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ABSTRACT

A PROPOSAL FOR PRESERVATION AND REHABILITATION OF
YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI (FORMER AL PA A KERVANSARAYI)
AND ITS IMMEDIATE SURROUNDING
IN BURSA

Cak c, Sermin
M.S. in Restoration, Department of Architecture
Supervisor: Asso®fPDr. Emre Madran

May 2008, 174 pages

The theme of the thesis is the influence of theanrbevelopment activities on the
historic commercial areas. Hence, the thesis facuse the evaluation of these
factors which cause alterations and transformatiwitbin the area and aims to
propose compatible solutions against the problemsoider to achieve the

sustainability of the historic texture within theramercial area.

In this thesis, Yeni Galle Pazar Han, one of 1168 century Ottoman Hans in the
Hanlar District of Bursa, is studied together withimmediate surrounding. In order
to define necessities and requirements of a tramsfd historic commercial area, it is
aimed to conduct research, analysis, and decisages concerning the studied area.
For this purpose, the values, the problems andotitentials of the study area are
defined and alternative conservation solutions pn@posed. It is also aimed to
present the principles and decisions on the pratierv and rehabilitation of the
study area, called as ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Han adsdmmediate surrounding’, in

environmental scale.



Therefore, the main aim of the thesis is to deteentihe principles and the tools of an
urban conservation project within the context ofimnmental scale and to re-gain
the unity of Yeni Galle Pazar Han as much as iptesdy integrating it into the
current atmosphere of Hanlar District in Bursa tbge with the traditional texture

surrounding it.

In this study, the insufficiency observed in prepary stages of most of current
restoration projects was emphasized. Hence, befdeevention of such kind of
traditional areas, it is aimed to take care of deentation, to make a comprehensive
study on unobserved parts of traditional texturehsas archeological excavation,
and to form a worksheet containing principles aediglons for future studies that
would be done under various disciplines. The psapdor the case of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han is significant as being composed ofudwmmtation, observation and
decision parts of a proper intervention, althougtan be accepted as an incomplete
project, since being the first step of a compreiven®storation project for the study

area.

In conclusion, this study exemplifies the documeotaand the evaluation of the
transformation in a historic commercial area areldhiggestion to solve the general
problems among the Historical Commercial Centethefcities by taking decisions

on conservation and rehabilitation for the sustailitg of the study area.

Keywords: Bursa, Historic Commercial Center, Yeail& Pazar Han,

Tanzimat Movements, TransformatiBonservation



Oz

BURSA'DA YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI (ESK AL PA A KERVANSARAYI)
VE YAKIN CEVRES N N KORUNMASI VE SA LIKLA TIRILMASI
UZER NE B R ONER

Cak c, Sermin
Yiksek Lisans, Restorasyon, Mimarl k Bolumu
Tez Yoneticisi: Ddgr. Emre Madran

May s 2008, 174 sayfa

Tezin ana konusu, kentsel imar hareketlerinin tafitaret alanlar Gzerindeki
etkileridir. Bu nedenle bu tezde, tarihi ticareardar ndaki dei im ve doénidtmleri
do uran etkenlerin deerlendiriimesi Uzerine odaklanIm ve tarihi dokunun
surddrulebilirli ine ulamak igin bu problemlere uygun c¢6zumler Uretilmesi

amacglanmtr.

Tez kapsam nda, Bursa Hanlar Bolgesi'ndeki 16. yi@gmanl Hanlar 'ndan biri
olan Yeni Galle Pazar Han yak n gevresi ile ktdi cal Im tr. D6ni turdimu
tarihi bir ticaret alan n n gereksinim ve ihtiyacta tan mlamak icin ¢al lan alana
dair aratrma, inceleme ve karar @malar n yuritmek amaclanmr. Bu amacla,
¢al ma alan nn deer, problem ve potansiyalleri tan mlannve korumas (Uzerine
alternatif ¢ozmler Onerilmiir. Ayn zamanda, Bursa’nn Tarihi Ticaret Merkezi
snrlar igerisindeki ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Han veakyn cevresi’ olarak tan mlanm
cal ma alannn cevre olcende korunmas ve sékla trimas Uzerine ilke ve

kararlar n sunulmas da amaglantm.
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Bu nedenle, tezin ana amac cevre Gigde kentsel koruma projesi arag ve ilkelerini
tan mlamak ve Yeni Galle Pazar Han'n yak n ¢ewke birlikte Bursa’daki Hanlar

Bolgesi benliine katarak bu tarihi yap n n batiniiind yeniden kazand rmakt r.

Bu cal mada glnimiizde uygulanan restorasyon projeleriniungla gozlenen
uygulama o6ncesi hazrlk amas ndaki yetersizlik vurgulanmr. Buna gore,
boylesine dei im gormiu geleneksel bir dokuya midahaleden once kapsaml Dbi
aratrma yap Imas, gozlemlenemeyen ks mlara dair ka mas gibi arat rma
kararlar n n al nmas ve bir sonrakieanada farkl disiplinlerden ¢ama gruplar na
aktar Imak Uuzere ilke ve kararlardan otw bir ana taslak oldaurulmas
amaclanmtr. Yeni Galle Pazar Han ile ilgili haz rlanmolan bu 6neri, kapsaml
bir restorasyon projesinin ilk basama olu turdu u icin asl nda bitmemibir proje
niteli inde olmakla birlikte sd kl bir uygulamann temel tdarn oluturan
aratrma, inceleme, ve karar vermeamalar ndan olwan bir 6neri olarak da der
kazanmaktad r.

Sonug olarak, bu ¢ama tarihi bir ticaret alan ndaki dénimin belgelenmesi ve
de erlendiriimesini Orneklemektedir ve c¢aha alannn sdrdurdlebilirli igin
korunma ve sdkla trma Uzerine kararlar al narak kentlerdeki Tarihicaret

Merkezleri'ndeki genel problemlerin ¢ozulmesi i¢imek bir dneri niteliindedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Bursa, Tarihi Ticaret MerkezieM Galle Pazar Han,

Tanzimat Hareketl&oni im, Koruma
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The historic commercial center of an Ottoman ciflects social, cultural, and
economical developments and transformations sihce in close contact with
industrial evolution. Hence, each monument in tbenmercial center reflects the

social and spatial structure of the society.

The location of the Historic Commercial Center (KCE within the cityand the
distribution of the Han buildings within the centeause the traditional texture
survive until present day. Bursa can be acceptedgiod example for this situation

as having a living commercial center within the siince the 1% century.

Unfortunately, changes within the Bursa city centemder the name of
‘modernization’, have caused rapid deformationsthe H.C.C. As a result of
inappropriate refunctioning of the abandoned trawdl buildings within the H.C.C.
of Bursa, many destructive interventions on Hardmgs have occured. Meanwhile,
new functions were also not suitable to the spatwracteristic of the Hans when
the production processes transformed from craftshiprio small industry in H.C.C.
of Bursa. On the other hand, due to the signifidacation within the Commercial
Center, economic income of building lots includingditional remains of the Hans
causes new illegal constructions. Thus, harmoniays buildings were constructed

surrounding these cultural properties to be usesknasce buildings or office blocks.

Being a 18 century Ottoman Han, Yeni Galle Pazar Han ised at the east-end
of the Commercial Center of Bursa. Today the plalsiategrity of the Han can not

be perceived because of transformations and intéores implemented since



Tanzimat Movements (1839). At present, only scattelemains of the Han can be
seen whereas there are new illegal constructiodsdanse vehicular and pedestrian
traffics flow in and around the Han. There are alsmains of another Han building

next to Yeni Galle Pazar Han which was constrdigtethe late Ottoman period.

Although the spatial characteristic of this Hanriere perceivable, there are again
destructive interventions and transformations id around it. Considering all these
interventions developed during the history, it meeanecessity to study the near

surroundings of Yeni Galle Pazar Han to preségalues as a whole.

Within these considerations, the aim of this thésig propose research, analysis,
and decision stages to define the general prirgiglad interventions for the
preservation and rehabilitation of “Yeni Galle PazbBlan and its immediate

surrounding” located in the Hanlar District in Bars

1.1 THE REASON FOR SELECTION OF THE STUDY AREA

The following factors effected the selection of stedy area:

The study area is located at the eastern parteoHt&.C. of Bursa. It is also
located at the intersection of two major traffieawithin the H.C.C., which
are named as ‘Cumhuriyet Street’ anabnu Street’. Hence, it is accepted as
one of the significant pieces of the H.C.C. in Burs

As being a part of the H.C.C., the study area mmmsed of both traditional
and new buildings at present. It includes two hised Han buildings
constructed in different periods. One of them 68 period Ottoman Han
which is called as ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Han’ and diber one is a late period
Ottoman Han which was constructed in between 1881 ¥22 as being
attached to Yeni Galle Pazar Han and called asrigmous Han'in this

thesis.



In the meantime, Yeni Galle Pazar Han was reggst@nd seen in the list of
“religious and cultural monuments” within the deais code of (A-625) in
the date of 09.07.1977 by GEEAYKSé&yrimenkul Eski Eserler ve An tlar
Yiiksek Kurulpin stanbut.

There is not any conservation decisions on the ymons Han attached to
Yeni Galle Pazar Han until today. Yet, the exigtremains of this Han are
not accepted as ‘cultural property’'.

Despite the legal decisions of GEEAYK, TKTVKR rihi Kultlr ve Tabiat
Varl klarn Koruma Kuruly, and BKTVKK ([Bursa Kiltir ve Tabiat
Varl klarn Koruma Kurul) until the date of 14.10.2004, illegal new
constructions developed in and around the Hansradest the physical
integrity.

In fact, the loss of buildings and traditional mi&ks within the site has
spread quickly and today especially Yeni Galle Padan can not easily be
perceived on the intersection of Cumhuriyet Staeet n6nu Street which are
the main axis caused the destruction and interwermi the area.

Moreover, new illegal constructions have appeaned t the demands of
new commercial functions within the study area #&y cause the traditional
fabric not to be perceivable at present.

Nowadays, Bursa Osmangazi Municipality has justtetato develop a
project concerning ‘the revitalization of Histordicand Cultural Road of
Bursa’ from west to east, on which Yeni Galle Pakan is located together
with the anonymous Han. The study area is indicateade ‘Abdal Mehmed
Cami-Galle Han ve Cevresi Kentsel Tasar m Projési'the Municipality in
October 2003. The name of the study area is caltetBth Specail Project

Area @ nolu Ozel Proje Alai on the project.

! (9.7.1977/A 625) numbered conservation decisidE&YK, 1977: 19-20.
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Therefore; to define necessities and requirementthé purpose of conservation of a
transformed historic commercial area within Hamstrict of Bursa, ‘the immediate
surrounding of Yeni Galle Pazar Han’, includirgtanonymous Han, is selected as
the Study Area of the thesis.

1.2 THE AIM OF THE STUDY

The changes resulted from the developing activitigtsin the H.C.C. of Bursa, have
negatively affected the integrity of Hanlar Distrgince the beginning of the 20
century. Whereas new wide traffic axes were opefwd, of monuments, such as
‘haris, ‘kervansarals, and hamanss, in the H.C.C. were damaged by being divided
into two unconsciously. As a result, the originahdtions of historic buildings could
not continue and increasing potential with new fioms has caused incompatibility

between traditional and new fabric in Hanlar Dcttof Bursa.

As a part of the Hanlar District, Yeni Galle Pazdan and ‘the anonymous han’
within study area are exposed to such kind of destns together with their
surrounding. Hence, illegal interventions make ¢haso Ottoman Han Buildings

imperceivable.

Therefore, the main aim of the study is to deteentiie principles and the tools of an
urban conservation project within the context ofimnmental scale and to re-gain
the unity of Yeni Galle Pazar Han and ‘the anooysiHan’ as much as possible by
integrating them into the current atmosphere ofl&faDistrict in Bursa. For this
purpose, it is aimed to define the values and tioblpms of the study area and to
propose alternative conservation solutions to th#ms also aimed to bring the
principles and the decisions on preservation ahdbiétation of the historical fabric

of the study area.



Thus, this study can be used as a ‘local authpritject’ by determining the first
step of the organization of different groups of kvtor the rehabilitation of the study
area. For such a study it would be essential ttuat@the past and present state of
the two types of Ottoman Hans by documentationaAgsult, the east-end of the
Hanlar District of Bursa can be interrelated tovitsnity in its historical context by

introducing these cultural properties to the citzef Bursa.

1.3 THE METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY

After collecting the required data concerning thedg area in both environmental
and building scales; the research, analysis, etrafusand decision steps on
preservation and rehabilitation of “Yeni Galle PazbBlan and its immediate

surrounding” is prepared in this thesis. Thereftie,study developed in four stages.

1. Firstly, general information is gathered in envire@ntal scale by the
description of the spatial and socio-economic dftarsstics of the study area.
To do this, the relationship between lots-buildisg®ets is evaluated to
describe the spatial characteristic of the studdaain addition, the socio-
economical structure of the site is studied anddik&ibution of the current
‘ownership’ and ‘function’ of the built-up lots dfie study area are presented.
Secondly, detailed information is gathered in HLodd scale by the
documentation and description of spatial and strattconditions of the
traditional buildings or remains within the studsea In this context, the

measured drawings of Yeni Galle Pazar Han arpgresl in 1/200 scale.

Meanwhile, the current state of the study area ¥edi Galle Pazar Han is

associated with these analytical studies by using;



The Conservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar ri2ist (1989) taken
from Dog¢.Dr. Emre Madran

The photographs taken by Y. Mimar Bora Akcay (A@@06) and by the
author (July 2006)

The old photographs taken from Osmangazi Munidipéhugust 2006)

The Development Plan of the study area taken framahgazi Municipality
(2006-2007)

2. The historical documentation of the study area risppred by collecting
reliable information with the help of both ‘primargocuments’ and
‘secondary documents’. Each of the documentatisrdaissified into two as
‘written documents’ and ‘visual documents’. Thesecuiments are given

below :

The Primary Documents:

A') Written Documents:
The “Vakfiye of Yeni Galle Pazar Han”; taken frofwak flar Genel
Madarla o
Ottoman Court RegisterdM@hkeme er’iyye Defterler) about Yeni Galle
Pazar Han ; collected by Do Iu (1940: 22, 89) and provided from the
Library of Bilkent University
The contemporary writings concerning the study ;aceiected from the
literature (se®ibliography)
The reports and conservation decisions on YenieG&azar Han;

collected from the archieve of B.K.T.V.K.K. in Bars

B ) Visual Documents:
The old maps of Bursa as documentary materials388922); collected
from the archieve of Bursa Municipality Library tBetba and taken

directly from Raif Kaplanolu and Sinem Turkdu.



The Cadastral Maps of the study area (1933 - 2@@illgcted from Tapu

Kadastrd and Osmangazi Municipality in Bursa.

The old aerial photo of the study area (1938); nakem Osmangazi
Municipality

The old photographs of the H.C.C. which were tagriProf. Dr. Gonul
Tankut (METU) and collected from the archieve ot tRaculty of
Architecture, METU (1988).

The Conservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar riRist from the

arciheve of Emre MADRAN

The old photographs of Yeni Galle Pazar Han atsdsurrounding
(1980s — 1990s), collected from the archieve of. B.X.K.K. in Bursa.

The Secondary Documents:

A') Written Documents:
The memories §eyahatnanjeof the travelers, who visited Bursa in
between 1% century and 2B century; collected from the literature
B ) Visual Documents:
Sketches by the travelers; collected from thedttere
Sketches prepared by the researchers who studi&lisa and Hanlar
District in Bursa; collected from the literatures
3. The values, the problems and the potentials inrenmental scale are
evaluated according to the analyses prepared liyingi the site survey.
After the determination of the problems within teeidy area, periodical
changes on the spatial characteristics of the imggd together with its
environment are presented. In addition, the funeticontinuity within the
study area and the re-functioning of the new aaditional buildings are

revealed as the potentials of the site.



4. The principles and the decisions on the presemati@ rehabilitation of the
study area are prepared. At first, the preservatidmstoric fabric, composed
by the remains of two Hans in the study area, iplesized with proper
solutions. In the meantime, the location of the sitHanlar District of Bursa
is handled together with traffic in and around shedy area. Secondly, both
the traditional and the new strucutures composing study area are
evaluated and new appropriate functions are prapdseally, the decisions
on development of the study area by the financia kegal conservation

strategies are prepared in environmental scale.



CHAPTER 2

THE STUDY AREA

The study area is located within the Historic Corruiaé Center (H.C.C.) of Bursa
which is surrounded by the Citadel and Tophaneribisat west, by Gokdere Street
at east, by Nalbanttu and nebey Districts at south, and by Rmbey District at
north (Figure 2.1). It is divided into two by Cumlyet Street andndni Street
which are the main roads of the vehicular traffisging through H.C.C. It is also an
easily accessable site by the pedestrian ways ctethéo the Commercial Center of
Bursa. The south part of Fevzi Cakmak Street isl wsethe pedestrian way at the
western section of the H.C.C and carries the paderstlensity via traditional
bazaars, which are called aBlzuncar’, ‘Tuzpazar, ‘Okcular Bazaar’, ‘Bat
Bazaar’ and ‘Demirciler Bazaar’ from west to e&st.the way, the pedestrian access

to the study area is maintained Vigzuncar * and ‘Tuzpazar.

As a part of the H.C.C, the study area include$dimgs which are used for both
commercial and residential functions. The housedauated at the north part of the
study area and they still keep their traditionahreleteristic on the current urban
pattern. Moreover, today commerce is the dominanttion within the study area.
The study area includes both new and traditionatroercial buildings which are
multi-storeyed office buildingsi (han) and two kinds of traditional Han Buildings
from different periods. One of these historic Hdssknown as a 1% century
Ottoman Han and called as ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Hamhéreas the other Han was built
in the beginning of the #Dcentury as attached to the older one. These Hans a
combined with the new commercial buildings whicle anostly constructed as a

result of development activities within the H.C.C.



DOGANB
DISTRIC

The Location of
the Study Area
within the H.C.C.

Traditional HAN
Buildings

III Major Mosques

within Trade Center

- Current Commercial
Areas

|:| Current Residential

Area
I:l Traditional Bazaars

Main Vehicular
Roads within H.C.C.

Main Pedestrian
Roads within H.C.C.

Public Open Areas
for Cultural Activities

boundary of Registered
URBAN SITE

boundary of
Study Area

Sources :

(1) The Conservation Plan of
‘Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar District’
(1989)

(2) The Development Plan
of Bursa (2007)

Figure 2.1: The Location of the Study Area within the Historic Coarnial Center of Bursa
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On the other hand, according to the ConservatiomeDement Plan of ‘Reyhan-
Kayhan-Hanlar’ District (1989), the study area ighim the boundary of the Urban
Site in Bursa (Figure 2.1).

At the first part of this chapter, the history dfetstudy area and the two Han
buildings are given. In the second part, the spekiaracteristic of the study area is
defined according to the analytical documents gathéhrough the site survey, the
visual documents and literature concerning theysanda. Finally, according to these
informations, a restitution scheme is developedetine the original characteristic of

the study area.

2.1 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The study area, which including Yeni Galle PazaanHand ‘the anonymous Han’
next to it, is a part of the H.C.C. of Bursa. Tliere, it is appropriate to explain the
historical development of the Center together ity area since the #%entury

that is claimed to be the beginning of the formataf the Commercial Center in

Bursa.

The historical background of the H.C.C. can besiles! in three periods as;

the period between T%and 19' century,

the early period of Z0century,

the Republican Period.
Meanwhile, the development activities, influencitige H.C.C since Tanzimat
Movements, and current planning decisions are ptede together with
transformations occurred within the study area.nhie current conservation
decisions and interventions concerning the Han ranealed according to the
Conservation Plan ofReyhan-Kayhan-HanlaDistrict' in 1989. The historical
description of Yeni Galle Pazar Han (sincé"X@ntury) and ‘the anonymous Han’

(since 28' century) are also presented in this chapter.
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2.1.1 DEVELOPMENT OF HISTORIC COMMERCIAL CENTER IN BURSA

Bursa has been known as a production center ofofaaturing the Ottoman period.
The development of commercial center of Bursaetitd be formed by the end of
the 14" century and has remained onwards. As an exampkheofearly period
Ottoman City, the Commercial Center located insitle city center of Bursa
(CERAS, 2001: 80-81). Because of its location, it hasnbedfected by the
development and transformation of the urban forminduits growth. Therefore, it is
necessary to explain the development of H.C.C.urs8 in parallel to the formation

of the urban development from the™&entury to the present.

As a settlement policy of the Ottoman Empire’stfiige Sultans, named as Orhan
Gazi, Murad I, YIdrm Bayez d. Celebi Mehmed (Mweéd 1), and Murad II; the
construction of the new complexes on different sideBursa shaped the urban form
of the city. That caused the development of commakoenters between east and
west direction of the city at the end of thé"I®ntury (Figure 2.2). Until the end of
the 19" century, the boundary of H.C.C. was already extdnflom the Citadel to
the GOkdere River. Hence it was revealing a lirgmrelopment in a long distance
from west to east including religious monumenisaret buildings for social
activities and commercial buildings (CERAZ001: 120)

After the conquest of Bursa by the Ottomans in 132Bnmercial activities were
located just inside the Citadel as bazaars. Afterdonstruction of Orhan Mosque
out of the Citadel, the Commercial Center was aiswed to that area. It was located
at a distance of about 200-300 m. from the anc@&tadel (CEZAR, 1983: 35).
Bursa Bazaar was including botlzungar andKapal Car . As Cezar mentions,
firstly Kapal Car spread from the west walls of bedesten to thehngate of
Kozahan, therJzungar was extended from Kozahan gate at west and fidisite
the beginning of Tuz Pazar District. However, jafier a certain time, these two
bazaars were connected to each other under the ofaideuncar ' during the first
half of the 18' century (CEZAR, 1983: 118).

12



The location of the Bazaar has maintained its sigcand central position within

developed commercial center for centuries. On ttieerohand, the removal of
commercial activities from the inner citadel to tiewly developed commercial area
had already changed the relationship between thleusi of the ancient city and the

commercial center of new Ottoman City.

Being located on the intersection of trade routemf stanbul to Asia Minor, Bursa
had preferential commercial importance which haceated new demands for new
commercial buildings. These main commercial bugdiof the Center were located
around Bursa Bazaar and just near the Mosque carO8wnzi and Ulucami. They
have been also classified by Cezar (1983: 21) @sssfiiikkar), Hans, and Bedesten
until the industrial revolution (Figure 2.3Jhe shops were the common elements of
the Commercial Center with various materials usedheir simple construction
technique. They were not only attached to the Haifdings among the center but
also arranged along a street of the bazaar. Inrowmemonitor exchange of
commodity in the H.C.C., Han buildings were reqdite be built up. They were
located within a commercial area, called as ‘HaBlstrict’ which started to develop
by the construction of Emir Han just close to thedgue of Orhan Gazi, down the
Citadel. Emir Han was the first commercial buildiofythe H.C.C. which was used
as bedesten building (CEZAR, 1983: 168) in ordesttwe and sell valuable products
until the construction of ‘Bedesten’. The Bedesteas the building providing the
economical profit for the city. According to Cezft983: 168-171), it can be
described as an example tretlestens with cellas including 32 shops inside and 68
shops on the outside. By the construction of thed@&sten’ in the reign of Y Id r m
Bayezid, all types of commercial buildings werertstéh to be built around this

building to create the unique form of the H.C.C.
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Figure 2.2: The Location of theHistoric Commercial Center withiara City at the end of the 1 @entury
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ERE STREET

CONSTRUCTION DATES OF HANS
within the H.C.C. of BURSA

15th century

- 16th century
- early 20th century

HAN Buildings
existing in 2007

- Emir Han
[l- Kapan Hani
lll-Geyve Hani
I\V-Ipek Hani
Arabacilar Hani
\- Fidan Hani
VI-Karacabey Hani
VII-Eski Yeni Han
VIII-Tuz Hani
IX- Koza Han
X- Katir Hani
XI-Dogangézii Han
Xll- Kusbazlar Han
XllI-Bah Bey Hani
XIV-Tahtakale Hani
XM Piring Hani
XVI- Yeni Tahil Han
Yeni Galle Pazari Hani
X\VI-Cukur (Kiitahya) Hani
XVIII-Kamberler Hani
XIX-Eskisehir Hani
XX-Mudanya Han

sSources

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

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

{3) Kamil Kepecioglu, 'Bursa Hanlan',
Bursa, 1935,

() Kazim Baykal, 'Bursave Anitlan’
Bursa, 1950.
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Figure 2.3: Construction Dates of Hans within the H.C.C. of Bursa




Baykal (1950: 88-121) and Cezar ( 1983: 62-66) marthat after the construction
of Kapan Hanat the west of UlucamGeyve Harand pek Hanwere built to the east
and west side of the Bedesten. Afterwarfeidan Han ,Karacabey Han Eski Yeni
Han, andPiring Han were constructed around the Bedesten by develdp@drst
part of the Bursa Hanlar District (Figure 2.3). Me#ile, the constructions of shops
continued not only around the Bedesten or Han mg&lbut also along the new
bazaars spreading to the east of the center. HEozahan Katr Han, Do angdzi
Han, Balibey Han and Tahtakale Hanstarted to enlarge the boundary of the
Commercial Center to the south of the main Bazzaied adJzuncar . Finally, Tuz

Han, Tah| Han eni Galle Pazar Han,)Kitahya Han, and much more new Han

buildings were also built on the area bounded hyz'PPazar Street’ on the west and
‘At Pazar District’ along the GOkdere River on #st.

At the end of the % century and during the f&entury, the Commercial Center of
Bursa became popular within ten major trading dstaments Kan buzirg
according to Muhasebe-i Vilayet-i Anadolu Defter(LOWRY, 2004: 16) and
promoted its administrative and socio-economic irtggece. This has influenced the
distribution of population within the commercialear due to the tasks in trade.
Beside Muslims, Jews, Armenians, and Greek Orthgdknown as minority groups
in Bursa, started to take a part in commercialvéets. According to the travelers’
books from the 1B century (LOWRY, 2004), it can be claimed that Gtigin
inhabitants preferred to live inside Byzantine @é@balong a few quarters whereas
Jewish inhabitants were distributed down to thead&t and became popular

especially in the Commercial Center as much as ivssl|

According to Cezar (1983: 34), the process up ¢oethd of the 16 century can be
accepted as ‘the period of early growth’ of Bursanldr District. By the end of the
16th century, city center of Bursa reached at saceform with newly constructed
Hans, hamams, and bazaars. The Han buildings vigrédted in two parts one of
which was located to the south Okzuncar whereas the others are located to the

east, west, and north sides of the Bedesten. TH&CH.reveals an organic
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development with bazaars scattered widely away ftbe center, composed of
Bedesten andUzun Car which spreads toAt Pazar’ at east and ends édpan

Han ' at west (ERGENGC, 2006: 37). Besides, the eastpamtof the Commercial
Center has already included Yeni Galle Pazar Hahich is one of the Hans within

the study area, at the end of th& téntury.

Moreover, the H.C.C. of Bursa is classified int@taccording to the distribution of
commercial functions. Ungorgil mentions that (2008), the first part of the center,
composed of thenans and Kapal Car , was surrounded the Bedesten for the
purpose of workmanships and draft selling. On tterohand, the typical foodstuffs,
carried by the traveling merchants, were sold atahitside of the city center in order
to provide sanitary conditions of the commerciahcgs. While the center of the
commercial area was settled on the west, the Hadimys used for storing and
selling the foods such as grain were gatheredeae#st part in which Yeni Galle

Pazar Han was located.

The role of artistic works in the economic powertbé City started to loose its
importance against rapidly developed commercial lif is known that most of the
Hans and shops within the Commercial Center weile g Foundations\ak f). In

order to respond the increased demand of commeferations in the Hanlar
District, it was preferred to increase the numbethe shops and Han buildings
instead of enlarging their typical form. Meanwhitee economic subscriptions of
vak f/ pious foundations on the construction of handngs have developed the
structure of H.C.C. in Bursa in parallel with commial demands, until the

beginning of the 17 century.

According to Evliya Celebi, who visited Bursa in4D8, there were approximately
9000 shops and 180 Han buildings, gathered witlie €Commercial Center
(CEZAR, 1983: 60) and these shops spread betwedesten and han buildings. In
addition, there were many public spaces suchkalsvehane bozahane and
promenades all around the city (TURKOU, 2002: p.18-20).
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By the help of Evliya Celebi, the characteristic toe H.C.C. of Bursa can be

perceived until the end of the 17th century in Burs

On the other hand, just before thé"t2ntury, the war between Ottoman Empire and
Iran (1578-1639) was resulted in the requiremenseficulture in Bursa as the
deduction of raw silk importing from Iran. (ERGENEQ06: 218) That brought up a
new type of commercial activity of both productimnd sale of silk within the H.C.C.

in Bursa.

Consequently, during the $and 18' century, Bursa has developed its silk industry
and started to export silk products to Europeamu@s in order to respond the
demands. However, the demand to the Bursa silkedsed by the end of the'18
century because of the redundancy of product irog&irin addition, Cezar claims
that (1983: 35) the Commercial Center was in ‘teeqal of stagnation’ during these
two centuries. Although the commercial and manufacy activities concerning
sericulture and weaving have stumbled and monoglithe Han buildings together
with public commercial spaces were still functianim the early 19 century in

Bursa.

Cerasi mentioned that (2001: 50-51) the effectwtherity of the chief menafyan

on commerce was resulted in industrial revolutiod eonstructions of new factories
at the beginning of fdcentury in the Ottoman cities. At the same tinew small
factories began to appear on the northern vac@&asanof Bursa. The huge filature
(ipek ve dokuma fabrikgs which was built in Namazgah District (1891), veaee of
the six silk factories of Ottoman Empire which wéreated in Muradiye District. As
a result of these technological developments sriom the middle of the 19
century in Bursa, the commercial importance ofiamlar District declined. On the
other hand, there are a few Han buildings, whiah @nstructed in the transition
period from the 19 century to the 20 century. They were used not only for selling

productions but also as resting places for tracemen
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Therefore, the planning types of these Hans ardasito the classic Ottoman Hans
whereas their spatial and structural charactesistifferentiate from the oolder ones.
Some of them still exist under the namesksKi ehir Han * and Mudanya Han ’at

present (Figure 2.3).

According to the travelers, Marie-de-Lone and Ha3aib, the number of the
functioning Han buildings within the Commercial @anof Bursa has decreased
from 62 to 49 between ¥9and 28" centuries in Bursa (DARA, 2003: 29-30).
However, in the same period, the number of silkdiaes has increased from 36 to
103 in the Commercial Center of Bursa (KAPLANOU, 2003: 26). Similar to the
other Ottoman cities, the reason was the exchahgeomomical demands in trade of

Bursa, at the end of TQ:entury.

Until the middle of the 19 century, there are not any detailed maps showing®
during the Ottoman Period; however, there are mdagcriptions concerning
physical and social conditions of the city madetbg travelers. The form of the
commerce in Bursa changed as a result of indugtaian. Meanwhile, an
earthquake, dated to 1855, seriously damaged the Ceénter of Bursa and
especially the western part of the Commercial Geritke earthquake also brought
many aftermaths such as fires and aftershocks dhgeke. According to the
description of Cevdet Pa, who was an important Ottoman historian, mosthef
monuments, mosques, Hans, and houses were collapsedell into ruin
(TURKO LU, 2002: 31). Besides, the earthquake made thelaHaDistrict
susceptible to destructive affects of Tanzimat Mogats (1839) that had started to
be effective in Bursa from 1860s. After that disasBuphi Bey, known as the head
of an engineer group of the Ottoman General SEftan- Harbiyg, has prepared a
detailed map of Bursa between 1862 and 1866. Thenais to document the present
state of the city center of Bursa just before titerventions occurred as a result of
Tanzimat Movements. After the completion of the nmai866 by Suphi Bey, wide
and straight traffic arteries were passed throhghH.C.C. and new public buildings

were constructed along these new streets togetitlerlavge-scaled reconstructions.
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Hence, the characteristic of the Commercial Cesti#nted to loose its originality by

these transformations.

After the foundation of Municipality in 1877, Burseas regarded as a settlement
within the boundaries of Hidavendigar Provineéidavendigar Vilaye}ijust before
the 20" century. By the time, Ottoman Government aimeagply the decisions of
Tanzimat Movements in Bursa which has been in mimce the great 1855
earthquake and required for a comprehensive relovats being the first capital of
the Empire. For this purpose, Ahmet Vefik Ravas appointed as the governor of
Hidavendigar Province in 1879, and recalled in 188RURENT, 1996: 79).
Considering both Turkish and Islamic values, he e respectful doctrines on the
cultural properties of Ottoman Empire, among wittermist approach to reach an
elegant quality of Western City. In this respetctan be argued that he was probably
one of the important figures aiming to compose $fiethesis between ‘modenism’
and ‘tradition’ in the H.C.C. of Bursa.

Bursa has already influenced by the trend of madation especially in commercial
activities together with affective innovations inth architectural and urban scale.
First renovations in transportation have provided rconnection networks between
different centers of the developing city togethé@hwhe permanent alterations within
its urban planning (Figure 2.4). In addition to tiew arteries in and around the city
boundary, the existing roads were enlarged, nedrgan types were applied within
new districts, and new public buildings, such asigipality buildings, hospitals,
theatres, and thermal otels, were attached aloesetimew roads within the City
Center after 1879 (LAURENT, 1996: 86-91). Howevels essential to remark the
disharmony between new interventions and traditidabric of Bursa city with

special emphasis on the H.C.C.

First of all, Deveciler Graveyard, which was lochtat the north-east side of the
study area, was divided into two parts by Gemlile&t known asndnu Street at

present. This new road was indicated by the préiparaf the map of Bursa in 1881.
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Consequently, this street can be accepted as tke grovider of the trade
transportation between the inner parts of theloitgted at the north. By the time, all
the dead-end streets within the traditional commédabric were transformed into

wide streets due to the increasing traffic densithin the H.C.C.

The main reasons of these interventions were taedmot only the separate centers
of the city but also to transform of the traditibnr@numents to new public buildings
located along the new streets. Therefore, enlakjgklimet Street was claimed as
connecting Ulucami and the ancient Citadel to tee iGovernment House and the
Theatre Building in the direction of west to edsAURENT, 1996: 88). These new
buildings were constructed in both ‘traditional’datmew’ architectural styles and
techniques. Beside these Governmental Buildings, structural variation was
observed in the Commercial Buildings; such Bskiehir Han’, ‘Mudanya Han,
and another new Han just aroufichhtakale Han ! (Figure 2.4) ‘The anonymous
Han’, attached to Yeni Galle Pazar Han within gtedy area, can also be another
example to explain the composition of new and trawal construction techniques in

Bursa Hans just before Republican Period.

On the other hand, the early period Ottoman Hafdimgis, which were destroyed
after 1885 earthquake and fires, needed to be regpammediately. Therefore,
Ahmet Vefik Paa called Violette-le-Duc and Léon Parvillée in theme of the
Ottoman Government for the preparation of the rasimn projects of these
monuments. As a result of ‘the unity of style’ guisel by these two French
architects, these hans were re-constructed acepritintheir original plan and
construction techniques and the additions or chegeurred in time were ignored.
Finally, the art of tile-making, which has survivedm 18" century till 18" century
in Bursa, was tried to bring up in the reign of AdinVefik Paa by the help of
Osman Hamdi Bey andbrahim Edhem Pa (LAURENT, 1996: 97).
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Figure 2.4: The Urban Development Activities during theé"i@ntury

| the 19th Century

| =toemphasize the new Hans constructed

THE URBAN DEVELOPMENT]
ACTIVITIES DURING

the traffic road opened
between 1862-1881

|:| the Hans that exist in 1907

- new streets opened
between 1881-1907

- main roads enlarged
between 1881-1907

- the new Hans constructed
between 1%th-20th centuries

boundary of
Historic Commercial Center
at the end of the 19th century

E boundary of Study Area

AIMS ;

= to show opened new traffic roads passing
through Hanlar District after Tanzimat Reforms

=to reveal the DESTRUCTIVE effects of
two major strests; Cumhuriyet and Inéno St
an YEN TAHIL HAN like the other Hans
within the H.C.C. of Bursa

along the new streets just as 'the 2nd Han'

Sources :

(1) 1881 Map of Bursa
_the archieve of Raif Kaplanoglu

(2) 1907 Map of Bursa
_Tirkodlu, S.; 'Formation and
Transformation of Urban Fabric
in the 19th Century Bursa', p. 85.




In conclusion, there are two maps of Bursa jusbieethe Republican Period. The
map of Suphi Bey (1862) is the first one to revtbal differentiation within the study
area before and after modernization movements.oilier one is the map of Bursa,
which was prepared in 1907, in order to reflectrgmonstruction and modernization
works during the reign of Abdulhamid Il (TURKQU, 2002: 72). However, this

map is not as detailed as Suphi Bey’'s Map and tese@dlicate just the major streets
which were opened at the beginning of th& 2éntury while passing in and around
the study area (Figure 2.4According to Krayolu (2004: 147), just like ‘Fevzi

Cakmak Street’, which has passed through the wadtqf the H.C.C. of Bursa,

‘Cumhuriyet Street’ was opened in the reign of MamPaa on the east although it
has decomposed the integrity of Yeni Galle Pazan Hvithin the study area since
1900s. It has also broken the development of H.@.@e direction of east and west.
As a result of these interventions by Tanzimat Moeats in the urban planning of
Bursa, the historic trade fabric was hardly damagest before the War of

Independence and the Republican period of Turkey.

The number of the silk factories in Bursa was doeot®ed as 41 by the Ottoman
Trade Counting @smanl Ticari Say m)which is dated to 1913-1915
(KAPLANO LU, 2003: 26). During the Independence War, theesewmany civil
accommodations among different groups from diffeddstricts of Bursa and finally
the city was occupied by Greeks from 8 July 1926l &1 September 1922. After
the war, the existing Han buildings in the Hanlastfict of Bursa were mostly dated
to the 17" and the 18 century. By the Republican period, the factorieanaged by
the minority groups in Bursa, were abandoned. Tupr, Merinos Silk Factory was
built up in 1938 as the initiation of the silk irgtty in Bursa as a modern city of
Turkish Republican Period in Turkey. By the timeany plans of Bursa in different

scales have been prepared till today.

The first plan was prepared by Carl Christoph Lércim 1924. According to the
plan, the Historical Monuments and H.C.C. of Bungae ignored to be preserved.

Fortunately, this plan was not applied becauseenfighunrealistic. Secondly, ‘the
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plan of Henri Prost’, which was prepared betweeB8L8nd 1940, aimed to attach
Ataturk Street (Hukimet Street) to the H.C.C. ofr®u However, that approach
made the traditional urban fabric of Hanlar Didtriot to be perceived in urban scale

because of rapid constructions arranged along thest/ developed axes.

The next plan concerning decisions on H.C.C. iedlab 1958 by Luigi Piccinato

and Emin Canpolat. After the 1958, another fire unced again within the

Commercial Center of Bursa, and these plannes wenployed to prepare a
renovation plan for the H.C.C. in 1/4000 scale.cih@to aimed to evaluate the
existing historic area apart from the potential &mgreas for new constructions.
According to the plan, it was decided not to chatigetraditional commerce fabric
of Bursa while new constructions were respectfuth® spatial characteristic of the
H.C.C. Therefore, this plan can be accepted as muark sensitive to the traditional

urban fabric as the previous ones.

The historic commercial center of Bursa was comsdelso in ‘the master plan of
Bursa’ dated to 1976. It is aimed to define andseree these cultural properties
together with the decisions on preventing them faense traffic and constructions
within the center. Hence, it was emphasized ta sh& new commercial area to the
north of the Ham can Quarter, which also includes another historian fabric

having residential functions in ‘Reyhan District’.

By the way, the study area was subjected to neegall constructions and
demolitions of historic monuments together with thense traffic, until the first

conservation decisions on historic sites in Hablistrict of Bursa in 1978.

In spite of the stagnation between 1960 and 1989 historical, archeological, and
natural site areas were registered in 1978 ane tthesisions on Hanlar District were
taken by GEEAYK Gayrimenkul Eski Eserler ve An tlar Yikd€urulu) in 1979
(KIRAYO LU, 2004 : 149). According to the decisions, thar@aeercial Center of
Bursa would be carried to the Hm can District located at the north of Hanlar
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District. In addition, the conservation plans welemanded to be presented to the
Conservation Council after being prepared by botmidty of Culture and
Municipality of Bursa. Although these decisions kkbnot be applied in the historic
area, they are important as determining the tramsiperiod building provisions

concerning the H.C.C.

As a revision in the previous master plan datetioios, Hanlar District was handled
in 1984 with another master plan of Bursa in 1/5@80@le. However, it was also
inadequate to solve the problems of the histo@an practice. Moreover, the role
of Reyhan District on the development of the newnceercial area was still active
which has caused permenant deteriorations withadifional Residential Fabric of
the area until present day. Besides, there waampproposal about the requirement
of green areas in the city center except the dmtisoncerning the natural site area
located at the south of Bursa. There has been anf@ster plans for the development

of Bursa City whereas not proposing any decisionthe H.C.C. until 1989.

The Conservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlarriigtin Bursa® was prepared
in 1989, in 1/1000 scale. The policy of the maclanping of the project named as
‘Bursa Merkez Koruma Gelirme Projesi was to conserve the Historic
Environment at first, and then to optimize the exuoital development of functions
affective in the center (TANKUT, 1988: 6-9). Theaphing area or the studied area
of the project is called as Central Business ist{C.B.D.) including the historic
monuments in the H.C.C. of Bursa City as a witnetshe whole silk trading
between Asia and Europe beginning from the 15tkuegnAccording to Meral Cuz
(1999:101), C.B.D. can be defined as a metropoldstrict including commerce
function, specialized not only in Turkey but alsmwnd the world trade, while
including the main access network as the transpamtavithin the commercial area.
This commercial area also contains both the tr@uiii and new companies together

like the compounds of the study area.

2 Conservation Plan of Central Bursa District wagppred by the Faculty of Architecture in Middle E@sthnical University
in 1989 and approved by BKTVKK in 1991
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The Historic Commercial Center is composed of thtsgicts, which are named as
Reyhan, Kayhan, and Hanlar Districts at preserguffé 2.5). At the north of the
major street passing through the area, Reyhani®igrlocated while the other two
districts are distributed at the south. Hanlar fistis accepted as the developed
center of this Ottoman City while Kayhan Districshpreserved its urban character
in harmony with the main center. The commerce fonchas been dominant within
these two districts until present. On the otherdhaReyhan District reveals the
quality of a residential urban area instead of dpesettled just near an active
commercial center. Moreover; the previous interioes to the area have eliminated

the preservation of Traditional Residence Fabricesil970s.

é aridi Dofnau, sleewn  imgecilic

- i . BETRAY T i o T i
wiiiiiArane 2 wum - ﬁ.ﬂ’
2R mewung v cpounl

5 rtaneootrm e piaes
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TORUME ARAELT IWiR tLiwiaom:

Figure 2.5 Location of Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar District (as C.B.ID Conservation Plan of Bursa.
Source: Ouz, M., ‘Bursa Tarihi Kent Merkezi ve Yak n CewnesDlu turan M. .A. Alt Bolgesi

(Hanlar Bolgesi-Reyhan-Kayhan)evsel, Mekansal ve Mimari Analizi’, p. 67.
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The common problems of these districts are ‘reltabidn’, ‘conservation’, and
‘renovation’ whereas they have seperate problemdities as ‘transportation’,

‘service’, ‘rehabilitation of open areas as gressaaof the city center’.

Therefore, the main goals of the project can liedisis follows (TANKUT,1988: 8):
1. To provide the Integrity of the Spatial Charactefshese three districts
2. To prevent the ‘gentrification’, which means adwal process in which an
area in bad condition where poor people live ismiped by wealthy people
coming to live there and improving it, within thesting social structure in
the area
3. To create active potentials within the conservedtdfic Area against the

economic limitations for both the public and thenmcipality

In general approach to the conservation of the El.CTANKUT, 1988: 8-9), it is
aimed:
1. to preserve the liveliness of the function withie tCommercial Center of
Bursa
2. to develop the functional structure of the centecaherent with
preserving open areas,
shifting some commercial activities such as ‘stgtimnd ‘wholesailing’,
to the outside of the H.C.C.,
restoring and refunctioning the existing urban ardhitectural spaces of
the center,
monitoring new constructions to make them compatiblthe traditional
ones.
3. to solve the vehicular traffic problem causing stural deformations and to

prefer new arrangements in pedestrian traffic amtregH.C.C. of Bursa.

According to these principles, the planning of tleole center was classified into
three projects, under the name of these thredatisstBince the study area is located
within the Hanlar District, which is the south-egstrt of the Commercial Center, it
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is appropriate to focus on the assesments andettisi@hs resulted in the planning
on conservation and development of the Hanlar Dis(Hanlar Bélgesi Koruma-

Geli tirme Planlamag.

According to the report of Tankut (TANKUT, 1988:19), general threat for the
Historic Fabric of the Commercial Center was infatimns new office buildings
(i hanlar) in the place of traditional commercial buildingdany of them were
gathered especially along Cumhuriyet Street arithi Street, cutting the area into
pieces on the east. Moreover, new demands for siceesh as carparks and service
roads, were tried to be responded causing the aseref vehicular density. In
addition, the lack of the green areas within thelgtarea was another problem. On
the other hand, the dominant function of the Hablatrict can be claimed as the
‘commercial functions’ which was a strong potentfat refunctioning and the

sustainability of the area.

Considering the decisions described in the rep@dANKUT, 1988: 11), the
rehabilitation of the Hanlar District can be praaabas follows:
1. the existing traditional buildings should be consst whereas the
inharmonious new constructions should be monitored.
2. first of all two private projects including Kitahydan and Tuz Han at the
east part of the center should be prepared to nia&m perceivable.
3. it is required to form two commercial centers, @ning courtyards, at the
side of nbnu Street.
4. Instead of forming green areas, it is better toanze public open areas by
using the spatial character of the courtyards.
5. ltis essential to limit the height of the new damgions among the H.C.C.
6. The existing street pattern can be preserved dusasy access, furthermore
‘traffic management’ can be required within the \éharea.
7. ltis unnecessary to change or socialize the exjssiate of ownerships of the

building lots which is leading minimum interventoat present.
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The Conservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar ridistwas approved in 1989
and included three main groups of information :

1. General presentation of the conservation decisiofisthe plan (see
APPENDIX A)

2. Cultural Properties classified as ‘monument’ andaditional residents’
according to the registration decisions taken hyiti@al and Natural Objects
Preservation Regional Council’ (K.T.V.Y.K.) in 198d by M.E.T.U in
1988. (1988) (see APPENDIX B)

3. The description of Interventions on both Buildingté and Common Public
Areas (see APPENDIX C)

It is easy to observe the boundaries of the stuely, ahe urban site, and the proposed
conservation area in the H.C.C. of Bursa by thep hel the first document
(APPENDIX A). This document is reconsidered in orde show the various
boundaries described in the Conservation Plan@aefine the locations of “Special

Project Areas”, one of which is the subject of thissis (Figure 2.6.).

While including not only the remains of Yeni GalRazari Han but also some
dwellings and traditional buildings of different rpels, the study area is located
within the boundary of3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan and decided to be evaluated as one
of the “Special Project Areas” marked in the Cowmason Plaf. However, the
recent boundary of the project area could not et until 1997. Hence, that
project area covers only the north block of thedgtarea, which is located on the
northern side of Cumhuriyet Street. On the othemdhahe restoration projects
concerning the remains at the south block of thelystarea can be discussed

according to the conservation principles ®holu Ozel Proje Alan.’

%[23.6.1993/3224] nolu karar; BKTVKKstanbuj ‘... Tah | Han olarak tescil edilmiolan sézkonusu
ta nmaz n Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar Koruma Amaghar Paftalar na ienmesine, planda ‘3 nolu 6zel
proje alan ’ olarak belirlenen bu bélgenin s n man belirlenmesine ...’

*[3.5.1997/5820] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa.. 168 pafta, 422 ada, 2 nolu parsel ighlif edilen
projenin 3 Nolu Ozel Proje Alan na ait planlamais-restorasyon, yeni kullan m ve kentsel tasar m
projelerinin Kurulumuzca onaylanmas ndan sonra ®zeje Alan n n biitiinliii kapsam nda

de erlendirilebileceine ...’
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Figure 2.6: The Locations of ‘Special Project Areas’ accordingh Conservation Plan of Ryehan-Kayhan-Hanlar Dtstr




2.1.2 YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI IN HISTORY

According to Ergencg (2006: 37-39), besldeunCar as the core of the Commercial
Center of Bursa City, there were many bazaars réhagal integrity with different
guilds esnaf lonca3. One of them is described ageni Tah | Pazar 'which was
combined with ‘Bit Pazar * and ‘Yeni Tahte’l-kalBazaar’ (¢ar) in order to form a
separate trade group. That trade group was so wdge Pazar’ which is known as
the east-end point of the Commercial Center in BERGENC, 2006: 37-39). Yeni
Galle Pazar Han was also located within the baumpnaf this bazaar as the names

of ‘Ali Pa a Kervansaray ’, ‘Ali Paa Han 'and Yeni Tah | Han !

Yeni Galle Pazar Han was defined as ‘Ali R&Kervansaray' at the f0part of
‘Tezkiretd’'l-Ebniye’, which is a document includinbe monuments built by Mimar
Sinan (DEVEL, 2002: 116, 184) Before the construction @i Pa a Kervansaray
Eski Tah | Han Galle-1 Atik Siku) has already been specialized to the tradeadrf
(galle / tah ) within ‘Eski Tahte’l-kal'a’ Bazaar which was settled within the area
between the Citadel and the district aébey. It was located just close to ‘Kapan
Han’ which also provided its connection with thestvpart of the Commercial Center
(Figure 2.7). However, it was required new spaagstlie store of grain and the
vacation of merchants together with their tools,te end of the 18 century.
Meanwhile, a new Bazaar called a&hi Tahte'l-kal'a’ Bazaar was formed at the
east part of the Commercial Center. ‘Yeni Tahtel& Bazaar’ was settled within
‘Karakedi District’ which became popular in traderithg the reign of Kanuni Sultan
Sileyman. By the timeAli Pa a Kervansaray was constructed within this new
Bazaar by the demand of Semiz Ali Bagrand vizier of Kanuni and its pious
foundation is documented as ‘Semiz Ali R&akf’ (KEPECO LU, 1935: 21).

5...0Onuncu Bab: Bina olunan Karbansaraylarufi [EséehiA’dad n Beyan Eder: ... Brusa'da Ali RaKarbansaray . Bet(bit)

Pazar nda Ali Pa Karbansaray . ..

31



32

Figure 2.7: The Location of two Bazaars used for Trade ofGrain wittlistoric Commercial Center in the™ 6entury




It was suitable for the demand of new store spatest only grain but also vehicles
of the merchants. Therefore, this historic monunsamstructed askervansaray
was transformed to a f6century Ottoman Han and also the nameAlf Pa a

Kervansaray was changed toAli Pa a Han’ together with its new function.

On the other hand, there are two descriptions comug Yeni Galle Pazar Han,
called as Ali Paa Han’, in the Ottoman Court RegisterMghkeme er’iyye
Defterler) dated between 1558 and 1589. According to therdscdated to 1559,
‘Ali Pa a Han’ was demanded to be used for the vacation of Muslfierchants,
together with their vehicles or camels (DRAIO LU, 1940: 22). In addition, the
records dated to 1579 reveals that the economicalime of the Han was gained
from the medreseof Grand Vizier Ali Paa (DA LIO LU, 1940: 89) which was
constructed instanbul (DEVEL, 2002: 112, 18f)

Hence, it is clear that Yeni Galle Pazar Han \waasve in trade of grain by the
name of Ali Pa a Han ' during the 18 century. It also contributed to enlarge the
boundary of the Commercial Center of Bursa intodastern direction together with

the district of At Pazar , just before the™dentury.

At that point, it is better to give brief informati about the spatial characteristics of
Hans in Bursa Commercial Center together with theictions. In general, the use
of human scale and pedestrian roads are the maiorgaforming the spatial
characteristic of Han buildings within the H.C.G. was easy to perceive the
commercial activities in human scale together vintiditional trade transportation

passing through the courtyards of the Han buildings

The early period Ottoman Hans in Bursa generaligcethe features of the Seljuk
caravansarais (CEZAR, 1983: 33, 160) by their gfronasonry construction
techniqgues and single gates. However, they areerdiftiated from the Seljuk

examples in functional design as they were congduprimarily according to the

6 *...Uglincli Bab: Bina olunan Medarisiifi [Esami Aejad n Beyan Eder: ... Baba Eskisi’nde Ali BaMedresesi ..
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functional requirements without aesthetic conceEspecially the Hans within the
bazaars were made up of both stone and brick mgsehile being used as
manufacturing houses and shops. In other wordsiiéimeebuildings constructed with
stone and brick masonry were built to provide ineamthe Commercial Center and
formed the term of official bazaar. They can beepted as dead-end streets in the
H.C.C. which makes them closed and semi-privatenseroial spaces. They also
have central courtyards which are surrounded blpradiial as porticoes and revak
along the sides of the court. A small mosque (ndgsoi a fountain @d rvan as
water element can be found in the middle or outaner of the Han, as street

elements.

The city hans of Bursa are generally two-storeyeittlings (DARA, 2003: 38-39).
The spaces on the ground floor of the Hans werd tosedaily commercial activities
in order to contact with other commercial areas. tA¢ back of the riwags,
surrounding the courtyard of the Hans, there isigetspace in which the animals or
the vehicles of the merchants were kept in saferdkwere not any openings to the
outside from the ground floors for the securitytbé products and visitors. The
stairs, used for the vertical circulation betwele@a spaces in different storeys, were
generally located within the courtyard or inside tiwags. On the second floor, there
are also riwags just in front of the rooms as aeneg corridor and rooms with
similar arrangement as the ground floor. The roamesgenerally vaulted whereas

the riwags are covered with domes.

The mass of Yeni Galle Pazar Han can be perceavdidst in the map of Suphi Bey
dated to 1862 (Figure 2.8). As a part of the H.Hitds accepted as a typical classic
period Ottoman Han with an open courtyard surrodnidg riwags. According to
Baykal (1950: 110), Yeni Galle Pazar Han is a stareyed Ottoman Han in Bursa
Hanlar District. Its construction technique is magowith cut stone and brick. There
were revaks in front of the rooms on both ground st floors of the Han. Baykal
claims that (1950: 110) there were also many wargshwithin Yeni Galle Pazar

Han for the production of carriages to Anatolia.
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Figure 2. 8 :Yeni Galle Pazar Han in 1862




Although it was not constructed as an Ottoman HaBursa, its form was not in
similar with the others. However, it had a centralirtyard and two gate openings,
contributing to the entrance of the carriages inthe courtyard, as a typical
commercial building within the Hanlar District ofuBsa. According to Kepecitu
(1935: 21-11) and Baykal (1950: 110), the Han wdgexted to many deformations
due to the results of ‘Celakyanlar * and the earthquakes and it was also megp &y
the Ottoman Empire until the end of thé"@ntury. However, its integrity was lost
as a result of the interventions made by the “TraaziMovements’ at the beginning
of the 28" century. According the maps of 1881 and 1922, hew wide streets,
current ‘Cumhuriyet Street’ andndni Street’, were passed inside the Han and
divided the Han into two pieces. After this intemtien, Yeni Galle Pazar Han was
subjected to decay as a result of the inappropfiatetions given to the building
until today.

As being a cultural property to be preserved, tfgt éemand for the conservation of
the remains of the Han is dated to 1960s (16.05)186d made byBursa Muzeler
Muduarla @', In addition, the illegal constructions as magsklisons within the
Courtyard was reported by the governor in 1966 thedchange in the ownership of
the courtyard lot fromSicil Muhafzl ' to the Treasury or the Municipality was
recommended. On the other hand, the re-construcidiiah | Han’ (Yeni Galle
Pazar Han at present) was decided by GEEAYK i8.08.1967) which would
deactivate Cumhuriyet Street. However, GEEAYK dedidhot to re-construct the
Han in 1969 considering the importance of Cumhair8teeet as the main axis within

city center.

By the time, the registration decision concernihg south-east part of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han was taken by GEEAYK, in 1977

719.7.1977/A 625] nolu karar eki s.19, 20.; GEEAY Etanbul
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According to this decision, the added traditionab tstoreyed buildings along
Cumbhuriyet Street, which have commercial functiorpeesent, were registered as
Dwellings Konu) whereas the main spaces of the Han was regisaésrétbnument.
Meanwhile, there are many reports presented to B&EBAYK and TKVKK in ten
years until the decisions on repair and consemaifthese cultural properties were
started to be taken in 1989 by BKTVKK.

Beside these registration and conservation deadiamken by GEEAYK, TKTVKK,
and BKTVKK since 1966 (APPENDIX D), the current iggred lots, including the
remains of the Hans, were preserved by the desisidrthe Conservation Plan of
Bursa dated to 1989 (Figure 2.9). Yeni Galle Padan has been located within the
boundary of the Registered Urban Site since 1986coAling to registration
decisions taken by the Conservation Plan of ‘Rejykayhan-Hanlar District’,
approximately 60% (29 of 51 lots) of building letghin the boundary of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han are registered at present. Three aof theve already registered in 1977

by GEEAYK before the approval of this plan.

On the other hand, the registration state of thiling lot located at the south-east
corner of the Han (documentedE&g75/Y.2398 ada, E.2/Y. 72 pa)sebs canceled
in between 1977 and 1989. In addition, the resturgprojects prepared for the
remains and traditional spaces of Yeni Galle Padan depend on the principles of
‘3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan® Hence, the latest decision on Yeni Galle Pazar Mas
taken by BKTVKK in 2004.

8[14.10.2004/00185] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa
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Figure 2. 9 :Registration Status of Building Lots within Yenale Pazar Han




2.1.3 'THE ANONYMOUS HAN'’ IN HISTORY

There is not enough written documents about ‘tltengmous Han’ within the study
area. According to Baykal (1950: p.110), this Hamsveonstructed and attached to
Tah | Han (Yeni Galle Pazar Han) by the openifg@umhuriyet Streéin 1907.
Although it can not be perceived in the map of $ugey (1862), this new Han can
be seen in the map of Bursa, prepared in 1922 (&iguL0). Hence, the Han is one
of the last period Ottoman Hans, which was constdiafter Tanzimat Movements
within the H.C.C. of Bursa.

Most of the informations about the Bursa Hans argarding the early period
Ottoman Hans (between 14th century and 16th century there is not any written
documents describing the spatial characteristih@flate period Bursa Hans. On the
other hand, a few of them still exist in and arodimel H.C.C. which can be used to
illustrate the characteristics of the early 20timtaey Hans in Bursa. During the
survey study Eskehir Han, Mudanya Han, and new Han buildings tedawithin

the Tahtakale Bazaar (Figure 2.8)ere examined as being the Bursa Hans
constructed in 1900&ski ehir Han (Figure 2.11)vas located at the eastern part of
Cumbhuriyet Street however it is not bounded wittig registered Urban Site and the
H.C.C. at presenMudanya Han (Figure 2.12) was constructed at the western énd o
Cumbhuriyet Street and located within the H.C.Calin‘Tahtakale Bazaar’ includes
two Han buildings (Figure 2.13) which are datedh® late period Ottoman Han in

Bursa.

They reveal the typical characteristics of a 20¢htary Ottoman Hans in Bursa.
However, Mudanya Han and the others within ‘TahtekBazaar’ were repaired or
restored several times and today they are not miagetheir features in terms of
material and construction technique as well as Ebki Han . Therefore, Eskhir

Han was chosen to exemplify the original charasties of a 20th century Ottoman

Hans in Bursa.
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Figure 2. 10 :Location of ‘the anonymous Han’




(@) (b) (c)

Figure 2. 11 : (a)plan of Eskiehir Han (b) — (c) views of Eskiehir Han in Bursa

(a) (b)

Figure 2. 12 : (a)plan of Mudanya Har(b) view of Mudanya Han in Bursa

(@) (b)

Figure 2. 13 : (a) — (b)views of the new Hans within ‘Tahtakale Bazaar’
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The plan scheme of Eskihir Han is composed of building blocks arrangei@ &y
side in attached order. The buildings surroundimg dourtyard are two storeyed in
high timber frame constructions. These buildingssas traditional houses from the
exterior. Due to the transformation in commerdial &fter 18th century in Bursa, the
late period Hans were used both for commercialrasilential functions. Hence, the
ground floor of Eskiehir Han was used for the production and traddagges while
the upper floors were used for accomodation of wwEtors and tradesmen.
According to the witnesses, the Han has continuedoriginal function as a

combination of residence and commerce until 1970s.

Baykal mentioned that (1950: p.110) ‘the anonymidas’ had two huge gates and it
was used as Grain Exchandéaljire / Tah | Borsas,)in 1950s. According to the
visual documents collected during the survey stutdgifferentiates from the other
late period Ottoman Hans in Bursa as having onle @toreyed buildings
surrounding the courtyard (Figure 2.148esides, it was constructed in masonry
technique composed of stone and brick. Timber vgasl both in the roof and revak
section of the anonymous Han, which makes this 28tiury Han different from the

other examples in Bursa.

(@) (b)

Figure 2.14:(a) — (b)views of the existing spaces of ‘thkaonymous Han’
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Although it is located within the Registered Urb&ite according to the
Conservation Plan (1989), there are not any regstéuilding lots, which still
includes the remains of this Han (Figure 2.15) tlénother hand, there are desicions
for the removal of the new service buildings, whieére located in the boundary of

‘the anonymous Han’ and attached to the back waflemi Galle Pazar Hah

2.2 CHARACTERISTIC OF THE STUDY AREA

In this chapter, focuses on the characteristidhefstudy area. At first, the analyses
on the study area are presented not only in séke d1ut also with special emphasis
on Yeni Galle Pazar Han. Secondly, the physicahiformation and alteration in
the study area are described again in both twaescdlinally, a brief restitution
scheme of Yeni Galle Pazar Han is presented dougito the reliability of both

visual and written documents.

According to Tankut (1988: 9-10), Hanlar Distridt Bursa, which is shaped as a
trapezoid form, is composed of two parts. The west is full of traditional Han

buildings together with their new functions. Howeweast part is neither dense with
traditional monuments nor coordinated by plannidyg.the time, the study area is
located at the east part of the District while uralthg not only traditional commercial

buildings, which are called akan's, but also traditional dwellings.

Therefore, it is essential to present the curretef the study area by the analyses
prepared by the collected data during the siteesur&s methodology, the collected
data is superimposed with the visual documentsh sisc maps, plans, and aerial
photos, utilizing Geographical Information Syste(scGIS 9.1) in digital format

and presented in various styles with colour orthatc

9[14.10.2004/00185] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa:.E.147/Y.H.22d.07a.3a pafta, E.475/Y.2998
ada, E.127/Y. 101 parselde yer alan tuvaletleribgkci kuliibesi, abdest alma yerleri ve Ustteki
saca n kald r larak, Tah | Han’ n taduvar n n a¢ a ¢ kar Imas na...’
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Figure 2. 15 :Registration Status of ‘the anonymous Han’




In order to explain the characteristic of the stadsa, after a current definition of the
study area, general approach to the study areaves @t the beginning. Then, it is
preferred to give the conservation decisions on ghely area according to the
Conservation Plan ofReyhan-Kayhan-HanlaDistrict' (1989). In addition, the

development of both the cadastral pattern and hirpattern are presented
according to the Cadastral Maps dated to 1933-1881 1999-2001. Finally, the
physical and functional characteristics of the gtacea are explained according to
the detailed analyses on buildings within the statBa. By the time, the buildings
are described as ‘traditional’ and ‘new’ accordiogtheir construction techniques

and architectural properties.

2.2.1 CHARACTERISTIC OF THE STUDY AREA IN SITE SCAL E

The Hanlar District, in which the study area isdted, is surrounded by Cemal Nadir
Street at west,ndnu Street at east, Han can Street at north, and Ataturk Street at
south. These four main streets make the study @rehe accessed from the
surrounding areas in direction of both south-nanid east-west. The study area is
located at the intersection of In6énu Street and Ruriget Street. The current
vehicular access to the study area is explainad # direction between west and

east.

As revealed in the map (Figure 2.16), the vehictraffic flows from western to
eastern via two routes;
1st routeCemal Nadir St. Atatiirk St.  nonu St.  Cumhuriyet St.
2nd route; Alt parmak St. Haim can St. Eski Tahal St.

In order to access the study area from east sidbeo€ity, another two routes are
followed as;

1stroute; SetbaSt. Atatlirk St.  ndnu St  Cumhuriyet St.

2nd route; Yeni Cumhuriyet St. Cumhuriyet St.
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Figure 2. 16 :Accesses to the Study Area




On the other hand, the pedestrian access to tbg atea is from various directions
within the Hanlar District of Bursa (Figure 2.16evzi Cakmak Street, which let the
traffic flow between Atatlrk Street and Ha can Street, has become the major
axis for the pedestrian network within Hanlar Oddtof Bursa since being closed to
the vehicular traffic. At the south part of the @i, the pedestrian roads, regulated
by the Development Plan of Bursa, are connectedUtungar ’, ‘Tuzpazar,
‘Demirciler Bazaar'and Bat Bazaar! Beside the row of the current commercial
spaces along this flow, the pedestrian narrow raligtsbuted among the traditional
residence area of the site also cause the traditiorganic form to be preserved

within the Commercial Center in Bursa.

The study area is located at east-end of the Hadiktrict in Bursa which is the
intersection ofCumhuriyet Streeand nonl Streetlt is surrounded byahal Street
andCami Aral Streetat north, byCumhuriyet Streeaind Canc lar Streett south,
by ndnu Streeat east, and byeni Streeait west. The area is also divided into parts
by many service roads which are namedEsls Tah | ¢i StreetandTah | ¢i Street

It is important to define the traffic flow by shavg the access directions in and

around the study area (Figure 2.17).

The direct access into the study area is possibi® both Cumhuriyet Street on
south and Tahal Street on north together withmi Aral Sokak! On the other
hand there is not any access framinu Street which is one of the main traffic axes
at east of the area. In short, it is possible sxihethe study area only in south-north
axis. The access direction from Cumhuriyet Streetlefinitely from east to west
whereas there is not enough control on the direabioservice roads flowing inside
the study area. The circulation of vehicular taffiside the area is along the two
service roads named a&ah | ¢i Sokak'and Eski Tah | ¢i Sokak In addition, five
spaces of Yeni Galle Pazar Han, which are locatedhe other building block at
the south part of Cumhuriyet Street, can be readmwedtly from Canc lar Street at

south.
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Figure 2. 17 :The Main Scheme of the Study Area




There is not much open area used as green areamdyard because many of them
are filled with buildings or used as car park witline traditional tissue of the study
area (Figure 2.17). The majority of the study aeehuilt up and composed of both
traditional and new buildings. Such that, it indésa the remains of two Hans
constructed in two different periods, a few restéggrbuildings and many small

industrial shops attached to the remains.

One of the historic commercial monuments is knowa d6th century Ottoman Han,
named as Yeni Galle Pazar Han (Tah| Han), amddther one is an early 20th
century Ottoman Han, but not termed in a name eggmt. Hence it is called as ‘the
anonymous Han’ during the analysis. The spacesheget monuments have still
commercial function whereas they have been haraftyayed by many interventions.
The three service roads two of which are also pgs$irough the study area ( Eski
Tah | ¢i and Tah lici Street) by breaking the integrifittoese Hans.

Hence, the boundary of the study area is also @hramd the traditional residential
area gathering at south. There are also two histefigious monuments, mosques,
just close to the study area which gives the arbsstarical character together with

traditional buildings it includes.

On the other hand, the entrances to the buildingsmthe study area are distributed
in various axes (Figure 2.17). Especially, the amtes to the buildings, having
facade to the courtyards of the Historic Hans, rereonly from the streets but also
from the courtyards. Except the commercial buildimgound these two courtyards,
the entrances into the dwellings are not from thedgns or courtyards at present

which shows the deformation of the ‘traditionaktis’ in the site.
In order to analyze what types of traffic in whandity in and around the study area,

it is decided to reveal the differentiation in tgpef the traffic and the distribution of
the traffic density (Figure 2.18).
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Figure 2. 18 :Traffic Density within the Study Area




It is primarily observed that most of the publiceopareas can be used by both
pedestrian and vehicles. The more dense pedestndnvehicular traffic is seen
clearly along Cumhuriyet Streetqont Street and Canc lar Street. The density of
traffic is decreased in parallel with the width srvice roads and dead-end streets
inside the study area. For instance, it is obsetliat'Eski Tah lici Sokak’passing
through Yeni Galle Pazar Han, is including moraffic than Tah lici Sokak’
Hence, the traffic density differs between two paof the area. The east part,
including the remains of Yeni Galle Pazar Han mech denser in both vehicular
and pedestrian traffic than the west one. In adldjtthe east part can be used as a
transportation point from Han can Street to Cumhuriyet Street, which makes the
study area important for the commercial activity ld&nlar District in Bursa at

present.

In order to define what type of buildings is prdsesthin study area, the original
functions and building types are revealed in gdn@fgure 2.19). It is primarily
observed that commercial function is dominant & @énea. Both new and traditional
commercial buildings are densely located especiiiyyg Cumhuriyet Street and
nonl Street whereas residential ones spread amdfib part of the study area.
Traditional buildings are located at the boundaoksvo historical Hans. However,
new buildings are built especially along the sse®id the courtyards which serving

the vehicular traffic within the study area.

2.2.2 CONSERVATION STATUS AND DECISIONS ON THE STUDY AREA

Tankut defines (1988) the threats for the eastpamtiof the H.C.C. of Bursa as;
New Inharmonious Constructions gathered especdting the two main
axis of the Center, Cumhuriyet Street andnl Street
The Dense Vehicular Traffic causes service roadscan parks which are
inharmonious with the traditional texture

The lack of the green areas and inappropriate efggsblic open areas.
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Figure 2. 19 :Building Categories within the Study Area




Due to the problems dated to 1988, it is requikeegrepare the decisions on the
problems of the study area according to the plahmamed asHanlar Bolgesi
Koruma Gelitirme Planlamas by the study of the Faculty of Architecture ireth
Middle East Technical University (TANKUT, 1988: @11

The main decisions concerning the conservationrahdbilitation of the study area
are classified as:

(1) The management of the vehicular traffic throtlghstudy area,

(2) The preservation of the existing traditionailtngs,

(3) The organization of public open areas by usimggtraditional spatial character of
the courtyards,

(4) The control of new constructions among the ptacka are the main decisions

concerning the conservation and rehabilitatiorhefstudy area.

After the approval Conservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-KayHanlar’ District in 1989,
the study area is registered as in the boundatieotUrban Site (Figure 2.20)he
boundary of the Urban Site was registered in 198%uding the study area, however
the site was mentioned as being conserved and iligdtal under the name 08°

Nolu Ozel ProjeAlan’ as a private project area.

Consequently, the boundary of the Registered UrB@e in Hanlar District is
covering the study area at present day. In additiche buildings registered between
1977 and 1989, the effective registration actisitim Yeni Galle Pazar Han and its
immediate surrounding are presented in (Figure)2l2dnce, at present, there are 34
registered building lots, 25 of which still includegistered traditional buildings or
remains of Yeni Galle Pazar Han . On the otherdh#mere are also 13 building lots
not registered yet instead of including traditionaiains such as the walls of the

anonymous Han in the study area.
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Figure 2. 20 :Conservation Decisions concerning the Study Area
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Figure 2. 21 :Registration Status of Building Lots within the &uArea (1977-1989)




In addition, the study area is one of the 6 ‘PavRtoject Area’s@zel Proje Alan)
defined by the principles during the preparationtltd Conservation Plan of the
H.C.C. of Bursa (1989). It is called a8 holu Ozel Proje Alanthe boundary of
which is not surrounding the small building blo¢kifze north of Cumhuriyet Street,

despite it includes registered original spacesaiiYalle Pazar Han .

2.2.3 CADASTRAL PATTERN WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

The first Cadastral Map of Bursa was prepared twéen 1933-1934 and the last
one is dated to 1999-2001. A comparison is mad@obking at the boundaries of
both building lots and buildings by serimposition of these maps (Figure 2.22). In
this way it is found that the names of the two diad) blocks within study area are
changed together with the codes of the building. |6or instance, the building lot
which was coded asA75 ADA-98 parsélin 1933 is changed t02398 ADA-36
parsel in 1999-2001 cadastral map.

By the same techniques the differences in builaxgas between 1933 and 2001 was
searched (Figure 2.23). As a result, it is notittead the new constructions are added
in to the courtyards of both Yeni Galle Pazar Hand the anonymous Han. In
addition, by the changes on building lots, someehagd multi-storeyed buildings
were constructed into the empty lots after the arafion of 1933-1934 Cadastral
Map. On the other hand, the residences locateardh part, has not changed still

keeps the pattern characteristics within the sardg.
According to the Cadastral Map of Bursa dated 8319934, the first ownerships

within the boundaries of the two Historical OttomBans are classified into five

types (Figure 2.24).
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Figure 2. 22 :The Building Lots at Different Dates
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Figure 2. 23 :Buildings at Different Dates
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Figure 2. 24 :Ownership Pattern of the Building Lots




Two of these ownerships are two ‘vak f's namedkeasrakad Vakf and ‘Cedid Ali

Pa a Vakf’ on which the remains of Yeni Galle Pazar Hanreviocated. The other
building lots within the boundary of Yeni Galle RazHan were mostly in private
ownerships whereas the first owner of the buildmtg including ‘the anonymous

Han’ is the Municipality of Bursa.

According to ‘the ownership list' given by Osmanghunicipality, there are three
main types of ownerships named as municipality, nétadion, and private
ownerships. It can be easily observed that prieataership is the major type of lot
ownership in study area. The building lots includihe remains of both Yeni Galle
Pazar Han and ‘the anonymous Han’ attached &oeitalso in private ownership at
present. The ownership on the courtyard of Yenil&G®lazar Han can not be
identified because of the lack of the informaticsthgred from Tapu Kadastro
Bursa | Mudurli 4'. On the other hand, the presence of the two f/akvnerships
within the study area is still existing althougle thumber of building lots owned by
‘Cedid Ali Paa Vakf’ has decreased according to the current Cadadapldated to
2001. Hence, the registered building lots are mastprivate ownerships except one
lot owned by the Municipality of Bursa (Figure 2)25

In addition, it is essential to reveal the disttibo of private ownerships because of
being the dominant ownership pattern within thedgtarea (Figure 2.26). Private
ownerships are classified into two as personal emaipany ownerships. Private
ownerships with only 1 owner are distributed withhole study area whereas the
building lots owned by more than one person aréegatl along both Cumhuriyet
Street andndni Street. The building lots at the north parvehi Galle Pazar Han,

especially the ones located along ‘Eski Tah lick&0, are also in private ownership
with more than one owner. There are also a fewaRi\Company ownerships

distributed along the streets around the study. area

60



T9

Figure 2. 25 :Current Ownership Pattern of Building Lots withiretStudy Area
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Figure 2. 26 :Distribution of Privately Owned Lots in Study Area




2.2.4 CURRENT USES OF OPEN AREAS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

The open areas used in study area are analyzednis of their public and private
uses. The Public Open Areas are used as 'stra@s’sarvice roads’. In addition,
private open areas especially the courtyards ofwloehans are used as ‘car parks’
In addition, the private open areas of dwellings ased as ‘garden’ / ‘courtyard’ in
harmony with the traditional character of the dwnei$. On the other hand, there are
still not used, neglected, private open areas c¢at ‘empty lot’, in the north-east

part of the study area (Figure 2.27).

2.2.5 NUMBER OF STOREY OF BUILDINGS WITHIN THE STUD Y AREA

While one or two storeyed buildings are most comnmorthe study area, three
storeyed buildings are generally located along Quigat Street (Figure 2.28).
However, they are perceived as two storeyed bgklin view of the street because
of topographic slope and most of them do not distine silhouette. On the other
hand, there exist much higher buildings with mdrant four storeys alonghonu
Street at east and they have diffused to the icoertyard.

In addition, there are huge masses located atusseparate parts of the study area,
such as
two buildings attached to each other at west,
a few buildings in harmonious height located wittiie boundary of
the anonymous Han attached to Yeni Galle Pazar,Han
a multi-storeyed building attached to the wall ofnY Galle Pazar
Han and large multi-storeyed buildings locatedttos other building

block at south part of the study area.

In conclusion, the heights of the buildings areéased while coming to Cumhuriyet
Street andnonu Street.
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Figure 2. 27 :Current Uses of Open Areas within Study Area
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Figure 2. 28 :Number of St reys of Buildings in Study Area




2.2.6 TYPICAL STREET SECTIONS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

In order to read the typical characteristics ofhbibite courtyards and streets in and
around the study area, the relationship betweeditivaal and new buildings

surrounding them are revealed by taking sectiotisinvstudy area.

According to the courtyard sections (Figure 2.28)js observed that the first
courtyard is much more densely built than the séamre. In addition, the heights of
new buildings are inharmonious with traditional éimsions. Thus, it is hard to read
traditional texture inside the first courtyard wéas the second courtyard is still

perceivable.

On the other hand, according to the street sect{bigure 2.30), new and high
buildings are observed along two main streets, Quiygt and nénlu Streets, by
breaking the continuity of traditional texture itudy area. Service roads being
perpendicular to main streets are narrow and aenadensely surrounded by
incompatible new buildings. Otherwise, traditiod&hensions can be still displayed

at the north part of study area.

2.2.7 TRANSFORMATIONS AND ALTERATIONS IN THE STUDY AREA

2.2.7.1 Transformation in the Physical Structure ofthe Study Area after

‘Tanzimat Movements’

The transformation in the physical structure of gtedy area is described by
comparing the states in site scale according toctli®nges appeared ‘before’ and
‘after’ the interventions as a result of ‘TanzimMbvements’ (1839) and ‘Cadastral
Maps’ (1933-2001) concerning the study area. Adtfithe effects of ‘Tanzimat

Movements’ to the physical change of the study arearevealed with the help of

old maps of Bursa, which were prepared since 18@2the Republican Period.
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Figure 2. 29 :Typical Courtyard Sections within tStudy Area
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Figure 2. 30 :Typical Street Sections within Study Area




Secondly, the spatial changes on the buildingdatsbuildings within the study area
are described according to the results achievethégomparison of two ‘Cadastral
Maps’ of Bursa, which were prepared in between 1383and 1999-2001,

concerning the study area.

As mentioned in the historical background of Hastrict between the beginning
of the 20" century and the Republican Period, the modernisinciples by
‘Tanzimat Movements’ (1839) have started to beiptat practice since at the end of
1860s. A detailed map of Bursa was prepared by iSBew in between 1862 and
1866 which is also the evidence to reveal the ticadil fabric of Hanlar District
until the application of ‘Tanzimat Movements’ in Ba. Therefore, it is preferred to
present the state of the study area ‘before’ tlnsformations by ‘Tanzimat
Movements’ (Figure 2.31). According to Suphi BeygMaf Bursa, the whole mass
of Yeni Galle Pazar Han can be read together sntall dwellings which form the
characteristic of the residential area. This redidé area at the north of the study
area still exists within the boundary of its traahtal fabric. On the other hand, the
main two streets (Cumhuriyet andbni Streets) passing through the study area and

‘the anonymous Han'’ attached to Yeni Galle Pazan Hvere not drawn on the map.

Just after the preparation of this map, large scalestructions on the physical
character of the historic Han buildings were appeas a result of interventions; like
straight wide streets and new buildings. Espegidalhe east-end section of the
Commercial Center was seriously affected by thesfarmation in the physical
structure of the area in which Yeni Galle Pazam Ha located. When the maps of
Bursa dated to 1862 and 1881 are compared, thetrinrssformation in traditional
fabric of the study area is clearly observed (Fég@r32). With reference to this
comparison map;nonu Street, which is one of the major transpamatixes within
the H.C.C. in Bursa, has already been opened byéeheand of Ahmet Vefik Pa
whereas cutting the east part of Yeni Galle Pddan directly. In addition, there are

a few buildings constructed in the study area whliecmot exist at present day.
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Figure 2. 31 :The Study Area before ‘Tanzimat Movements’
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Figure 2. 32 :Spatial Changes in Study Area (1862-1881)




The modernist interventions in the physical chaaof the Commercial Center have
continued with new constructed monuments and neoyened streets until

Republican Period. In order to see the transfoonatvithin the study area in the
beginning of the 20 century, the maps of Bursa dated to 1881 and 1422

compared (Figure 2.33). As being the second majorets for the commerce
transportation, Cumhuriyet Street was opened (1987 during the reign of

Mumtaz Paa, while cutting not only Yeni Galle Pazar Hant hiso the studied area
into two directly. Some of the traditional buildgpcated on the way of Cumhuriyet
Street were also demolished unconsciously. In madithe boundary of a new Han
building attached to Yeni Galle Pazar Han wasstarcted along this new street
and drawn on the map of Bursa dated to 1922. Haheeppening of Cumhuriyet

Street caused the study area to loose its higtaegrity since the early period of the
20" century, just before the Republican Period in Burs

2.2.7.2 Transformations and Alterations during Repilican Period

There is not any administrative document concernirgg Cadastral and Ownerhip
Patterns of Bursa before 1933. The first data vedaBeged from the Cadastral Map
dated to 1933-1934 and compared with the secondalsndthe final Cadastral Map
dated to 1999-2001.

As a result this comparison, the boundary chandesoth building lots and the
buildings are observed in order to show primatily transformation of the Cadastral

Pattern within the study area.

Meantime, the ownership changes are determinedrdiogoto the informations
‘Tahrir Defterleri’ which have been gathered ifdpu Kadastrol Mudurli U’ since
1933. Consequently, the differentiation betweendiieand the new owners of the
building lots within the study area is brought uparder to see the effects of the

Cadastral Maps in transformation of the study areee 1933.
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Figure 2. 33 :Spatial Changes in Study Area (1881-1922)



The boundary of building lots is compared on thsee Cadastral Maps in order to
identify the changes on building lots. (Figure 3.B4is observed that most of the
building lots within the boundary of Yeni Galle RazHan, which are also the
registered ones, have not changed since 1933 vghtdreduilding lot including ‘the
anonymous Han’ was divided into many small buildlats, which feed the new-
incompatible constructions within the south parttlod study area. In similar, the
Divisions (fraz) and the Unificationst¢vhid) are mostly seen alongdni Street at
east. In addition, there are five building lotstjdlly transformed tondnu Street
after the Division. However, the residential areaated at north and the small
building block located at south have contained ‘dodnged’ boundary of building
lots since 1933. As a result, the most of the chaman building lots is observed
along two main axis,n6ni Street and Cumhuriyet Street, together witht tservice

roads

Before explaining the boundary change of buildinghin study area according to
these two Cadastral Maps, it is better to give iafxplanation concerning the
changes according to the maps of Bursa preparedebst 1862 and 1933
(Figure 2.35) .It is clearly observed that the baanes of the spaces of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han, located along the north of Cumhuri$teet, together with the
traditional dwellings, located at the north partteé study area, did not changed until
1933. On the other hand, many buildings distributethe whole area did not exist in
the Cadastral Map (1933-1934) which shows the detsbns within the study area.
To illustrate, almost half part of Yeni Galle Pazelan was demolished since the

beginning of the 2B century by the opening of Cumhuriyet Street.

In addition, new constructions were applied in ghedy area. First of all, a new
anonymous Han was built just attached to Yeni GRdear Han in between 1881
and 1922, and then new buildings were added alaiy 8umhuriyet Street and
nonu Street. By the way, the traditional texturéfehi Galle Pazar Han starts not
to be read whereas the residential area at thénerartand the boundary of ‘the

anonymous Han’ can be clearly seen until 1933.
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Figure 2. 34 :The Changes of Building Lots in Study Area (193320
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Figure 2. 35 :The Chronological Status of Buildings in Study A(&862-1933)



When we compare the two Cadastral Maps of Bursd3-1934 and 1999-2001), it
is observed that most of the buildings within tleumdary of ‘the anonymous have
not changed their boundaries since 1933 whereagtawps of new buildings were
added inside the courtyard and small workshop mgkiwere attached to the walls
of Yeni Galle Pazar Han until 1938. (Figure 2.38¢anwhile, Yeni Galle Pazar
Han contains both changed and added buildingslbe®t changed ones. Especially
at the north part of Yeni Galle Pazar Han, théwee been additions in the
courtyard of the Han and alterations on the bouedasf the buildings. In addition,
the boundaries of the buildings alongbni Street changed together with the
buildings added to the empty lots in between 1938 2001. Hence, there are also
not existing buildings of which the building lotsedfilled with new multi-storeyed
buildings at the east part of the study area. @mother hand, the traditional texture
of the residential area is not perceived clearlyalbse of new buildings constructed

with service additions and changes on the bounslafieuildings until present day.

2.2.7.3 Ownership Changes of the Building Lots wiih the Boundaries of the

two Historic Hans

Because of the presentation of the ownerships witlyin the boundaries of two
Historic Hans, as a result of comparison betweerfitht and the current ownerships
of these lots, five types of changing in ownerslaps revealed. (Figure 2.37) Only
two building lots did not change their ownershigee @f which is in ownership of
‘Karakad Vakf: On the other hand, the ownerships on the builttitsy that owned
by ‘Cedid Ali Paa Vakf ' within the boundary of Yeni Galle Pazar Han , aipachto
private ownerships. In addition, the ownership bé tbuilding lots within the
boundary of ‘the anonymous Han’ is completely clehfrom the Municipality to
the Private Ownership. In conclusion, the curremnership of the most of the
building lots within the study area has become Ehé/ate Ownership by the

preparation of the Cadastral Map of Bursa dat&D@i.
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Figure 2. 36 :The Chronological Status of Buildings (1933-2007)
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Figure 2. 37 :Ownership Changes of Building Lots within Hans tndy Area




2.2.8 CONSTRUCTION DATES OF BUILDINGS IN THE STUDY AREA

The results gathered by the comparison of visuaudeents, such as old maps
(1862-1922), aerial photos (1938, 2007), and cealastaps (1933-2001), are used to
determine the construction dates of the buildimgsrder to reveal the constructional
changes within the study arekhe information about the construction techniquies o
the buildings, which is gathered during the surstidy, is also superimposed with

these results in order to stabilize the discovEigyre 2.38).

Consequently, the east half of the study area istijnéull of new buildings, which
were constructed between 1938 and 2001, excepbilth-east corner of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han. The remains of the Han observed i218@Gp of Bursa and the
buildings constructed in between 1922 and 1933 teettie Han still exist within the
Study Area. On the other hand, a few of the bugdidocated within the boundary of
‘the anonymous Han’, are dated to the beginnintpef2d" century, whereas most of
them were constructed in between 1933 and 193&ddiition, the current traditional
dwellings, located at the north part of the studgaawere most probably constructed
in between 1922 and 1933.

2.2.9 FUNCTIONS OF BUILDINGS IN THE STUDY AREA IN D ETAIL

The current functions of buildings are presentedbider to define whether the
buildings within study area are used or not and hbey are used at present
(Figure 2.39). It is primarily observed that mostle buildings within study area are
currently in use while there are only 11 empty dias which were most probably
in residential use. Commercial buildings are lodatédong two main streets and
directly in relation with transportation. Since tlagea is densely composed of
commercial activities, commercial buildings are edetined in detail by three

different uses, as shops, commercial office bugdjrdepots, and workshops.
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Figure 2. 38 :Construction Dates of Buildings in Study Area
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Figure 2. 39 :Current Functions of Buildings in Study Area




Many of the shops are also used as depots, edgenitthe spaces of traditional two
Hans within study area. On the other hand, resalebuildings are active at the
north-inside part of study area. There are alsoynsamall buildings used as service
places within the garden of the residences. In taddithe buildings in both

residential and commercial functions are distridiaenong whole study area without
any order. The buildings used for accommodationga@ example to that type of
buildings which are especially seen at the intéimecof néni Street and Tahal
Street at north. As a result, it is also necessarghow the registered traditional
buildings within study area in order to define theommercial function varied as

depots, shops, and workshops at present.

2.2.10 CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES AND THE CONDITION OF
BUILDINGS IN THE STUDY AREA

With reference to the visual observations done ndurihe survey, four main
construction techniques named as ‘masonry’, ‘timio@me’, ‘reinforced concrete’,
and ‘masonry stabilized with reinforced concretah de defined within the study
area (Figure 2.40). There are also buildings canstd in combined techniques.
While the construction technique of some buildicgs not be examined properly,

they are described as ‘not identified’.

It is primarily observed that the most common cargtion technique in whole study
area is ‘reinforced concrete’. Approximately %80tleé buildings are constructed in
reinforced concrete. On the other hand, there #Hebsildings surviving their
traditional construction techniques, such as ‘magand ‘timber frame’, especially
within boundaries of Yeni Galle Pazar Han ance‘#nonymous Han’ attached to it.
However, approximately %90 of them is plasterechvaément or stabilized with
reinforced concrete and cement mortar which aresoiéble for continuity of their

traditional structure.

83



¥8

Figure 2. 40 :Construction Techniques of Buildings in Study Area




It is important to define what the overall conditiof buildings within study area. In
this respect, current conditions of the buildings elassified as both in ‘good’ and
‘bad’ conditions. The bad condition is also dethibs ‘slight surface deterioration’,
‘material deterioration’, and ‘structural deteritoa’ according to the condition of

structural systems of buildings (Figure 2.41).

It can be easily seen that buildings are mostlygamod condition. Some of the
buildings are destroyed slightly as a result oénmentions on surfaces. On the other
hand, material deteriorations are observed jusoum buildings located inside Han
boundaries. In addition, the main mass of Yeni &Ridzar Han and a dwelling at

the back are severely damaged in structural syatgresent.

However, it is important to define the traditiorald registered traditional buildings
within the study area in order to observe the awmmliof them at present and to
describe the solutions for their continuity in fblowing chapter. It also reveals that

most of the buildings in good condition are consied in reinforced concrete.

2.3 CHARACTERISTIC OF YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI

2.3.1 GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI

The spatial characteristic of the remains and ticadil spaces of ‘Yeni Galle Pazar
Han '’ is described with the help of the measurealings and the detailed visual
analyses emphasized on the Han. Hence, it is émisenigive the methodology in

measuring the existing remains of the Han at first.
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Figure 2. 41 :Current Physical Condition of Buildings in Studyear




The measured drawings of the remains of Yeni GRdlear Han were prepared in
1/200 scale, as in plan, section, and fagade,dardp reveal the recent condition of
the remains within the study area. Because of tligespread disorganization
between the remains of the Han within the study,aogptical measurement was
made in Total Station 3D. This documenting techaiguds to expose the spatial
location of Yeni Galle Pazar Han by planning ite scale which becomes the base
map to the other drawings. For example, the sectimwings were prepared
according to that base map in addition to theiicaptmeasurements. On the other
hand, the facade photographs of the Han were iggttih MSR (single image
photogrametry) and then used for the facade drawingich are composed by
drawing above them in AutoCad 2003. In addition,smof the horizontal and
vertical measurements could not be taken exactiidéenthe spaces of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han because of the stored materials. Hahogas possible to take the
measurement of only one upper room of the Han a®ference to the others in

similar technique.

Because of the widespread distribution of the @gsspaces of Yeni Galle Pazar
Han within study area, the spatial descriptiorthed Han is given by classification
into three parts. The parts, named as ‘PART I', FAAIl', and ‘PART III', are

presented in keymaps, attached to each of the mesbdtawings of the Han.

The expression of measured drawings is tried texpéained by the differentiation in
colour of the hatches and presented in lejand awidgs. Accordingly, the adequate
measurement is expressed in hatch with flat lineeéhcolour whereas the inadequate
one is expressed distinctly for each floor plamc8ithe continuity of the remains is
known but not able to be measured, the inadequa@sunement is expressed in
hatch with short interrrupted line in black colo@n the other hand, not seen but
measured parts in sections and facades of the Gelte Pazar Han are expressed
with dotted line. In addition, it is essential teveal the differentiation between
section and elevation parts of the drawings bymgj\different thickness to the lines

(such as 0,5 mm. for sections, 0,2 mm. for elena)io
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As in general, the ground storey of an Ottoman Hanlding in Bursa is in
approximately 6.00 metres height while having po&tmo be used as in two storeys
currently. However, the ground storey of the Hars wlavided vertically into two
floors because of the interventions and alteratepyseared inside the spaces of the
Han as a result of refunctioning. Therefore, the@sneed drawings in plan schemes
are named as ‘ground’, ‘first’, and ‘second’ whidbes not mean that Yeni Galle
Pazar Han is a three storeyed building. Finatlys also required to give the roof

plan of the spaces in relation with the surroundingdings.

1. Ground Floor Plan............cc.ccoeeeviiiii i cneeeeneoenn . (Figure 2.42)
2. First Floor Plan.............ccccooiiiiiiiiicci e e eeeen . (Figure 2.43)
3..Second FIoor Plan..........oo oo e (Figure 2.44)
4. Roof Plan..........cooociiiiiiii i veeeeeen o (Figure 2.45)
5. Fagade | and Section A-A...........cccoieeeiiiiiieiiieveeeeeen e (Figure 2.46)
6. Facade Il and SectionB-B...................coceeieveivevneeen ... (Figure 2.47)
7. Fagades along ‘Cumbhuriyet Street’ amhi Street'............(Figure 2.48)

Yeni Galle Pazar Han is known as d"d&ntury Ottoman Han which was partially
destroyed at the beginning of the™€entury. But the walls of the Han still exist.
The north wall still stands in its location whikecluding the remains of the two gates
of the Han in approximately 7.00 metres height &gacll). In addition, there are

remains, partially existing at the north-east cowfethe Han, which also include the
rest of five small cells or rooms on the groundeTooms, in around 2.50-3.00

metres height, are not clearly read however thaicture is displayed in the drawing

of (Section A-A).
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Figure 2. 42 :Ground Floor Plan of Yeni Galle Pazar Han (2007)
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Figure 2. 43 :First Floor Plan of Yeni Galle Pazar Han (2007)
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Figure 2. 44 :Second Floor Plan of Yeni Galle Pazar Han (2007)
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Figure 2. 45 :Roof Plan of Yeni Galle Pazar Han (2007)
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Figure 2. 46 :Facade and Section Drawings of Yeni Galle Pazan k)
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Figure 2. 47 :Facade and Section Drawings of Yeni Galle Pazan KiH )
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Figure 2. 48 :Facade and Section Drawings of Yeni Galle Pazan Kl )



Moreover, the traditional construction technique amaterials of Yeni Galle Pazar
Han can be partially observed by the remains efvlwlts, as attached to the back
wall of these cells (Figure 2.49a). According te ttontinuity of the structure at the
next side, they are most probably the parts ofcineering above the colonnade /
corridor around the courtyard. The heights andblegstructure of these remains are

also documented by the drawings of fagades antasct

(@) (b)
Figure 2. 49 : (a)the remains of the vaults at the back wall of Y.&.®b) small rooms on the upper
storey of Y.G.P.H.

On the other hand, the existing traditional spacke¥eni Galle Pazar Han are
distributed at seperated three parts of the stuey which means that the whole of
the structure of the Han can not be read clearlyresent. The two of these three
parts are located at the north of Cumhuriyet Stndele the third one is observed at
the south of the Street. Therefore, the traditiamaltial character of these separated
parts is preferred to be described according ® ¢lassification together within the

presentation of the measured drawings.
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The first part, named as ‘PART I, is located a South-east corner of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han and accepted as the main part of tlwewhass of the Han. There are
eight units in both the ground and first floor #ART I' (Ground Floor Plan and
First Floor Plan). Seven of them collaborate wite &ttached buildings in front of
them, for new functions. The construction technigli¢hese seven units can not be
read clearly because of cement plaster on thecigfacept the eighth unit which is
still displaying the traditional technique of theatd According to this unit, the
original construction technique of Yeni Galle Pazdéan is masonry with both brick
and stone. The ground storey of the Han is covesitdvault in brick masonry and
each unit is opened to the courtyard through arbeéseen two columns. The unit is
nearly a square shaped of about 3.50 x 3.00 matrdsis totally in 5.70 metres
height. The upper storey of ‘PART I', which is pgesed in the measured drawing of
Second Floor Plan, is composed of five small urfgroximately in 4.50 metres
height, together with a terrace just in front oérh It is easy to mention that the
terrace is the semi-closed corridor / balcony of tHan which provides the
connection between the units, known as rooms, lamaténtral open area, known as
the courtyard of the Han. However, the traditiocaVering above that corridor /
balcony was hardly damaged and mostly collapsed.ti@nother hand, only the
corner of the upper floor is still standing whilghéiting the structure of the
covering in section (Section B-B). As observedhia measured drawings of sections
and facades, the masonry in stone and brick cogdiftom the ground to the upper
storey while changing to only brick masonry in tenstruction of the covering.
Meanwhile, the major covering element is the dorneva both the rooms and the
corridor in front of them. The dome structure asmnects to the columns with
arches. As a result, the general structure of the id fairly explained according to
the clues depending on the structure of ‘PART . dddition, there are seven
traditional buildings attached to the mass of tinist part since the opening of
Cumbhuriyet Street (1903). These buildings are prteskjust in facade and section
schemes (FACADE along Cumhuriyet Street) and (SBEXITB-B) because of the

lack of the planning drawings of them.
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The second part, called as ‘PART II, contains géwunit and a part of the wall of
Yeni Galle Pazar Han at west. The constructiochteque of that huge unit is
similar to the ones in ‘PART I' whereas not so rlegun spatial characteristics of
them. The trapezoid shaped plan of the unit ascapgximately to the 6.00 meter
height. Although the whole of the unit was hardanthged due to the interventions,

the remains of four small cells / rooms on the ugparey still exist (Figure 2.49b).

However, it is hard to perceive these upper roams fthe ground because of new
covering added to the huge unit within that secpad of the Han. Hence, they can
not be presented by measured drawings in facadeation schemes. On the other
hand, the resemblance of the spatial characterisgtween the first and second parts

of Yeni Galle Pazar Han is clearly observed, emgral.

At the south of Cumhuriyet Street, cutting Yeni l&dPazar Han into two parts
since the beginning of the Y@entury, there are also five small units whichnfor
‘PART III' as the third part of the Han. These sndre similar to the eight units
located on the ground storey of ‘PART I' while bgisquare shaped of about 4.00 x
4.50 metres. On the other hand, they are diffefmh the other units within the
other two parts of the Han. Each of them has tweegs and is constructed totally in
6.00 metres height (Figure 2.50a). In additioncamtrary with the other parts, the
entrances of these five units are from the out&dade of the Han whereas the
others are entered from the inner courtyard (Groblmbr Plan).Because of the
interventions for new functions in units, the spktharacter of ‘PART III' can not
be documented directly by measured drawings boftiainning and fagade schemes.
The construction technique and material of thesuoc#n not be read because of the
cement plaster on the surface although the archiedrees on the facade still reveal

the traditional character of the ground storeyhef iHan.

The classification of the existing spaces of Yeail&Pazar Han is also used to

describe the current condition of them (Figure .51
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According to this classification, ‘PART I' is hagdtieteriorated together with partial
destructions and collapses in structure (Figurét®).5especially the covering of the
corridor is almost completely collapsed at presenéreas the domes covering the
rooms still exist with structural cracks. On théeyt hand, the traditional buildings
attached to the remains of the Han are in good itondaccording to the visual
observation during the survey study. They have yepaired simply as being used
and refunctioned until present day which makes th®emsurvive with small
deformations. However, they are most probably indgoondition, in contrary with

the remains.

(@) (b)
Figure 2. 50 : (a)Five small units of Y.G.P.H. at the south of Cunijetr Street(b) partially
collapsed vault at the PART | of Y.G.P.H.

The remains of the Han within ‘PART II' are in siari condition with ‘PART I’
because of the destruction type such as collapsechs at the upper storey and
deteriorated materials, used in the structure efrdmains. Besides, the traditional
spaces of Yeni Galle Pazar Han, composing PARWithin the boundary of the
Han, are still in good condition. Since frequenpaies with cement plaster are
applied to these five buildings of the Han, thefrustural condition is not

demonstrated clearly.
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Figure 2. 51 :Current Condition of the Remains of Y.G.P.H.




The current uses inside the traditional spacesesfi Galle Pazar Han differentiate
due to the various functions in storeys of the Hererefore, the descriptions of the
uses of these spaces are given by three analys&gaumd’, ‘first’ and ‘second’
storeys of the Hanlhe existing spaces on the ground storey of YerieGzazar
Han are generally used as depots except one ithintPART II' which is used as
carpenter’'s workshop at present day (Figure 2.5 traditional buildings along
Cumbhuriyet Street within ‘PART I’ and the existirsgpaces of Yeni Galle Pazar
Han in ‘PART III' are used as shops while havingrances from the street (Figure
2.53). On the other hand, the first storey of maawlitional units within ‘PART I’
and ‘PART II' are used as depots and workshop wisicbws a continuity of the
function from the ground to the upper floor of tHan. However, the second storeys
of these units are not used at present (Figure).2\Nsdanwhile, the other traditional
buildings, as shops arranged along the streeysa@ as depots of these shops in the

second storey.

2.3.2 ALTERATIONS ON PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTIC OF YEN GALLE
PAZARI HANI

The physical alterations within the boundary of iy@alle Pazar Han started to be
observed by the effects of ‘Tanzimat Movements’ amilead by the effects of
‘Cadastral Maps’ prepared between 1933 and 200&refdre, it is preferred to

define the alterations within the Han accordingttie visual documents gathered
from the maps and aerial photographs together tivélwritten documents by Evliya
Celebi, Kepeciolu (1935), and Baykal (1950) concerning the chargeshe Han

between these periods. In addition, the old phaejolgs and written reports, gathered
from the archieve of B.K.T.V.K.K. aid to determinike later alterations in and
around the traditional spaces of Yeni Galle Pa#an since 1960s. In conclusion,
the physical alterations in the traditional spaocésYeni Galle Pazar Han are

described in detail according to the both visua amitten documents.
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Figure 2. 52 :Current Uses of the Ground Floor Spaces of Y.G.P.H.
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Figure 2.53: Current Uses of the First Floor Space Y.G.P.H
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Figure 2. 54 :Current Uses of the Second Floor Spaces of Y.G.P.H.




As being a part of the study area, Yeni Galle Pakan altered due to the
interventions in and around the spaces of the HacesTanzimat Movements'.
While determining the physical changes on the apataracteristic of the Han, all
visual documents, such as maps and photographgsjsag together with written
documents concerning the Han. The old written damum by Evliya Celebi,
Kepecio lu (1935) and Baykal (1950) are accepted as thagrsi sources and they
are also important to view the effects of ‘Tanzimsliovements’ and new

interventions as a result of innovation within tdemmercial Center of Bursa.

Yeni Galle Pazar Han can be perceived compleiteluphi Bey Map of Bursa
(1862) before innovations by ‘Tanzimat Movements’ Bursa (Figure 2.55a).
Therefore, the map of Suphi Bey can be acceptedsagificant document revealing
the original locations of Yeni Galle Pazar Hangether with other commercial
buildings within the H.C.C. just before the modeation movements by Tanzimat
Movements. According to the written documents byé&ao lu and Baykal, there
are many repairs and interventions within the Hapesthe 1% century. Kepeciou
mentioned that (KEPEO LU, 1935: 21-22) Yeni Galle Pazar Han (Yeni Tah|
Han) was partially repaired after the decays duéh&oharmful results ofCelali
syanlar’ and harmful uses within the inner spaces of tla Ht is informed that
after the effects ofCelali syanlar’ in Bursa; nine shops attached to Yeni Galle
Pazar Han, the roof covering the gates and the logating at the east sides of the
Han were repaired in 1608. It is also added thextetlare thirty-two rooms within the
boundary of the Han some of which were used ingpmtely and these
inharmonious ones were repaired in 1610 by thefithancial profit taken from the
foundation yak 1) operated inside the Han. On the other hand, Bagkationed that
(BAYKAL, 1950: 110) after a fundamental repair oreni Galle Pazar Han in
1690; the timber door of the Han was also repameiB44. However, the integrity of
the Han has already been destroyed by the operimgoomain streets, called as
Cumhuriyet Street andnonu Street, as a result of ‘Tanzimat Movement®niY
Galle Pazar Han was divided into pieces at thattscand the east sections
(Figure 2.55Db).
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(@)

Figure 2.55 : (a)Status of Y.G.P.H. before ‘Tanzimat Movemerfty’ Status of Y.G.P.H. after ‘Tanzimat Movements’

(b)



Baykal (1950: 110) also reminds that the whole nwséeni Galle Pazar Han has
already been destroyed in consequence of the eaitbcpr the fires dated to 1855
and the opening of new wide straight streets caleCumhuriyet Street andonu

Street until Republican Period.

Before the preparation of the first Cadastral MdpBarsa in 1933-1934, there
existed changes on physical characteristic of Galle Pazar Han . In similar to the
transformation in the site scale explained previgubere were both traditional and
new buildings within the boundary of the Han. Mosthe spaces at the northern of
Cumbhuriyet Street have existed until 1933 togetiiér the existing five units at the
southern of the Street. However, new building cwomsions are observed along
Cumbhuriyet Street according to the 1933-1934 Caaldgtap of Bursa (Figure 2.56).
Although there is not any additions within the bdary of Yeni Galle Pazar Han
during the period between 1933 and 1938, the ratdtieyed additions in and around
the courtyard of the Han are clearly observed & 1899-2001 Cadastral Map of
Bursa. On the other hand, the boundaries of bgkjiexisting inside the Han until
1933, changed in between 1938 and 1999. Theredoo®rding to the comparison of
these maps, the main alteration on boundarieseolbtiiidings located in and around

Yeni Galle Pazar Han has already appeared ud@i0&.

The state of Yeni Galle Pazar Han in 1950 wascdlesd by Baykal in detail

(BAYKAL, 1950: 110). Such that, the added buildirdsng Cumhuriyet Street were
used in shops for flour seller while the north pafrthe Han, used as the barn in
previous time, was used for making and sellingecarespecially on the ground
storey. However, these spaces were not in gooditammdyecause of unconscious

interventions.

Besides, the transformation process of Yeni GadleaP Han is also mentioned by
the help of the reports, which were prepared byatliiorities or eyewitnesses and
gathered from the archieve of BKTVKK together wild maps attached to these

written documents.
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Figure 2. 56 :Alterations in the Boundary of Y.G.P.H. between 1-8838 and 1938-1938-1999




Accordingly, the illegal constructions of new shogrsd office buildings, existing
within the courtyard of Yeni Galle Pazar Han, eenentioned at first in 1966 by
Celalettin Unseli, who was the governor of Bursa.addition to these reports,
concerning the physical changes in Yeni Galle Pal#an as a result of the
interventions, Kaplandu mentioned that (1994: 54) the plane-tree wittire

courtyard and the fountain at the corner of the,Rarich was constructed after the
opening of the streets and ornamented with tilerewemoved by the illegal new

constructions surrounding the Han until 1980s.

On the other hand, the changes by the deformatiortbe remains of the Han were
not described until the report written in 1981 byrBun Ocalan, who is the assistant
in the museum. He gave a detailed description atbeutew constructions within the
boundary of Yeni Galle Pazar Han such as reidrconcrete building with four
storeys constructed in the courtyard and anotheforeed concerete new building
with seven storeys attached to the east part d&agh the Han, alonghdni Street.
He reported that the existing two arches, whichtheetraditional remains of Yeni
Galle Pazar Han, were standing as in jammed kerwhese high storeyed new
buildings within the Han. It was also mentionedtttigere is a transition from the
inner courtyard tondnu Street through one of the rooms of the Hathenground
floor which was formed as a result of severe detitn on a part of the east wall of
the Han.

The destruction on the remains at the north ofHae occurred as a result of the
location of the vehicular traffic, passing througk north gates of Yeni Galle Pazar
Han , according to the report prepared in 1981 byhan Tiruman. In addition, he
mentioned that the remains of the west wall oftlla@ could not be perceived due to
the fact that new reinforced concrete buildings enatached to it until 1980s
(Figure 2.57a).
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(a) (b)
Figure 2. 57 : (a)new reinforced concrete buildings attached to thksvof Y.G.P.H.(b) the

structural deformation at the column of the vault

According to another report which was represente@KTVKK in 1984 by Veysi
Cengiz, the brick vault, covering the balcony ionfr of the rooms on the upper floor
of the Han, was mostly collapsed. Hence it was meeat that the structural
deformation at the column of the vault could beg#arfor the buildings and people
around the courtyard unless it was repaired as asqossible (Figure 2.57b). At the
end of the 1980s, another report concerning theliion of Yeni Galle Pazar Han
was prepared in 1987 by Recep Okcgu, who was treargser of the museum in
Bursa. He also mentioned that new illegal buildjnggh one or two storeys, had
been constructed within the courtyard of the Hanajoproximately 30 years which
causes narrow service roads while destroying Huitional fabric of the courtyard.
The deformation at the north gate of the Han, wliaiimed as a result of the car
crash happened in 1995, was reported by Erdal Kazkms an archaelogist, he
mentioned the imperceiptebility of the foundati@nsthe remains of the Han and he
documented the composition of the north gate tegettith its surrounding by the
photographs which reveal the existence of a ti@uili dwelling just attached to the

gate (Figure 2.58a). However, this dwelling doesaxist at present (Figure 2.58b).
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Figure 2. 58 : (a)the status of the north gate of Y.G.P.H. in 1@96the current status of the north

gate of Y.G.P.H. (2007)

2.4 RESTITUTION SCHEME OF THE STUDY AREA

The detailed descriptions and the results of thgsiehl transformations within the
study area together with Yeni Galle Pazar Han given at previous parts of the
chapter. Hence, it is essential to give the chragiohl development within the
characteristic of the study area in different pasioThe transformation of the study
area and the changes on Yeni Galle Pazar Hannasyzed under three periods

classified as;

1% period : The original state before the effect&Tahzimat Movements’
(Figure 2.59)

2" period : The altered state after the effects ahdimat Movements’
(Figure 2.60)

3“ period : The current state in present day (Figuéa)
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Figure 2. 59 :First Period of the Restitution (1862)
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Figure 2. 60 :Second Period of the Restitution (1922-1933)
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Figure 2. 61 :Third Period of the Restitution (2007)




By this way, the restitution schemes are preparedhiee periods in order to
determine the original settlement of the buildingsde the study area while defining
the original forms of the two Historic Han Buildsgwhich are called as “Yeni Galle
Pazar Han' and ‘the 2 New Han' at present. In addition, the initial spht

characteristic and the changes on this originaihfof Yeni Galle Pazar Han are

also handled in detalil.

It is necessary to reveal the reliability of theti@ition study both in site and Yeni
Galle Pazar Han scales. For this pupose, thernmdtion, gathered from the survey

study and the literature, is used and evaluated.

The sources of the information, used in dependgldlf the restitution study, are
classified as;

1. Analyses during the Survey Study

2. The Primary Visual Documents:
The primary visual documents are accepted as ‘tdenmps’ (1862-1922), ‘the
contemporary development plan’ on the study ar@@@2007), both old and new
‘photographic documentation’ concerning the studdasand ‘the previous restitution
studies’ planning the integrity of the Han.

3. The Primary Written Documents:
The primary written documents are accepted as dltdewritten documents’, ‘the
contemporary writings’ in literature and ‘the weitt reports’ from the archieve of
B.K.T.V.K.K.

On the other hand, the data, as a part of thestadg, is evaluated according to;
E : the existence of the data
C : the contour of the data
H :the dimension of the data in height
F : the function of the data

M : the material and the technique of the data
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2.4.1 RESTITUTION IN SITE SCALE

The restitution schemes in three periods concertinegstudy area are prepared
according to the transformation in its spatial eleteristic (Table 2.1). The
traditional and new buildings form the study aregether with the open areas within
the study area. The traditional buildings withie ttudy area are named as ‘Yeni
Galle Pazar Han’, ‘the anonymous Han’, and ‘theetlings’. Therefore, the
differentiation of their situations is evaluatedthree periods and their restitution

reliabilities are presented by the table.

1% PERIOD: (1862)

According to the documentary information, ‘Cumhetiystreet’, ‘ndénu Street’, ‘the
anonymous Han’ and the other dwellings do not drishe ' period of the study
area. However, the mass of ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Hamd the boundary of the
traditional residential area within the study acaa be clearly read on the map of
Suphi Bey, as a visual primary document. In the ntigee, the original height,
function and material of the Han are observed atingrto the written documents
from the literature together with the support of #mnalytical documents collected
from the survey study by the researcher herself.tt@nother hand, there is not
enough documentary information about the architettcharacter of the dwellings
beside the analytical study in survey. In additide, boundaries of the courtyard of
Yeni Galle Pazar Han and the green areas betweebuildings can be perceived
directly on the map of Suphi Bey which demonstraibesoriginal distribution of the
open areas within the study area in tAgp#&riod. Consequently, the original state of
Yeni Galle Pazar Han is determined as in tRedégree of reliability whereas the

dwellings can be accepted just as a residential @réhe north of the study area.
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Table 21 : Degree of Reliability of Information in Site Scale




2" PERIOD: ( 1922-1933)

The existences of open and built-up areas withenstindy area can be perceived on
the map of Bursa dated to 1922, which exhibits dbgelopment activities (imar
hareketleri) after Tanzimat Movements. ThereforemBuriyet Street,ndnl Street,
‘the 2" New Han’ and the New Buildings constructed aldmese streets exist on the
restitution scheme of the"2period. The functions of the traditional buildings
composed of two Historic Hans and dwellings, medsgpgend on the primary written
documents which decrease its reliability. On théeothand, there is not any
documentary information about the building mateaatl construction technique of
‘the anonymous Han’ and the dwellings whereas theanry construction technique
of Yeni Galle Pazar Han is described accordingh® written documents. As a
result, the physical characteristics of both tlaelitional and new texture within the
study area can be read in tHé geriod of the restitution study and it is defirasiin

the T degree of reliability by the help of the primatigual documents.
3“ PERIOD: (2007 )

The 3° period on the restitution scheme of the study eeéers to the current state in
present time. Therefore, the reliability of thetitesion study in site scale depends on
the information gathered during the survey studyge Turrent open and built-up
areas within the study area are defined as in traefjree of reliability according to

the primary documents in literature and the anedytilocuments in site survey. The
reports, which are collected from the archieve dk.B.V.K.K. since 1980s, are

accepted as the primary written documents in otdegive detailed information

about the functions, dimensions, and materialfefeixisting remains of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han and the new buildings located arounHawever, there is not enough
description about the spatial characteristic of #ém®nymous Han and dwellings

within the study area.
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On the other hand, the functional and architectstate of the buildings within the
study area is evaluated only according to the sustedy while the traditional and
new spaces within the boundary of ‘the anonymous’ ldee not mentioned in the
primary documents as a Cultural Property. Therefcuerently, the anonymous Han

is defined as in the"2degree of reliability on the restitution schemehia 3¢ period.

2.4.2 RESTITUTION IN THE SCALE OF Yeni Galle Pazar Han

As a part of the study area, the restitution sclsenfeYeni Galle Pazar Han are
prepared according to the alterations of its platsoharacteristic in three periods
(Table 2.2).The traditional texture within Yeni Galle Pazar rH& composed of the
existing spaces of the Han, the courtyard of the &tad the architectural elements or
street elements within the boundary of the Hanidgethe traditional buildings, new
buildings constructed in and around the Han are plesented on the restitution
schemes in three periods together with their réiiegs.

1% PERIOD: (1862)

In the ' period, which is dated according to the map oftBBey (1862), the mass
of Yeni Galle Pazar Han and the contour of itsirtgard are defined as in thé' 1
degree of reliability.

Moreover, a restitution drawing of Yeni Galle Pazblan (Figure 2.62) was
prepared in 1967 by Y. Muhendis Kemal Bengu frérart leri Mudurld U’ in the
Municipality of Bursa. This drawing contributesdeaw the original plan scheme of
the Han in detail together with the detailed dedins about the existence of the
rooms, the shops, and the barn within the bounalttye Han.
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Table 2.2 : Degree of Reliability of Information inY.G.P.H.




(a) (b)
Figure 2. 62 : (a)Restitution Drawing on Yeni Galle Pazar Hé) report written by Kemal Bengu
(1967) about the Restitution Drawing

In addition, the primary written documents abot filnnction, the number of storeys,
and the construction technique of the Han detertheeriginal spatial characteristic
of Yeni Galle Pazar Han directly. Although thecdtion of the architectural
elements inside the courtyard of the Han is detegthion the map, there is not
enough information about their functional and thehdectural properties. Therefore,
the reliability of the existence of the traditionekture of the Han is in the'Hegree
while the functional and architectural informaticaisout the remains or spaces of the
Han depend on both the analytical observationsndutine survey study and the
primary written documents. However, the informatadout the architectural quality
of the elements in the courtyard is defined afiend® degree of reliability due to the
lack of the written documents. Because there isangtremain of these architectural
elements at present, there is not any informatiooutitheir original characteristic

depending on the survey study.
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2" PERIOD: (1922-1933)

The existence of the traditional texture, whicltasnposed of spaces of the han and
the courtyard, and the new buildings added intocthertyard of the Han is clearly
observed in the restitution scheme dated to f.‘ﬁep@iod. However, the functional
and the architectural properties of the whole s$tm@s within the Han can not be
read clearly and there is not any information altbatfunction of the courtyard in
the 2 period. Therefore, the location of the remain¥'ehi Galle Pazar Han and
the new buildings, which were constructed durirgyd{ period as an addition inside
the Han’s contour, are determined as in theldgree of reliability in restitution. On
the other hand, the degree of reliability on thencfional and architectural
characteristic of the Han decreases due to the dd¢ke documentation in Han's

scale.
3“ PERIOD: (2007 )

The information about the current state of Yenil&dPazar Han is directly
achieved according to the visual documentatioraddition, the measured drawings
of the existing remains of the Han, which were preg by the researcher herself,
are essential to exhibit the original architectudadracteristic of the Han building.
On the other hand, due to the lack of both visuml @ritten documentation, the
traditional architectural elements and the stréminents within the contour of Yeni

Galle Pazar Han do not exist anymore.
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CHAPTER 3

GENERAL EVALUATION

The evaluation of the study area will be givenwio tscales namely “site” and “the
hans”, and will be based on three topics which'éue values’, ‘the problems’, and
‘the potentials’.

3.1 EVALUATION OF THE STUDY AREA IN SITE SCALE

The evaluation of the study area is primarily pnéseé in site scale with reference to
the visual documents, such as photographs and ridps.values’, ‘the problems’
and ‘the potentials’ of the study area are defidedng the evaluation of the various
data collected from the analytical studies. Theiremmental characteristic of both
built-up and open areas within the study area aperposed and then evaluated on

the bases of these three main inputs of the evafuat

The main titles defining the current state of thedg area and also the subjects of
evaluation process are classified as;

the location and access

the characteristics of the traditional buildings

the characteristics of the open areas

the characteristics of the new buildings

the current functions

the conservation and ownership status
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The Location and Access:

Because of being located at the east part of ti&2CH, it is easy to access to the
study area by two main streets passing throughHtelar District. These streets,
called as ‘Cumhuriyet Street’ anch6nu Street’, creates very heavy vehicular and
pedestrian traffic without any preventive measuTdss factor has negative impacts
on the study area and causes the degredation dfrabe&ional characteristics of

tissue.

On the other hand, these two streets have bothnademary and historic values
gained during the urban development of Bursa amsd akveal the effects of
Tanzimat Movements at the beginning of th& 28ntury. Therefore, if the traffic is
managed properly, the high level of accessibildag be a potential to keep the study

area alive, and the evidences of Tanzimat Movemeifitbe preserved.
The Characteristic of the Traditional Buildings:

The word *“traditional” covers both hans and dweinThe traditional buildings in
the site will be grouped according to the valueythossess. By this way it is easy to
decide the priority and category of interventiongether with their problems and

potentials.

Hence, the traditional buildings within the studsea are primarily evaluated
according to their state of preservation and fometi continuity (Table 3.1). The
preservation state and current function of theiticagal buildings are scored as 3, 2,
1 according to their significance. The well-preseriraditional building is more
valuable than the not-preserved one whereas thignadwg of traditional function is

more important than the new function.
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Table 3.1 :Evaluation of Traditional Buildings (1)

As a result, the traditional buildings are grouped
A: well-preserved and continuing traditional function
B: well-preserved but not continuing traditional funot
/ not well preserved but continuing the ttiadial function
C: not well-preserved and not continuing traditionaidtion

D: in ruin condition

According to the table, it is observed that thetigband functional characteristics of
the traditional buildings within the study area amell preserved in general.
However, the shops as the parts of the Hans, aigiteng Cumhuriyet Street and

Canc lar Street, were repaired with concrete whltwdinges their originality.

Secondarily, the evaluation of traditional buildsng also prepared according to their
current condition and functional continuity (Talle€2). The score of this evaluation
again depends on the significance of current cammdiand function they possess.
Hence, the traditional building in good conditiemmore valuable than the deformed
one whereas the continuity of traditional functisnmore important than the new

function.
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Table 3.2: Evaluation of Traditional Buildings (11

As a result of this table, the traditional buildizwge grouped as:
A: good condition and continuing traditional function
B: good condition but not continuing traditional fuioct
/ material deterioration but continuing traei@al function
C: material deterioration and not continuing tradiabfunction
/ structural deformation but continuing ttaahal function

D: structural deformation and not used remains

According to the table, it is clearly observed tlia¢ repaired shops along the streets
are in good condition for refunctioning, whereaes #luthentic spaces of two Hans are
not in good physical condition together with theallimgs at the north part of the

study area.

The historical Han buildings within the study acem easily be accessed depending
on their location at the east end of Hanlar DistoicBursa. They are still reflecting
the main characteristic of the H.C.C. which makesttaditional texture of the study
area to be preserved and maintained. Each of tbeHan buildings are ‘cultural
property’ to be preserved while having historiccalmentary, and ecomomic values

beside functional value. They also display the iapatlesign features and
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construction techniques of Ottoman Hans belongiogtwo different periods

according to the data gathered from both the hestbrand analytical studies.
However, most of the traditional spaces or remaih$wo Hans are not in good
condition because of either abandonment or imprager of the buildings. For
example, the rooms on the upper floor of Yeni G&&zar Han are not used at
present. In addition, the illegal constructionstaetted to the walls of the Han

Buildings, have also negative visual and physicgdacts on them.

The dwellings, defining the traditional residentaka at the north part of the study
area, are also evaluated as ‘cultural propertyeqieserved’. They have historic
architectural and functional values as being thimdi evidences of the Yocentury
dwellings scattered around the H.C.C. However,itingroper functioning, harmful
interventions and insufficient sanitary conditicar® the handicaps of this building
stock in the residential area. Furthermore, newitiaxhg, such as service buildings,
have been attached to the dwellings and causedabeedation of the traditional
texture. Nevertheless, these historic dwellingscare of the main components of the

site and will be re-evaluated in the preservatimtess.
The Characteristic of the Open Areas:

The open areas within the study area are classiegublic and private open areas.
Beside the streets in and around the area, theyends of the Hans are accepted as
the public open areas whereas the courtyards ategarof the dewellings are

evaluated as the private open areas. In additiom,dead-end streets and small
gathering open areas, formed at the end point @fdéad-end streets, can also be

accepted as public open areas.
The courtyards of the Han buildings and the coudyaf the dwellings (gardens)

are evaluated according to their state of legipdihd functional continuity in order

to define the value they possess (Table 3.3).
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Table 3.3 :Evaluation of the Courtyards of Hans and Dwellings

Since the state of legibility of the original forof the courtyard is essential in the
score, the courtyards of the Hans buildings andlvgs are grouped as;

A: shaped within the original boundary and havingitiaaal functions

B: shaped within the original boundary but not maimitag traditional function

C: partially surrounded by traditional remanins butt moaintaining traditional
function

According to the table, the courtyard of ‘the anmoys Han’ is more legible and
preserved than the other one due to the negatigadtrof Cumhuriyet Street. This
street seperated the courtyard of Yeni Galle Pa#an in two parts and spoiled the
integrity of it. In the meantime, the small operas of dwellings at the north part of
the study area continue their spatial and functimadue whereas the ones at the

back part of Yeni Galle Pazar Han are used fopaging which is not proper to
the traditional texture.

Each of the two courtyards of the Hans can be d@edegs the main central space of a
typical Ottoman Han building. However, the probleofsthose major elements
directly effect the degradation of the tradition@xture of the study area.

Inappropriate uses of the courtyards, such as ad gnd vehicular service roads,
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also disturb the visual and spatial integrity o #ourtyards. In addition, the illegal
constructions within the courtyards spoil the imiiggof the traditional design

principles and cause the perception of the cultimalitage negatively. Those
negative issues can not avoid the functional vabigbese courtyards and they can

easily be adapted to new functions, such as gatpspaces for public.

Besides, the courtyards of the dwellings are unséga parts of a traditional
residence area together with Dead-End Streets aseskrvice roads among them.
However, unused courtyards are in bad conditiomes@f them are are used as
parking area, in contrary with their traditionahtitions. On the other hand, they are
potential green areas not only within the studyaaret also for the east part of the
Hanlar District, according to the decisions of t@enservation Plan of ‘Reyhan-
Kayhan-Hanlar District’ (1989).

The Characteristic of the New Buildings:

By the opening of the two major streets, calledGsnhuriyet Street’ and honu
Street’, new constructions have appeared along &iteh of them. The comparison
of cadastral maps clearly shows the changes ohuliding lots by division and / or
unification which is one of the main reasons of starcting the new illegal
buildings. As a result of this trend until 19809)eav texture within the study area is
observed at present. These new buildings possegsisavalues according to their
compatibility with the function and physical chaexcstic of the traditional texture.
Therefore, the new buildings are evaluated accgrdm their relation with the
traditional fabric within the study area. In orderdetermine necessary interventions
on these new buildings a table is prepared in dedaicerning the new constructions

within the study area (Table 3.4).
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The indicators of the traditional texture, suchtasbuilding-lot relation, the number
of storeys, the mass proportion among the architactelements, functional
continuity etc., are taken into consideration imlesrto determine the evaluation
categories for new buildings. In addition, the nlewidings constructed inside the
courtyards and the remains of traditional buildirgs also mentioned in the table
which reflects the incompatibility of them with theaditional texture within the

study area.

According to the results gathered from the talfie,rtew buildings are classified into
two groups, such as ‘compatible’ and ‘incompatib(@able 3.4). It is clearly
observed that Yeni Galle Pazar Han is surrourideihcompatible new buildings
and this inharmonious situation continues along Buinyet and nénu Streets.
These buildings have no significance, as far adrdubtional and cultural values are

concerned.

On the other hand, except the ones constructedeingie courtyard, the new
buildings constructed within the original contodrthe 2" New Han' are accepted
as the compatible new buildings depending on theria which are explained by the
table in detail. In addition, there are also confgg@tnew buildings at the north part
of the site whereas their function changed from idesgial to

“residential+commercial” in due time.
The Current Functions:

The existing spaces of the Hans and traditiondtings have proper functions such
as ‘shop’, ‘depot’, and ‘shop+depot’ in general.efdfore, most of the traditional
buildings sustain their traditional functions andntibute to the traditional

commercial life of the study area.Use of new matsriand new mechanical
installations, such as air-condition units or catacovering on the walls, may cause

deterioration of the original materials.
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In addition, some of the spaces of the Han buikliage used inappropriately while
including manufacturing which requires heavy maekirHence, the fragile structure
of these ‘cultural properties’ is severely damaged cracks are appeared on the

vaults and arches.

Beside the Han buildings, there are also a fewdessies revealing the traditional
dwelling texture at the north part of the studysardowever, most of the dwellings’
ground floor are used as shops which may not beammony with the design
principles and architectural elements of dwellingse result is undesired changes of

the spatial characteristic and structural systemh@wellings.

The decisions of development plans executed sifite &hd created new multi-
storeyed buildings which were designed for multigmse functions. Both the
architecture they represent and the current useshese new buildings are
inharmonious with the traditional commercial fabkor instance, the new shops and
depot buildings, attached to the courtyard fagcdd¢éeni Galle Pazar Han, interrupt
the perceptability of the traditional fagcade andssaagain material deterioration in

time.

Consequently, the continuity of both commercial aedidential functions can be
accepted as the potential to keep the study aneaifthey are compatible with the
traditional ones.

The Conservation Status:

The study area is a part of the Registered Urbens8ice 1989 which strengthens its

significance. There are various registered buildiotg on in this registered site

which buildings and remains are located.
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The new and illegal constructions on registeres li@came a problem while spoiling
the traditional texture of the area. On the ottend) especially within the boundary
of ‘the anonymous Han’, some lots are not registevhich also spoils the integrity

of the area.

The Ownership Pattern within the Study Area :

A great part of the study area reflects the traddl ownership pattern. To illustrate,
there are still building lots in ‘& f and Traesury Ownerships. Therefore, the
traditional character of the current ownershipsaispotential to revitalize the

traditional aspects and uses of the area.

However, some changes observed on ownerships, dil@nging from pious
foundation Yak ) to private ownership, affected the traditionati@an negatively.
The variety observed in the ownerships of buildiogs also create some difficulties

while removing the illegal constructions.

General Evaluation in Site Scale:

‘The values’, ‘the problems’ and ‘the potentials’site scale are presented on a table
in order to gather the whole data contributing e evaluation of the study area
(Table 3.5).

In addition to the evaluation part concerning therent state of the study area, the
intervention necessities and decisions on the enmiental characteristic of the case
study are described in the table. In this way, ridation between evaluation and
intervention can be clearly followed or observedrdbver, the necessities for the
conservation of the traditional fabric and the t#litation of the study area are also

determined before taking decisions on the casey/stud
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Table 3.5 :Evaluation and Intervention in Site Scale
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The general evaluation requires action plans fdfoeng items for further
interventions:
regulation of the uncontrolled traffic and redeionm the places allocated for
both vehicular and pedestrian traffic
preservation of the existing traditional buildingek, and remains
giving new functions to both cultural propertiesigolerable new buildings,
in harmony with the historical commercial center
elimination of negative impacts of past intervensioon the traditional
characteristic of the study area
re-definition of the courtyards of the hans
re-design and refunction the courtyards or the gasdof the traditional
dwellings as qualified open areas within the stacha
creation of a balance between traditional and newetions proposed for the
sustainable development of the study area
completion of both inventorization and registratiprocesses as quick as

possible

3.2 EVALUATION OF THE STUDY AREA IN ‘HAN’ SCALE

There are two historic Han buildings within thedstuarea, named as ‘Yeni Galle
Pazar Han’ and ‘the second Han'. The currenestdtthese two cultural properties
are evaluated according to ‘the values’, ‘the peatd’, and ‘potentials’ of them, and

described by means of;

the locations of the Hans within the H.C.C. of Burs

the appearance and the current state of the reroiihe Hans
the historic, documentary, spatial, architectuaal] functional values
of the remains

the conservation status of the remains
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The Location of the Historic Hans in the H.C.C.:

Yeni Galle Pazar Han is located at the intersectf two main streets, Cumhuriyet
and nonu Streets. These two main axis of buildingsating a heavy traffic and

cutting the Yeni Galle Pazar Han into two pa@s the other hand, the location of
the Hans to be accessed easily and to keep thentwppropriate functions alive in
the study area.

Since it is adjacent to Yeni Galle Pazar Hans #lso easy to reach ‘the anonymous
Han’ from various directions. On the other han&, ¢bnnection between Cumhuriyet
Street and Cami Aral Street causes a very dense vehicular traffic theyewith
service roads passing through the Han. Similar émiYGalle Pazar Han, ‘the
anonymoudHan’ can attract the proper functions being locaaéthg Cumhuriyet
Street.

The Appearance and the Current State of the Remainsf the Historic Hans:

The Remains of Yeni Galle Pazar Han:

Yeni Galle Pazar Han is a #&entury Ottoman Han within the Commercial Center
of Bursa. It was constructed during the reign ohi@ Sultan Sileyman by Mimar
Sinan. Currently, the remains of the Han also ekkite spatial character of a"16
century Ottoman Han. It has an architectural value to the traditional structural
system, construction technique and use of matefide Han. The current functions
existing at the building, which are defined as throing, storing, and selling’

provide the continuity of commercial function withhe study area.

The existing spaces and remains of the Han camegirceived clearly at present.
The new incompatible additions and buildings atacied to the remains of the Han.
Furthermore, some of the new buildings were congtdiillegally on the building

lots which may include the remains of the hans #ratnot observable at present.
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There are many abandoned and inappropriately ysszes of the Han which causes
physical deformations. Hence, comfort and sanicanyditions are not at a sufficient
level, and structural deformations are seen ingheeexisting spaces of Yeni Galle
Pazar Han. In addition, the courtyard of Yeni I&6dPazar Han is used for car
parking and vehicular traffic passing through thelding which have no relation

with its original function.
The Remains of * theanonymouddan "

‘The 2" New Han’, which is attached to Yeni Galle PazaanHat present, was
constructed in 1900s by the opening of Cumhuriyétee® after Tanzimat

Movements. In Hanlar District there are a few “hanilldings which are completely
different from classical period Hans as far asdbasign principles and construction

techniques are concerned.

Although ‘the anonymous Han’ reveals some of theegal characteristic of classical
period Ottoman Hans, it differentiates from theent®d" century Hans in mass,
construction techniques and materials (i.e. grdioat plan scheme). Such that,"20
century Hans in Bursa like ‘Eskhir Han’ and ‘new Tahtakale Han '’ (Figures 2.11,
2.12, 2.13) are somewhat similar to the architedtigatures of dwellings of the
same period. Consequently, besides its historic dadumentary values, ‘the
anonymous Han’ can be accepted as a unique exawitpla its period. The existing
spaces of the Han are currently used in commerugifin as ‘storing and selling of

the grain’ which is proper to its original function

However, new incompatible buildings attached to rmains of ‘the anonymous
Han’ and constructed in the courtyard make thedingl difficult to be perceived as
Yeni Galle Pazar Han. The incompleteness of tegasion process concerning the
remains of the Han is also a negative aspect. &umibre, inappropriate uses inside

traditional spaces of the Han cause structuralrdeitions on the existing remains.
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Similar to Yeni Galle Pazar Han, the courtyardl ahe remains of ‘the"? new
Han’ have various potentials to be refunctionedhanmony with the traditional use

of the study area.

General Evaluation of the Hans:

‘The values’, ‘the problems’ and ‘the potentials’Han scale are presented on a table
in order to gather the whole data contributing lte evaluation of the two Hans
within the study area (Table 3.6).

In addition to the evaluation part, the interventinecessities and decisions are
described in Hans scale. In this way, the relabietween evaluation and intervention
can be clearly followed. Moreover, the necessif@sthe conservation of these

cultural properties are also determined beforentakiecisions.

The general evaluation requires action plans flboviong items:
to reveal the integrity of the Hans as ‘the hist@mammercial buildings in the
H.C.C’ by providing their perceptability and ledibi
to preserve and maintain the existing remains @Hans
to continue the current proper functions insidehlams
to stop negative aspects of the vehicular trafisging through the Hans
to redefine the boundaries and significance of ¢bartyards within their
historical importance
to complete inventorization and registration of telding lots including the

remains of the Hans.
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Tables3 Evaluation and Intervention in Han Scale
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CHAPTER 4

PRINCIPLES AND DECISIONS

4.1 GENERAL PRINCIPLES ON STUDY AREA

After the evaluation of the the study area, theinitedn of the principles for
conserving the traditional texture and sustainil@dommercial life within the study
area will take place (Figure 4.1}t is also necessary to handle the immediate
surrounding of the study area as a buffer zone wigccomposed of new office
buildings and shops with commercial function. There, new and traditional
buildings within the neighbouring buffer zone wille interpreted within the
conservation principles and decisions concerning miew constructions in the
registered urban site. The new illegal buildingsolhhare constructed so close to the
study area would be demolished and reconstructedr@iag to the conservation

principles and planning decisions of ConservatitamP1989).

After this general approach, the general principlesdetermined for the whole study

will be presented under five sub-titles:

Principles for the Organization of the current Ticaf
Principles for the Perception of the Traditionakilee
Principles for the Continuity of the Traditionalxtere

Principles on the current New Buildings

o~ 0 Dh e

Principles on the proposed New Constructions
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Figure 4. 1 :General Conservation Principles in Site Scale
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Traffic within the Study Area

1. To monitor and to organize the vehicular trafficspiag through the Hans
which currently destroys the unity of the tradiabtexture in the study area
2. To redefine proper places allocated for the vehicaind pedestrian traffic

inside the study area
Perception of the Traditional Texture

3. To make two traditional Han Buildings more percelgtiand to carry the
required researches, such as excavation etchifoptrpose

4. To provide the legibility of these two Historic H&uildings by reading and
exhibiting the traditional spatial character of thens based on the researches
and analyses.

5. To conserve and to mention the development ac#vitiated to the"2period
together with the remains surviving from th& since they are totally
accepted as the documentary value of the study area

6. To reveal the physical differentiation between twe periods inside Yeni
Galle Pazar Han, which is categorized as ‘befaed ‘after’ Tanzimat
Movements, while using different intervention piples not only for the
legibility of the whole of the Han but also for theontinuity of the
‘Cumhuriyet Street'.

7. To emphasize the significance each of the two pmaration axis,
Cumhuriyet Street anchdnii Street, as the witnesses of Tanzimat Movements

within the study area
Continuity of the Traditional Texture

8. To provide the accessibility to the two Hans, byngghe open areas, such as

courtyards or service roads
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9. To rearrange both the vehicular and the pedediradiic by taking necessary
precautions

10.To give appropriate functions, such as resale aingto the traditional
buildings and the existing spaces of the Histormsiwithin the study area to

keep alive the traditional commercial relations
Present New Buildings within the Study Area

11.To give proper functions compatible with the stadga

12.To eliminate some of the new illegal buildings witlthe study area which
give harm to the unity of the traditional texture

13.To adapt the new inharmonious buildings, which wemestructed previously
especially alongnoni Street, to new strategies which should detexrthe

spatial, architectural, and visual qualities ofstaduildings
Proposed New Constructions

14.To use ‘contemporary construction techniques’ dytime implementation of
restoration projects of Yeni Galle Pazar Han whiwuld be prepared after
the excavations

15.To construct new buildings in compatible scale, snaand construction

technique with the traditional ones and to givepgrdunctions

4.2 PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THE INTERVENTIONS FOR THE HANS

These principles will be presented under four sidstboth for two Hans :
1. Perception of the Hans
2. Conservation and Rehabilitation of the remains
3. Utilization of the Cultural Properties
4

. Current New Buildings
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4.2.1 YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI

Perception:

According to the restitution study, Yeni Galle Razdan was subjected to two
explicit periods which are required to be perceigette they have a documentary
value for the study area. In order to exhibit tlesgble complete mass of the Han
which is an important clue of theé' period, it is decided to make excavation within
the boundary of Yeni Galle Pazar Han. In ordemptovide the perception of the
Han it is proposed

To evaluate the remains for further design of tie ¥eni Galle Pazar Han

for the purpose of the completion of the mass.of it

To regulate the vehicular traffic, flowing along i@huriyet Street, within the

boundary of the Han in order to perceive the Hathaut breaking the

integrity of its courtyard.
Traffic:

‘Cumhuriyet Street’ and honu Street’” will be preserved as a clue of the
effects of the % period.

The vehicular traffic passing through Yeni Gallezéa Han, at the
intersection of the two main streets will be diegtttowards the south of
study area, to make a ring.

The boundaries of the new buildings, which havenbsettled along the
streets, should be preserved in respect to thecddiected from the old maps

and restitution schemes.
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Conservation and Rehabilitation:

Some parts of Yeni Galle Pazar Han are partiatiyapsed whereas some of them
are severely destroyed as a result of various factbis necessary to conserve and
maintain the remaining parts in order to make therbe perceived as the parts of a
historic commercial Han building within the H.C.C.

The interventions should take care of the charisties of a 18 century

building,

The spatial character of the Han should be displayiile preparing a design

project for restoration.

Utilization:

The existing traditional spaces of Yeni Galle Pazdan are generally in poor
condition. After a restoration project concernimg fremains, it is required to use
them continuing the present uses in the study dreerefore, it is decided to give

new functions compatible with the traditional eviment.

Appropriate commercial functions, such as ‘workshtjepot’, etc. can take
place in the Han.

The new functions, proposed for the existing spadethe Han, should be
regulated and encouraged in harmony with its ti@ahd capacity.

The current buildings and function in the courtyafd/eni Galle Pazar Han
is not in harmony with its traditional use sincesita public open area and
they also spoil the integrity of the courtyard. féfere, new illegal
constructions and carpark use within the courtystnduld be removed in
order to perceive the unity of the courtyard asw pf the Han.

As a part of the Han, the courtyard of Yeni Gallkz& Han should be
utilized not only as a transportation area but @sca gathering space of a

traditional Han building.
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The current New Buildings within ‘Yeni Galle Pazar Han

There are many illegally constructed new buildingghin the boundary of Yeni
Galle Pazar Han which complicated the perceptybdf the spatial characteristic of
the Han. It is necessary to rearrange the courtyatbe Han in order to regain the
traditional characteristics;
The new buildings constructed on the registereddimg lots should be
demolished.

The new additions in and around Yeni Galle Pazan Khould be removed.

4.2.2 ANONYMOUS HAN

Perception:

The anonymous Han, which was constructed at thinbieg of the 28 century by
the effects of ‘Tanzimat Movements’ in the H.C.CRiirsa, can not be perceived
easily because of multi-storeyed new buildings dddéhin the boundary of the

Han.

In order to reveal this historic Han building asdacument of the " period
mentioned during the restitution study on the she,incompatible additions within
the Han should be removed. Therefore;
An excavation should be executed inside the anoognitan at some parts of
the building to find out the original boundariesigstan scheme of it.
The two new buildings inside the courtyard shoukb ébe demolished to
reveal the unity of the courtyard as a traditiqrett of the anonymous Han.
The vehicular traffic passing through the anonymidas should be restricted

for only the service use of the commercial building
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Conservation and Rehabilitation:

The existing original parts of the anonymous Hae aomposed of the walls
observed at different facades and the inner spatélse traditional spaces of the
Han. As a result of various interventions appliette the 28 century, simple repair
work should be applied as follows:
The existing original parts of the Han as the peoéa cultural property
should be repaired
The compatible additions in the Han should alsoelpaired for further uses.
In order to maintain the traditional constructi@chinique of the anonymous
Han, conservative interventions should be appliecbing to the detailed

restoration projects.
Utilization:

The traditional spaces of the anonymous Han anestly used as grain depots and
retail areas which are in harmony with the tradiibcharacter of the commercial life
within the Han. Therefore;
The current commercial functions within the anonysidlan should be kept
and should not exceed the spatial capacity ofrdditional spaces.
The new illegal buildings, which were constructetide the courtyard
illegally, should be removed to use the open asem@ourtyard.
The courtyard of the Han should be utilized notyad a transportation area,
connecting the pedestrian axis in north-south tdoecbut also as a gathering

area within the anonymous Han.
The current New Buildings within ‘the anonymous Han

The inharmonious new buildings which destroy thtegnity and perceptibility of the

spatial character of the Han should be removediefbee;
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The compatible new buildings should be repaired aefilinctioned in

harmony with the traditional functions.

4.3 DECISIONS AT SITE SCALE

In order to rehabilitate and reuse the study areadecisions are given under five
sub-titles: (Figure 4.2)
1. Decisions related with Circulation
2. Decisions related with Traditional Texture
a. Decisions related with Existing Remains
b. Decisions related with Courtyards
c. Decisions related with Traditional Buildings
3. Decisions related with New Buildings
4. Decisions related with Utilization of the area

5. Decisions related with the ‘New Project Areas’

Decisions related with Circulation in and around tre Study Area:

While being located at the intersection of two mstireets, ‘Cumhuriyet Street’ and
‘ nbnu Street’, the study area is subjected to heatycular and pedestrian traffic.
Therefore, it is necessary to redefine the plattesaied for vehicular and pedestrian

traffic, by taking following measures:

The vehicular traffic surrounding the study areawsth be controlled in order
to slow down the traffic flow.

The current traffic axis cuts the study area imto pieces and also destroys
the integrity of the study area. In order to auwhid handicap,turning form
nonu Street to Cumhuriyet Street should be cartteltel a new connection
should be provided to Cumhuriyet Street via Abded&, which will pass

through the western side of the study area.
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Figure 4. 2 :Intervention Decisions at Site Scale (1)
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A part of Cumhuriyet Street, within the boundarytloé study area, should be
closed to vehicular traffic and regulated only fpedestrian circulation

together with compatible pavement and street fures.

The vehicular traffic passing inside the courtyaodsthe Hans should be
limited and should be regulated for the pedestiis@ in order to strengthen
the pedestrian transportation in south-north dioect

The cars which will serve for the commercial urst®ould enter the study
area at limited hours.

The dead-end streets within the study area shoailddsed to the vehicular

traffic and should be used for only pedestrians.

Decisions related with Traditional Texture:

As explained in the evaluation of the study arbe,ttaditional texture is composed
of the two Han Buildings and the traditional dwadis at the northern of the study

area.

As the courtyards of two Hans were discussed inipus chapters, the gardens of
the dwellings, defined as the private open areabinvithe study area, will be
discussed in this part. Those open areas are abaddw filled with inappropriate
additions. The rehabilitation of the gardens witthie traditional dwellings is also
necessary to display their spatial characteriskios.this purpose;
The sanitary conditions within the gardens sho@ldibcommodated.
These private open areas should be used as greas ar gardens of the
dwellings.
The traditional buildings still exist within theusty area at present despite of
the destructions caused by various factors. Thege vadso subjected to
unconcious interventions. This leads us to defingp@r solutions against
these problems observed in traditional buildingotigring appropriate new
functions for the development of the study arealevbreserving the existing

traditional building stocks.
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Decisions related with current New Buildings

Most of the new buildings constructed within thadst area are inharmonious with
the traditional tissue in scale, function, mateaiaél construction technique. To avoid
this handicap, the following decisions are proposedegulating the new building

activities:

The illegal and incompatible buildings, with mofreamn 3 storeys, should be
demolished in order to make the Hans perceptiblehis way, the east part
of the study area, which also includes Yeni Galezd® Han, will be
completely emptied and re-utilized.

The new buildings constructed within the boundafytlee neighbouring
buffer zone should also be removed in order to raairthe perceptibility of

the Hans.

As a result of this cleaning, ‘New Project Areall.R.A) will be appeared in and
around the study area and they will be potentialn®w interventions proposed on

both open and built-up areas.

The new illegal buildings within the courtyards tlese Hans should be
removed in order to make the traditional spatiarahter of the Hans to be
perceived clearly.

The illegal constructions above the remains of lfas under the ground
should be demolished in order to apply suggest@a@vetions within their

boundaries. By this way, the existence of thesdurall properties are
detected and exhibited.

The incompatible and not used new service additiosgle the gardens
should be removed.

The illegal and incompatible new buildings should tegulated by the
intervention principles and utilization which makem compatible to the

traditional texture of the study area.
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The compatible building stock within the study assmuld be repaired and
renovated for new functions in order to improventhaccording to the

commerce development.

Decisions related with the proposed ‘New Project Agas’ (N.P.A.):

The emptied building lots in private ownership gm®posed to define as ‘New
Project Areas’ (N.P.A.). (Figure 4.3)he rules and regulations valid for such areas

are given below:

The buildings heights should not exceed 2 or 3gtor

Contemporary construction techniques can be usadgdimplementations.
The emptied lots, especially the ones that arelathto the remains of Yeni
Galle Pazar Han, should be left as ‘open area’sreate a “green belt”
surrounding the Han. In the meantime, each of theinbe used as ‘Open
Public Gathering Space’ for cultural activities aal‘Private Car-Park’ only

for the ‘service vehicles’ serving for the studgar

4.4 DECISIONS AT HAN SCALE

According to the intervention principles in Han lgcathe decisions on the
sustainability of Yeni Galle Pazar Han are ddsedi by the classification into five
titles: (Figure 4.4)

Decisions related with Perception
Decisions related with Conservation and Rehalditatof the remains
Decisions related with Utilization

Decisions on current New Buildings within the Hans

o~ w0 DdhRE

Decisions on Construction of New Buildings withiret‘ New Project Areas’
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Figure 4. 3 :Intervention Decisions at Site Scalé (Il
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Figure 4. 4 :Intervention Decisions at Han Scale
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In addition to the previous descriptions of theseive sub-titles, the more detailed

intervention decisions are described as follows;

The remains found as a result of the excavatiotisinvihe boundary of the
Han, depending on the restitution scheme of theetiod, should be
exhibited by raised pavement in order to make tigiral planning scheme
of the Han on the ground floor.
According to the reliability and adequacy of theaxations within the Han,
the founded remains shoud be raised in compatialie &snd completed in
contemporary techniques to determine the finaruetation date.
As a result of this completion, not seen remainthefHan will be read and presented
to contribute to the perceptibility and legibility the Han.
In order to provide perception of the two periolieeon the restitution study
on the Han, the boundaries of the new buildingsx@lmoni Street and

Cumbhuriyet Street should be preserved and conttunteompatible scale.

Consequently, the status of ‘“Yeni Galle Pazar Heml its immdeiate surrounding’
before and after the interventions are comparedagsented in 3D design drawings

as follows:

() (b)

Figure 4. 5 :view from the south-east corn@) before interventiongb) after interventions
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(@) (b)

Figure 4. 6 :view from the north-east cornf) before interventionf) after interventions

(@) (b)

Figure 4. 7 :view form the north-west cornéa) before interventiongb) after interventions

(@) (b)

Figure 4. 8 :view from the south-west corn@) before interventionéb) after interventions

156



Figure 4. 9 :a view of Yeni Galle Pazar Han after intervension
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

The commercial activities of an Ottoman Town, whieére generally settled at the
center of the town, are heavily influenced by thevedlopment activities and
transformations in history. The Hanlar District Bursa is an example of such
relations between the urban development and tlbtitnaal commercial life. The
location of the Historic Commercial Center (H.C.@rpvides its sustainability while
being subjected to alterations and deformationstsntraditional texture. New
constructions defined by development plans havegdt the original characteristics
of the area. The first planned transformation waittiie Hanlar District of Bursa can
be accepted as the development activities as & mds@anzimat Movements'. The
new wide and geometric streets and the new congtnscalong those streets were
the main factors which changed the traditional uext Some of the monuments,
namely Hans, Hamams, and Mosques, within the H.Gf@ursa were negatively
affected by those implementations. As a result tthditional texture of the H.C.C.
of Bursa can not be perceived. However, it is nesigsto preserve and maintain the
authenticity while designing compatible rehabilat projects for cultural properties

together with their surrounding.

Yeni Galle Pazar Han is located at the east-ehdhe H.C.C. while being

surrounded by both traditional and new buildingse Tmmediate surrounding of the
Han includes dwellings together with another Ottarktan, which is called as ‘the
anonymous Han’ during the study. Although it is rid two parts by the opening of
Cumbhuriyet Street, there are still remaining paftshe Han to be perceived and
preserved. The Han is located also within the bamnaf registered urban site

according to the Conservation Plan (1989).
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However, there are illegally constructed new buigi in and around the Han despite
the legal conservation decisions. In addition teséh illegal constructions, the
vehicular traffic, unconsciousness functions in thpaces, and the physical
deformations on material and structure of the Han be accepted as the main
problems which need to be solved as soon as pessileince, ‘Yeni Galle Pazar

Han and its immediate surrounding’ is defined s d¢ase study since it is essential
to reveal the transformation of a historic comnar@rea and to propose the

decisions for the rehabilitation of it.

As a result of the study, it is aimed;

to provide the perception of the traditional tegtwithin the study area

to define the problems of the study area and tpgse alternative solutions
to determine principles of conservation on the texgstraditional remains
and buildings

to determine principles and decisions on preseyuand rehabilitation of the

traditional texture in the study area

This study illustrates a proper ‘local authoritpject’ by determining the first step of

the organization of different groups of work foethehabilitation of a transformed

historic commercial area. In fact, it is adequat@itesent just the principles and the
decisions on the conservation and sustainabilitthefhistoric texture at the end of
the study. Therefore, it is aimed to mention thempr necessities for the

rehabilitation of such a heavily transformed higt@rea in this study, just before the
implementations applied according to the propetorasion projects. Consequently,
due to the deficient and unconciousness applicatidhe current restoration projects
on transformed historic areas, the importance efpfrevious part of the project is
revealed in this study. These primer requiremergseevmentioned at the end of the

study as follows;
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It is informed that a detailed documentation isuisgd at first in order to
evaluate the past and present states togethertiétlalterations within the
transformed area. In this study, both written arsdial sources were used to
achieve the historical background of the study diezttly.

Beside the documentation of the existing qualitig® determination of
undefined or unknown information is secondarily uiegd within these
primer necessities. Hence, to illustrate, a systiealaexcavation was
proposed in the light of the results of the resitiu study on Yeni Galle
Pazar Han.

Finally, the intervention principles and conservatdecisions concerning a
transformed area are defined as the initial stade an extensive
implementation project. According to the decisiochemes, which are
presented at the end of the study, the demolishrérthe new illegal
constructions are mentioned whereas the construttichniques, materials,
and spatial qualities, such as number of storeyfagdde, of proper new
constructions are not described in detail. Herfus,study can be accepted as
an incomplete project which does not include thescdption of the
implementations prepared by different experts amdesy just general
decisions after a detailed evaluation on the @gathis way, it constitutes a
background to the restoration projects just beftre division of labor

between different types of working groups.

In conclusion, this study exemplifies the documeotaand the evaluation of a

historic commercial area and the suggestion toestiie general problems within the

H.C.C. of the cities by taking decisions on conagon and rehabilitation for the

sustainability of the area.
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APPENDIX A

GENERAL CONSERVATION DECISIONS OF CONSERVATION PLAN OF REYHAN-KAYHAN-HANLAR DISTRICT IN BURSA (1989)
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APPENDIX

CULTURAL PROPERTIES ON CONSERVATION PLAN OF REYHAN- KAYHAN-HANLAR DISTRICT IN BURSA (1989)
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APPENDIX

DESCRIPTION OF INTERVENTIONS ON BOTH BUILDING LOTS AND COMMON PUBLIC AREAS ACCORDING TO THE CONSERVATI ON PLAN (1989)
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APPENDIX D

CONSERVATION DECISIONS ON YEN GALLE PAZARI HANI

Yeni Galle Pazar Han ve cevresi ile ilgili kuriararlar ve tutulan raporlar®:

(16.5.1966 ) Bursa Muzeler Mudurlut’'niin 477-119 say | yazs;
Han n eski eser say | p say lamayackesinle sin talebi;

Vatanda izinsiz istifade ediyor, tetkiki icap etmekte.

(14.7.1966 ) Bursa Valisi Celalettin Unseli'den Ml E itim Bakanl 'na
yaz;

Avluda kagak dukkan ve yeri yap Imakta

147 pafta 475 ada 11 parselde Sicil Muhaf zia kay tl ; maliki
hanesi bo

Y km icin avlunun Hazine veya Belediye adna veYapu
Kitd 0'ne kay tl olmas art

[13.5.1967/3467] nolu karar; GEEAYK, stanbul

“...Mevcut kal ntlar Tahal Han'n n bitin striktive stilini ifade

etmekte olduundan_muhafazas na ve tamamlanarak, daki di er

hanlar gibi yeniden iras yolunun aranmas na...”

[25.5.1969/4651] nolu karar; GEEAYK, stanbul

“...Yolun aglmas srasnda kesilen Tah| Han’'ntamamlanmas

halinde ehirde |. Derecede 6nemi haiz bir caddenin kapangibs

0 BKTVKK, March, 2006.
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bir durum has | olacandan, yol d nda kalan k s mlar n restorasyonu

icin haz rlanacak bir proj&urul'a gonderildii taktirde mevzunun

yeniden muzakere edilmesine...”

[9.7.1977/A 625] nolu karar eki s.19, 20.; GEEAYK,stanbul

Dini ve Kulttrel An tlar;

Env. No Ad . Adresi

1- Eski Tah | Han 147 paf. 475 ada, 2,12, 13, 14
parseller

Sivil Yap lar:

Env. NoAd : Adres :

1- Konut 475 ada, 8 parsel

2- Konut 475 ada, 7 parsel

3- Konut 475 ada, 3 parsel

(27.10.1981 ) Mlze Asistan Dursun Ocalan’ n Rapaor
14,15,101, 102 parselleri le ilgili;
Sadece dai cephesi ayakta, geri kalan harap
101, 102, 102 parsellerde yap m bitikatl B.A.bina mevcut
98 parselde bulunan marangoz at6lyesi gahiap sundurma
Sundurmann cat kuzey ve dok s mlar han duvar kal nt lar na
dayal
14 ve 15 parsellerde han n orijinal 2 dikkan var
Resim 1de gorilen beyaz boyal yerden girilerekn h zemin
kattaki diikkan n n arkas ndaki duvar n kald r Idve arkadakindni Caddesi'ne
bakan ahap bir bina ile birletirildi i gortlmekte
1-2 katl ahap dukkanlar ve 7 katl B.A. bina
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Guneye-Cumhuriyet Caddesi'ne bakan cephesindetl2 &aap
binalar

Bat ksm nda 2 katl beton+1 katl ap binalar

101, 102, 103 parsellere oturmd katl yap ile yandaki binalar
aras nda handan kalan kemerler

Oneri; de i iklik tarihi parcalar korunarak yap Is n

( 24.12.1981 ) Ceyhan Tiruman’ n G.E.E. AY.K’na
raporu;Ankara  stanbul
A65 say| genel kararla tescilli, 147 pafta, 4@8a, 14, 15, 98,
101, 102, parsellerdeki fiilen yol durumunda bulungski Tah| C kmaz,
Halihaz r mar Plan nda kapanan bir yol olarak gdsterilmi
Ancak Bursa Belediye Meclisi karar ile bolgedevaig han n ve
kullan lan yollar n aynen muhafazas yolunda biridklik yap Imas istenmi
Tah | C kmaz tzerindeki kemerler dikkate al nmam
98 parsel +n6nu Caddesi cepheli 95, 96 ve 97 parsellerde kalan
duvar parcalar nn, duvara dayanan B.A. yap danaydpl belirlenemedii

gozlenmi

(16.1.1982 ) dneri;
Han n orijinal rolovesi ve yol kaak cevresindeki der eski

eserlerle berabemar Plan Gzerine lenmesi gerekli

(10.10.1984 ) Veysi Cengiz'in Vali Muavini Yusuf Zya Unal imzal
raporu;

Tonozun 4.9.1984'te ¢okmesi sonuculb&ta kalan ayak alt ndaki
dikkanlar icin tehlikeli durum arzetinden Belediye taraf ndan ykImas
istenmektedir.

[7.12.1984/1016] nolu karar; TKTVKK, stanbul
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“..korunmas na karar verilen Tahl Han'da cokenndnun

yktrimayp tehlikeyi giderecek tedbirler alnmaa 4651 sayl

karar m z uyar nca haz rlanacak “Tah | Han” res§yan projesinin

Kurulumuza bir an 6énce génderilmesiné

[14.2.1986/1918] nolu karar; TKTVKK karar ; s. 3

Env. NoAdres . Kadastro

49 Tah | Han 147 pafta, 475 ada

Milli E itim Bakanl 'nn[732.14-6147—14.9.1986] say | karar eki;

Bursa Belediyesi Harita Burosu

(10.11.1987 ) Mlze Ara rmac s Recep Okgu’'nun raporu;
Eski Tah | Han Killiyesi:

yaln zca glineybat daki 3 htcreli bir béluminoloz ta+adi tu la

ile restore edildii,

geri kalan buytik bélim zamanla iskana ag ld

tek ve 2 katl yeni yap lar (25-30 senelik) komgée olutu u
tespit edilmi.”

111 nolu parsel :

tek katl , kagir, kiremit cat | dukkan ;
do u-kuzey yoninde tek katl
bat -kuzeybat yonund2katl dikkan+ev
cephenin kars nda giiney yoninde 3-5 katl yap lar.

113 nolu parsel :

kot restore edilmi Eski Tahl Han’'nn 3 hiicresinde giney

boliminde oda mevcut (resim 6-7-8)
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bu hiicrenin dou yoniinde bitiik, tek katl , kiremit ¢at | dikkanlar
var,

hucrenin guney yoninde ise orijinal han n avlubuas gereken
yerde tek katl B.A. dikkan grubu yap larak 2 yorddkak haline getirilmi
(resim 5-6-7-8-9)

[14.2.1986/1918] TKVKK karar na ek;
[1.3.1989/426] BKTVKK Kkarar ile

Tescil edilen sivil mimarl k 6rneklerinin envantetesi s. 62

Env. NoAdres : Kadastro
1275 Tahal Cad. No. 17 475 ada, 70 parsel
1276  Tahal Cad. C kmaz 425 ada, 71 parsel
(5.4.1989)

Belediye Bakan 'ndan yaz 3 nolu 0Ozel bélgede ia

uygulama

izni yok  bolgedeki 111-113 parsellerdeanizni isteniyor.
(26.4.1989)

Karakad Mah. Ozebare Bina 193, 475 ada, 111 parsel

Munip ve Muharrem Atasoy uzerine 1949 y | na Kay
(20.6.1989)

Tah | Han : 49A env.
Onuindeki yap lar: 54 env. 7-8. parsel
55 env. 3. parsel ...........

bunlar plana ienecek

14.2.1989/1918 say | kararla imar plan n n ¢elioldu u;

Tah | Han kemerleri planda yokjenecek
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Rapor : Tah | Han (49 env. no., 147 pafta, 4da) ile
3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan igerisinde
“ Eski-Yeni Gale Pazar Han planda onerileniyarlan mlar
nda restorasyon, yeni kullan m ve kentsel tasarajeleri haz rlanacak.”

Osmangazi Belediyesi’'nden onar m takibi istenmi

[23.6.1993/3224] nolu karar; BKTVKK, stanbul
“... tescilli olan yap nn Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar gé&$i Koruma
Amagl mar Plan’nda tescilli olarak gdsteriimeyip buyikr b
ksmnn yklarak yola ve a¢k alanlara terk, lkism nn ise BHA
(itfaiye) olarak gosterilmioldu u tespit edilmitir. Yukarda belirtilen

kurul kararlar ile antsal yap (Tah| Han) olartéscil edilmi olan

sbzkonusu tanmaz n Reyhan-Kayhan-Hanlar Koruma Amachar

Paftalar na ilenmesine planda 3 nolu 6zel proje alan olarak

belirlenen bu bdlgenin s nrlar n n belirlenmesie yukar daki tescil

kay tlar nedeniyle imar plan tadilat n n reddiné

(30.3.1995) Arkeolog Erdal Korkmaz' n raporu;
(27.3.1995 ) bekgi Halil Cal’ n raporuyla birlikte
d kemer kamyon gcarpmas yla tahrip olmu
d kemerin yan ndaki S.M.O. henliz mevcut
Vak flar Genel Mudurlat taraf ndan “Mimarba Koca Sinan
Yaam, Ca ve Eserleri” referansyla, 16. yy. yaps olannge Ali Paa
Kervansaray olarak ad gegmekte.
Oneriler;
1. Reyhan plan nda aretli tescilli kitleler ile 1918 say| karar eki
paftalarda iaretli kiitleler aras ndaki farkl | klar giderilmeir.
2. Reyhan plan nda 475 ada ve yak n civar igin deerifeni yap lar
ile 3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan yeniden irdelenmelidir
(B.K.K.T.V.K.’nun 23.6.1993/3224 say | karar )
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3. 1236 env. nosu ile tescil edilen yap n n Cumhurigeiddesi'nin
kuzeyindeki hana ait parcalarla yap sal kisi konusunda
¢6ztmler dutnulebilir.

4. Hann yaylma alan olabilecek ks mlar tespit eddk bu

k s mdaki yap lama durdurulabilir.

[10.4.1995/4266] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa

“...tescilli Tah | Han'a ait kap n n Ust k sm nda @n talar n yerlerine

konarak onar mn n Belediyesince yap Imas na konunn sd ki

¢6zumiu ag¢ s ndan ivedilikle derlendiriimek Uzere Kurulumuza

getiriimesine...”

[3.5.1997/5820] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa

“... TKTVKTK'nun 14.2.1989/1918 nolu karar na goi€36 envanter nosu
ile tescilli, 168 pafta, 422 ada, 2 nolu parseliigeren yap n n asl nda 49A

envanter nosu ile tescilli Tah| Han'a ait CumhetiyCaddesi ile sonradan

bélinmii bir parca olduung ... 3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan s nrlar n n yeniden

irdelenerek Kurulumuza 6neriimesine alana ait planlama c¢ahalar n n

Belediyesince yaptr larak Kurulumuza sunulmas b&8 pafta, 422 ada, 2

nolu parsel icin teklif edilen projenin 3 Nolu O#oje Alan na ait planlama

rolove-restorasyon, vyeni kullanm ve kentsel tamar projelerinin

Kurulumuzca onaylanmas ndan sonra Ozel Proje Alan hiitiinlii U

kapsam nda derlendirilebileceine...”

[19.10.2001/8760] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa

“.. 147 pafta, 475 ada, 70 parseldeki SMO yap katuma grubunun
KTVKYK'nun 5.11.1999/660 nolu kararna gore 2. gruplarak

belirlenmesineayn ilke karar n n bak m ve basit onar m kapsaaa...”
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(31.7.2003 ) Belediye’denmar Mudurlti ’'ne yaz ;
4 parseldeki binan n Veysi Yar taraf ndan Kurukahve ve Cay

Sat amagl kullan labilme izni

(21.8.2003 ) tarihli Belediye’den B.K.K.T.V.K.'yayaz ;
tonozlu bir mekan olan zemin kat n diikkan olafasédrum kat n
da depo olarak kullan Imak istendi
imar yonetmelii a¢sndan bu durumun bir sakncas

bulunmad na dair Hilmi ensoy taraf ndan B.K.K.T.V.K.'"nun gori

(13.9.2003 ) tarihli Atilla Balc imzal yaz ;
4. parseldeki S.M.O. 2 katl bina halinde

Bu yap n n zeminden uste ¢ kan merdivenleri yok

(23.9.2003 ) B.K.K.T.V.K."dan yaz ;
55 env. nolu 4. parseldeki S.M.O. hakk nda;
3386 ve 2863 say| yasa gemgce; mevcut kullan ma binada

fiziksel midahale olmadan devam.

[14.10.2004/00185] nolu karar; BKTVKK, Bursa

“... 3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan nda, kentsel sit koruaian nda, Demirtpaa
Mahallesi, Tahlhan'n tarihi taduvar na bitiik, Blytk ehir Belediyesi
mulkiyetindeki, E.147/Y.H.22d.07a.3a pafta, E.472008 ada, E.127/Y.

101 parselde ver alan tuvaletlerin; ... .,Tah IHamluvar na zarar verilmeden,

3 nolu Ozel Proje Alan na ait projelerin yap | neakadarki siire icinde gecici
olarak KTVKYK’'nun 5.11.1999/661 say! ilke karardo rultusunda

vap labileceine, ... ,bekci kuliibesi, abdest alma verleri ve kstgaca n

kald r larak, Tah | Han’ n taduvar n n ac a ¢ kar Imas na..”
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