighbourhood), 

and the central villages of Kºyceĵiz and Karataĸ, would be excluded from the 

classification (tasnif) by the directorate of religious affairs (M¿ft¿l¿k) due to the 

presence of adequate mosques nearby these masjids.119 The article accepted in 1935 

stated: ñThe mosques and masjids, which are kept out of classification, are closed 

                                                 
115 A decision given by an islamic religious leader. 

116 Kezer, Building modern Turkey, 83-84. 

117 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 136. 

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

119 RA 30-18-1-2 / 1-9-19 
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according to the procedures and legislation in order to be used for other 

purposes.ò120 Generally,  Ziraat Bank rented such foundation buildings on behalf of 

the government.121 In Amasya, Gºkmedrese and Burmalē Minare Mosque 

Agricultural Storehouses (Zahire Ambarē) began to be used as depots. 

 

Besides religious buildings, those serving the function of education were also 

related with religion. Madrasahs were places of advanced education, mainly in 

religion, in the Ottoman cities. In Amasya, the notables such as Yakup Paĸa (1412), 

Yºrg¿­ Paĸa (1430), Hēzēr Paĸa (1466), Mehmed Paĸa (1495), Abdullah Paĸa 

(1485), and Ayas Aĵa (1495) built madrasahs by their charity foundations.122 

Georges Perrot who traveled to Amasya in 1861 defined the city as the Oxford of 

Anatolia due to its madrasahs with approximately 2000 students. Mustafa Vazēh 

Efendi, a resident of Amasya in the nineteenth century, also wrote a treatise about 

Amasya and specified it as the city of disciples.123 H¿sameddin stated the 

madrasahs renovated/built in the late nineteenth century included Benderli (1871), 

Sara­hane (1883), Mehmed Bey (1891), Sofular (1892) and Burmalē Minare (1909) 

in Amasya.124 Besides the religious centered tradition of education, the Ottoman 

state started to build new schools or adopted existing schools into the new system 

of education introduced in the late nineteenth century (Figure 3. 9).125 

                                                 
120 Official Gazette No: 3163 

121 Ali Rēza Dºnmez, ñCumhuriyet Devrinde Vakēflar,ò (PhD diss., Ankara ¦niversitesi, 1991), 55. 

122 Necip G¿ngºr Kēsaparmak, Milli Eĵitim Cephesiyle Amasya, (Kardeĸ Matbaasē, Mart, 1966), 12. 

123 ñAmasyaò, Ķslam Ansiklopedisi, Cilt:3, (Ķstanbul: 1991), 2. 

124 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 222-256. 

125 The newly founded schools were ibtidai (primary schools), idadi (secondary schools), r¿ĸdiye 

(advanced primary schools) and sultani (high school). See Benjamin C. Fortna, Imperial Classroom 
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Figure 3. 9 Map showing the schools in Amasya (in the left part of the map), Tokat, Karahisar-ē 

ķarki, and Sivas, in 1914. Before the reforms (Kableôl Ķnkēlab), there were 14 schools, after the 

reforms (Baôdeôl Ķnkēlab) there were 30 schools. Red circles are showing the existing schools 

before the reforms, while blacks are newly constructed ones until September 1914. (SALT-II) 

 

Besides madrasah education, there were sibyan mektepleri (primary school) in 

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

1485, were converted into primary schools (ibtidai mektebi) in 1883; Ali Paĸa 

School, which had been built in 1510 by one of the former grand viziers, Ali Paĸa, 

and K¿­¿k Aĵa School, which had been built in 1495, also became primary schools 

in 1889 and 1909 respectively. Through the new regulations on educational 

developments, new educational buildings were also constructed. In 1864, Alaca 

Yahya Madrasah was demolished, and an advanced primary school (r¿ĸdiye) was 

constructed by the orders of Ziya Paĸa in its place, which was burnt in the 1894 fire. 

Top­uzade Halil Efendi and his brother M¿nip Bey donated money to construct a 

                                                 
Islam, The State and Educatiēn in the Late Ottoman Empire, (Newyork: Oxford University Press, 

2002).   
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primary school in this area.126 Later, the newly appointed Mutasarrēf Arif Beyzade 

Mehmet Kemal Bey decided to use the vacant area of the old palace of ķehzades in 

Sarayd¿z¿ Mevkii (area) to construct a new school between 1895-1897 (Figure 3. 

10).127  

 

 

 

Figure 3. 10 Amasya Mekteb-i Ķdadisi (Orta Mektep-secondary 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 classrooms, kimyahane (chemistry room), a dining room, a library, a masjid, 

and three rooms. (OA, MF.MKT, 246/17) 

                                                 
126 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 222. 

127 OA, MF.MKT, 246/17. 
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Amasya Ķdadisi (secondary school) was constructed in the garden of the old palace 

in 1895, and it was upgraded 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 branches of 

agriculture and trade were added to the school. In 1916, it was turned into a sultani 

(high school), and in 1925, after the foundation of the Republic, it began to be used 

as a secondary school (Figure 3. 11).128 The building was destroyed in the 1939 

earthquake.129 

 

 

 

Figure 3. 11 Students of Amasya Mekteb-i Ķdadisi in the study room (SALT-III )  

 

                                                 
128 Serdar Balcē, ñCumhuriyet Dºneminde Amasya (1923-1950) óĶdari, Siyasi, Sosyal ve K¿lt¿rel 

Yapē, (PhD diss., Atat¿rk ¦niversitesi, 2014), 385. 

129 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 222. 
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The Republican period schools were Kēlē­aslan (1925), Pilevne (1926), ¦­ler 

(1928), Yeĸilērmak (1925), and Atat¿rk (1948) primary schools. Kēlē­aslan Primary 

School was the first school of the Republican period in Amasya, constructed under 

the guidance of governor Hilmi Ergeneli (Figure 3. 12). The construction of the 

school had indeed been started in 1914 by the Ottoman governor Muammer Bey of 

Sivas. During the First World War, the construction was postponed several times. 

Finally, it was completed in 1925. The plan of the school was prepared by Resmi 

Ķĸeri, head engineer of Amasya. At first, it was opened as a girlsô school (Kēz 

Mektebi). When co-education was introduced in 1928, the school was renamed as 

Kēlē­aslan Primary School.130 

 

 

 

Figure 3. 12 Kēlē­aslan Primary School (T¿rkiye Cumhuriyeti Amasya Vilayeti, 40)  

 

Until 1964, a high school building was not constructed in Amasya. Two issues were 

pointed out as reasons for not having a high school in the city: First, the secondary 

                                                 
130 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 227. 
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school (Orta Mekteb) and the elementary school (Ķlk Mekteb) were also used as a 

high school. The other reason was that the building of the Peopleôs House was used 

as a high school whenever there was a need. However, the Peopleôs House building 

was occupied by TEKEL in 1948, and high school students of Amasya began to 

attend Samsun, Sivas, and Yozgat high schools.131 The buildings of the Jesuit 

missionaries were transformed in the 1920s to ķevkat-i Ķslamiye, a school for orphan 

children, and changed its name as ķehir Yatē Mektebi (City Boarding School) in the 

1930s. In 1946-1947, it was used as boysô art school (Orta Sanat Okulu). In 1948, 

it was transformed into the Boysô Art Institute, and its building was demolished in 

order to construct a new school in 1965.132 Amasya Technical Art School for girls 

had 125 students in 1952 (Figure 3. 13). There were one secondary school and five 

elementary schools in the city center in the 1950s.133 These transformations in the 

early Republican period point out the serious attempts to develop educational 

practices and overcome difficulties in the field undertaken by the government. 

                                                 
131 Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2. 

132 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 220. 

133 Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2. 
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Figure 3. 13 Amasya Technical Art School for Girls (Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2) 

 

The research has shown that, towards the turn of the twentieth century, there was a 

decline in the construction of religious buildings, while an increase was seen in the 

number of educational buildings. Although classical education (sibyan mektebi) 

continued, modern schools were established during the late Ottoman period. For 

example, the secondary school Taĸ Mekteb met the needs of the students in a 

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. As a result of the 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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3.1.1.2 Public 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 Amasya.134 In the nineteenth 

century, Sultan Mahmud II  recognized the Catholic Armenian community in 1830, 

which was separated from Orthodox Gregorian Armenians. In 1850, the Protestant 

Armenian community was also officially recognized135 in line with the acceptance 

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

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

 

There were public buildings constructed in the late nineteenth century, possibly 

around the non-muslim populated areas (Figure 3. 14). At the end of 1878, Priest 

Bogos Natanyan was commissioned to prepare 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 separate district with 1000 households. The 

priest, who stated that their population was 3-4 thousand, 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 than 40 households, also 

formed a separate district and had a church and a school called Aya Yorgi. He 

mentioned the Protestant population of 10 households. They had a church and a 

school preached by a missionary priest.136 

                                                 
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 1021. http://turksandarmenians.marmara.edu.tr/tr/bizanstan-gunumuze-sivas-ermenileri/  

135 Boĵos Natanyan, Sivas 1877: Sivas marhasalēĵē ve Sivas vil©yetine baĵlē birka­ ºnemli ĸehir 

hakkēnda rapor Sivas, Tokat, Amasya, Merzifon, Arsen Yarman (ed.), (Ķstanbul: Birzamanlar 

Yayēncēlēk, 2008), 40. 

136 Natanyan, Sivas 1877, 327-328. 



 

75 

 

 

Figure 3. 14 Possible locations of missionary and non-Muslim public buildings, late nineteenth 

century (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5) 
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Figure 3. 15 Religious places and schools, nineteenth century (Greek & Armenian) (Simonian, 

Memory Book of the Pontic, 216)  

 

According to the report of Robert W. Stevens in 1841, due to the unintended 

competition between two European (Stroh and Imbert) and Swiss (Mr. Krug) trade 

houses at the beginning of the production season, the increase in quality and 

abundance of silk in Amasya attracted 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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season.137 Meanwhile, Europeans began to establish a silk factory working with a 

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

mancēnēkhane (catapult house) in Amasya. Other European entrepreneurs 

established the second mancēnēkhane within a short period. These mancēnēkhanes 

used steam energy and pulled silk with a rough process. However, in the 1860s, 

mancēnēkhanes went bankrupt, and the buildings were used as mills for many 

years.138  

 

On the other hand, the case of Hagop Amasyan, who directed his fatherôs farm in 

Amasya and also invented a loom (filture de soie) to take the silk out from cocoon, 

is exemplary of the fact that Armenians were engaged in both trade and 

agriculture.139 According to George Percy Badger, who wrote in the mid-nineteenth 

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 district.140 He added his anecdotes in Amasya as follows: 

 

                                                 
137 Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatn©melerde Amasya. (Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesi K¿lt¿r Yayēnlarē, 2007), 

158-159. 

138 Mehmet Beĸirli, ñOsmanlē Dºnemiônde Amasya Sancaĵē ¦zerine Bazē Bilgiler (17.-19. 

Y¿zyēllar)ò, I. Amasya Araĸtērmalarē Sempozyumu Bildirileri, 105-125, (Amasya: Amasya Valiliĵi, 

2007), 118. See: Donald Quataert, Sanayi Devrimi ¢aĵēnda Osmanlē Ķmalat Sektºr¿, (Ķstanbul: 

1999), 215-222. 

139 Kevork Pamukciyan, Biyografileriyle Ermeniler, Ermeni Kaynaklarēndan Tarihe Katkēlar, Cilt 

IV, Yayēna Hazērlayan Osman Kºker, (Aras Yayēncēlēk, 2003), 18. 

140 George Percy Badger, The Nestorians and their rituals, Vol: 1, (London: Joseph Masters, 1852), 

20. 
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The Mutesellim gave us lodging 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, I observed a number of books and 

tracts in Armenian and Armeno-Turkish 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 people.141  

 

Towards the end of the nineteenth century, with industrial and commercial facilities 

the Amasya province had an active life. The city was one of the important centers 

of silk and cotton weaving industry. In 1851, seven companies were representing 

Amasya in the exhibition held in Ķstanbul.142 In this period, the import and export 

businesses were held by Armenian traders ¢izmeci-zade, Ke­eci-zade, Gebeci-

zade, Mazioĵlu, Karabet, Kibrit­ioĵlu, Ohannes, Keĸiĸoĵlu Karabet, Kiriĸoĵlu, 

Serkiz, and Gemizioĵlu Karabet, who had an essential role in Amasya.143 Spinning 

and weaving machines were introduced to Amasya by Karl Meez, where Muslim 

girls were also working but abandoned to work at those factories by the general 

instruction of the governor Ziya Paĸa in 1863.144 In 1863 Amasya was one of the 

provinces chosen as a pilot area to produce the cotton seeds imported from Egypt. 

In 1864, it was decided to arrange a commercial fair every year that started in the 

middle of December and lasted until the end of that month.145  

                                                 
141 Badger, The Nestorians, 20. 

142 Amasya, Yurt Ansiklopedisi, 1, (Ķstanbul: Anadolu Yayēncēlēk, 1981), 429. 

143 Mehmet Beĸirli, ñOsmanlē Dºnemiônde Amasya Sancaĵē,ò 117.  

144 Andreas David Mordtmann, Ķstanbul ve Yeni Osmanlēlar Siyasi, Sosyal ve Biyografik Manzaralar 

Cilt 1-2, Gertraude Songu-Habermann (trans.), (Ķstanbul: Pera Yayēncēlēk, 1999), 167, 380. 

145 Feridun Emecen and Ķlhan ķahin, ñAmasyaò, Ķslam Ansiklopedisi, Vol. 3, (Ķstanbul: T¿rkiye 

Diyanet Vakfē 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 machine-based 

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 traveler Barth wrote in his travelogue 

about his work in the city as follows: 

 

Back in the city, we (Mr. Barth and 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, the construction 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 opposition from 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 innovation.146 

 

The French traveler Cuinet narrated that there were approximately 2500 weavers at 

the end of the nineteenth century, showing that the provinceôs life was alive in terms 

of industrial and commercial facilities.147 Cuinet also gave information about Mr. 

Krug and the milling industry in the town: 

 

Milling. - Another branch 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, thanks to the 

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, ¢arĸamba; 30,000 bags are shipped annually by the sea at various 

scales of the Black Sea. This industry is destined for greater 

                                                 
146 Heinrich Barth, Reise Von Trapezunt Durch Die Nºrdliche Halfte Klein- Asien Nach Scutari Im 

Herbst 1858-Berlin, (Gotha: Justus Perthes, 1860), 36- 37. 

147 Emecen and ķahin, ñAmasyaò, 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 for pastry, the second for ordinary white 

bread, and the third quality for hard wheat that is generally used for 

bread.148 

 

William Gifford Palgrawe, who was a British consulate in Trabzon, mentioned 

about a merchant named Stroh who opened a silk factory in Amasya between 1867 

and 1873. Stroh brought in sixty workers from Germany, and up to four hundred 

workers were women and children of local Christians.149 In 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 as 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 

commercial 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 businesses.150 

 

The records show that mulberry farm sales had accelerated in the city from 1700 

onwards. The records about the period after the 1800s, on the other hand, show that 

bºcekhane (silkfarm) sales increased with mulberry farms. Indeed, since the 

                                                 
148 Cuinet, La Turquie dôAsie, 749-750. 

149 Tuzcu, Seyahatn©melerde Amasya, 246. 

150 ñRaport by Mr. Consul W. Gifford Palgrawe on the Anatolian Coast the Corresponding Island 

Districts, Behwen the Longitudes of Sinope and Trabizand, in the Summer of the Year, 1869, 

Turkey, Anatolian Provincesò in Tuzcu, Seyahatn©melerde Amasya, 246.   
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beginning of the nineteenth century, mulberry grove sales intensified.151 Likewise, 

a study in the period between 1838-1863 mentioned that there were 2258 acres of 

mulberry farms in Amasya. While Muslim household incomes were 157 kuruĸ per 

acre, non-Muslim incomes were 108 kuruĸ.152  

 

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

granted to the winners to promote cocoon production. The state also performed 

different methods of industry incentives by giving a medallion to Armenian 

Elmasoĵlu Ohannes Aĵa for his efforts in the development of silk culture. Likewise, 

Armenian Bedros Kaconi Efendi, who depicted Tasvir-i H¿mayun by processing 

silk and presented to the Sultan, was given the industry medallion.153  

 

With the invention of machines, small scale manufacturers lost 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 using mills.154 Waterwheels in Yeĸilērmak River were 

                                                 
151 Ķsmail Kēvrēm and S¿leyman Elmacē, ñOsmanlē Dºnemiônde Amasyaôda Ķpek­ilik,ò International 

Periodical for the Languages, Literature, and History of Turkish or Turkic, Volume 6/4, 715-728, 

(Fall, 2011), 721. Another issue is that of the existence of bºcekhane in the mulberry groves. For 

example, Ayĸe Hatun from Eski Keth¿da sold the gardens and bºcekhane to Emine Kadēn and was 

paid 3.300 kuruĸ; the gardens and bºcekhane were located near the borders of the city. For further 

information on silk production in Amasya see: Kēvrēm and Elmacē, Osmanlē Dºnemiônde 

Amasyaôda Ķpek­ilik; H¿sn¿ Y¿cekaya, ñAmasya Ķpek­iliĵi ¦zerine,ò Akademik Bakēĸ, 7, no. 13, 

269-283 (Kēĸ, 2013). 

152 Mehmet Beĸirli, ñOsmanlē Dºnemiônde Amasya Sancaĵē,ò 122-123. 

153 Kēvrēm and Elmacē, ñOsmanlē Dºnemiônde Amasyaôda Ķpek­ilik,ò 725. 

154In addition to industrial products, the other products were: Corn, barley, flour, chickpeas, lentil, 

yellow seed, opium, poppy seed, gum tragacanth, mahaleb, sahlab, hemp, fruits, vegetables, grapes, 

butter, wax, honey, wool, mohair, suif, wine, molasses (pekmez), sheep, horses, goat-cow-oxen-

sheep-lamb-hare-otter skins, timber, manoussa, tapis, wool socks, cutlery, ore. Vital Cuinet, La 

Turquie dôAsie-G®ograhie-Administrative- Statistique-Descriptive et Raisonn®e de lôAsie Minor, 

(Paris: Leroux, 1892), 747-748. 



 

82 

used in milling in the nineteenth century. In the late Ottoman period, economic 

problems occurred in the city. Financial shortage of the state affected construction 

works. In addition, silkworm diseases from Europe affected the Ottoman silk 

industry. Silk mills at Amasya went bankrupt and reopened as flour mills for several 

decades.155 Since there were no local public facilities, the sale of products was 

difficult, the production of unsold products was thus abandoned, and the economic 

vitality of the city came to an end. 

 

One of the merchant families of the city was Armenian Ķbranosyan Family156 who 

sent a post to ask about the expansion of the silk factory and establish a school for 

producing mulberry (Figure 3. 16). Later the construction plan and instructions of 

this manufacturing school were sent by Ķbranosyan Brothers on May 26, 1909.157 

 

                                                 
155 Donald Quataert, Ottoman manufacturing in the age of the industrial revolution, (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 1993), 124. 

156 Maruke Ipranosyan, originally from Amasya, was a manifacturer 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 Istanbul and improved their commercial activities. Oya Gºzel Durmaz, ñTehcirde 

Ermeni Bir T¿ccarēn Hikayesi: Maruke Ķpranosyan,ò Yok Edilen Medeniyet: Ge­ Osmanlē ve Erken 

Cumhuriyet Dºnemlerinde Gayrim¿slim Varlēĵē, Ararat ķekeryan, Nvart Taĸ­ē, (eds.), 114-125, 

(Ķstanbul: Hrant Dink Vakfē Yayēnlarē, 2017), 114. 

157 OA, Ķ.AZN, 85/32. 

https://avesis.kocaeli.edu.tr/yayin/5e83e115-4a4f-43e9-abca-8807da03441b/yok-edilen-medeniyet-gec-osmanli-ve-erken-cumhuriyet-donemlerinde-gayrimuslim-varligi
https://avesis.kocaeli.edu.tr/yayin/5e83e115-4a4f-43e9-abca-8807da03441b/yok-edilen-medeniyet-gec-osmanli-ve-erken-cumhuriyet-donemlerinde-gayrimuslim-varligi
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Figure 3. 16 The elevation and plan for the proposed school for mulberry production. The building 

had three storeys. In the first floor, there were a playground (teneff¿shane), a locker, and a staff 

room (hademe odasē); in the second floor, there were five classrooms, a teachersô room, and a 

guest room; in the third floor, there were a saloon, a director office, a room, and a music room. 

(OA, Ķ.AZN, 85/32) 

 

In the Ottoman records, the land belonging to Armenian Merzifonlu Gºbelyan 

(Kupl¿yan) households and cocoon silk factory in the early 1880s was turned into 

a church and a school for boys and girls.158 In the Bayezid Paĸa neighborhood, a 

church, a private bureau, and a school were built by French Jojiyet (Jesuit) 

delegation between the Bayezidpaĸa mosque and the Kumacēk Bath in 1883 (Figure 

3. 17).159  

                                                 
158 OA, ķD, 1800/3. 

159 H¿sameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 91.  
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Figure 3. 17 French missioner priestsô and priestessô mansions, churches, and schools in 

Bayezidpaĸa Quarter (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5) 

 

In the 1880s,160 the factory building, which was purchased by the Jesuit priests and 

turned into churches and schools, was later purchased by two non-rank soldiers of 

                                                 
160 It was not until 1881 -the Order was restored in 1814 by Pius VII- to officially speak of a Jesuit 

mission in Constantinople and from there to Anatolia. It is in this context that Cardinal 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 XIII decided to send Jesuits to Turkey to 

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

the influence that Protestants have acquired from them. Why do the Jesuits? Because the pope 

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

in Anatolia ï that Marsivan, for example, was renamed. The duration of the mission - 1881 to 1924 

- corresponds to the passage between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic. As early as 

1881, the Father of Damascus settled in Constantinople as a prosecutor of the new mission, 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 Anatolia. (Philippe Luisier, Pr®sence des J®suites en Turquie au XIXe 

et au XXe si¯cle. M®langes de l'Ecole fran­aise de Rome. Moyen-Age, tome 110, n. 2. (1998): 783-

794. 
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the Ottoman Empire and added to the lands of the garden and households (Figure 

3. 18).161 In the document dated 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, Catholic representative Marmaryan Bogos Efendi 

unauthorized the use of the building by adding a church bell and thus converting it 

to a church.162 

 

 

 

Figure 3. 18 French Missioner Buildings near the bank of the Savadiye stream, Bayezidpaĸa and 

Pirin­ci neighbourhoods (Personel Archive of Ķ. Hakkē Gºztaĸ) 

 

                                                 
161  OA, ķD, 2647/3. 

162 OA, ķD, 1800/3, OA, DH.MKT, 1926/108. 


























































































































































































































