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ABSTRACT

URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY
(A VISIONARY FRAMEWORK FOR URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY IN TURKEY)

BOYLU, Aysen
M.S. in Archacometry
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Gonill TANKUT
Co-Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Sevim BULUCQ

February, 1994, 176 pages.

The subject matter of this thesis is to define properly the scope of 2 new
discipline "urban archaeology” that is an extensive and undealt field of research for
Turkish cities while formulating a problematique and than proposing probable
soluitons. The aim is to intensify study of a town's history and protection of
archasological remains within the town as it is foday.

Main parts of the study could be classified as documentary research,
detesmination of the situation in Turkey and a proposal model.

In the first chapter, the problem is determined and than the methodology
that has been foliowed during this study is given.

There are different determinations for the term urban archacology and
different methodological and organisational schemes in the countries abroad. Examples
of these implementations from the Eurcpean and American towns are given in the

second chapter in order o make clear the scope of this discipline.



After those documentational resecarches, in the third chapter, historical
formation of Turkey, type of archaeological researches, determination and registration
process of historical heritage, effects of developments to the archaeological remains are
determined, administrative framework and financial supports concerning the
preservation of archaeological remains are searched in order to define a new discipline
for Turkey.

As a result of all those studies, an appropriate model in two stages is
proposed for Turkey in the fourth chapter. This proposal defines the methodological,
organisational and financial aspects of the discipline urban archaeology. In the
methodological aspects of those proposals, also the importance of developing new
techniques in archacometry is emphasised.

Finally, in the last chapter, problems and recommendations are

summarised.
Keywords: Urban archaeology, rescue archaeology, rescue excavations,

Science Code: 21.801
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0z

KENTSEL ARKEOLOJi
(TURKIYE' DE KENTSEL ARKEOLOJ ICIN VIZYONEL BIR YAKLASIM)

BOYLU, Aysen
Yiiksek Lisans Tez, Arkeometry Anabilim Dah
Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Goniil TANKUT |
Yardime1 Tez Yéneticisi: Prof. Dr. Sevim BULUG
Subat, 1994, 176 savfa.

Bu tezin konusu, Tirkiye'de henliz degisﬁh:}emig ve genis bir cergeveyve
sahip yeni bir disiplin olan kentsel arkeolojinin ¢ahigma alammn smsdanm belirlemek,
bu dogruttuda sorunlan giindeme getirerek, uygun bir ¢Sziim Snermektir. Bu noktada,
amag, kent tarihi aragtirmalanna yogunluk verip, arkeoloiik buluntulass korurhen, aym
zamanda, vagayan kentin ihtiyaglanna da cevap vermek olmahidur,

Dokiimanter aragtrmasi, Tlirkiye'deki durumun saptanmasi ve bu bilgiler
1sinda ortaya konulan 6neri model, tezin ana bolimlerni olugturmaktadir,

Ik bitlimde, problem tammlandikian sonra g¢alisma swasmnda izZlenen
metodoloji agiklanmaktady.

Bu alanda yurtdiginda veni tamimlar gelistiriithen, aymi zamanda farkh
uygulamalar sonucunda degisik metodolojik yaklagtmlar ve kurumsal vapilar ortaya
eikrostir. Ikinci béliimde, bu disiplinin ¢alisma alamm beliiginlestirmel amacnia

Avrupa ve Amerika'dan bu uygulamalarn drmekleri veritmekiedir,



Bu literatir aragtirmasindan sonra, figincli bSiimde, Tiukiye'nin kentsel
arkeoloji disiplini cergevesinde incelenebilecek tarhi olugummi, fespit ve tescil
prosediirll, aragtirma gegitleri ve gelismenin arkeolojik kalntidar Gizerindeki etkilerine
deginilerek koruma konusundaki idari yaps ve mali kaynaklar araghnimaktadir.

Tiim bu galigmalann 15181 altinda, dérdincit bolimde Tirkiye icin ik
asamah bir model dnerilmekiedir. Bu model kentsel arkeoloji disiplininin Toirkiye'de
olugabilmesi igin gerekli mefodolojik ve kurumsal yapr ile finansal kaynakian
icermektedir. S6z konusu metodolojik gergevenin gizilmesi swrasmida ise arkeometrik
metodiarm  Onemi, dolayisiyla bu tir gabgmalann saghkh  verfere dayamlarak
viiritillebilmesi igin yeni metodlann geligtivilmesinin gereklilifi Gzerinde duralmaktadsr,

Son boliimde ise tiim bu sorunlar ve 6neriler 6zetlenmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kent Arkeolojisi, Kurtarma Kaalan

Bilim Dal: Sayisal Kodu: 21.801
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

1.1 Aim of the Study

Tutkey has a very nich and divergent historical backgronnd. Many
civilisations were lived in Anatolia and left their evidences of civilisations in this land.
In every modern city of Turkey, those remains could be seen clearly in a superimposed
position. Single period towns are very rare in Turkey, most of them are multi period

scitlerments.

Within the process of industrialisation, those ancient towns that are
supenimposed with modemn towns, were effected intensely from the modem
developments in today's towns. Rapid urbanisation and rapid changes in the social
structure of the cities cause to negative changes in the physical structure and 1o

destruction of vrban strata that constitutes the identity of the towns.

As a result of all that destruction, interpretation of the history in the towns
and at the same time, preservations of urban strata for the next generations are gained
a significant role. Now in this point, {0 make an optimisation between modern
developments and preservation of urban strata and identity of the towns is very

tmportant for the wealth of archacclogical heritage.

Industrialisation process has been completed in Europe and America years
ago, and than, a new trend was developed in the 60s. Cities of those couniries were

faced with many important problems. Their urban history was started fo demolished



because of high technologies and developments. So, new methods were developed and
therefore, a need for a new discipline was emerged. Auihorities from all those
countries realised that an institutionalised body was necessary for the studies on the
urban environment. They thought that, the ideal form of body has to be in a twofold
role; on the one side, specialists in this ficld have to continue their excavations and
than interpretation of all those remains and the conservation of urban strata has to be
completed. At the same time, these studies have to be a guide for the later
developments of the fown, and also ihese institutions have to have a controlling

position. This new discipline is called as urban archaeology.

These urban archaeological studies were started in Enropean towns years
ago and were developed especially in the beginning of 60s. First, European
archacologists were started to make excavations in the towns for the aim of preventing
destruction of modem developments on the archaeological remains. Aﬂerward§, these
studies were increased in a qualitative and quantitative manner and spread all over the
continent. Institutions were also established in the body of Staie or local organisations

in those countries.

Nevertheless, in Turkey the situation is different as mentioned above.
Identities of Turkish cities are demolished rapidly. The necessity of such a discipline is
known, but have not been developed till now. Only a few scientists were started to

work for this aims,

Besides, also there are many problems for the implementation of the

discipline urban archaeclogy in Turkey.

In this thesis, the necessity of the concept of urban archaeology for the

cities in Turkey has been explained. To achieve a development without any destruction



on the urban strata, this concept has to be hold on as a discipline in Turkey as like in

other countries abroad.

Many questions were appeared in mind during this study. First, it is
important to define the scope of this discipline and than to define its petiods (if there is
any time lndtation or not). In the related chapters, these questions are explained in
more detaiied, but here it should be said that, the studies in the urban archacology
concern all pericds of town from prehistory to the nowadays. Because, all those

periods as a whole constitutes the identity of the town.

Major aim of this thesis is to develop an appropriaic model for urban
archacology in Turkey with the help of other methodologies that are used in the
European countries or in America. In this point, important problems of; the
archaeological sites, legislative and administrative framework of Turkey, t}’pc& of
financial sources that could be used in this field, etc. have 1o be discussed, and th all
these problems should be resulted in an optimal solution in the proposal model of
wban archacology for Turkey. Also, in this proposal, the importance of ésmg
archacometric methods for the studies in the towns and therefore, developing ese
methods for the atm of gaining more detailed information about the archae;olggical

heritage of towns is emphasised.

1.2 Methodology

In Twkey, archaeological sites are divemsified into ihree degrees.
Archaeologically sensitive areas are classified as first degree archacological sites. In
these areas, any kinds of interventions except scientific excavations and conservation

aided studics, are stiictly prohibited.



Second degree archaeological sites are almost similar to the ﬁrst“degree
archaeological sites with their restrictions for conservation, but the logic. behind the
determination of second degree archaeological site is to prevent destruction on the
expansion area of the old setflement and to define a kind of transition zone between

the old settlement and the modemn one.

Finally, archacological reserve areas are determined as third degree
- archaeological sites and the foundation excavations of the modern developments have

to be under the control of an archacologist from the museum in those areas.

At the beginning of the registration process in Turkey, almost every
ancient city has ﬁrst, second and third degree archaeological site boundaries. In iime,
this implementation was changed and during the delimitation process of these
boundaries, second degree archaeological sites were changed into the third degree and
these areas were opened fo the mew developments within the control-“éf the
arc};geologists from the museums, With this kind of decisions, many archaeoiogical
sifes ‘;rc demolishing. So, it should be pointed out that, implementations in these sites
have to be analysed properly and these types of arcas have to be under the
consideration of this new discipline that is urban archaeology.

Parts of this thesis could be defined as research, determination of the
situation in Turkey and a proposal model. So, after defining the problems in our cities
and formulating a hypothesis, then the process of searching relevant data and models,
. testifying the adaptability of those models in Turkey and potential of the country were

smdied, Afier all those studies a new model was proposed for Turkey.

First, it was necessary 10 search for the other implementations in the
abroad in order to develop an appropriate model and definifion in this concept for

Turkey. In this part of the study, many problems in terms of accessibility to the



literature from the countries of Europe and from America were raised. In Turkey, 2
study about urban archaeology has not been developed yet. Therefore, those
implementations and techniques of the other countries were very important for the
understanding of the concept more clear and then for developing a suitable model for

Turkey.

The term urban archacology was used in Turkey at the beginning of the
year 1990, by a commission that was established within the body of Mirdsiry of
Culture. The Council of Europe demanded from all countrics to develop a commitiee
and to organise a2 symposium in the title of urban archacology and for this aim, the
committee was started to their works on the theoretical basis, and the symposiurm was
organised, many arguments and problems were discussed, but no idea was devebpe:d

for the practice. Afterwards, a report was presented to the Council of Europe am’igh

commission was dissolved. However, academicians began to study on this ccmj

before those studies were started and now, a study for the metropolitan city of Ankara

was started in this concept by the academicians, but has not been completed yet. i

Therefore, leamning the implementations of other countries and to de\féﬁop
a new definition has 1o be the beginning point of this study. For this aim, a Htera%’e
on this subjzct was searched first. There were not so many articles or books in English
on this field and important books were not in our libraries. So, it takes a long time fo
find all those books and articles. At the end of this, all documents that were necessary
for this study, could not be founded. Although implementations of eastern European
countrics are very important, those countries couid not be considered in this thesis
because of the accessibility problems to the libraries of these countries and the
language problem (articles in those countries are mostly in mother language). Only
kiterature from England, America, France, Iialy and Spain was considered. From
Germany and Norway, only two articles could be found about urban archaecofogy.



However, it should be considered for further readings that, there are many articles in
mother language especially for the European countries.

All implementations and models of those countries are presented in the

second chapter of this thesis.

Problems of countries are almost same, but their solutions are
differentiated according to the constraints of their country. These solutions could be
helpful for the problems in Turkey. These problems are diversified as physical, social,
economical and administrative aspects. Consequently, before developing a new model
for Turkey, all problems of the country should be analysed. Now, there are many
implementations in this subject, but the scientific methodology has not been developed

yet.

Lack of scientific criteria for the designation and registration process, lack
of education and awareness of people to their past are constitute important paris of
problems. Insufficient financial support and other ecomomic problems, land
speculations arc also effect all positive developments into a negative way.
Consequently, to know all those problems and than to develop a method is only way of

the realisation.

It could be said that, a comprehensive scientific methodology for those
_studies could not be realised immediately. An institutional structure should be founded
before starting to a comprehensive urban archaeological study. Therefore, a model in
one step could not be realistic for Turkey. So, in the fourth chapier of the thesis, a
scientific methodology, organisational scheme and financial model is proposed for
short and long term peniods that is more adaptable for Turkey. Especially for the long

term proposals, the archaeometric methods are very important i order to gain precise



information about the town's history. Therefore, for this aim, archacometric methods

are explained in this part of the study in more detailed.

As mentioned above, in Turkey, there have not been a completed urban
archaeological study yet. So, in this thesis, there could not be a case study, but there
are many examples from different problems and implementations. Some negative and
positive examples from the application of constructions in the third degree
archacological sites were considered. Those examples are focused on the Sultanahmet
Archaeological Site Area in the historical peninsula of Istanbul and archive of the
Conservation Council for this area was searched for gamning information abowut

different implementations on the site.

Laws and regulations on the conservation of cultural and natural heritfage,

decisions of high council on the designation and preservation of archaeological {g{tes
ﬁ\,

are all given in appendices. Y
Ay



CHAPTER I

THE CONCEPT OF URBAN ARCHAECLOGY

Towns are dynamic, complex, heterogeneous structures. They are the
| configuration of all their historical development process, and formed by the
superposition of material remains from Jdifferent cultures or communifies. They
represent a preference of different citizens, serving different functions. Therefore, it is
necessary to try to understand the transformation that produces urban strata as
mentioned above. If we could read clearly the meaning behind these transformations,
as M. Carver suggested, we might understand how citizens were forced to behz;ve and

why, so we might know more about their lives than they did.

All of these characteristics that has been formed in time, constitute the
identity of our towns. Every town is unique with their characteristics and different
from other towns in many features like building techniques, the layout of the town, the
functions of each district, the pattern of daily life, funeral rites, etc. A town's past, its
present and its future must combine to create a2 recognisable unit, so that its growth can

be seen.

With this consciousness, focuses of scientisis were turned 1o the history of
obr cities and the concept of wrban archacology was developed for the aims of both
searching the history of the cities and preserving them and then excavations in the

urban environments were started.



At the same time, there were other reasons that were oriented scientists to
search for the identity of the towns. Rapid urbanisation with the vse of high-
technology and rapid transportation that cause the accessibilify to every settlement
resulted with a twofold situation. First, they invented their history in more detailed and
then they tried to bring them into the light of present day of historical knowledge. But,
on the other hand, the problem of destruction of remains were emerged. So, in these
vears, urban archaeological studies were started for the aim of solving these problems.
Both in Europe and in America, to cope with these problems, new methods and
technologies have been created. New definitions for this concept were improved. They
tied to adopt these researches into their countries with the help of legislation.
Therefore, every country solved this problem in a different way and so, many
divergent types of organisations whether centralised or Jocal, were developed. wisd

Now in this chapter, first, a brief definition for this notion will be given

and then, development process of urban archacology in different countries and

implementations of it will be explained.

2.1 Definitions of Urban Archaeology

Before giving a definition in this section, it is necessary to make more
clear the related periods of urban archacology with respect to other countries, The

question in here is "whether there is a time limitation in this sfudies because of the

scope of archacology or not?”.

Archacology in dictionaries is defined as "study of the material evidence
of the past and the subject can be subdivided into several more specialised areas of
study, e.g., prehistoric, classical, medieval, industrial." So, it could be said that,



archaeology includes all periods of human past. As a result of this staiement, it is
comprehensible that, urban archaeological studies are cover a continnous historical
researches of the modem towns. However, most of the archacological studies in
Turkey are cover ancient periods from the prehistory to the Byzantium era and afier
this period historians start to their works. Therefore, the scopes of archacology and

history have to be more clear.

There are many arguments whether there is a coexistence between
archacology and history or not. As Schofield (1987: 8§} pointed out, many post-war
archaeologists and historians have expressed different views to this question. These
visws range from the compleic scparateness of the two subjects io their
complementing each other, meeting and even overlapping.

Some historians have taken an exiremne view. Others have

stressed the dependence of the archaeologists upon the :
historian in certain situations: the historian identifies a roval w
place and the archaeologists reconstructs by excavation its
appearance at all stages in our study we must tum io the
historical sources for aid (Wilson 1976, 2-3); It seems o me
axiomatic that the archacologist who chooses to work in a

historic period must recognise openly his dependence on
historians (Alcock 1983, 57); Archacology does not lend itself

easily to the solution of specific historical problems, it does

play an imporiant part in reconstructing the urban fabzic and

its changes over time {Palliser 1987: 58). Towards the other

end of the scale: Archacology reaches those parts of the past

that other sources can not illuminate (Clack & Haselgrove

1981, 3-4). This semi-independent role contributed to the
development of ideas in urban archacology.

So i could be said that, archaeology is 2 vital source of information for the
history of towns, especially before the Middle Ages, that have very few documentary
sources, no town maps and almost no surviving town houses. However, it could not be
disregarded the strici coexistence between these two disciplines. Also their relation and

dependence to the other disciplines are very important, because as fike in many other
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disciplines, archacology needs a tearn work. B.Salwen emphasised these cooperation
very clearly as "The modemn city is the most complex artefact, in both its physical and
socio-cultural aspects, that humanity has ever created. In studying it, archacologists
have leamed to work with specialists in a variety of fields - historians, architects,
engineers, cultural geographers, urban planners. In most cases, however, we have
used these associates only as sources of technical expertise. An equally fruitful
approach might involve cooperation on the level of theory-building and theory-testing,
starting with our colleagues in the other branches of anthropology." (Salwen, 1978:

459).

Under these circumsiances, the concept of urban archacology was appear
as a phenomenon and developed in time in the countries of Europe and in USA. Till
the 70s, most excavations in towns were directed according to the rescue archacology
or depend on an occasional factor to start an archacological excavation and at ﬂvme end
of the excavation, selection of the remains that must be conserved, were nof de[;éndcd
on some basic criteria. As H.Cleere mentioned in his paper, a great deal of the
excavation works carried out in the countries around the Mediterrancan, snmlarlv
concentrated on the monumental remains of the classical civilisations, which* were
often conserved in situ for public access. This trend- causes some problems m both
urban and rural areas. But especially in urban areas, special consideration being given
to zones likely to produce material remains of a specific type and the rest of the urban
area being released from any constraints relating to the archaeology below ground

{Cleere, 1984: 4).

In this framework, as a result of the studies that are going on the towns,

there appeared many definitions for this concept.
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According to P.Sommella: “Urban archaeology is concesned with towns
themselves and with urban life generally rather than with a specific period (or periods)
in a town's history or a specific aspect (or aspects) of its activities."(Sommella, 1984a:
2) And her more advanced definition on this subject is that: "urban archaeology is
rescarch into the gradual development of a town, either the active aspect which
generated the town's history or the passive one, reflected in events affecting it, was
long based on criteria calling for the rigorous philological siudy of architectonic themes
(monographs on menuments viewed out of their topographical and functiona! context)
or concerned with the reconstitution of fiindamental events in urban life."(Somunclia,

19%4b: 16)

The book "Rescue Archacology"(Biddle, 1974) and more specifically
Martin Biddle's paper in this book is accepted as the tuming point in the studées of
towns' history. And in those contents the term of urban archacology is defined ias an
vninterrupted existence of towns' history from ancient times to the preseni® day.
Consequently, the term rescue archaeology was gained importance and if was
undersiood that a more comprehensive study requires technical improvements in
stratigraphic excavations and the interpretation. To create a comprehensive
understanding of an urban environment by using more developed techniques as the
author mentioned in his paper like horizontal and vertical cross-sectional analyses and
thematic studies presenting the full history of the "Civitas”, including its relations with
its hinterland (Sommella, 1984a: 3) is gained general acceptance.

Salwen defines this concept in his article as "wrban archaeeclogy is
archaeology of the city, I also belicve ihat the city, as 2 particular kind of product of

. human activity, can be best understood if considered in relation to the matural and

cuolfural environments in which that activity occurred. X should therefore be helpful, in
studying the development of the city, to know as much as possible about all of the
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culture and environment interactions that occurred at the scene - prehistoric, pre-

urban, and urban." (1978: 455).

Even in 80's, discussions on the topic of Urban Archacology to create a
definition and limits of it, were not ended in Europe. At the Intcmaﬁonal Symposium
in Tours (1980), Roland Martin asked many questions to define the concept of urban
archaecology, because even at that time, scientists could not give a complete definition
and in every country, this sub discipline was implemented with many different criteria.
According to him: "The problem is to define the exact purpose of what is called, in
shorthand form, wrban archacology: archaeology in urban areas? archacology of
towns? special methods of excavation in urban arcas? special requirements relating to |
excavations in towns? legal and administrative problems? conservation and
enhancement of remains in the urban fabric?" (Roland Martin propounded this
argument at the International Syposium in Tours in 1980)

These discussions are continned in nowadays, but definitions,
assignments and implementations in this concept are more clear than before. One of
these latest definitions for this discipline is given by Schoficld. He defines urban
archaeology as a very productive form of special social science. "As urban
archacologists consider the archéeology of ancient town plamming and civic
administration, or of group perceptions within the town, they can find useful parallels
in sociological studies of the same subjects in modern settings." (1987: 6).

2.2 Hsstorical Background of Urban Archaeology

2.2.1 Developments in Europe
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In Europe, redevelopment processes in the city centres were begun after
the séoond world war with respect to economic reconstructions. When these
development processes and industrialisation completed, they started to give priority to
urban history. Meanwhile, Europeans have to solve two problems. One is to conserve
the archaeological heritage of the European towns, and the other one is to develop and
modernise their towns by providing practical needs of inhabitants at the same time. As
a result of this tendency to optimisation of these two problems, the tenm urban
archaeology has grown up as a discipline. It was defined as the knowledge of the

historical development of a town that contains analysis of material remains.

A number of interesting excavations and studies of archaeological remains
that was affected from the urban planming projects, have been carried out in England
since the 60s, especially in the 70s. In those years, most of the excavations in England
weres dated from the Middle Ages. They realised that, there is a close rclaﬁméhip
between planners and archacologists who are usually given the opportunity to carry out
rescue excavations before redevelopment begins. The United Kingdom Ancient
Monuments and Archacological Areas Act in 1979 provide for the designation of the
arcas within historic town centres where there is a statutory delay period for

archaeological investigation before building can take place.

The practice of urban archaeology was appeared also in other European

towns in those years and each country provided different solutions to this problem.

In France, "the National Urban Aschacology Centre” in Tours; and in
Ialy, "Soprintendenze Archeologiche™ (Archaeological Superintendencies) was
founded. These organisations carried out many important works in their countries.
Moreover, it is important that the term urban archaeology was incleded in the

legislation system of France.
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Spain has very complicated legislation on conservation of archacological
heritage in 1933 and this concept has been realised by Heritage Act in 1985. The
integration of the material remains left behind by history into their future development
was the basic aim of the works that carried out in Spanish towns. Barcelona, Valencia,
Zaragoza or Tarragona could be given as an example of towns that are working with

the principles of wrban archacology.

Also, conferences on this subject were organised in France, Germany,
- Spuin and Italy. In these countries urban archaeology units are working closely with

Iccal government planners.

Now the practice of urban archaeology in the countries of Europe will be

discussed.

2.2.1.1. England

,,ﬁ
R

In England, contemporary interest in urban archaeology began in thepost-
war years with the excavations in bomb-damaged towns such as London, but g,t'iwas

only- with the example of the excavations in Winchester from 1961 onwards that

English archaeologists began to realise the potential of urban archaeology.

FProf.W. F. Grimes started to work in the city of London and these studies
are accepled as a siarting point for the systematic archaeological investigations of a
town. Before these studies, M. Carver thinks that, "The first century of urban
archaeology, from 1850 to 1950, was aciually a period of wholesale destruction of
ancient buildings and urban sirata, one to which the blitz in many cases put the
finishing iouches."(Carver, 1987: 102) The Society. of Antiquarics supporied the

excavations that were carried out among 1947 and 1962. Discoveries of Grimes
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enlightened the history of London. Results of these investigations were published in
'1968. M. Carver (1987: 104) has pointed out some difficulties of excavations that has
to be under the modern society as: "the complexity and vulnerability of the strata, the
expense of its retrieval, the insensitivity of Jocal authorities, speculators or land owners,
and above all the condescension or indifference of those for whom the work should

have been most precious - the modem inhabitants of the town."

After that, a new type of archaeological research was siaried by Martin
Biddle at Winchester in 1962; and by its methodology, 2 new perspective: ‘was
provided in British archaeology in the late 1960's. All academicians think that, every
practising English urban archacologists of the nexi decade, and a good many abroad,

began their careers with Biddle on the sites at Winchester.

In 1957 the new journal "Medieval Archaeology™ was. published and in
this journal, works that has been going on at that time in six fown sites were rcportcd,
and than the numbers of sites were increased in time. Three ideas, that are "think big®,

"think history", "think rescuc” were shaped the strategy of the '70s.

Urban archaeologists, with the help of Professor Sir Colin Buchanan's
book "Traffic in Towns" (1963), became aware of the problem thai urban renewal
program would affect a great deal of historical and traditional architecture. Therefore,
it was realised that, it would affect their branch of knowledge more than others, while
contractors implementing the deep foundations for high-rise residential blocks, muiti-
storey car parks and supermarkets, the ring roads and underpasses that will cause the
removal of the urban strata.

The State archaeological service in England is under the responsibility of
the Direciorate of Ancient Monuments and Historic Buildings within the Department

of the Environment. Besides a nationz] committce for rescue archaeclogy of the
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Ancient Monuments Board, in different areas' archacology advisory commitiees were
set up. Later on Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 helped

people in implementations.

Outside the State archaeology service, in the 60s, the one national co-
ordination body for urban archaeology was the Council for British Archacology’s
Urban Research Committee, founded in 1967. The aim of this committee is to &y to
bring together rescarches of all disciplines by means of conferences, publications and
working parties. CBA published, in the same year, the periodical, "Current

Archaeology™.

In 1972, the Council for British Archaeology provided the factual basis for

assessing the problem on a national scale and individual towns have carried out their

OWI SUTveys.

At the regional and local level, urban excavations are carried oﬁt by a
variety of agencies. The agencies include local museums, universities, archacological
sovieties and specially formed excavation committees or trusts based on the model of
Winchester. The executive structure is also variable, ranging from part-time digging
teams to the lasger full-time teams working from the Museum of London or the York
Archaeological Trust. York Archaeological Trust was established under the direction
of Peter Addyman in 1972, The Department of Urban Aschacsology within the
Muscum of London was established under the direction of Briann Hobley m 1973, The
works of the Department of Urban Archacology (DUA) are primarily on rescue
archacology. Their studics are concentrated on the controlling of the 7pla:m§ng'

applications and the preservation or recording of archaeological strata.

The DUA has a successfully publication program. In the archive, reports
have full illustration and description of all structural and stratigraphical relationships
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and classified lists of finds, together with specialist analyses. This archive is to be
published in one of a varictly of forms including microfiche, computer print-out or
photocopied duplicates. After that with a selective synthesis‘ of this archive, reports can
be presented in conventional forms as a journal, article or book. The DUA Archive
Catalogue is published in every year. The Archive Catalogue informs the reader what

archives are available and how they may be obtained.

Scientists stated that, a national rescarch policy, national goals, national
priorities and & nationzlly based management is the basic needs of urban archaeology.
On the other hand, wban excavations are probably ths most expensive form of
archacology and the greatly increased government support for English archaeology
reflects the growing awareness of urban problems. Along with central government
finance, local authorities are increasingly sharing the expense of excavation. In spite of
this, by the carly 1980s, wban archacologisis in England have the problém of
inadequacy in the national rescue budget. As a result of this problem, theories were
developed. On the one hand, some were arguing for an economical sampling strategy
based on sitc quality. Other archacologists, who are working especially in the larger

cities, were searching for new sources of finance.

In London, Brian Hobley's Department of Urban Archaeology succeeded
in maintaining a large staff, conducting active programs of site work and initiating the
processing and study of an immense archive of excavated data, by gaining the support
of property developers.

Another example is from the York Archagological Trust. They turned to
the public to support their works. Afier the successful promotion of the Copper gate
excavations, they received half a million visitor in three months afier opening in 1984.
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During the 1960s and 1970s urban archaeologists were impressed and
mfuenced by contemporary thinking in geography, with its new interest in spatial
analysis. As Schofield (1987: 6) stated, "the traditional approaches of geography as a
study of landscape had relied heavily on describing man-land relationships, and
examining cause and effect. These approaches were challenged in the 1960s by a more
mathematically oriented methodology, based on data collection and hypothesis testing.
This is in turn being replaced or modified by study of individual and group
perceptions. Geographers are turning to man-man relationships within defined spaces
rather than man-land relationships. The most relevant geographical explanations arc
models of urban growth, urban morphology, central place theory and urban ficid.”

Also a similar tendency can now be seen, in England, among economic
historians. "The analyst is therefore concerned with the relationships conccntraté{i in
towns, especially in the social construction and maintenance of power; change is mot

perceived as progress, but in terms of need for other functions” (Schofield 1987: 6):

In England, they want to establish a good relationship between developcr
and archaeologists, Archaeologists want to preserve archaeological remains in situ. But
in here, their prime responsibility is to achieve the fullest possible record of What is
being destroyed. Also, in wherever possible, archaeologists should advise | to
developers, architects and town planners at an early stage of planning the probability of
discoverics or in other words reserve areas. Archaeologists should be established in the

work program of the contractor.

While doing these studies, the archaeologist should be in turn very realistic
as to what can be achieved within the constraints of the bm'lding program. They think
that, experienced field archaeologists can work at great speed, side by side with the
contractors' men, to obtain accurate information. And urban archacologists think that



developers and their contractors should be aware of the scientific responsibilities of
archaeologists, that once the archaeologist has Jeft his site a long process of report
writing, analysis, publications, etc. takes place. They said that this will be equal in cost

to that of the site investigations itself.

In the presence of important archseological remains, the planning authority
may require the developer to commission a field svaluation of the site before reaching

fis decision on new development proposals.

In the most mportant cases, permission for development may need to be
refused if an archacological site is to be adequately protecied.
In the other cases, it is sufficient to modificate the development proposals

W

to ensure the preservation of the important archacological features of the site.

Their general emphasis on the physical preservation of the sife is to deave

to the future generations of archaeologists that will have more advanced techniqués.

5
i

English delegates presented some proposals to the Council of Europs for
the planxing process in the archaeological areas. These proposals (report of English
delegation, 1991: 7-10) are as follows:

Dctajled development plans like local plans and unitary development plans,
should include policies for the protection, enhancement, and preservation of sites of
archaecdogical interest and of their settings. The proposals’ map should define the areas
and sites to which the policies and proposals apply. These policies will guide the
developers when they are preparing planning applications.

Authoritics should bear in mind that not all nationally important rémains
meriting preservation will necessarily be scheduled; such remains and other
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unscheduled archacological remains of more local importance, may also be identified
in development plans as particularly worthy of preservation.

Develoﬁexs should search for whether the site is known or ﬁkély to cbntain
archaeological remains. The first step will be to contact with the County
Archacological Officer or English Heritage in London.

As a result, they may wish to commission their own archacological
assessment by a professionally qualified archaeological organisations.

If there is a need to more detailed knowledge, than an archazological field
evaluation should be carried out before any decision on the planning application is

taken.

One the planning authority has sufficient information, there is a razlge of
options for the determination of planning applications affecting archacological remams

and their settings.

2.2.1.2. France

In France, there are an existence writien sources (inscriptions and archives,
which increase in number in the last three centuries of the Middle Ages) and graphical

documents (plans, drawings, miniatures and more recently, air photographs) relating to
the number and density of urban settlements for the whole of France. Archaeological

excavations in fowns can not usually very extensive, they are normally rescue

excavations.

The discovery and excavation of archaeological remains in towns are

subject to common law, as [aid down in the Act of 27 September 1941.
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In nowadays, increasingly widespread excavations speeding up the

disappearance of the town's archaeological amluvcs Therefore, associations, a number

__of government and local authority representatives and whole communities were started
to think that: “it was time for land use planning policies to take account of the idea of

the heritage and its implications. The argument was not only the need for the scientific
studies, but also the fact that the unknown or little-known past represented the memory

or record not of the urban phenomenon in general but of a given town which brings us

back to its identity."(report of French delegation, 1991: 2)

In this respect. one of the purposes of France by the Minisiry of Culture,
the Division of Archacology is to drawn up the archaeological sites' map. Data
collection and preparation stages are compleied by the regional offices of archacology.
As a result of these stages a computerised map library should be created. But, because
of the risk to destroy the archacological sites when they are publicly available, the sort
of data bank cannot be accessible to the public. To do this, data files can be pfotcctcd

by computer blocking system.

As a result of some experiments that have been carried out both- about the
preparation of land-use plans and for the De-de-France Planning Insfitute, a set of
1/25000 scaled maps has been produced. Levels of sensitivity and archaeological risk

in short and medium term were shown in this maps.

Also, there are two other mechanisms; one is the "Centre dTEtudes
Techniques de I'Equipement” (CETE) (technical siudy centres for public works) which
take archacological data info account in infrastructure schemes as like motorways; and
the other is "Schemes Dirccteurs d'Amenagement et d'Urbamisme® (SDAU) (master
development and town planning schemes) which establish close links between
archaeology and development schemes.
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According to the authors, what is lack in France with respect to the
computerised documentation and cartography is "national coordination of a regionally
- —based system for the management of archacological sites, in other words a coherent —
policy for bringing the parties and management bodies involved together. National
coordination is needed to rationalise data, computer equipment and objectives. But the
system should be organised on a regional basis becanse there are segional authorities
for both archacology and planning,. It is at regional/area level that data are gathered and
it is often at this Jevel that decisions are taken too."(Ducasse, 1984: 4) The aim of this
kind of study is to create a national cartographic data bank for the future, and this data
bank will be helpful for the land use plans of towns.

The Sub-Directorate of Archacology at the Ministry of Culture are
responsible from the archacolegical reserve areas. One of the major objectives of the
Sub-Directorate of Archaeology is the constitution of reserve archaeclogical sites to

prevent them from the progressive destruction on them.

In recent decades, there are a great tendency to transform these reserve
areas mito the archaeological parks in the towns. By this kind of usage, they agree that,
explored sections of these parks can be redesigned and made accessible to the public;

and other, the unexplored sections have to be used for scientific and cultural purposes.

Guy Barruol gives examples from archaeological parks in France. Some
examples are given in the article from the urban and rural sites of France. In the urban
environment, the Fourvieres Archacclogical Park at Lyon is the most important
example.(Barruol, 1984: §)

But, the integration of archaeological remains in an urban environment is
more complex problem for France. To become successful in this kind of studies,
authoritics agree that close cooperation between archaeologists, architecis, town
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planners, administrators, elected representatives and the public are very important.
Especially, they gave importance to the public because of their important role to alive

" the conservation and prcsenﬁﬁéﬁ’b’ff'ﬁmmns’”““ ﬁ‘éﬁi"fhé’fa's{ As Barruol (1984) point
out; “integrated remains constitute reference elements that throw light on the
development of the town even if they do not reveal the complex overlapping of the

successive wrban fabrics; they help o give the town its personalify and its identify.”

In the archaeological parks, according to them, archaeclogical remains can
be conserved in the open air or under cover, in a public, semi-public or private places,

depended o the situation.

Open air presentation is widely chosen in France, because it is the Ieast
costly solution, but on the other hand, there are other problems for its :conservation
techniques. "If they are set off in that way the remains are best integrated into the
contemporary urban fabric in so far as the public is in permanent contact with this
evidence of the past; this approach also makes for aesthetic presentation. If they are
located in densely buili-up areas these archaeological gardens also act as.green and

even cultural spaces.” (Barruol, 1984: 10)

Some examples are as; the "Jardin des Vestiges” of the Bourse in
Marseilles, situated at the heart of a vast commercial centre into which is integrated the
Historical Museum of the city who's remains’ extent into the open air; the area from
Roman period at Nimes where a number of recently excavated sections have been

carefully presented i public, semi-public or private places', efc.

On the other hand, more frequently, in view of the limited extent of the
remains or then' location, the structures discovered are presented within a building. As
Barruol mentioned, in some cases these may be old buildings, often public buildings
used for cultural purposes. There are many examples in France to this kind of
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implementations as: the museums at Metz and Apt present in their basements, public
baths; the Terra Amata Muscum has been installed in Nice on an -important
prehistoric site in the ground floor of a large building; at Arles, a large protohistoric
site is 10 be seen in the basement of a2 multi-storey car Park; as Nimes, 2 section of the
rampart dating from late antiquity is set off in the basements of the Court House; at
Dax, the podium of an ancient temple is conserved in an underground car Park; At
Cahors, the remains of a theatre can still be seen in the Chamber of Agriculture; in
Paris, at Rowen, a Jewish monument from the Romanesque period, unique of its kind,

is now protected in a crypt under the courtyard of the Court House, efc.

As in the other countries, also in France, the archaeclogical areas are in the
centres of activity, so needs arc always urgent, operating costs are immense and time is
precious. Therefore, archacological actions should be always in an cmergency.

Scientists are unsatisfied from this position that is in their term "emergency rescue®.

As a result of these problems that appeared in France and in other
countries, French delegates presented some proposals on the concept of wrban
archacology to the Council of Europe. These proposals (report of French delegation,
1991) are:

1. Awareness heightening: People should be informed about their town's
history and its fragile nature. Architects, town planners, contractors and local
represeniatives must realise that each of their decisions can destroy an important value

of a town.

2. Legal measures: All national and regional legislation should give priority
to protecting the urban archacological heritage. All work carried out in historic centres
should be preceded by a full archacological survey and it should be supporied by
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scientific publications. And these legal measuremenis must be reflected in all town

planning documents.

3. Establishment of archacological reserves: They have an awareness to
preserve archaeological sites for new generations that will have better work facilities
than today. So they want io conserve the potentially richest archaeological reserve
arcas for next generations. Their aim is to set up these areas into the maps. There are
examples for this as: they included reserve areas in the town planning documents of
Lyon, 17 hectares are listed for conservation, 4 hectares have been excavated, and the

remaining 13 will be laid cut as open spaces with walk-about areas.

Also they want to adopt another approach, that is: the use of foundation
techniques that make it possible 1o construct buildings sbove the archaeological levels
without destroving them, or disturb them only stightly. And underground lines for
passenger traffic that cross old town centres should always be construcied at a great

depth, below the archaeological strata.

4. Organising preventive measures: The areas to be protected should be
delimited with great sensitivity. Now, in France at the National Urban Archaeological
Centre in Tours methods are being tested. In this respect, graphic documents that
cover different periods and containing analytical and explanatory comments should be
drawn up. They suggested that, a list of towns in each country of the Europecan

Community would be the first stage in a common effost both to provide protection and

io carry out research,

5. Programmed research policy: In each country or region, selection of the
site should be depends on a programmed research policy.
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6. Setting up local archaeclogical services: Systematic support should be
given by states to the planning, establishment and expansion of urban or local
archaeological services having adequate resources and staffed by trained personnel.

7. Training and employment: Training programs should be developed.

8. Dissemination of findings: Remains should be integrated to the present
day town. Special attention should be paid to the maintenance of these remains as

everyday show-cases of urban archaeology.

Laboratories; storage and conservation of documents and movable items;

scientific publications are also important.

2.2.1.3. Germany

In Germany, archaeology is under the responsibility of the "Lander”,
according io the fcﬂem] constitution of the Federal Republic. However, both the
organisation and the legal basis of archaeology vary from land to land. In this thesis,
only towns in the Northern Germany as Schleswig Holstein, Niedersachsen,
Nordrhein-Westfalen, Hamburg and Bremen are considered because of the problems
on the accessibility to the literature. In these cities, each "Land" employs its own
archaeologists, who with his staff and sometimes outside help, is responsible for the
care of archaeological monuments. Besides these archaeologists, there exists a large
number of full-ime or part-time officers, mainly connected with museums and
supported by local authorities or socicties. In some special cases archaeological
research institutes, museums or the archaeology departments of umiversities undertake
excavations in fown cenfres. Some particularly significant excavations have been

financed by the "Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschafi”. However, the work has to be
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carricd out by existing institutes, because it has no archacological teams. This

organisation schema has been developing since the 1920s in Germany.

Their common point of view to obtain satisfactory results are succeeded
" only if long-term observation of all demelition and building work can be combined
with large-scale, sysiematic area excavations. Lobbedey mentioned in his article some
disadvantages in this subject as "local gbservers are unable to mount fairly large rescue
digs. On the other hand, the "Land" offices are burdened by so manyv and verious
duties that they too can only very rarely undertake rescue work. Since no significant
change is likely to take place in the foreseeable future it is doubtfiil whether we may

expect any important new information”.(Lobbedey, 1977: 129)

German archacologists argue that, archaeological work has proceesded in
the closest collaboration with historical research and as a result the most recent

literature shows interrelated conclusions reached in both felds,

Excavations in Haithabu and Schleswig constitute the earliest and la.t’gest
project of urban archaeoclogical research m Norhern Germany. In 1963, with funds
from the "Deunische Forschungsgemeinschafi”, excavations were staried with an
efficient organisation designed for the needs of town archaeology and possessing the

necessary technical equipment.
2.2.1.4 Taly

Jtaly has a very rich archasological heritage and there is a trend to develop

the concept of urban archacology in today's towns.

They gave imporiance to the historical research of towns in their studies.
The aim of urban research program is to ascertain changes and functions in the various

stages of development in the case of ancient towns, and their point of reference is the
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beginnings of towns. These beginnings are appeared both in architectural remains and
in the original urban pattern and zoning. To form a complete picture of town's
development, this method of investigation should be repeated for each period.

In Italy, the process of urban archacology is developed from the practice
of "rescue archaeclogy". Therefore, the wealth of data that was collected from archival
and library sources, up-to-date technologies in researches and excavations and correct
interpretations of scientific knowledge gain importance. Also interdisciplinary studies
are very imporiant. Operational groups that should be consist of assistance of
specialists in the fields of ancient history, archaeology, town planning, topography,
history, epigraphy, numismatics, etc. are responsible for preparing future urban

development schemes in the present day of Italy.

P.Sommella indicated that "attempts to conduct planned scientific research
aimed at building vp a comprehensive picture of a town's history on the basis of a
historical analysis of archaeological evidence and monuments were a belated r;spmSe
to the destruction wrought by a certain fype of urban improvement and town plannmg
Leaving aside the question of political responsibility, we must accept that this was a
result of ignorance not only of the intrinsic importance of remains but also, and above

all, of their topographical value and hence of interrclationship in wurban
settings. "(Sommella, 1984a: 3)

To solve this problem, development plans or detailed plans were prepared
on the basis of archaeological maps on a reliable and not purely in the symbolic scale.
Bui, as the P.Sommellz points out that, although there is clearly no shortage of studms
on the macroscopic aspects of buildings or on the stages of development of modemn
towns in ancient origin, there is a complete lack of objective and exhaustive surveys of

all the elements that constitute an ancient town's heritage (Sommella 1984: 4).
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After studying on the concept in Naples and Pozzuoli district of Rome,
they think that to establish a common methodology "which not only guarantees thai
account will be taken of all data useful in urban science ie. the scicntific and
interdisciplinary side of research, but also is capable of supplying immediate, and not
simply passive, replies to specialists working on urban fabrics” (Sommella, 1984a: 3).

After the studies in Rome, Milan, Bologna, Trento, etc. the need for the
services of multi disciplinary urban research teams was appeared. And they said that
"thds is without doubt a promising start for a stage in which archaeologists, avchitects
and town planners work together and turn to such specialists as local situations

demand” (Sommeila, 1984a: 5).

As in the case of Turkey, the inadequacy of the tools available. especially
the maps, are one of the important problems of Italy for both in researches and

preparing projects.

After the studying on the Roman Baths at Teramo and the baths in the
neighbouring town of Chieti, they conclude that "a correct methodology for urban
archaeology should comply with the obligatory, successive stages. Cartographic
surveys, direct analysis of the technical stages and planimetric integration of remains
according to typological standards thus make it possible to establish the importance of
the buildings on, and hence the socio-economic significance of, each plot studied and -
to follow through the successive iransformations and new uses made of such plots up
to the present day. It is thus possible to combine the identification of appropriate

-solutions for future development and the pursuit of specific surveys involving

stratigraphic excavation” (Sommella, 1984a: 5).

P.Sommella gave examples from Rome. He mentioned in his article that
Guglickmo Gatti was already using this research technique in an instance of Roman
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topography; comparing evidence of the Severan Forma Urbis and the cadastral survey
prepared by the Severio Muratori School. As a result of his studies, he points out that
the present pattern of the Crypta Balbi area derived from the original Roman plan in
terms not only of buildings but also of town planning standards. This example showed
the importance of using cadastral plans.

Also from the location of buildings and the infrastructure network, the
most "fragile” areas that need to be carefully monitored during interventions that daily
disturb the subscil of 2 modern town could be determined (Sommella, 19843:’5).

Teramo project is given in the text as an example. The Abruzz
Archaeology Office and the University of Rome have proposed a two year program of
thematic excavations in the heart of the historic centre in an area whereas they said
"many buildings stand on the sites of ancient buildings and where sofutions must be
found which neither destroy the earlier structures nor paralyse contemporary life"

(Sommella, 1984a: 6).
In this project, three research themes was built up as:

1. Investigation of the functional continuities of public areas of the Roman

town and the changes that have taken place in the use of space throughout the town's
history;
2. Research on the conservation of the sector in which the major buildings

for public performances are located;

3. Excavations concentrated in areas where it is possible to establish the
typology of ancient dwellings and to uncover remains known to exist of the town's

earliest life, including iraces of an early necropolis with tombs (Sommella, 1984a: 6).
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When choosing the site, the fundamental requirement of it was that the life
of the modern city must not be hampered, and the aim is 1o solve some of the practical
problems of the detailed plan.

In this project, a new concern over the need to exploit and take into
account the development potential of the modern town was demonstrated. The
ultimate goal is "the identification of outstanding elements that can be included in a
tourist ifinerary in the iown and which will foster greater scientific and cultural

understanding of the region's history” (Sommella, 19842; 7}.

A Plan for the Ancient Roman Imperial Forums:

This project is first began to preserve Rome's open air marble reliefs, bui
afier, they noticed that the fundamental reasons of their deterioration are depend on to
the some results of the city-life. So, this project is now concerns the whole city. They
recognise that, the Forums operation can make sense only if it is part of a town
planning conservation program, and thus the involvement of various authorities and

departments has become indispensable.

Firstly, they concentrate on questions of a ﬁurcly fact-finding and
archaeological naturs of the site, without interfering with the organisation of the traffic
(that is the most tmportant problem in this case). After that, final measures have been
prepared and implemented to divert traffic from the historic centre without making life

impossible for the focal population.

C.Pavolini stated that, the most important part of the plan from the
standpoint of both iown planning and archaeology is the removal of the Via dei Fori
Imperiali. This great arterial road carries much of the private traffic out to the south-
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eastern parts of the city. The Mnistry of Culture has authorised excavations in the
gardens in the border of the Via dei Fori Imperiali. This area was connected the
Forums of Nerva, Caesar and Augustus, according to topography of ancient times.
The City Council allocated regular funds for the preliminary operations and by these
solution excavations that is the first phase of the work has begun.

Pavolini pointed out in his article that, "The Archaeological Department
and the Universities of Rome and Pisa which have offered to collaborate on the project
at a scientific level, place great emphasis on the methodological aspects of the research
currently being undertaken, pointing to the need to take advantage of the enormous
experience gained from urban stratigraphic archacology, which is particularly
widespread in  Anglo-Saxon countries, but which has already been used for the first’

time in major projects both in Italy and in France".(Pavolini, 1985: 15)

At first sight, it seems difficult to organise excavations covering a large
area that is accepted in this countries' one of the fundamental aspects of modern urban
archaeology. Afler these excavations, the stratigraphic history of the city on an
appropriate scale was gain importance. By stratigraphic archaeology they. included
every strip of land, each building phase, and evidences of human occupation, and they

treated them as a historical document of equal importance.

As a result of using the methods of stratigraphic archacology "the
excavations in the Via dei Fori Imperiali will move in a completely contrary direction
to that taken by archaeologists of the 1930's: instead of ruthless digging to expose
individual monuments and reach the level of the Imperial age as soon as possible, the
intention is to patiently and gradually re-expose ali the area's historical layers, from the
foundations of houses destroyed under fascism, through the Renaissance and the
Middle Ages and finally back to the period of Late Antiquity” (Pavolini, 198S: 15).
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The other main aim of the plan as mentioned above, is to provide access to
the public. In this project, they want to create a space to be used, a part of the city
integrally linked with its surroundings, not to create a space to be visited only. Also,
they gave useful functions to this spaces. Each space was determined by its own
individual characteristics and cach linked with the other. These roads and paths have
continued fo exist with extraordinary resistance for thousands of years. Today, as the
author said, "It is possible to foresce the recovery of these thoroughfares without
harbouring fanciful dreams of restoration, but rather taking account of modemn
requirements and modem cultural sensibilities that have restored to favour an urban
lifestyle, the hasty abandonment of which has had dramatic consequences” (Pavolini,
1985: 15).

As a result, in Italy, certain cultural organisations are helpful m urban
archaeology. Local ones are capable of rising money from public and private hédies to
support waiching and recording activities. National organisations, such as "Halia
Nostra" and ANCSA (Associazione Nazionale Centri Storico- Artistici), apply political
pressure for the protection of the national heritage. On the other hand, at least in major
cities, the absence of a body to coordinate all those involved in urban archaeology, the
shortage of archacologists capable of undertaking excavation and the lack of interest
of academic institutions in training and using young volunteer archaeologists is all
serious disadvantages.

2.2.1.5 Norway

Urban archacofogical field works in Norway were started in 1956 in
Bergen. Than, in Trondheim and Oslo excavations started in 1970 and in Tonsberg in



1971. Excavations in these four cities are important in the history of Norway

concerning the urban archaeological studies.

Their major aim to work in these four sites is the continuously existence of
these sites as a town since the Middle Ages, and the main features of the medieval

topography and street patterns are still visible and can be reconstructed and analysed.

The field work is carried out by local units in cooperation with local
museums and the Central Office of Historic Monuments that is the official body

according to the Historic Monuments Act of 1951.

In Norway, a total registration of medieval urban ground has been tried io

obtain knowledge that is instrumental 'in planning future works. These works are

‘including a registration of the depth of the cultural deposits and the degree to which
these deposits have been demolished. All archacological finds, from building Temain to

small objects, have been plotted on a map which has become a source of a planning

implementation.

Statutory protection for remains of medieval urban sites in Norway is
provided by the Histeric Monuments Act of 1951. This law replaced a law dictated in
1905. As Lidén impressed "the oldest legislation regarding archaeological finds goes
back to provisions in the Norwegian Law of King Christian V (1687)" (Lidén, 1977:
88).

According to the Historic Monuments Act in Norway, all prehistoric and
medieval monuments, including archapological deposits are automatically protected
whether they are visible or not. However, in the surrounding area, protection could be
obtained by a special recommendation from the antiquarian authorities. There are five

important archacological museums in Norway and together with these largest
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museums, the Central Office of Historic Monuments takes care of monuments from
the Middle Ages 100-1550 urban sites included. This central office also does the
planning and budgeting, including allocation of public funds granted by the
Government. The local unit in Bergen for example, having operated since 1956, has
established a greater independence to the Central Office, but it is closely connected to

the regional archaeological museums in Bergen.

"According to the law, no building operations which threaten or can lead
to the destruction of standing remains, or an archacological deposits from the Middle
Ages, can take place on any urban site without permission from the Central Office of
Historic Monuments, When permission is granted the cost of the necessary
archacological rescue work on the site are to be divided between the Government, the

local authorities and the builder if the building project is a matter of private enterprise.”
(Lidén, 1977: 88)

On the other hand, according to Norwagian scientists, there is very ofien a
deplorable lack of communication between the developers and the anfiguarian
authorities in spite of those legal and administrative instruments for the protection of
urban sites. Developers are under a legal obligation to report their building projects to
the authorities at an early stage of planning, as like in many other countries, they
sometimes omit to do so for fear of extra costs and delays in the site operations. Also
preparing the maierial for publication is another problem. Priority has been given
always o the field work.

For all of these studies, they have public fiunds or they are provided some
funds by the Department of Environment or the municipal authorities.



Their another imporiant difficulty is the limited number of skilled
archaeologists and so they are dependent on archaeologists from abroad on urban

research stt_xdics.

As a result of these studies, Norwegian urban archaeologists think that,
firstly the archacologists gained many experiences in a field of archaeology that mostly
had not been practised very much. New methods were developed to cope with
stratigraphical and other problems specific to urban archacology. Second, the great
interest arise by the finds among both professionals and amateurs led to a change in
public opinion as to the value of such investigations. They propounded that, by this

way, the planning and accomplishment of later excavations would be much easier.

2.2.1.6. Spain

Historical past of Spain is very rich and important, so this cause many
problems in the development of this country as like in the other countries. Therefore,
researchers, studying the past; town planners and architects, responsible for building in
the present for the future; and politicians who are answerable to society for both
finding cut about the past and to preserve it for the future generations and organising

the present are encounter with these problems.

In the case of Spain, 2 number of additional difficulties that generally
result in the adoption of exceptional solutions and appropriate preventive measures that

do not always maich up with the economic resources available for the purpose are

raised.

M.Mastin-Bueno mentioned in his article about "problems that are arising

out of the face of ecconomic and urban development, which cccurred rather late but



has brought about a true revolution in urban development over the last two decades.
This phenomenon occurred at a time when the economic crisis was already in evidence
and was to prevent all the necessary resources from being brought to bear to resolve

the problems."(1984, 2)

Spanish legislation is complete on the protection of both archaeological
and historical remains from the past. There is an Archaeological Excavation Act dating
back to 1911. This act was very advanced when concerning its concept and
philosophy. This act was later on supplemented and broadened in a number of respects
with the Historical and Artistic Heritage Act of 1933. They propounded that their
legislation then was the most advanced legislation in Europe. Also, international laws
and recommendations from bodies such as UNESCO or the Council of Europe, were
adopted to the main body of the legislation system of Spain and addition of this kind of

elements contributed to the protection of the heritage.

In Spain, the authorities agrec that without an appropriate planning and
without adopting construction standards and preventive measures in municipal by-
laws, 1t would be difficult to amrive at an effective policy in this field. M.Martin-Bueno
mentioned that recent past of Spain, especially over the last 15 or 20 years, is full of
exmp!es of the destruction of remains or deposits that had been discovered in urban
environments and which without protection, were destroyed before authorities or
archaeologists could intervene. Tarragona, Tarraco, Cordoba (Corduba), Cartagena
(Cartago Nova), Cadiz (Gadir), Zaragoza (Caesaraugusta), Seville (Hispalis), Merida
(Emerrita) are examples of cities that were destroyed (Martin-Bueno, 1984: 3).

Factors that affect town's history in Spain are listed in the article as;
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-Irrational growth of medium-sized and large towns without prior urban
planning. In several cases, the general development plans were drawn up after growth
or, in other cases, they had not been supplemented by special plans for the old centres.

-Uncontrolled speculation in urban building land, without either protection

or limitation regarding location or relationship to the historic centres of certain towns,

-Absence of building standards regulating land use and especially building
permits with guarantees of subsequent control to check for the possible existence of

archacological remains so that they could be recovered.

-Economic difficulties arising out of lack of interest in the protection of

remains and in archacology in general, with guite inadequate budgets,

-Lack of collective awareness and social conscience regarding the need to
preserve remains that were a way of finding out about the past. (Martin-Bueno, 1984:
3).

But, at present, the situation is changing. Because of increased social
conscience and better matching of town planning standards to the reality of
conservation, offer the possibility of acting generally in & preventive way even if this
does not always happen (Martin-Bueno, 1984: 4).

In Spain, legal mechanisms are very important and have an effective role
in country concerning history and archacology. As a result of great civic awareness of

the need to preserve vestiges of the past and an increasing aspiration fo improvement

of the quality of life, Spanish authorities realised their legislation program.

The general existence of mumicipal by-laws has an importance in the
-construction of new buildings and the conservation of old buildings. Before new

39



buildings are constructed, in the area archacologists are studied, and determine the
potential existence of remains. As a result of these studies, measures have to be taken
in cases where remains are discovered. In many Spanish towns, presuppose “the
possibility of preserving, recovering or at least studying any archaeological remains
brought to light.

"Municipal or provincial archaeological services and govcrmnentél bc;dies
and institutions have also been sef up to carry out preventive campaigns and advise on
decisions regarding new building. These services, which are certainly very new for
most of Spain, have already achieved resounding success including major rescue

operations, the preservation of archacological finds in archaeological parks, preserved

at ground level or otherwise.

Similarly, a good many museuwmns facilities have been developed in
conjunction with this new knowledge of ihe historic past of several of our towns"

(Martin-Bueno, 1984: 5).
In this respect, we can list the administrative organisations in Spain as;

1. The state with ifs national research centres, possessing an infrastructure

capable of meeting the requirements of archaeology in general.

2. The structure of the self-governing communities with its own special

features depending on iis particular needs and economic rescurces.

On the other hand, municipal services in Spanish towns are supposed to
have powers not only for the recovery of the urban archacelogical remains, but also to
their discovery and conservation (Martin-Bueno, 1984: 5).
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Spanish authorities are very serious on the problems of urban and in rural
archaeology. In the concept of urban archaeology, they amalyse the problem as a
relationship between the volume of a country's archacological heritage and the arnount

of human and economic resources available for its conservation.

In Spain, they realised that "social integration” of archaeology as a vestige
of yesterday in the towns of today is the fundamental issue when compared with the
other factors (like the problems of protection from the weather, of safety, of air and
urban pollution, or integration into the urban fabric and protection against human

action, efc.).

The optimisation of the modern, living town, its developments with the
town's archaeological heritage are the most important problem of the foday's towns.
M.Martin-Bueno mentioned that "we must not look at the fact itself but at ways of
avoiding such a situation. Very ofien, urban archaeological parks have been seen as an
ideal solution, forgetting that this is only a partial solution because it dilutes and distorts
remains by turning them into a historical decor which does not even illustrate the past

to which it relates” (Martin-Bueno, 1984: 7).

They represented the present situation of their towns as: "Spain, like other
countries, has had recourse to conserving remains by preventing subsequent building.
Such remains have been integrated into present buildings, as basement levels which
can or cannot be visited. Underground car parks and the like have been designed so as
to penmit remains to be visited, but the remains have completely lost their character by
being enclosed in modern structures whose sophistication, though sometimes
successful, has stified the spirit of the preserved remains.

We have hermetically scaled undsrground areas and specially arranged
gardens, protection against rain and other external agents; unusual old buildings have
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been recovered by putting them similar or different uses, but we have not succeeded in
reaching agreement on the ideal system and especially on the extent to which
archaeological remains can be fitted into the contemporary urban fabric and into town

planning processes.

We still lack properly planned towns; nor do we have forward-planning
studies on the bases of which to reconcile the future with the reality of the past, which
needs to be preserved in such a way as to cause the least disturbance in the present day
town. Clearly it is preferable if possible to keep a particular area free of further
building and carefully to choose the part that is to be kept as a wiiness to the town's
past. All the rest should not be the rule but the exception” (Martin-Bueno, 1984: 8).

On the other hand, they have some proposals for the future. These
proposals (report of Spanish delegation, 1991: 4-7) are:

1. Knowing more about the origins and historical development of today’s
towns; urban archaeology is an activity which is necessary to the knowledge,

interpretation and conservation of elements that explain the development of a town.

2. Making local authorities aware of the values of the urban archaeology
heritage; the involvement of local authoritics that are directly responsible for the
planning and execution of the town's development, directly in activity is the
fundamental precondition for the maintenance of the historical heritage of the town.

3. Dissemination of the values of the urban archaeology heritage among
the town's inhabitants; publicity and information campaigns that are in both scientific
and publicly accessible nature.

4. Incorporation of urban archacology into town planning; archacological
factors should be included in the draft town plans. Its realisation is depend on a
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specialisation in this field. The involvement of specialist teams will be able to carry out
the relevant decisions and the coordination between urban development policy and the

historic heritage policy will be obtained.

5. Establishment of institutional frameworks for the development of urban
archaeology; institutional frameworks should develop within a group of management
teams that will consist of archacologists, architects, town planners, topographers,
photographers, etc. Their aim should be to intensify study of a town's history and

protection of archaeological remains within the town as it is today.

As a result of these points, we see that the theme of urban archacology is
newly developing in Spain. There is no specialised organisation for this theme in both
central and local bodies of the Spanish government. But in various stages of urban
development, they considered large amount of data, determined the efements io be

preserved and planned a conservation and recovery policy.

2.2.2. Development in USA

Urban archaeology has become a new specialty, in USA, within the

contents of historical archaeology.

In their studies, the purpose of wrban archacology is to answer
anthropological and historical questions. They are be aware of the importance of
archaeology in the urban environment. In his introduction to the book, R.S.Dickens
pointed out that, "both the theoretical orientations and the techrnical procedures of
urban archacology must be somewhat different from those appropriate to less crowded

places. All aspects of the archacological program, from survey through excavation,
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analysis and interpretation, must be tailored to the complexities of the city, both as
subject for study and as setting for fieldwork."(1982)

In USA, comprehensive surveys that include the identifying probable
locations and pointing out the sensitive areas, are very important because of their role

in the planning of historical preservation and urban archacological research areas.

In this respect, urban archaeologists produce a series of l1and use maps, one
for cach of the major periods in the history of the locality by using information about
past patterns of land-use as identified through background research and field testing.

They are aware of the effectiveness of these maps for the studies on the cultural

configurations of particular periods in time.

Also, they are working with the new techniques. They have adopted a
number of new tools from other ficlds. These new techniques and tools are as remote-~
sensing technologies, such as ground-penctrating radar that identified buried
foundation walls and other features; augers and corers both hand-held and truck-

mounted, graders, front loaders, backhoes.

Since 1960, the amount of archacological research on the American city
has increased. They gave importance to all remains from the past to the present day.
For example, they gave same importance to the remains from the late nineteenth and

early twenticth centuries like the remains from the Colonial and early Federal periods.

Two interrelated factors effected this movement toward an “archaeology
of the city™. First important factor is that, they gave attention to historic preservation
and cultural resource management concerning a series of federal legislative acts, laws
and regulations. So, urban archaeological remains gained importance legally.



American archacologists aware of the importance of using the techniques,
methods and theory of anthropological archaeology in their studies for the material

culture and this is the second important factor.

They pointed out that, urban archacology must be viewed not just as the

study of individual cities, but as the study of urbanisation.

In this perspective, American urban archacologists developed different
methods, and they define their research process clearly. Determining areas as
archacologically sensiitve is the first step. And than, before the implementation of the
project, they did documentary researches on the project area and the excavations were

begun, analysis of the materials from the site has begun and reports were prepared.

In America, they think that, the methods and techniques used in
archaeological projects in urban areas is unique, and this uniqueness is directly related

to the characteristics of urban areas themselves.

Americans realised that, the land use decisions have a very important role
in every period. As a result of intense use of urban land, destruction and distwrbance of
archaeological deposits and stratigraphy is occurred. The construction of foundations
and basements of buildings, street grading, the installation of utility lines such as gas
mains and sewers are most important factors that effect and destruct the archacological
areas. For instance, they have in New York two authorities that are responsible from
the new constructions in the archacological areas. One of them is the "New York City
Landmarks Preservation Commission” and the other one is the "New York City
Department of Buildings®. In their studies, they analyse all features of the city from its
earlier periods to the nowadays and these analyses are very helpful to the people in
their studies on the determination and limitation of the boundaries of the ancient cities

or determination of the archaeological artefacts.
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"Since the mid-1960s, a body of federal law has been developed to require
assessment and protection of cultural resources that are affected by construction
projects receiving public funds. These laws apply equally to projects in urban and non
urban areas. In 1966, the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) established the
National Register of Historic Places and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation. Later, in 1969, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
expanded the cultural resource responsibilities of an affected agency by requiring a
pre-construction Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).Then, in 1971, Execuiive
Order 11593 extended the requirements of the Historic Preservation Act to include
evaluation and mitigation of sites deemed eligible for the National Register. "(Dickens,

1982: 106)

Although they have this kind of laws with respect to the preservation and
evaluation of historic, architectural and archaeological significance of their countries,
they are not satisfied because these laws did not specify the methods and procedures
by which the significance of the resources would be assessed and adverse impact
properly mitigated. The detailed work of establishing these methods and procedures,

left to professionals in government and academia, has slowly evolved by frial and

ervor during the 15-year history of the legislation.

Till recent times, American archaeologists have not been given attention to
the urban archaeological remains. Then, they started to give attention to the prehistoric
and early historic remains in the rural areas. They pointed out that, "the occasional
project in an urban arca usually was devoted to the recovery of Colonial or early
nineteenth-century remains, with little, if any, attention being paid to deposits of the
Iate nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Even the work on early historic urban remains
was strongly focused on locations of upper class habitatien, governmental activities,

and military actions. The structural complexities of urban areas further contributed to



their receiving little attention, with most projects coming from accidents of discovery
during construction and land clearance." (Dickens, 1982: 106) Archaeologists and
historians has a general idea that, documentary records provided the primary resource
for the study of modern culture and that the material record was of primary valie only

in temporarily remote situations.

As author pointed out, in the late 1960s and ecarly 1970s, with the
instigation of several large-scale urban projects and with a growing recognition of the
scientific value of recent material remains, urban archacology began a rapid ascension
within the larger discipline. Archaeologists have come to recognise the city as a unified

and significant body of cultural resources.

As mentionsd above, they have developed many methods and now b§sic

i

points of these methods will be explained.

S e

One of these methods, that was explained above, was used in the Wall
Street district of New York city, the Stadt Huys Block. Here, research has done in two
scales; one is the use of space that is reflected in the land use pattern, land
management, public architecture and site formation process, other one is depend on an
artefact pattern that contains cthnic and social heterogeneity and economic
specialisation. This set of researches that are the density of land use and the social
heterogeneity, enable urban archaeologists to realise and understand the process of
urbanisation and with this methodology they can compare easily communities between

different regions or within the same region.

There is an another approach that urban archaeologisis are used in
America. This is the Roger Williams National Memorial that is located at the base of
the western slope of College Hill, bordering downtown Providence. The basic aims of
the project were the delincation of depositional processes affecting urban
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archacological site formation, and the reconstruction of land use patterns through time.

In this approach they have three stages.

First stage has the general framework for the project area. In this stage
qualitative analyses that arc the documentary rescarch and the environmental
evaluation, and the quantitative analyses that mean land use studies, are done for the

city in general.

Second stage consists random and systematic auger testing and analysis of

auger samples and these analyses are done for the project area.

Third stage is focused on the selected locations within project area. In this
stage two methods are used. One is the excavation of trenches using Power-Assisted

Machinery and the other one is analysis of artifactuzl materials from excavations.

They recognise that "in urban archacology, a single area or group w:thm a
city should not be the sole object of study, nor should either the settlement pattern or
the socioeconomic hierarchy be viewed as independent cultural variables. Each city
develops within a regional setting and is influenced by general worldwide processes
and that these factors should be incorporated into the research design. “(Dickcns: 1982:

44) Also it is necessary to cvaluate its local conditions.

Third approach is the environmental-impact archaeology in the urban
setting. This re;earch model was developed for the MARTA (the Metropolitan Atlanta
Rapid Transit Authority) project in Ailanta. The underlying principles, derived from
ecological theory, hold that the city's cultural components and physical components are
interrelated in a dynamic sysiem.

There are three stages in the wrban environmental-impact archaeology:

pre-construction, construction and post-construction stages. In this multistage respect,



they emphasise the importance of multi disciplinary plan for identifying and evaluating

adverse impact to archaeological resources.

In the first stage, a team of professionals, first, gathers and analyses
appropriate literature and oral history about the urban area. Then, these teams have to
developed working hypotheses about the étmc’mre and development of the city. Lastly
in this stage, a unified research design should be developed. After doing research
design, archaeological survey and testing, site-specific historical research and

architectural survey should be undertaken.

In the second stage, that is the demolition and construction stage, if an area
has standing structures, paving or other obstructions, demolition will precede
construction. Moreover they said thai, if possible, the archacologist should develop an
arrangement with the engineers and construction personnel to provide an mtefval

between demolition and construction for additional archaeological testing.

Like in England, features recovered at the fime of construction usually can
be adequately evaluated, recorded or excavated without causing significant losses of
time to construction. And author emphasises that, “This kind of cooperation has
. alleviated construction personnel's fears that the archaeologists, at some point; would

bring their project to a halt."(Dickens, 1982: 111)

In the last stage, all archaecological features that were discovered prior to
construction, should be evaluated by 2 professional on preservation. Also in this stage,
close relationship between the field archacologists and construction personnel has a
significant role. The archaeologists had to revisit the site afler construction was
completed to prevent accidental damage to the protected portions of the features
during landscaping, utility relocations, and other finishing works. And the workers on
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these projects have no way of knowing where a preserved feature is located, except by

direct contact with the archaeologists.

Finally, a team of professionals should prepare a comprehensive final

report that contains all researches in every stage.

2.3. Evaluation

Every country has its own history that is varied regarding its period from
one country 1o the other. So, in the urban archaeological research of every lown n
every country, these variations in their history resulted with using different methods in
their studies. Some towns have continuously existence from the prehistoric period 1o
the nowadays. There are examples from towns especially in Italy and Turkey. On the
other hand, one group of towns has only one historical period and they have no
continuos existence in history. Also there is another group that their towns' history
started in the later periods like from Roman or Middle Ages or from 18th ¢. as in the
case of American cities. In American cities, they gave same importance to the remains
from the late nineteenth and carly twentieth centuries for instance, like the remains

from the Colonial and early Federal periods.

These differentiation cause problems in the definition and limitation of the
concept "urban archaeology™ in the beginnings. In every country, as mentioned above,
"rescue archacology” is the beginning point of this concept and it continues in
nowadays. Now, clearly, urban archaeology is considered all periods of a town,
because every period gives major characteristics to the town and framework of the
studies is changing from the rescue archaeology to the more scientific and organised

studies.



As a result of approximately thirty years of urban archaeological
researches in the countries of abroad, it is important to criticise the implementations of
this discipline, whether there is an institutional structure in those countries? and their
degrees of success or what are their financial supports? How they applied these studies

and what are the consciousness degree and awareness to the history of their towns?

Most of the countries are succeeded in the foundation of an institutional

structure in the body of State or elsewhere.

In England, there are two kinds of organisations. One is the private
archaeological trusts like York Archacological Trust, efc. and the other one is located
in the body of State. These are as Urban Archaeological Department of Londra
Museum and Council for British Archacology.

In France, there is a "sub-directorate of archaeology" i the body of
Ministry of Culture and this institution is responsible from the archaeological reserve

areas of the country.

In Germany, wban archaeological studies are done by the private
institutions, but they are dependent to the State in various ways. So, every town has an
instituiion for the aim of urban archacology and they solved many problems in this
field.

In Italy, there is not an institutional structure concerning urban
archaeological studies, but they have a developed system for their archacological
heritage in general and urban archaeology is considered under these institutions. Also
there is a political pressure to preserve remains. Cultural organisations are also helpful -

in urban archaeological studies.
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In Norway, local units are responsible for these kinds of studies and they
have to be incorporate with local museums and the central office of historic

monuments.

In Spain, private and public organisations are responsible from those

studies but there is not a special institution for this discipline.

In America, also private and public organisations are responsible from
these studies. There are semi-private bodies dependent on the municipalities,
responsible from the archaecological evidences of American towns. But those
institutions are very limited, they have only in the big cities. In American law, they
gave importance to the concept of anthropological archaeology and urban archacology
was developed in the discipline of historical archacology and it supported
anthropology. They emphasise this as an important stage for the studies in this field.
Because they are agree that, these studies are not only enlightened the historical

development of those towns, but also the urbanisation of the country.

Another aspect of these studies is to create a documentational data bank.
In most countries, graphical documents are not enough and their major aim is to draw
archaeological maps of all country. These archaeological maps should contain both
existence archaeological remains of the town and its reserve areas. These maps will be
one of the important data of development plans in those countries and by this method
of study, they are all agree that, destruction of archacological remains will be
prevented. Especially in America, England and France, these studies are more
satisfaciory than the other countries. Technology and methods are more developed in
America when we compare it to the other countries. France completed its written and
graphical documentations and their major aim (morcover they succeeded in some

projects) to control and prevent these destruction, is to developed land use planning



policies. All archacologically sensitive areas were marked to the 1/25000 scale maps.
On the other hand, their problem is lack of national coordination between different
public institutions. This is very significant problem in most of the countries.
Additionally, Spanish authorities agree that without an appropriate planning and
without adopting construction standards and preventive measures in municipal by-laws

it would be difficult to amrive at an effective policy in this field.

Norway, Italy and Spain are not succeeded in this process. They have not
enough graphical documents. Also lack of communication between different
disciplines and mostly in the implementation stages between developers and
antiquarian authorities is the most important problem. Although developers and
planners have the responsibility to inform authorities in the early stages of their
projects or plans, they mostly omit to report their projects to the authorities becauss of

extra costs and delays. These problems are not solved in any country.

Financial support is another important problem. England, Germany,
France and America solved this problem in different methods. Financial support is
related closely with the degree of consciousness. In these countries, people are
sensifive fo their past and history of his town and to its environment. As a resulf of this
sensitivity in all countries, we could succeed conservation of remains and to prevent

them from the destruction.

On the other hand, in Italy, Norway and Spain, authorities are complainant
from the unconsciousness of specialists to their history. This problem is also has a very
serious reflection in Turkey. People destructed their culture in order to build up
unplanned buildings or road system. Although planning is a very meaningful tool in
this researches, it is used wrongly.
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When we look at their implementations in this field, we see many different
solutions. In France and Spain, urban archacological parks are the optimal solutions
for these studies. Archaeological reserve areas in the cities are used as archaeological
parks. So by this way, one part of these areas is used by public and in the other parts,
scientific studies are going on. In these two countries professional man claim that, the

remains have completely lost their character by being enclosed in modern structures.

In the other countries, implementations of urban archacological studies are
differentiated from one to another. Mostly, they conserve archacological remains
under the modern buildings, car-parks, etc. Or like in Sofia, they created an

underground museum. Open exhibition centres are also.used in the city centres.

Ancther important problem is the education and the importance of multi
disciplinary studies. Authorities in Italy and Norway are emphasise quantitative and
qualitative failure of their archaeologisis. The problem of lack of skilled archaeélogists
is very important. Also because of quantitative inefficiency of archaeologists in these
countries, they have to study with archaeologists from abroad. Education in the

universities is also not enough. These are the disadvantages of those countries like

ours.

Consequently, it could be said that, authorities in all countries are agree in
the vital role of multi disciplinary studies in this field and they know that, they have to
educate their specialists in this ficld and give them a sensitivity to their history.

Also, those authorities are emphasise the vital importance of the
stratigraphic excavations. They all agree that, urban archaeological researches have to
be done in sensitively to make clear the urban strata.
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One final disadvantage could be pointed out in here as the limited time for
those excavations. In all countries, urban archaeological studies have to be done in a
very limited time because of the character of planning process and there are many
handicaps in the early stages of planning. For example, autherities are not informed by
the developers, etc. So, these studies have a character of "emergency rescue” and

professional man are not satisfied from this in every country.

Finally, it could be said that, it is a very new discipline and because of this,
there are many disadvantages of it. These disadvantages only be solved by doing more
researches and studies in this field, more sensitivity of authorities and specialists to
their hisiory and by more academic studies. Some countries have solved those
problems, because first, they started it much earlier than the others and second they
have completed their industrialisation and urbanisation, so they have more time, ,‘

money and more developed technologies for this field. Also, they have an institutional

body for this field.

Other countries are solving those problems in time and they also adopted
developed technologies in this field from different countries into their own country. -

Finally, we can say that, all countries need time for more developed studies in the field

of urban archaeology.



CHAPTER Il

THE CONSCIOUSNESS PROCESS IN TURKEY WITH RESPECT TO URBAN
ARCHAEOLOGY

The concept of urban archaeology and its development in ihe European
counfries and in America were explained in the second chapter. The situation in
Turkey is very different from those countries. Firstly, it is important to point out that,
in our country, there is no term as urban archaeology. On the other hand, there are

many implemeniations that can be considered within this concept.

Now, in this chapter, first, the historical pattern of Turkey will be
- explained. Then, the determination and registration process of this historical pattern, its
balance with the development of the cities, effect of developments to the remains,
planning process in the archaeological sites, legal and administrative framework and

financial sources will be discussed.

3.1. Historical Pattern of Turkey

Turkey has been called as the crossroads of history becanse of its
important strategic location between Asia and Europe. Therefore, the iraditions of
past, social and cultural movements, and the reflection of wvarious Anatolian
civilisations can still be seen in Turkey in the remains of historic cities dating from the
Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic Ages to the Islamic Periods. Besides, Turkey has

numerous legends and it has a position as a scene of some of the most important



events in history. So, result of scientific rescarches proved that, Turkey is the

motherland of the earliest civilisations in the world.

The excavations carried out in Anatoliz exposed that important chvilisations
flourished in Anatolia in the prehistoric period. In the Antalya region, cave sites at
Karain, Belbagt and Beldibi date back to the Upper Palaeolithic Era. The next most
important settlements in Anatolia at Cayénii, Catalhdyiik and Hacilar stand out as an
incomparable prehistoric centre for culture. The first settlement in Troia (3000-2500)

is notable as one of the oldest centres of culture in Anatolia.

The city-states emerged in Anatolia around 2000 BC. and writing was first
used at the time of these city-states. In the 15th and 14th century, the Hittites
established one of the three most important states in the Near Fast. In the 13th
century, they shared with the Egyptians, the hegemony of the eastern world and
created a civilisation of great originality and distinction. Then, the Aegian migrations

started when Anatolia became the object of imperial ambitions.

Anatolia was under the hegemonies of the Urartian civilisations in the East
among 900-600 BC. In the central Asia Minor, the Phrygians created a great
civilisation among 750-300 BC. The Lycian, Lydian and Carian civilisations rose in the
west central Anatolia at the same period, among 700-300 BC.

In the 6ih century BC, the lonian cities of Miletos, Ephesus, Priene and
Pergamon entered their Golden Age in western Anatolia and played a leading role in

the world of art and architecture.



During the Roman Age, among 30 BC-395 AD, Anatolia became one of
the most prosperous lands in the world. The cities of Western Anatolia, in this period,
have reached a level that was not at all less sophisticated than Rome. Transportation
across Anatolia was realised for the first time in the Roman Age by means of good and

well-maintained roads and sione bridges. (Akurgal, 1979: 3-36)

‘Byzantine art and architecture were born in Anatolia in 4th and 5th
century AD. as an interpretation of the Hellenistic and Roman cultures and was than

centralised in Constantinopolis until the year 1453.

Around 1045, the first Turkish tribes, the Seljuks, appeared in Eastern
Anatolia and later occupied the whole of Anatolian land afier having defeated the
Byzantines at Malazgirt in 1071. They brought in a high level of humanistic culture
within the tradition of the Islamic rules. The Seljuks were an advance representative of
the Medieval World with their good and well-maintained roads, stone bridges,

aqueducts, mosques, madrasahs, caravanserais, baths and palaces.

The Ottoman Principality was established by the end of the 13th century in
the Sakarya region, spreading its hegemony, Islamic Culture, art and architecture
throughout the three continents. The Ottomans (1299-1923) further developed the
high level cultural and artistic endcavours of the Seljuks, creating beautiful works of

tiles, miniatures and buildings.

Conscquently, this brief summary stated that, there is a continuous
settlement pattern in Anatolia from ancient times to the nowadays. Every city has
important historical remains and single period towns are very rare. So, here when we

turn back to the determination of the urban archaeology, we can clearly state that, for
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the case of Turkey, we can not restrict the periods of cities for which urban
archaeologists concerned as like from ancient times to the Byzantine era. So now, we
are faced with the question of what is urban archacology? In Turkey as mentioned
above, this concept is very new for the scientists and to create a definition will be very

important because of its scientific role.

First point is that, we could not climinate any period from the history of
our cities. So, we have to consider all periods of our cities. Second point is the
question of "which cities should be studied under the concept of urban archacology?”.
We could ecasily answer this question as, all scitlements that have both urban
characteristics and historical background could be considered and studied bv the
methodology of urban archaeology or it could be said that this branch of knowledge is

related with areas within the municipality boundaries of the multi period modern cities.

3.2 The Number and Density of Urban Sites in Anatolian History

Many excavation teams both from Turkish and Foreign Institutions and
scholars carry out their works on archaeological sites in Turkey. Their aims are to
enfighten the ancient civilisations by excavating and researching in these sites. (Some

of these researches are almost 100 years old.)
This afchacological researches in Turkey are separated into three types.

One of these researches is called as excavation studies and in this type of rescarch,

extensive studies in an antique city are carried out. Archacologists and other
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professionals are searching all aspects of cities as physical, social, economic, etc. in

their excavation works. (Table 1)

Second type of researches are called as archaeological surveys. In both
types of research that was mentioned above, scientific studies are done in an extensive
way and the role of archacometry in these studies could not be disregarded. Another
common point between these two researches is the unlimited period of their studics.
Both of these researches are done by the legal permission of the Ministry of Culture.
(Table 2)

Third type of researches are different in some respects from other
researches. This is called as rescue excavations that are carried out mostly by museums
and they have a limited time for these studies like in the other countries of the world. |
These kinds of excavations in Europe were begun because of the radical changes in the N
physical appearances of cities concerning the urban development projects and these
changes leading to the destruction of all archaeological and architectural heriiages.
This destruction could be separated into two groups. One of them is destruction on the
surfaces of our cities and the other one is the destruction on the sub surface. In that
point, it is easy to say that destruction on the sub surface is more dramatic.
Determination and then registration of the subsurface heritage in Turkey has not been
completed yet. In the third section of this chapter, reasons will be explained clearly.
Therefore, many opportunities for archacological research into the country's urban past

have been irretrievably lost with this kind of destruciion.

Also, there is another problem that effects archaeological sites in Turkey.

This problem is the illegal excavations in the archaeological sites that are registered or
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, Table 1: Distribution of the scientific excavation areas in Turkey in 1991.

Eskigehir

SITE PROVINCE SITE PROVINCE
~ Amorium Afyon Kelenderis Icel
Asikh Hoyiik Aksaray Tarsus-Donuktas | Igel
Acemhdyik Aksaray Klaros 1zmir
Candar Ankara Kyme Lzmir
Arykanda Antalya Metropolis fzmir
Elmah-Karatag Antalya Panaziepe Izmir
Karain Antalya Pergamon 1zmir
Okiizini Antalya Phokai zmir
Patara Antalya Iznik Iznik
Uluburun Antalya Ani Kars
Aphrodisias Aydin Kaman-Kaleh&yiiki Kargehir
Didyma Aydin Karahoyik Konya
Magnesia ad Konya Konya
Meandrum Aydmn Aizanoi Kiitahya
Milet Aydin Alagehir Manisa
Kyzikos Balikesir Arslantepe Malatya
Hasankeyf Batman Datga-Resadiye
Hallan Cemi Batman Knidos Mugla
Sagalassos Burdur Halikarnassos Mugla
Pagalar Bursa Iasos Mugla
Troia (Canakkale Kaunos Mugla
Gilpinar ~ Canakkale Labraynda Mugla
Bogazkdy-Hattusal Corum Stratonikea Mugla
Ortakéy Corum Zank Hoyik Nevsehir
Hierapolis Denizli Goltepe Nigde
Cayonit Diyarbakir Porsuk Nigde
Ugtepe Hoydgts | Diyarbakr Ikiztepe Samsun
Girnavaz Diyarbakr Harran Urfa
Yayvantepe Diyarbaksr Titrig Hoyiik Usfa
Enez (Ainos) Edime Anzaf Urartu Kale.| Van
Gordion Eskigehir Van Ayanis Van
Demircihdyiik Eskigehir Dilkaya Hoytik Van
Pessinus Van Kalesi Van

61




Table 2: Distribution of archaeological survey areas in Turkey in the year 1991,

SITE PROVINCE

Afyon Museum Afyon

Amasra Amasra

Kyaneai Antalya

Lycian coast near Fethiye Antalya

Termessos Antalya

Heraklia at 1atmos Aydmin

Priene ~ Avdm

Western Carien Aydin - Mugla

Madra Cay Delta at Altinova Balikesir

Prokonnesos Balikesir (Marmara Island)
Bayburt Bayburt

Celtikgi and Yegilova Burdur

Cankint and Kastamonu Cankin1 and Kastamonu
Ergani Area Diyarbakar

Epigraphic Surveys in Eskigehir Eskisehir

Clicia and the northern Hatay Hatay, Igel and Adana
Harbors in rough Clicia fcel

Eastern Clicia Icel, Adana and Hatay
Kitahya, Bilecik and Eskigehir Kiitahya, Bilecik and Eskigchir
Mardin Museum Mardin

Alpaslan Dam reservoir area and

Mug Plain Mug

Balbura Mugla

Hizrhk in Fethiye Mugla

Pedasa Mugla

Mugla and Aydin Mugla and Aydin
Mesudiye Ordu

Hogkdy and Gazkdy Tekirdag

Urartian Water Systera Van
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not. Archacological artefacts especially coins, status, eic. are found by these illegal
excavations and than these artefacts are carried away from Turkey to the other
countries. So, in Turkey, first implementations of rescue archacology were appeared to
prevent illicit traffic circulation of archaeological objects and illegal excavations

especially in the rural sites.

Afterwards, the problem of urbanisation came into scene and new kind of
destruction as mentioned the paragraph before, began as a result of developments in
our cities. Now, with an increased awareness to these problems, rescue excavations in
our cities were increased. However, always to prevent illegal excavations gained
primary importance with respect to rescue excavations and prevention of destruction
from urbanisation and developments in the archaeological sites in cities lose its

importance and have a secondary position. (Table 3)

Consequently, it could be said that, there is not a national policy for the
excavation znd determination of the historical heritage of Turkey. Therefore, scientific
excavation and survey areas are chosen according to the demands of researchers and a
system in the historical research of Turkey could not be formulated. In this respect, it
could be seen that only a little part of excavations and surveys could be evaluated in
the scope of urban archaeological studies. Researches in Pergamon, Didyma, Phokai,
Imnik, Konya, Alagehir, Halikarnassos, Amasra and Bayburt could be helpful later on
for the urban archaeological studies in these sites but now, their aims and methodology

are somehow different from those studies.

On the other hand, third type of researches that is rescue excavations are

not satisfactory in ferms of scientific methodology. Those excavations are under the
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Table 3: Distribution of the rescue excavation areas in 1992.

SITE PROVINCE TYPE OF
RESEARCH*
Lezvin Hoyiik Adryaman 1
Akdurak Adryaman 1
Gediksaray Dam Amasya 2
Gordion Ankara 1
Palazobasy, Kefkeli Ankara 1
Hafilar Ankara 1
KiilhGytk Ankara 1
Roman Theatre Ankara 2
Siltyon Antalya 1
Tumulus in Bayindir Antalya 1
Karadag Antalya 1
Selge Antalya 1
Side 526-330 parcels Antalya 2
Iotape Antalya 1
Caybas1 14 parcel  Antalya 2
Gaybagt 13 parcel  Antalya 2
Olympos Antalya 1
Phaselis Antalya 1
Aspendos Antalya 1
Ramazanpasa streetl Aydm 2
Afrodisias Kabalar Aydm 1
Karaova Aydmn 2
femeler Aydm 2
Andantros Balikesir 1
Ovacik Bahkesir 2
Altinoluk 3592 par. Bahkesir 2
Halit paga 259 par. Bahkesir 2
Halit pasa 258 par. Bahkesir 2
Prusias Adliypium Bolu 1
Bubon Burdur 1
Orhaniye 47 par. Bursa 2
Tenedos Canakkale 1
Kialhamzzhdytk  Corum 1
Eskiyapar © Corum 1
Yenimahalle Kayran Denizli 1
Beylerbeyi Denizli 1
Hierapolis Denizli 1
Laodikya Denizli i
Degirmen0nii Elang 1
Yazhkaya Eskigehir 1
Doliche Gaziantep 1
Zeugma Gaziantep 1
Yenicekdyl 42par.  Glimiighane 2

64

FINANCIAL
SUPPORT

MC

MC

Local

MC

MC

MC

MC

Local
ProvinceSpecialAdm.
ProwvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecialAdm.
Landowner
Landowner
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
ProvinceSpecial Adm,
Local

Local

Landowner
Landowner

MC

Local

Local

Local

Landowner

MC

MC

Landowner

MC

MC

MC

Municipality

Local
ProvinceSpecial Adm.
MC

Local

MC

MC

MC

MC



Table 3. cont'd

SITE PROVINCE TYPE OF FINANCIAL
RESEARCH SUPPORT
Sivritepesi( Tumulus) Giresun 1 MC
Altingag Hatay 1 MC
Kuzulucu Hatay 1 MC
Géndiirle Isparta 1 MC
Pendik 2607p. Istanbul 2 Local
Incediz, Elbasan  Istanbul 1 Local
Antiocheia Isparta 1 MC
Ephesus 1zmir 1 Local
Notion {zmir 1 Touristic org,
Lebedos Tzmir 2 Landowner
Agora Tzmir 2 MC
Gryneion Izmir 1 MC
Ephesus Izmir 1 MC
Pamucak Izmir 1 MC
Candarh Izmir 2 Local
Karatekeli Tzmir 1 Local
Alibey Hoytk Konya 1 MC
Tavsantepe Kiitahya 1 MC
Yenice Malatya 1 Local
Cambaztepe Manisa 1 Local
CGaytistl Mugla 1 Local
Kadianda Mugla 1 MC
Gaziantep 29 par. Mugla 2 MC
Perinthos 2330 par. Tekirdag 2 Landowner
Yelegen Usak 1 Local
Kaletepe tumulus ~ Usak 2 University
Velisintepe tumulus Ugak 2 University
Castle Sanlurfa 1 MC
Karagiindiiz Van 1 MC
Mercimektepe Yozgat 1 MC
Orhanlar 3 par. Zonguldak 2 Local

* 1:Rescue excavations; to prevent illegal excavations
2: Rescue excavations; to prevent archaeological remains from the negative effects

of modem developments.
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responsibility of the museums and lack of qualitative and quantitative personnel in

most of the museums causes many different problems.

So, defining national priorities and goals in the field of historical research
and developing different strategies will also be very helpful for the studies in the new
field that is urban archacology in Turkey.

3.3 The Effects of Modern Developments or Other Threats to the Remains

Many factors (especially modern developments) that could be classified as
physical, social and economic, and could not be separated from each other because of
their close interrelationship, effect and disturb the identities of Turkish cities. For
instance, uncontrolled physical problems could not be separated from its economic

and social dimensions, it constitutes a whole.

Now, in this part, problems that effect archaeological remains of Turkey

will be explained with examples from different places.

One of the important destruction is caused by the physical changes in
Turkish cities and these changes effect all others. An increase in the birth rate and the
immigration from rural to the urban sites cause a heavy impact on the dense network
of settlements. Therefore, great metropolitan areas increased rapidly in Turkey,
especially around I[stanbul, izmir, Ankara, Antalya, etc. Those metropolitan areas,
large-towns and medium-sized towns are growing without a plan. As a result of these

developments, there occurred a trend to find new arcas for these developments as for
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the industrial areas, residential areas, etc. Mostly, development plans are drawn up
after growth completed. So, physical destruction is occurred rapidly in this stage. The
threats of modemn building methods, road making techniques and large scale town-
centre redevelopments to the archaeological evidences for urban history in Turkey as a
whole, have not been assessed till now. While using these techniques, destruction
started to increase because of ignorance or wilful of people through the urban past of
Turkey. Many archaeological remains in Turkish cities were bulldozed as a result of

this ignorance. There are many examples for them in Turkey.

Almost all urban sites have an antique settlement because of the historical
pattern and strategically importance of Turkey. Most of them have a continuously
exisience from the prehistoric periods to the nowadays. Unplanned new development
areas in the metropolitan cities of Turkey are one of the most significant example for
the destruction on the multi period settlements. Many special examples for that
destruction could be given from cities as Istanbul, fzmit, Ankara, izmir, Antalya and
so on. Historical backgrounds of all these cities are going through the prehistoric

periods and all of them are settled continuously.

Pendik and Fikirtepe hoyiik are places of first settlements in Istanbul. As a
result of enlargement of Istanbul to those areas, both of them were affected from new
developments in the townscape. Therefore, first, Fikirtepe hoylk was demolished
because of those effects and then in nowadays, Pendik hoyiik is effected. However, it
has not been completlely damaged like Fikirtepe h&ylik but, there is a strong pressure
on it because of its place in the hinterland of the metropolis as likes in many other

places; and new development policies effect them negatively.
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Squatter settlements also cause another type of destruction on the
archaeological heritages in towns. Reghion is a fypical example for this type of
destruction from the metropolitan area of Istanbul. It is stated in the municipality
boundaries of Kiigitkk Cekmece that is under the sphere of influence of Istanbul. There
are squatters on the top of this antique city and archacological evidences from this
settiement are destracted in the stage of construction of those squafters and many
blocks from antique period were used during these constructions. Now, only very few

remains are on the surface without an important destruction.

Moreover, in the historical peninsula that is the setflement area of the
Byzantium Empire, there are many project implementations both positive and negative.
There are two registered archacological site areas in this peninsula. One of them is in
the municipality boundaries of Emindnii, "Sultanahmet Archaecological Park Area™ and
the other one is in the municipality boundaries of Fatih, in Zeyrek around the Church
of Pantakrator. In this part of the thesis, afier discussing typical implementation
examples in different parts of the historical peninsula, the study will be focused on the
construction demands and typical examples in the "Sultanahmet Archaeological Park

Area" and in its conservation area.

The implementation of a multi storey underground car parking and
shopping centre project in Cemberlitas in the historical peninsula, is one of the
unsuccessful examples in terms of its difficulties in the implementation process. A
Byzantine Palace was found during the foundation excavations of this project. In this
_ point, two kinds of arguments that are opposite to each other, were propounded by
different groups. On the one side, there are municipality and the developer. Their
major aim was to construct those parking immediately. On the other side, there are

academicians and authorities from the Ministry of Culture and students from different
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disciplines especially from archaeology and their major aim were to stop those
implementations and to start scientific excavations in this place. As a result of these
discussions, Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage in Istanbul
(Istanbul 1 Numarah K.T.V.K.K.) decided to excavate with hands in this area under
the control of archaeologists who are working in the Istanbul Archaeology Museum
and constructers could start their works when the excavation in this area js comp]cred.ﬁ,
Nevertheless, it was not resulted with a suitable solution. Excavations have not been
staried yei and municipality siopped its application in this area and started to developed
new strategies for the same project area. Now, in the January of 1994, a new project

that was designed as an open archaeological park, was offered to the Conservation

Council by the municipality.

Many examples could be given from the metropolitan city of Istanbul.
Optimisation of the modern living town that is the comservation of the town's
archaeological heritage while development activities are going on, is succesded in some

areas althovgh it could not be succeeded on the many others. 4

Besides those negative effects of underground - multistorey car parking
projects, squatter settlement areas, unplanned new developments, etc., there are many
examples from the archaeologically sensitive or reserve areas that were planned but not

controfled during the basement excavations.

Under the Town-hall of Emindni, there is a conserved cistern. While the
construction activities of this building, a cistern was founded and than for the aim of
the conservation of this cistern, the project was changed and adopted to the new

situation. Now, the "Theodosius Cisiern" could be seen under the town-hall of

Emindnii.
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Another typical example is the implementaﬁoﬁ of a public building above
the one of the most important cisterns of Istanbul that is the "Yerebatan Cistern".
Although the decisions of Conservation Council were negative in this area in 1985, a
public building (the building of Province Special Administration) that has a basement
flat and four flats on a very large flat land in the parcel, was illegally constructed above

the "Yerebatan Cistern".

Also, there are many applications in the historical peninsula like this, but
their handicap is the lack of orientation and information signs for them and as a result
of these, ancient remains could not be visited by people. In nowadays, developers used
those remains that were founded during the construction activities, for touristic
purposes as bars, restaurants, etc. One of the basic example for them is the "Kalkavan
Hotel" in the historical peninsula. During the construction of this building, a
Byzantium Palace from the 6th century AD. was founded. After searching literature,
archacologists stated that this ancient building was the Palace of the Priaces Julia
Anicia who leaved in the 6th cenfury AD. As a resuli of these deferminations, part of
the Byzantium Palace was restored by the constructer and changed its function into a

restaurant of the hotel.

The-optimisation between the conservation of the old foundations and the
needs of the modern life in the planning process has a very significant role for the
history and the identity of the town. However, financial incfficiencies effect most of
the projects in a negative way. A project of a building in the Islambol Street of the
historical peninsula of Istanbul could not be succeeded because of the lack of financial
support. During the construction of the building, a cistern from the Byzantine period
was founded and the project was changed according to this foundation. At the end of
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this stage, a disagreement between the two owners and lack of money cause the

failure of the project.

Many examples could be found in Istanbul for this type of
implementations. However, in this part, to focus the study on a specific area will be
more useful for defining the process in the urban archaeological areas of Turkey.
Because of the role as a historical core of the metropolitan city, the study was focused
on the "Sultanahmet Archaeological Park Area"” and on its environment that was
registered as an archaeological site in 1953. Four arcas were defined by this decision.
First area is the intense archaecological site and the second area is the monumental
square area. In both of them, any kind of construction was prohibited. In the defined
third area, implementations would be depend upon the decisions of High Council and
in those years, although there were many archaeolagiéal evidences in those parcels,

Law Court was built upon this land.

Finally, in the fourth area, constructions are allowed without any basement
flat and building heights were restricted (in 6.50m. or 9.50m.). Also according to this
decision, in the fourth area all basement excavations have to be done under the
direction of an archaeologist from the Istanbul Archaeology Museum. Landowners
have to support all kinds of expenditures in this site. (Figure 1)

After that, in 1964, a plan conceming archaeological remains was prepared
for that area. Implementations in the fourth region of this site were depend upon to
that plan. In 1982, a new project for the aims of developing this area for touristic
purposes and designing the pedestrian network, was prepared in the 1/1000 scale.
Now, the master plan of the historical peninsula was prepared and approved in 1950
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and with reference to this plan a new conservation plan was prepared in the scale

1/500 and it was approved in 1991. (Figure 2)

In the "Sultanahmet Archaeological Site Area", the basic problem was
occured during the foundation excavations of new buildings. There are many
applications (there are approximately 85 files in the Conservation Council for this area)
for the demands of construction. Those applications could be classified and evaluated
according 1o their place on the archaeological site. Some of them are on the area
inwhich all kinds of construction are prohibited. Other ones are on the third degree
conservation zone as determined in the conservation plan. In this zone, building
permissions are restricted by the conservation plan. However, many examples 1o
destruction could be given from here. Uncontrolled constructions are the most

important reason for them.

In this part of the thesis, all applications in the "Sultanahmet
Archaeological Site" are considered and as a result of this study, a2 classification was

done. (Table 4)

Applications in the areas that have not any permission for construction
according to the decision in the year 1953, are 38 percent of the fotal. The
distributions of these applications in this zone according to the decisions of
Conservation Council are as follows; Constructions that were accepted as a result of
the basement excavations under the direction of the museum constitutes 44 percent of

them in this zone, although 32 percent of those applications were rejected; 15 percent
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Table 4: Percentages of Construction Applications in the "SultanAhmet Archacological

Site Area” by Zone and Decisions of Conservation Council.

DECISIONS ZONE Applications in the Applications in the

OF Intense Archaeological Archaeological Area

CONSERVATION Area inwhich Construction| that has Restricted

COUNCIL is Prohibited Building Permission
(in percentage) (in percentage)

Construction Permission
After the Completion of
Basement Excavation 44 50
Under the Control of
the Museum

Rejected Construction
Demands 32 17

Not Resulted
Construction Demands 15 23

Rejected Building ,
Licence Demands for 9 10
the Iflegal Buildings

Percentages of the
TGTAL Applications 38 62

of them have not been resulted yet and for 9 percent, Conservation Council was
decided not to give building licence for the illegal buildings in the parcels.



There are two typical examples for this area that have not any building
permission. Both of them are located in the same building block that is next to the
"Sultanahmet Mosque”. In the parcel number 38, an illegal fouristic hotel has been
constructed. Conservation Council decided to be inquired for these illegal
constructions but it has not been resulted yet. The other example is located next to this
parcel. There was an application in 1985 for the construction of a hotel in this site and
the Conservation Council was decided that afier the completion of the excavation
works under the direction of Prof. Dr. Semavi Eyice, according to the importance of
the remains, a hotel could be constructed. After the excavations in this site,
Conservation Council and High Council were decided to preserve that area as an open

space and all kinds of construction projects were refused. (Figure 3)

Second part of those applications that constitutes the 62 percent of the
total, are in the second area that have restricted building permissions according to the
conservation plan. In this zone, 17 percent of those applications were rejected by the
Conservation Council. Building Permissions were given in the 50 percent. of them
according to the requirements of the implementation plan and 23 percent of them have
not been resulted vet. In some other case, Conservation Council demanded an
archaeological report that would be prepared by an archaeologist from the museum
afier the completion of the basement excavations in those parcels, but constructers
have not applied o the museum for the basement excavations in those areas. Finally,
there are illegal buildings and they applied to obtain a building licence. The

percentages of them in the total are 10 and Conservation Council was not give them

building permission.
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There is a typical example from this area that has a popularity in
nowadays. Remains of a Byzantium palace that was called Magnaura Palacé, was
founded in the area next to the Sultanahmet Prison. Conservation Council decided to
preserve and expropriate those remains in 1966. Afler a construction demand of the
parcel in this area, Conservation Council decided that a building could be done on this
single parcel, if this parcel has not any archaeological remains after the completion of
basement excavation under the direction of museum in the year 1974. Remains from
the Magnaura Palace were founded during these excavations and constructer destroy
them to make a building. So, Conservation Council decided to be inquired for these
illegal constructions in 1983 and because of the archaeological importance of those
remains, council decided to be cleared the area from those new illegal constructions
without giving any destruction to the ancient remains. In 1993, Conservation Counci!
decided that palace could be cleared from the soil that are inside of it, without giving
any destruction fo the remains and they pointed out that, these studies have to be done
by hands. After this, they want the measured drawings of those remains. The new
functions of those remains will be determined later on by the council. However;: those
studies are not going on in this process. During the clearance of the palace, important

archaeological evidences are Josed becanse of the unconscious excavations. (Figure 4)

Also, in the metropolitan city of Izmit there are many examples for this
kind of destruction in a multi period metropolitan area. Historical importance of this
setflement is not z satisfactory criterion for the avthorities in izmﬁ in order to conserve
their cities. Many new constructions in the modern city destruct the remains from the
ancient city. Most of the important remains of Nikomedis (Nimpheum, city walls, efc.)
are now under the basements of the modem buildings of Izmit with partially or

completely destructed.
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Figure 4: Location of the Magnaura Palace in the implementation plan.
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