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ABSTRACT

HOUSING THE MODERN NATION:
THE TRANSFORMATION OF RESIDENTIAL ARCHITECTURE IN ANKARA
DURING THE 1920S

Avci Hosanli, Deniz
PhD. Program in History of Architecture
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

March 2018, 489 pages

The dissertation examines the residential architecture produced in Ankara during the 1920s.
Scholars have studied the traditional housing in the historic city of Ankara constructed from
the sixteenth to the nineteenth century, as well as the modern housing constructed in the
newly developed parts of the city during the period from the 1930s onwards; however,
studies on the housing production of the first decade of the Turkish Republic in both the old
and the new parts of Ankara are still insufficient. The period of focus in this study starts
from the turn of the decade of the 1920s, when Ankara became the seat of the national
struggle and was then chosen as the capital city in 1923, and extends until the beginning of
the 1930s when the period of more radical modernization started. The interventions of the
new Republican regime during this period changed the daily lives of the inhabitants of the
city, and transformed the housing production. From the location of houses in the city to their
interior spaces, from the social character of their neighborhoods to their formal, technical,
and spatial characteristics, the housing production of the 1920s' Ankara was determined by
the contextual characteristics of the Republican state. Nevertheless, while adapting to the
modernizing way of living, the past could not be easily dismissed or overcome. This
dissertation documents and analyzes the houses and apartments in Ankara built during the

1920s with the aim to evaluate how an "eclectic" and/or "hybrid" residential architecture was

v



formed in the capital city during the first decade of the Republic, reflecting and affecting the
contemporary identity of the new state in Turkey that could be defined as in-between the

"historical-traditional" and the "modern".

Keywords: Ankara, Residential Architecture, Housing, Early Republican Period, the 1920s.
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MODERN ULUSU BARINDIRMAK:
ANKARA'DA KONUT MIMARISININ 1920'LERDEKI DONUSUMU

Avci Hosanli, Deniz
Doktora, Mimarlik Tarihi Lisansiistii Programi

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

Mart 2018, 489 sayfa

Bu ¢alisma, 1920'lerde Ankara'da iiretilen konut mimarisini inceler. Konut mimarisi tizerine
caligmalar, on altinci yiizyildan on dokuzuncu yiizyila kadar tarihi Ankara kentinde insa
edilen geleneksel konutlar1 ve 1930'larla baslayan donemde kentin yeni gelisen kisimlarinda
inga edilen modern konutlar1 incelemektedir; fakat Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin ilk on yilinda
yeni kurulan baskentin hem eski hem de yeni kisimlarindaki konut iiretimi tizerine ¢aligmalar
hala yetersizdir. Bu ¢aliyma, Ankaramin ulusal miicadelenin merkezi haline geldigi ve
ardindan 1923'te baskent olarak se¢ildigi 1920'lerin basindan, daha radikal modernlesmenin
basladigi 1930'larin basina uzanan déneme odaklanmaktadir. Yeni Cumbhuriyet rejiminin bu
donemde gergeklestirdigi girisimler sehrin sakinlerinin giinlik yasamlarini degistirmis ve
konut {iretimini doniistirmiistiir. Konutlarin kent i¢indeki konumlarmdan i¢ mekanlarimna,
mahallelerinin sosyal karakterinden fiziksel, teknik ve mekansal ozelliklerine kadar,
Ankara'da 1920'li yillarin konut iiretimi, yeni kurulan Cumhuriyet devletinin baglamsal
Ozellikleri ile belirlenmistir. Bununla birlikte, modernlesen yasam bi¢imine uyum
saglanirken, gecmis tamamen goz ardi edilememistir. Bu tez, Ankara'da 1920'lerde insa
edilen ev ve apartmanlar1 belgeleyerek ve inceleyerek, Tirkiye'deki yeni devletin "tarihsel-
geleneksel" ve "modern" olarak tamimlanabilecek ¢agdas kimligini yansitan ve etkileyen
"eklektik" ve/veya "melez" bir konut mimarisinin Cumhuriyet'in ilk on yilinda bagkentte

nasil olustugunu degerlendirmeyi hedeflemektedir.
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Anahtar Kelimeler: Ankara, Mesken Mimarisi, Konut, Erken Cumhuriyet Donemi,

1920'ler.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The transition of Ankara from a small Ottoman sancak' to a commercial center of the
nineteenth century and then to the capital of the new Turkish Republic, directly influenced
the city's architectural and urban development. As it became the capital city in 1923,
together with the newly constructed public and commercial buildings, many residential

buildings were also built in Ankara to answer the needs of the increasing population.

Scholars have thoroughly studied the housing in the historic city of Ankara, i.e. the
traditional residential architecture produced from the sixteenth to the nineteenth century, as
well as the modern housing of the period from the 1930s onwards; however, the studies have
mostly disregarded the housing production of the first decade of the Turkish Republic. The
1920s, the foundational years of the new state, have not yet been studied in detail due to
various reasons: Firstly, the "National Style" of the period, which had continued to be
applied since the late Ottoman period, was fast abandoned after the establishment of the
Republic towards the end of the decade in line with its modernization process; and secondly,
there exists little information and documentation on the period. Through the transformation
of the city during the twentieth century, the residential architecture of the period has almost
totally disappeared. The aim of the study is to evaluate this lost and largely neglected

heritage by examining the residential architecture of the 1920s in Ankara.

1.1. Aim and Scope

The subject of this thesis is the residential architecture produced in Ankara during the 1920s.
The period of focus in this study starts from the turn of the decade of the 1920s, when

! Aktiire, Sevgi. "Osmanli Devletinde Tasra Kentlerindeki Degisimler", Tanzimat'tan Cumhuriyet'e Turkive Ansiklopedisi,
vol.4, pp. 891-904.



Ankara became the seat of the national struggle and was chosen as the capital city in 1923,
and extends until the turn of the decade of the 1930s when the period of more radical
modernization started. The reason of the selection of this period is to understand the changes
in Ankara as it transformed from a small Ottoman city to the Republican capital city by
examining the initial production of housing in the context of the new state that aimed a
radical transformation. Hence, the 1920s mark an important decade in the history of the
Republican Turkey, which witnessed the death of an Empire and the birth of a nation-state.
After many years of wars and the disintegration of the Ottoman Empire, the 1920s became a
transition decade from the "historical-traditional" into the "modern", from an imperial rule to
a republican government. Every aspect of life was in a transformation process during the
1920s: With the building of a nation, the cities started to change, especially the capital city,
i.e. Ankara, according to the modernizing and nationalist ideologies of the government. The
architectural production was directly affected by these changes and affected change itself,
and the housing of the period was considered as a significant part of this process of change,
enforcing a new social life that would fit in with the new "modern" and "national" identity of
the new state. The aim here is to study the housing production that marked the contemporary

transition process and discuss their place and role in the building of the modern nation-state.

As related to the establishment of the new state, the architectural production of the 1920s is
generally explained with the concept of "nation", thus defined in historiography with
reference to its use of the so-called "First National Architectural Style", which incorporated
historicist architectural elements with the aim of reminding the past and hence creating a
"Turkish" identity according to the contemporary nationalist ideology. On the other hand,
the architectural production of the 1920s is also defined as part of the "Early Republican
Architecture” and the emphasis here on the term "Republic" points at the relation of the
architecture with the newly formed state,” whereby the modernization project of the
Republic was also effective in architectural production. Hence, the two concepts of the
"national" and the "modern" could not be easily separated in this context with reference to
the aim to create an identity that would answer the demands both for the provision of a
historical-traditional-national identity as well as the creation of a modern identity for the

new state.” This study aims to understand in the case of housing production how architecture

? Altan Ergut, Elvan. "'Cumhuriyet'in Mekanlar/Zamanlary/insanlari': Mimarlik Tarihyazimu Uzerine Bir Degerlendirme” in
Cumhuriyet'in Mekdnlart Zamanlar Insanlari. Elvan Altan Ergut & Bilge Imamoglu (editor). Ankara: Dipnot Yaynlari; 2010,
pp. 11-24, p. 20.

* The search for an "identity" caused this tension, which is related with the fact that the "national" is a constantly discussed
concept. As Bergdoll states: "Of all the new functions architecture was called upon to perform, few were so ideologically
charged as building the identity and reinforcing the claims to naturalness of nation-states... Whether their choice was Classical,
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of the period was a means and a symbol of the implementation and representation of the

Republican ideologies of modernization and nationalism.

The study focuses on the case of Ankara as the change brought about by the Republic in the
built environment started there with the aim to construct a modern capital city that would
represent and be an example for the entire nation-state. The building of the new city started
with the construction of public buildings, required for the functioning of the state. As the
population increased, sheltering became the most important problem of the city, and housing

constructions rapidly increased in the capital city.

However, few sources examine the housing production in the 1920s' Ankara. The housing in
the city in later periods has been studied in more detail; and there are sources on housing in
Republican Turkey in general that help understand the process of housing construction in a
comparative perspective.’ Besides, a growing literature on the Republican architecture as
well as the relation between architectural production and modernizing and nationalist

ideologies in Turkey help define the theoretical approach of this study discussed above.” The

medieval, or Renaissance, all revivalists shared the strategy of advocating a particular style with explanations drawn from
national history, itself one of the great enterprises of historians in the early nineteenth century. A single historical period -
increasingly specific in its definition - was claimed to be the only one capable of providing models grounded in national
traditions, institutions, and values. Issues of style became matters of state." See: Bergdoll, Barry. "Nationalism and Stylistic
Debates in Architecture" in European Architecture 1750-1890. Oxford University Press; 2000, pp. 139-170, pp. 139 and 141.
Accordingly, the modernization agenda was partially hidden at times behind the mask of historicist styles, as Frampton
discusses: "The modernist tendency to reduce all form to abstraction made it an unsatisfactory manner in which to represent the
power and ideology of the state. This iconographic inadequacy largely accounts for the survival of historicist approach to
building... The ideological charge lay on official architecture during this period, and the Classical, not to say Beaux-Arts,
background of most of the architects involved, served to isolate the whole development from the progressive aspirations of the
Modern Movement, and in most instances this isolation seems to have been consciously desired." See: Frampton, Kenneth.
"Chapter 24 - Architecture and the State: Ideology and Representation 1914-43" in Modern Architecture, A Critical History.
First edition: 1980. Third edition: 1992. London: Thames and Hudson, 1992, pp. 210-223, pp. 210, 212.

* The study of Gamze Kefu on the development of the Anafartalar Street and its houses carried out in 2001 was helpful in
gathering information of the houses constructed in the 1920s on this street. See: Kefu, Gamze. 4 Study on Anafartalar Street -
Ankara and a Group of Apartment Houses Defining it as a Problem of Conservation. Unpublished Master's Thesis. Ankara:
METU, 2001. Although it focuses on the later decades, Sivil Mimari Bellek Ankara 1930-1980 project and its publication is
also helpful to define the framework of studies on housing in Ankara. See: Bayraktar, Nuray (editor). Sivil Mimari Bellek
Ankara 1930-1980. Ankara: VEKAM Yayinlari; 2017, sivilmimaribellekankara.com. Other sources on the topic include:
Nalbantoglu, Giilsiim. "1928-1946 Déneminde Ankara'da Yapilan Konutlarm Mimari Degerlendirilmesi" in Tarih Iginde
Ankara. Aysil Tiikel Yavuz (editor). (First edition: 1981, second edition: 2000). Ankara: T.B.M.M Basimevi; 2000, pp. 253-
270.

-Yavuz, Aysil Tiikel. "izzet Aykurt Evi: Bir Erken Cumhuriyet Dénemi Konutu" in Tarih Icinde Ankara II, Aralik 1998
Seminer Bildirileri. Y1ldirim Yavuz (editor). Ankara: ODTU Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Yaymlari; 2001, pp. 289-327.

-Yavuz, Yildirim. "1923-1928 Ankara'sinda Konut Sorunu ve Konut Gelismesi" in Tarih Iginde Ankara. Aysil Tiikel Yavuz
(editor). (First edition: 1981, second edition: 2000). Ankara: TBMM Basimevi, 2000, pp. 233-253.

-Yavuz, Yildirim. "Ankara-Cankaya'daki Birinci Cumhurbaskanligi Koskii" in Tarih I¢inde Ankara II, Aralik 1998 Seminer
Bildirileri. Y1ldirim Yavuz (editor). Ankara: ODTU Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Yaymlari; 2001, pp. 341-413.

In terms of understanding the housing problem of Turkey, and for the housing problem in general, these two books by ilhan
Tekeli were very supportive:

-Tekeli, ilhan. Konut Sorununu Konut Sunum Bigimleriyle Diigiinmek. Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari; 2010.

-Tekeli, ilhan. Tiirkiye'de Yasamda ve Yazinda Konutun Ovykiisii (1923-1980). Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaymlari; 2012.

’ These include: .
-Aslanoglu, Inci. Erken Cumhuriyet Dénemi Mimarligi (1923-1938). (First edition: 1980, third edition: 2010). Istanbul: Bilge
Kiiltiir Sanat; 2010.
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studies on the development plan of Ankara are also helpful to situate the housing
construction in the urban context.® Additionally, in terms of understanding the social aspects
of the period, and of Ankara in general, recent historical and sociological analyses provide
new perspectives in critically studying the daily life of the city.” Apart from academic
studies, the novels by the contemporary writers such as Yakup Kadri Karaosmanoglu,
Ahmet Hamdi Tanpinar, Falih Rifki1 Atay and Refik Halid Karay give valuable information
about the living conditions and the main events of the period. Similarly, the memoirs of the
contemporaries and their children give detailed information about the urban context and its
daily life during the 1920s and the next decade as well as the characteristics of residential
architecture where changing living conditions were witnessed.® Examining these secondary
sources on the architectural, urban and social contexts, this study attempts to analyze the
housing production of the capital city of Ankara during the 1920s in detail in relation to not
only stylistic but also technical and spatial characteristics, and evaluate the results according
to the theoretical frame drawn out of their discussions that define the architecture of the
period with reference to the modernizing and nationalist ideologies of the new Republican

state.

-Aydmn, S.; Emiroglu, K.; Tiirkoglu, O.; Ozsoy, E.D. Kiigiik Asya'min Bin Yiizii: Ankara. Ankara: Dost Kitabevi Yaymlart;
2005.

-Bayraktar, Nuray. Ankara Yazilari. Ankara: Nobel Akademik Yayincilik Egitim Danismanlik; 2017.

-Batur, Afife. A Concise History: Architecture in Turkey during the 20" Century. Ankara: Mimarlar Odasi Yayinlari; 2005.
-Bozdogan, Sibel. Modernizm ve Ulusun Insasi: Erken Cumhurivet Tiirkiyesinde Mimari Kiiltir. (The University of
Washington Press, 2001, translated by Tuncay Birkan). (First edition: 2002, third edition: 2012). istanbul: Metis Yaymnlari;
2012.

-Kezer, Zeynep. Building Modern Turkey: State, Space, and Ideology in the Early Republic. Pittsburgh, Pa.: University of
Pittsburgh Press; 2015.

-Sézen, Metin. Cumhuriyet Donemi Tiirk Mimarligi. Ankara: Tiirkiye I3 Bankasi Kiiltiir Yaynlari; 1984.

® Besides the initial study by Géniil Tankut, the study of Ali Cengizkan on the topic is also very informative. See:

-Cengizkan, Ali. Ankara'min flk Plani: 1924-25 Lorcher Plani, Kentsel Mekan Ozellikleri, 1932 Jansen Plani'na ve Bugiine
Katkilari, Etki ve Kalintilar:. Ankara: Ankara Enstitlisii Vakfi; 2004.

-Tankut, Goniil. Bir Baskentin Imari: Ankara 1929-39. Ankara: ODTU; 1993.

;
See:

-Senol-Cantek, L. Funda. "Yaban"lar ve Yerliler. Baskent Olma Siirecinde Ankara. (First edition: 2003, second edition: 2011).

Istanbul: letisim Yayinlary; 2011.

-Senol-Cantek, Funda (editor). Cumhuriyet'in Utopyasi: Ankara. Ankara: Ankara Universitesi Yaymevi; 2012.

¥ See:

-Agaoglu, Adalet. "Askim ve Bagkaldirim: Ankara" in Karsilasmalar. (Second edition: 1993). Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlary;
1993.

-Aksan, Dogan. Cumhuriyet'in Cocukluk, Genglik Yillar: ve Bugiinii. Ankara: Bilgi Yayievi; 2001.

-Baglum, Kemal. Begbin Yilda Nereden Nereye Ankara. Ankara; 1992 (includes memoirs of Ugur Tunali, pp.139-140).

-Boran, Behice S. "Sehir ve Sehirlesme Davamiz" in Yurt ve Diinya, no.3, March 1941.

-Boran, Behice S. "Modern Sehir Ornegi" in Yurt ve Diinya, volume 1, n0.6, June 1941.

-Kuruyazici, Hasan. Osmanli'dan Cumhuriyet'e Bir Mimar: Arif Hikmet Koyunoglu. Amilar, Yazilar, Mektuplar, Belgeler.
Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari; 2008.

-Karaveli, Orhan. Bir Ankara Ailesinin Oyliisii. Istanbul: Pergamon Y ; 1999.

-Kog, Vehbi. Hayat Hikayem. First edition: 1973. Istanbul: Celgiit Matbaas1, 1983.

-Oymen, Altan. Bir Dénem Bir Cocuk. (First edition: 2002, 14™ edition: 2012). Istanbul: Dogan Kitap; 2012.

-Sahir Silan, Sen. Pisman Degilim. (First edition: 2002, 13" edition: 2010). Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlari; 2010.

-Yalman, Ahmed Emin. Yakin Tarihte Gordiiklerim ve Gegirdiklerim. Erol Sadi Erding (editor). C.1. Istanbul: Pera Yayimnlari;
1997.



1.2. Methodology and Organization

In the past, historians wrote the history of residential architecture in a limited focus by
studying mainly the houses of "important" people such as the great palaces and villas of the
wealthy, and the modern housing designed by recognized architects of the period. As Miller
Lane expresses: "In other words, to merit the attention of architectural historians, a structure
had to be large, expensive, and beautiful."’ Contemporary historiography, on the other hand,
also investigates the "ordinary" dwellings such as apartments, working-class housing, mass
housing, farm housing, vernacular architecture, etc. Additionally, contemporary scholars
analyze not only the architectural characteristics such as facade composition and plan
organization, but also the usage schemes within and around houses, the "public" and
"private" spaces, the gendered character of the interior, the consumption and perception of
spaces and inhabitants' experiences, all of which are directly affected by the social,
economic and political conditions.'® These conditions shape the building form, often in
relation with the population increase, thus leading to new forms of housing production such
as mass housing. Users are now also considered important in shaping their physical
environments as their lives are reflected in their houses. Miller Lane hence asks: "Do the
ideals of those who select and remodel their dwellings come from the 'great minds' of the
era, or is the reverse true? Do the great minds (or leading architects) simply reflect the taste

of their times?""!

Thus, residential architecture studies now analyze the organization of activities within
households to provide resources to understand how societies define themselves and change
in time. Friedman puts forward a discussion by outlining the methodological tendencies and
analytical strategies that stand out at present in defining the residential architecture and its
social aspects.'” First, studies focus on individual buildings and group of buildings that have

specific cultural and historical contexts (this way, the buildings are documented, analyzed

° Miller Lane, Barbara. "Introduction" in Housing and dwelling: a reader on modern domestic architecture. Miller Lane,
Barbara (editor). New York: Routledge; 2006, pp. 1-19, p. 1-2.

' Miller Lane, 2006, p. 1-2.

'n_and is 'taste' a set of preferences created by advertising, or do the mass media simply respond to the wishes and demands of

the public? Some historians have turned fruitfully to the study of popular media — to domestic advice writings, advertisements,
plan books — and for recent periods, to film and television, to answer these questions." See: Miller Lane, 2006, p. 2.

12 Friedman, Alice T. "The Way You Do the Things You Do: Writing the History of Houses and Housing" in Journal of the
Society of Architectural Historians, Vol. 58, No. 3, Architectural History 1999/2000 (Sep., 1999), pp. 406-413, University of
California Press on behalf of the Society of Architectural Historians, Stable URL: http:/www.jstor.org/stable/991534,
Accessed: 21/04/2014 06:03.




and discussed as the products of values, cultural conventions, institutional forces and
individual actions). Second, vernacular architecture, which was neglected for some time, has
become a crucial part of the history of architecture. Third, lives and experiences of
inhabitants, their changing definitions according to gender, as well as household structure
have become crucial in understanding the use of spaces and the changes in the plan layouts,
i.e. the social character of houses and thus the neighborhoods. Fourth, a required importance

is given to housing types, household groups, and their cultural traditions. Finally, the

nn nn

concepts of "spatial experience," "memory," "sense of place" and "roles of power" are
included within the context of these studies."” In line with the contemporary methodological
approaches of studies on residential architecture, this study will analyze not only the houses
of outstanding importance, but also the ordinary houses of common people. The aim here is
to understand the place and role of housing in the socio-political context defined according
to the contemporary ideological motives of the nation-state that were influential in the
formation of social identity. In this regard, social relationships, social structures and norms
change with the residential buildings that are influenced by the society, and influence the

society in return.

The changes brought about by the new Republican regime changed the daily lives of the
inhabitants of the city, and transformed the housing production. Even the usage schemes of
traditional houses changed with divisions and alterations as the new-comers to the city
resided in these for a while. The new housing constructions and their designs were directly
influenced by contemporary transformations: The political ideologies affected the physical
appearance, i.e. style, of residential buildings with reference to its symbolic value. The
financial conditions shaped the construction of housing in relation to their construction time,
the use of the new construction techniques and materials, and their size (bigger houses show
power, status and stability). The social transformations, on the other hand, affected their
interior and exterior spatial characteristics, i.e. the usage schemes, and their position in their
surroundings. As a result, from the location of housing in the city to the interior spaces, from
the social character of the neighborhood to the formal, technical, and spatial characteristics,
the housing production of the 1920s' Ankara was determined by the contextual

characteristics of the Republican state.

Aiming to analyze the residential architecture within this context, the political, social, and

ideological issues of building a modern nation in Turkey and establishing its capital city

"3 Friedman, 1999, pp. 406-413.



need to be initially studied. Thus, the historical and theoretical search on nation-state
ideologies and identity formation, the ideologies of the early Republican period, building a
capital city of nation-state, Ankara, and the influence of housing on these were inquired.

This was done via examining the existing literature about these topics.

Based on this literature overview, the initial discussion about the socio-political context of
the building of the capital city of the new state is undertaken in "Chapter 2: Building a
Nation, Building a Modern Capital City". Firstly, this part examines the ideologies of
nationalism and modernization that based the choice and the building of Ankara as the
capital city of the Republican Turkey, turning into a model for the reconstruction of the
country. As Ankara became the capital city, its population increased, and development and
housing problems emerged that would force the city to urbanize. Thus, the first Urban
Development Plan of Ankara was designed by the German architect Dr. Carl Christopher
Lorcher in 1924-1925 in order to define the transformation of the city into a modern capital
in line with the aim of the new state.'* Chapter 2 also looks at the architectural stylistic
choice that forms the main frame of analysis of the period in conventional studies. The so-
called "First National Architectural Style" of the period had a decorative approach,
emphasizing facade and mass ornaments; and it was historicist and revivalist, affected by

contemporary nation-building ideologies.

In order to investigate the production of housing in this context, the dissertation is
methodologically based on the initial documentation of the housing examples. Gathering
archival information about the housing production of Ankara during the 1920s was a
challenging process: There are either few examples or only mentions in the sources. Thus,
initially, books, journals and articles related to the housing, Ankara, and the early
Republican period of Turkey were searched for the housing examples of the 1920s in
Ankara. Secondly, the VEKAM (Vehbi Ko¢ Ankara Arastirmalart Merkezi) archives were
screened, and information was collected there, including the archive numbers of the housing
examples in the archives of the Municipality. Then, the Ankara Municipality was visited,;
however, although the folders of the housing examples were found, the documents such as
drawings, photographs etc. were missing in them. Then, with the direction of the authorized
person in the Municipality Archives, the next visit was made to the smaller branch of the

Municipality, i.e. the Department of the Cultural and Natural Assets, where studies were

' Cengizkan, Ali. Ankara'nn Ilk Plani: 1924-25 Lircher Plam, Kentsel Mekan Ozellikleri, 1932 Jansen Plani'na ve Bugiine
Katkilari, Etki ve Kalintilar:. Ankara: Ankara Enstitlisii Vakfi; 2004.
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conducted on the restoration projects in the historic city center, Ulus, in 2014-15."” From
these studies, few of the current drawings of the related examples were obtained that

included the plans, sections, and facades.

In 2010, Makbule ilgan and Utta Urban-Planning, Project, and Consultant'® office executed
site studies for the "Ankara, Ulus, Historic City Center, Urban Development Plan for
Conservation (Ankara, Ulus Tarihi Kent Merkezi, Kentsel Sit Alan1 Koruma Amacli Nazim Imar
Plani)". In this survey, a map that shows the residential buildings of the Old City was
prepared and their periods of construction were also noted, which provided important
information for this study. Additionally, the construction dates of the 1920s' housing
examples were re-checked from the dated old photographs and the postcards, obtained from
the VEKAM archives. The dates of some of the housing examples could be found from
these postcards as well: For example, if an apartment next to one with a known date is seen
or is not seen on a dated postcard, then it could be suggested that it was built or not built
before or after the one whose date is known, and thus its date can be marked as "before" or

"after" that known date.

Due to the very limited documentation on the houses and apartments of the 1920s in the
archives, information about some of them could only be identified during the site surveys
executed in Ulus, Cebeci, and Kizilay regions by the author. The locations of all the
collected housing examples were determined in the current Ankara map, and marked on the
1920s' map of Ankara prepared by the author by merging the 1924 Ankara map'’,
Lorcher's™ and Jansen's'” urban development plans for Ankara, and the current Ankara map
(Google Maps) (See Appendix A). During the site surveys, photographs were taken, and
information about the architectural characteristics of the housing examples and their current

.. 2
conditions were documented.”

'S Here, it must be mentioned that the authorized personnel in the Department of the Cultural and Natural Assets did not know
that these houses were constructed in the 1920s.

' Makbule flgan & UTTA Planlama, Projelendirme, Damsmanlik Tic. Ltd. Sti.

17 Giinel, G. and Kilc1, A. "Ankara Sehri 1924 Haritas1: Eski Bir Haritada Ankara'yt Tanimak" in Ankara Arastirmalari Dergisi,
No: 3(1), Haziran/June 2015, pp. 78-104.

'8 Cengizkan, Ali. Ankara'min Ilk Plami: 1924-25 Lorcher Plani, Kentsel Mekan Ozellikleri, 1932 Jansen Plani'na ve Bugiine
Katkalari, Etki ve Kalintilar1. Ankara: Ankara Enstitiisti Vakfi; 2004.

1% https://architekturmuseum.ub.tu-berlin.de, last visited: January, 2018.

20 photographs in this study are taken by the author unless cited otherwise.
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Having collected the documents about the housing production of Ankara during the 1920s in
the archives and by site surveys, the inventory of all the obtained examples of the houses and
apartments of the period was prepared in order to be used as a base for the analyses and
evaluations undertaken in this dissertation (See Appendix A).”' The inventory includes
information about a total of 126 housing examples that could be obtained. The construction
dates of 61 examples could be determined, while the dates of 65 examples are unknown and
they are simply noted as constructed in the 1920s. Among the 126 total examples, 42

examples are currently demolished (Table 1.1).

Table 1.1: The Inventory of the Housing Examples in Ankara during the 1920s (See Appendix A)

THE INVENTORY OF THE HOUSING EXAMPLES IN ANKARA DURING THE 1920s ~ See: APPENDIX A (with Map)

NUMBER OF HOUSING EXAMPLES OBTAINED: 126
THE HOUSING EXAMPLES WITH KNOWN CONSTRUCTION DATES: 61
THE DEMOLISHED HOUSING EXAMPLES: 42

In order to understand the production of the residential architecture in the 1920s' Ankara as
exemplified in the obtained cases, "Chapter 3: Housing the Capital City" initially studies the
settlement zones of contemporary housing related with the changes in the urban context of
the city, by focusing on the residential districts and examining the transformation of
traditional neighborhoods and the emergence of new neighborhoods. Here, the settlement
zones in Ankara, the "transformed" and "newly-developed” neighborhoods and districts,
were prepared as charts, in which groups of neighborhoods are divided and grouped
according to their properties, and the related data from these charts are shown on prepared
Ankara maps. The next part of the chapter examines the housing types constructed in the
1920s' Ankara in relation with these settlement zones in order to understand the
transformation of traditional houses in historic neighborhoods and the construction of new
houses and apartments in the old as well as the newly emerging neighborhoods. The
resulting inputs are also shown in charts, with grouping of similar housing types in similar
neighborhoods. Later, in the same chapter, the production of housing during the 1920s in
Ankara is examined in order to understand by whom the contemporary houses and
apartments were produced, by providing detailed information about the public and private

initiatives that invested in their construction as well as the architects and builders who

2! Tables and charts in this study are prepared by the author unless cited otherwise.



designed and constructed them. The chapter concludes with the investigation of how the
capital city was inhabited at the time by focusing on the characteristics of its population in
relation to the settlement zones and housing types. The examination in this chapter focuses
on the traditional houses as well as the new houses and apartments of the period as
exemplified in the 126 cases obtained in initial documentation; and the detailed information
about their settlement zones, housing types and building initiatives form the basis of the

analyses of the contemporary residential architecture of Ankara undertaken in Chapter 4.

"Chapter 4: Building the Residential Architecture of Ankara" studies the housing production
of the 1920s' Ankara very comprehensively by undertaking formal, technical and spatial
analyses of contemporary housing. Forming the focus of this study, these analyses only
include the new houses and apartments built in the 1920s since the aim here is to understand

the changes that the contemporary housing production brought to the new capital city.

The formal analyses aim to clarify the architectural elements used in the contemporary
"National Style", discussing how the historicist approach remained the same with the earlier
decades. In that, the typological data of architectural elements and their use in facade
organizations are studied. These include towers, projections, eaves, windows, doors,
railings/balustrades and ornaments. In these typological analyses, all 126 housing examples
obtained are examined and analyzed, and the typological data are prepared by these
examinations; nevertheless, in the typological charts prepared, only the cases chosen as
exemplary are shown, differentiating in number for the analysis of each architectural
element yet always including those relevant housing examples with known construction
dates (Table 1.2). After the typological grouping of architectural elements, in the Tables
provided in Chapter 4, these representative examples are studied with construction dates and
building initiatives together in order to determine the relation with groups of actors and their
actions at specific periods. The representative cases are then analyzed with reference to
settlement zones and housing types. These analyses aim to determine whether a certain type
or style (of an architectural element) was popular in a certain region, in a specific housing
type, as well as in a specific period and amongst a certain group of building initiatives,

architects or builders.
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Table 1.2: Formal Analyses for Understanding the Housing Production in Ankara during the 1920s

FORMAL ANALYSES FOR UNDERSTANDING THE HOUSING PRODUCTION IN ANKARA DURING THE 1920s
NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIVE HOUSING SURVEYED FOR THE TYPOLOGICAL STUDIES

TYPOLOGICAL DATA of Important: the ones with the known construction dates are always included in these analyses.
ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS and B: WITH CONSTRUCTION DATES

FODEORGWNZATON AT | | SRS | e

| TOWERS A 21126 B 16121 ¢ 21/126

2 PROJECTIONS A 38/126 B 23/38 [ 38/126

3 EAVES A 25126 B 14125 € 25/126

4 WINDOWS A 571126 B 35157 @ 571126

5 DOORS A 25/126 B 18/25 & 25/126

6 RAILINGS / BALUSTRADES A 55/126 B 40/55 c 55/126

7 ORNAMENTS A 36/126 B 15/36 ¢ 36/126

In the following part of Chapter 4 that undertakes the technical analyses, the construction
techniques and materials as well as the infrastructure of contemporary housing are evaluated
to discuss the transformation witnessed by the effect of technological advancements. The
documents for this stage of the study were obtained from the Inventory of Natural and
Cultural Heritage Protection (Dogal ve Kiiltiirel Varliklari Koruma Envanteri - D.K.V.K.E.)
prepared by the General Directorate of Cultural Assets and Museums (Kiiltiir Varliklar: ve
Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii) in 1996 and 2010. In the study of construction techniques and
materials, all 126 housing examples are examined, but 53 of them with exact known dates
and relatively known construction techniques are chosen as the representative cases (Table
1.3A) and they are presented in the Tables in Chapter 4. These 53 examples are studied
comprehensively with their structural systems and use of materials and they are
crosschecked with settlement zones, housing types and building initiatives. For the analysis
of infrastructure, the examination of multiple sources was necessary to document the widely
scattered information. Firstly, the important housing examples of the decade, constructed by
public institutions or well-known individuals, and designed by prominent architects of the
period, have generally been well documented and their infrastructures were analyzed in
some studies. Secondly, the studies about the factories established in the decade and the
distribution of their resources provide resourceful data about the technical infrastructure of
the city, such as the documentation about the construction of the Electricity and Gas Factory
in Ankara that has information about the distribution of the technical infrastructure in the
city, especially in Yenisehir as shown on the Yenisehir map prepared in 1928. Additionally,

the earliest official data about the technical installation of infrastructure in certain
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neighborhoods in the city can be found in the Statistical Yearbooks of 1928 and 1935-36.%
Finally, the Natural and Cultural Heritage Protection Inventory prepared in 1996 and 2010,
gives information about the technical infrastructure of individual houses and apartments of
the decade. From the Inventory of Natural and Cultural Heritage, 45 housing examples are
gathered and the related information about their infrastructure is given in Tables in Chapter
4. These are studied comprehensively and crosschecked with settlement zones, housing

types, and building initiatives (Table 1.3B).

Table 1.3: Technical Analyses for Understanding the Housing Production in Ankara during the 1920s

TECHNICAL ANALYSES FOR UNDERSTANDING THE HOUSING PRODUCTION IN ANKARA DURING THE 19205

DATA SURVEYED THE NUMBER OF SURVEYED HOUSING EXAMPLES
A. CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES AND MATERIALS 53/126 HOUSING EXAMPLES WITH KNOWN DATES
- with settlement zones 33
- with housing types 33
- with construction dates and building initiatives 33
B. INFRASTRUCTURE 45/126 KNOWN EXAMPLES FROM D.K.VK.E.
- with settlement zones 7 45
- with housing types 45
- with construction dates and building initiatives 45

*D.K.V.K.E.: The Inventory of Natural and Cultural Heritage Protection

In the final part of Chapter 4, spatial analyses are undertaken, providing detailed information
about the plan layouts and usage schemes, and the features of interior spaces. The spatial
analyses require the documentation of the plans of the housing examples that were searched
for in the documentations of existing literature such as books and journal articles about the
contemporary housing as well as at the Department of Cultural and Natural Assets of the
Municipality of Ankara. Among the total 126 housing examples, the plans could be obtained
for only 31, which were prepared as another inventory in this study (See Appendix B).
Among 31 housing examples with plans, only 22 of them are known with construction dates,

and five of them are currently demolished (Table 1.4).

22 Aydin, S.; Emiroglu, K.; Tiirkoglu, O.; Ozsoy, E.D. Kiigiik Asya'min Bin Yiizii: Ankara. Ankara: Dost Kitabevi Yaymnlari;
2005.
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Table 1.4: The Inventory of the Houses and Apartments in Ankara during the 1920s with Plans (see Appendix B)

THE INVENTORY OF THE HOUSES AND APARTMENTS IN ANKARA DURING THE 1920s WITH PLANS  See: APPENDIX B

NUMBER OF HOUSING EXAMPLES WITH OBTAINED PLANS: 31
THE EXAMPLES WITH OBTAINED PLANS WITH KNOWN CONSTRUCTION DATES: 2
THE DEMOLISHED HOUSING EXAMPLES WITH OBTAINED PLANS: 5

In the spatial analyses undertaken in this chapter, 30 housing examples out of 126 in total
could be studied as the usage scheme of one of the obtained plans could not be perceived.”
Focusing on these 30 cases, the spatial characteristics of the housing production in the 1920s'
Ankara are firstly analyzed, starting with the typological studies, where types of plans are
grouped according to the more detailed housing types. After the determination of the
typological data, the inputs are crosschecked with settlement zones, housing types and
building initiatives and construction dates (Table 1.5A 1), and these are given in the Tables
provided in Chapter 4. The following analyses of the "defined" spaces and service spaces are
also undertaken in this format (Table 1.5A 2, 1.5A 3). In the study on furniture, even
though it is executed by the examination of all 30 examples, it is seen that only the 20
housing examples had in-situ furniture and the construction dates of only 11 of those are
known. Hence, the analyses on the use of furniture in contemporary housing are carried out
on these 20 housing examples, crosschecked with settlement zones, housing types and

building initiatives (Table 1.5A_4).

Following the analyses on spatial characteristics, the evaluations of these are executed in the
final part of the chapter. The evaluations are based on the access analyses and the social
interaction charts prepared by the examination of all 30 housing examples with plans, but
showing only 15 representative examples in the Tables in Chapter 4, eliminating the similar
cases (Table 1.5B 1). The evaluations continue with the study of the relation of the use of
spaces with settlement zones and housing types, in which all 30 examples are studied (Table
1.5B 2). These evaluations conclude the comprehensive analyses on the housing examples
of the 1920s' Ankara undertaken in this chapter in order to evaluate how the use of spaces
changes in the housing production of the 1920s' Ankara in line with the transformation in the
meaning of public and private spaces, the resultant transformation of traditional spaces and

the definition of modern spaces.

3 The Building & Lodgings of the Gazi Farm Station.
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Table 1.5: Spatial Analyses for Understanding the Housing Production in Ankara during the 1920s

SPATIAL ANALYSES FOR UNDERSTANDING THE HOUSING PRODUCTION IN ANKARA DURING THE 1920s

A: ANALYSES OF SPATIAL CHARACTERISTICS THE NUMBER OF SURVEYED HOUSES ( with plans)
1 PLAN TYPOLOGY 30
- with settlement zones 30
- with housing types 30
- with construction dates and building initiatives 21/30
2 "DEFINED" SPACES 30
- with settlement zones 30
- with housing types 30
- with construction dates and building initiatives 21/30
3 SERVICE SPACES 30
- with settlement zones 30
- with housing types 30
- with construction dates and building initiatives 21/30
4 FURNITURE 20/30 with in-situ furniture
- with settlement zones 20
- with housing types 20
- with construction dates and building initiatives 11720

B: EVALUATION OF THE ANALYZED SPATIAL CHARACTERISTICS | THE NUMBER OF SURVEYED HOUSES ( with plans)

15 REPRESENTATIVE EXAMPLES
1 ACCESS ANALYSES AND SOCIAL INTERACTION similar ones are singled out of the charts
but determined in the text
3 THE RELATION OF USE OF SPACES WITH 30
SETTLEMENT ZONES & HOUSING TYPES

"Chapter 5: Conclusion" discusses the role that the residential architecture played in this
period of transition from the historical-traditional to the modern in Turkey. The first ten
years after the establishment of the Turkish Republic had a profound effect on the building
of a modern and national identity in the country, as defined by the new state. Therefore, the
aim of this study is to document, analyze and evaluate the residential architecture of the
1920s' Ankara as exemplary of the execution of the modernization process of the new
nation-state. Thus, this dissertation attempts to clarify the role and the place of the
residential architecture in this context by studying the changes in the built environment in

relation to contemporary ideologies.
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CHAPTER 2

BUILDING A NATION, BUILDING A MODERN CAPITAL CITY

The first decades of the twentieth century mark an important era in the Turkish history,
especially in the city of Ankara. With the Independence War (Kurtulus Savagst) (1919-1923),
and the declaration of the city as the capital on October 13, 1923, and the establishment of
the Turkish Republic on October 29, 1923, a new era started in Ankara. Although
modernization attempts had already started from the eighteenth century onwards in the
Ottoman Empire', these intensified with the establishment of the Republic. The one-party
regime in power provided an available atmosphere for such a transition.” The modernization
processes could be seen in every field from social and political aspects, education to
architecture and everyday use of spaces. The formation of the new state influenced
architecture especially in the new capital city of Ankara in terms of both quality and
quantity, and led to the formation of the modern Ankara by demanding new institutions that
required new public buildings and housing production that radically transformed the built

environment of the city.

Before the national struggle (milli miicadele) started, Ankara had been a typical Anatolian
city that had reached a certain amount of welfare by domestic and foreign commerce in sof
production from a special tiftik goat bred in the region. This welfare continued to the
beginning of the nineteenth century.’ The nineteenth century is defined as "the longest

century" and "the century of change". It defines an era when change and development

! Aktiire, Sevgi. "Osmanli Devletinde Tasra Kentlerindeki Degisimler", Tanzimat'tan Cumhuriyet'e Turkiye Ansiklopedisi,
vol.4, pp. 891-904.

% imga, Orgun. Tek Partili Dénemde Ankara: Siyaset ve Yerel Demokrasi. Ankara: Dipnot Yaynlari; 2006.

?Senol—Cgintek, L. Funda. "Yaban"lar ve Yerliler. Baskent Olma Stirecinde Ankara. (First edition: 2003, second edition: 2011).
Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlart; 2011, p. 41.

4 Ortayly, Ilber. Imparatorlugun En Uzun Yiizyuh. First edition: 1983 (Hil Yaymlar). 24" edition. Istanbul: Alkim Yayinevi;
2006.
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occurred all over the world with industrial development and interaction of cultures, which
led up to the birth of national values.’ In addition, with the railways and the resultant
transportation of imports and exports, the spread of information and knowledge became
easier during this century. The Ottoman Empire was deeply affected from these changes, and

even one of the smallest sancaks of the Empire, Ankara, went through major changes.’

The nineteenth century began with many difficulties for the Ankara dwellers with droughts,
epidemics, malaria related with swamp problems, water supply problems, and fires.
However, eventually, with technological developments in communication, transportation,
education, and construction, and with the establishment of the municipality and the efforts of
hard working individuals such as the governor Abidin Pasa®, the city had a new vitality and
mobility at the end of the nineteenth century. The sanitary conditions and the appearance of

the city changed considerably in this context.

The significant change at the time was the arrival of railway to Ankara in 1893, which
affected the emergence of new commercial centers outside the citadel area expanding the
city towards the train station. Other significant buildings constructed at that time was the
Governmental House (Hiikiimet Konagt), Technical School (Mekteb-i Sanayi), Vocational
School (Dar-iil Muallimin), Postal Office, Ottoman Bank (Bank-1 Osmani), Gureba
Hospital, a theater, Tashan (the first hotel, inn-type accommodation place) and other hotels.’
The area of the Taghan Square, formerly known as the Karaoglan Bazaar, became the main
commercial square of the city, and it developed until and after the Republican period. At the
end of the nineteenth century, Ankara had become a more vital administrative commercial
center in the midst of Anatolia. New housing also accompanied this process: While the
construction of new roads enabled better use of the vineyard houses outside the city, housing

problem emerged in the center with new migrations, and accordingly, new residential areas

$ Ortayl, 2006.

% Hobsbawm, Eric. "Introduction", The Age of Revolution 1789-1848. Mentor Book; 1962, pp. 17-20; "Introduction”, The Age
of Capital 1848-1875. Charles Scribner’s Sons; 1975, pp. 1-5; "Overture", The Age of Empire 1875-1914. Vintage Books;
1987, pp. 1-12.

" Aktiire, Sevgi. "Osmanl Devletinde Tasra Kentlerindeki Degisimler" in Tanzimat'tan Cumhuriyet'e Turkive Ansiklopedisi,
vol.4, pp. 891-904.

8 Aydin et al., "Belediye" in Kiiciik Asya'nin Bin Yiizii: Ankara. Ankara: Dost Kitabevi Yaynlart; 2005, pp. 248-263, p. 24.

? Aydin et al., "Han, Otel", 2005, pp. 288-291.
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and planned neighborhoods were built such as the Bosnak district in the Cebeci region of

today's Ankara.'’

Starting at this point, i.e. the end of the Ottoman period, this chapter will examine Ankara's
transformation from a small sancak city into the capital city of a new regime, in the new
socio-political context of the Turkish Republic during its first decade, i.e. the 1920s, by
analyzing the attempts for the urban development of the city with Lorcher's plan, and the

architectural production in the "national" style of the period."

2.1. The Socio-Political Context of the 1920s

The first two decades and especially the second decade of the twentieth century had a strong
impact on Ankara: Starting at the end of the First World War when Ankara became the
center of the national struggle, and continuing with the choice of Ankara as the center of the
new Turkish Republic, the city began to transform from the late 1910s to the early 1930s
from a small city of the Ottoman Empire into the capital city of the Turkish Republic, i.e.
making the 1920s the "longest decade"' of Ankara.

Even though citizens and governors such as Abidin Pasa had tried to improve the city
towards the end of the nineteenth century, these personal and partial attempts could have
only improved the city to some extent in the face of the economic and political problems of
the late Ottoman period. When the builders of the new regime chose to settle in Ankara
during the Independence War that started at the end of the First World War, they found an
introverted city, devastated by fires, malaria, and a city that was dry and barren. Apart from
having railway transportation and being the stamping ground of communication with the
provision of the telegraph system, to the newcomers, the city was no different from any
other under-developed city of Anatolia, unheeded by the central management of the Empire,

trying to live by trade of its small produced crafts such as sof wool."

1 Aydin et al., "Mahalleler ve Yeni Mekanlar", 2005, p. 271.

"For a general view of Ankara at the beginning of the Republic, see: Giinel, G. and Kilci, A. "Ankara Sehri 1924 Haritasi: Eski
Bir Haritada Ankara'yt Tammak" in Ankara Arastirmalar: Dergisi, No: 3(1), pp. 78-104.

12 The reference here is to Ilber Ortayl’s book on the late Ottoman Empire. See: Ortayl, ilber. Imparatoriugun En Uzun
Yiizyili. First edition: 1983 (Hil Yaynlari). 24" edition: Istanbul: Alkim Yayinevi; 2006.

13 Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 98.
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At the beginning of the twentieth century, during the First World War and the Independence
War, Ankara became a military center of the national struggle; and at the start of the 1920s,
it was a worn-out city battered by the war conditions with its old neighborhoods and some of
the new public buildings from the late Ottoman period. Its social life was limited where
women were spending most of their time in houses and men socialized in bazaars and

religious gatherings. The occupants were constantly bothered by bandits.'

fsmet Pasa and his fourteen friends proposed on October 9, 1923 a law article," stating,
"The administrative center of the Turkish Republic is Ankara".'® The Ankara Municipality
(Sehremaneti) was established on October 17, 1923;' and Ankara was legally established as
the capital city on October 29, 1923." However, until the abolition of Caliphate in March 3,
1924, the Turkish Republic had been a dual-capital country with Istanbul as the Islamic
center and Ankara as the capital of the state.'” The development and urbanization of Ankara
could only fully begin when it became the one and only capital with the abolishment of the
Caliphate on March 4, 1924.

After Ankara had been established as the capital city, intensive efforts were carried out to
make it the capital appropriate for a Republican state. Ankara could not be another Istanbul:
A new city, very different from the previous capital in its modernity and functionality, and
with a "western" image, was decided to be constructed in Ankara.”” The transformation and
construction of Ankara into a capital city happened in the "longest decade" of its history: the

1920s.

Ankara, as the new capital city of the Turkish Republic, became the "symbol" of the nation-

state. According to Senol-Cantek, the establishment of Ankara as the capital city was based

14 Senol-Cantek, 2011, pp. 98-99.

'S However, in the same article, it is also stated that, besides Ankara as the new administrative center, Istanbul would continue
being the Caliphate center forever. See: Yavuz, Fehmi. Ankara'nin Imart ve Sehirciligimiz. Ankara: Giiney Matbaacilik ve
Gazetecilik, 1952, p. 11 cited in Tankut, Goniil. Bir Baskentin Imari: Ankara 1929-39. Ankara: ODTU; 1993, p. 46.

16 Gologlu, Mahmut. Cumhuriyet'e Dogru:1921-1922. Milli Miicadele Tarihi, Besinci Kitap. Ankara: Basnur Matbaasi; 1971,
p. 295-96 cited in Tankut, 1993, p. 46.

"7 Cengizkan, Ali. Ankara'nin Ilk Plani 1924-25 Lorcher Plani. Ankara Enstitiisii Vakfi: Arkadas Yaymnlari; 2004, p. 15.
'8 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 14.
¥ Yavuz, 1952, p. 12.

2% Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 89.
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on the will to create a new and untouched space for the nation state construction.”' Istanbul,
being the previous capital and the representation of the Empire in the eyes of the world, was

not suitable for such a new beginning.

Ankara's contribution to the Independence War as a rallying point and the willingness of its
occupants in this process made it a suitable candidate for new beginnings.** Falih Rifki, at
the 10™ anniversary of the Republic, stated that this change and shaping had gone as desired.
He believed that "The old tales of Ankara have vanished with the four-year epic struggle and

cultural history of the last decade."*

In the very short period of a decade, Ankara had witnessed the national struggle, as the
builders of the Republic came to Ankara and decided to set the main headquarters of the
Independence War there. Later, when the Republican regime was announced, Ankara was
established as the modern capital city of the Turkish Republic. The builders and newcomers
found Ankara undeveloped and unsuitable as a capital city and its comparisons with Istanbul
began, along with the discussions of modernism, and nationalism. In the following part of
this sub-chapter, these discussions will be studied in more detail related with the political
and ideological issues on the nation building agenda, focusing on the reasons behind the

decision of making Ankara the capital city

The reforms introduced by the new nation-state in Turkey are signified with their
revolutionary character, aiming to modernize the country. The most radical of these were the
abolition of the Caliphate and the Shariah (Muslim Religious Law) (Halifeligin ve Seriatin
Kaldirilmast) in 1924, the acceptance of the Civil Code (Medeni Kanun) in 1926 and the
acceptance of the Latin alphabet in 1927.** The move of the capital city to a new location

was among such radical reforms.

Tankut states that the capital city of a country is surely not any city; it is the leader of all

cities in the country, where governmental administration, politics, trade, art and science

21 Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 38.
22 Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 39.
 Falih Rifki Atay. "Ankara" (29 birinci tesrin 1933, Hakimiyet-i Milliye) cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 39.

2 Bozdogan, Sibel. Modernizm ve Ulusun Insas:. (First edition: 2002; third edition: 2012). Istanbul: Metis Yaymlart; 2012, p.
71-72.
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gather, and important decisions are made.”> The physical appearance of a capital has vital

importance as it represents the insurance of the national vitality and sustainability.”

n27 n28

Ankara's definition as the "heart of the nation"*" and the "pearl of Anatolia"*®, shows that it
was chosen as the capital not only for its strategical location in the middle of the country, but

there were also political agendas and sentimental connections in its choice.

According to Senol-Cantek,” besides such reasons as the existence of transportation means
to Ankara with railway and its being in the middle of the country in a protected geographical
location, one of the most important factors in the choice of the city as the capital seems to
have been the devotion and support of its local people to the cause of the national struggle.
Ankara, ideologically and physically, was less damaged by the occupation troops in
comparison to the former capital Istanbul. As a gift of its devotion and loyalty, Ankara

gained its capital status.

Falih Rifki, on the other hand, stated that Ankara was not chosen as a capital but instead
Mustafa Kemal just decided to stay there.”® One of the reasons Mustafa Kemal felt safe in
the city was because Ali Fuat (Cebesoy)’ and the Headquarters of the 20™ Army Corps (20.
Ordu Kolordu Karargaht) was there.” Indeed, the 1920s' Ankara has always been associated
with the National Forces (Kuvayr Milliye) of the Independence War even though most of it
members were not from Ankara.” They became the founders of the new Republican Turkey
and carried the war ideology to the formation of the new capital.”* However, Tankut refuses

the idea that Ankara was chosen as the capital because the war government had already been

% Tankut, 1993, p. 21.

28 Doxiadis, 1960, p.160 cited in Tankut, 1993, p. 21.

" Kemal, Mehmed. Tiirkiye'nin Kalbi Ankara. Istanbul: Cagdas Yayinlari; 1983.

2 Simsir, Bilal. Ankara, Ankara, Bir Bagkentin Dogusu. Ankara: Bilgi Yaymevi; 1988, pp. 24-25.

¥ Senol-Cantek, 2011, pp. 83-84.

30 Atay, Falih Rufki. Cankaya. Istanbul: Bates Yayinlari; 1984, p.418 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, pp. 83-84.

31 1882-1968. Soldier, statesman and politician. One of the last deputies of the Ottoman Assembly (Osmanli Mebusan Meclisi)
and one of the first deputies of Grand National Assembly, one of the founders of Terakkiperver Cumhuriyet Firkasi.

32 Erdeha, Kamil. Milli Miicadele'de Vilayetler ve Valiler. Istanbul: Remzi Kitabevi; 1975, p.232 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011,
pp. 83-84.

33 Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 85.

* Even after Republican Turkey was established, the founders and government officials would still be known as "Kuvay
Milliyeci” (Members of National Force).
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located there: According to Tankut, Mustafa Kemal carefully calculated the "balance center”

of law, education, and health services in the new country to choose the place of the capital.”

The aim of the foundation of the new state was to reach the level of contemporary
civilization and culture. This culture would be created and spread from the middle of

Anatolia: Hence, "Ankara was not just a city but also a monument of faith."*

According to Tekeli, the Turkish Republic was the name of a claim that aimed to create a
new-nation from a pre-industrial Empire, and free citizens from the Sultan's subjects. The
leaders of this project had grown up in the Ottoman era of "shy/diffident modernism", and
believed that the independence of their country depended on nationalism and as well as on

the modernist trust in science and technology.’’

The creation of a new capital has a symbolic role and meaning for such a national
integration. A capital city provides a modern context required by contemporary life. Ankara
was thus constructed as not merely the representation of the nation state's aim in creating an
ideal modern city, but also a school for the (re)construction Anatolia.”® According to Yakup
Kadri, Turkish urbanism started with the urbanization of Ankara, and the construction ability
of a nation was thus refreshed.”” Besides creating a city with a modern face, the founders
wanted to provide an urban modern context for the daily life of their ideal Turkish citizen

(Figures 2.1,2.2). *

35 Tankut, 1993, p. 47. Also see: Bozdogan, 2012, pp. 82-83.

3 Mechin, Benoist. "M. Kemal ve Yeni Bagkent." in Atatiirk'e Sayg:, E.Alkan (translator). Ankara: TDK Yaynlari, 1969, pp.
312-317, p. 316 cited in Sarioglu, Mehmet. "Ankara" Bir Modernlesme Oykiisii (1919-1945). Ankara: T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanlig,
Kiiltiir Eserleri Dizgisi /290; 2001, p. 31.

37 Tekeli, ilhan. "Kent Tarihi Yazimi: Konusunda Yeni Bir Paradigma Onerisi" in '‘Cumhuriyet'in 'Ankara’si. Tans1 Senyapili
(editor). Ankara: ODTU Yayincilik; 2006, pp. 2-24, p. 6.

3% Tankut, Goniil. "Jansen Plani Uygulama Sorunlar1 ve Cumhuriyet Demokrasisinin Kent Planina Yaklasim" in Tarih Iginde
Ankara. Aysil Tikel Yavuz (editor). (First edition: 1984, second edition: 2000). Ankara: TBMM Basimevi; 2000, p. 301.

% Sarioglu, 2001, p. 32.

4" However, some also suggested that the lack of an urban culture would make it difficult to transform Ankara into a capital
city. It would also emerge over time that the modern and western city culture that was being transported to the new capital did
not satisfy the higher classes migrated from Istanbul. Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 41.
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Figure 2.1: The Construction of the New Capital City. The Station (Istasyon) Street.
Photograph date: The 1920s (VEKAM Digital Archives).

=

Figure 2.2: The Construction of the New Capital City.
The Construction of Ziraat Bankas: and the Newly Constructed Foundation Houses of 1923-24.
The Istiklal Street. Photograph date: 1925 (VEKAM Digital Archives).

The intellectuals and the founders of the Republic used symbols and meanings attributed to
the clashing capital cities of the era, one of the Ottoman and the other of the new Republic.
For them Istanbul represented the old, consuming, scheming Byzantium/Ottoman and
hedonists, whereas Ankara represented the new, producing, ethical Anatolia and

responsibility.*' Hence, a contemporary article stated:

Ankara is a city of the future. Istanbul is a city of the past. In the latter visitor thinks in terms
of Ottoman rulers, mosques, and history books... and concentrates exclusively on the relics
of a past now intentionally forgotten by the average Turk who looks ahead to better days.
What we who really want to know the Turkey of today and tomorrow should do is to take the
first train for Ankara... to find the magnificent city of eternal youth... It gleams with
cleanliness like the freshly scrubbed face of a youngster on his first day in school... On the

I 'Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 77.
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way to our hotel, we are surprised at the width of the paved streets... and the decidedly
modern lines of the buildings... "Well, of course, it is all terribly new. We've only been
building the city for fifteen years and there's a lot more for us to do" the taxi driver
apologizes, but not without pride. "You know we started practically from scratch."*

As the Republican icon, Ankara's newness and cleanliness were praised when contrasted
with Istanbul's physical pollution. In representations of Ankara in images, documents and
writings, "the new against the old" concept was thoroughly used: Ankara was always
contrasted with Istanbul, not only in visual aspects of urbanization and architecture, but also
in intangible values such as being purer, having higher moral values/ideals than Istanbul's
"cosmopolitan pollution" and "degeneration".* Ankara, with its new identity, was designed
as the center of science, art, and culture. The concepts of "contemporary city" and

"contemporary citizens" were identified with Ankara.

As Isin defines;

The polarization along the Istanbul-Ankara axis is based on the values created in opposite
extremes by urban symbolism. In this symbolic construct, Istanbul's center is the Palace,
whereas Ankara's center is the Parliament.*’

These two cities were constantly compared resulting in personality clashes of their citizens.
Burhan Asaf compared Ankara to Istanbul, criticized that Istanbul had become a
cosmopolite city of hedonism with its social life and found it perfidious against the building
of the new nation ideal.*® The founders made it clear that Istanbul hosted the enemy forces,
non-Muslim groups and the supporters of the Empire who were "as foreign as" traitors and

.4
enemies. !’

42 Anon. "Ankara Istanbul", La Turquie Kemaliste, no.48, Aralik 1947, 38-43.
* Bozdogan, 2012, p. 82.
* Sarioglu, 2001, p. 31.

4 Isin, Ekrem. "Ankara: Cumhuriyeti insa Eden Kent / Ankara: The City that Built the Republic" in Ankara: Kara Kalpakli
Kent 1923-1938 / Ankara: City of the Black Calpac 1923-1938. Ekrem Isin (editor). Istanbul: Istanbul Arastirmalari Enstitiisi;
2009, pp. 11-17, p. 12.

4 Burhan Asaf. "iki Sehir Arasinda", Hakimiyeti Milliye, 11 Agustos 1931 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 80.

47 Ahmet Hamdi Tanpinar wrote that he was out of stage by being in Istanbul while all the hard work was undertaken at the
main stage, which was in Anatolia. See: Tanpinar, Ahmet Hamdi. Sahnenin Disindakiler. istanbul: Dergah Yayinlar; 1997, p.
153 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 83.
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However, despite the praise of Ankara as a "national" center in such discussions, the city
was also defined as desolate and resourcefully insufficient by some conservative founders™
who were mostly former Istanbul residents. They criticized the fact that Istanbul was

disregarded to be chosen as the capital, even after they had moved to Ankara.*

The builders of the nation thus tried to improve the social life of Ankara, for instance by
changing traditional dining habits with dinner parties and organizing social events.”’ Mustafa
Kemal, for example, tried to calm the prominent journalist of the period Yunus Nadi's
disappointment when he first arrived in Ankara as follows: "The joy of this great work is to
create life out of a desert. Do not look at the apparent emptiness. The empty area is full; in

this place, thought as a desert, there is hidden, strong life."”’

With its urban and social structure, Ankara would become an example of development for
the other Anatolian cities, and even small villages, which had been neglected for centuries
during the Ottoman period.”” Every corner of Anatolia was aimed to reach the status of the

contemporary civilization, following in the footsteps of the capital city.

Nonetheless, the opposition in the government and the argument on cities continued
throughout the 1920s. Ahmet Hasim and Falih Rifk: fell into a political discussion in 1924
when Ahmet Hasim stated that Ankara had become the "city of politics", and hence its
character became ungracious and rough, tense and dependent on authority.” All in all,
Ankara could still not so easily be dismissed: Contemporary journalist Aka Giindiiz stated

that whoever wanted to write, draw and say something that would represent the Turkish

8 There were constant arguments within the government as there were still many members who could not detach from the
Ottoman-Islamic past and values. Up until 1927, the opposition in the assembly had continued in supporting a return to
Istanbul, stating that Ankara was underdeveloped, lacked cultural and urban values. See: Tankut, 1993, p. 47.

4 Senol-Cantek assumes that the discourse of the relation between Istanbul and Ankara was formed by the suppression of
"fatal" desire of the luxury and culture in Istanbul. This suppression was achieved by the humiliation and insult in the level of
discourse. See: Senol-Cantek, 2011, pp. 44, 81.

*1n the book of Claude Farrere, Four Ladies of Ankara (Ankarali Dért Hanim), a French visitor was told: "Ankara is not a city
of entertainment. Be sure that the re-building of the nation has given us great deprivation." See: Farrare, Claud. Les quatre
dames d'Angora, 1933 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 81.

S1'Nadi, Yunus. Ankara'mn Ilk Giinleri. istanbul: Sel yaymeilik; 1955, p. 97 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, p. 83.
52 Sarioglu, 2001, p. 32.

53 Hasim, Ahmet. Gurabahane-i Laklakan. Istanbul: Dergdh Yaymlari; 1991, pp. 238-244 cited in Senol-Cantek, 2011, pp. 86-
87.
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Revolution, he firstly had to visit Ankara and experience the spirit of development and

. 4
devotion.’

Thus, Ankara became the symbol of the revolutionary character of the period. Being the
capital city, its physical appearance was given great importance, as it would represent a
modern identity. Ankara became the "heart of the nation", not just for its strategic location
but also because of the sentimental connections that it developed during the Independence
War. Ankara would become a school for the (re)construction of Anatolia, with the provision
of modern daily life to its citizens. As Ankara became the capital city, from all around the
country and especially from Istanbul, migrations began and its population started to increase,
transforming it from a small town with a small population into a crowded, jammed, and

constantly developing capital city.

2.2. The Search for a Plan: The Urban Development

With the constantly increasing population and the need of housing and new public and office
buildings, the new capital city of Ankara required an urban development plan. According to
Tankut, establishment and construction of a capital city, fully and in a very short period, is a
twentieth century phenomenon.” Forming a capital city could only have political meanings,
especially when there is no economic contribution to the welfare of the country; instead, it is
a financial burden.”® The capitalization of Ankara caused large economic problems for the
government. Even the employment chances in the construction industry and new institutions

and need of labor service could not close the early economic gap. *’

Four days after the announcement of Ankara as the capital, on October 17, 1923, an
agreement was formed by the Council of Ministers (Bakanlar Kurulu) that the Municipality
of Ankara should be re-established with the standards of a modern institution of the capital

city.”™ It was agreed that a capital city should not only be symbolic but it should provide a

5* Giindiiz, Aka. "Ankara'y1 Propoganda Ediyorum", Milliyet, 4 Nisan 1933, No:2568 cited in Sarioglu, 2011, p. 32. Also see:
Stephan Ronart, "Bugiiniin Tiirkiyesi", Atatiirk'e Saygt, M. Ozgii (translator). Ankara: TDK Yay.; 1969, p. 358.

55 Tankut, 1993, p. 35.

%% There are four major capital city establishments in the twentieth century: Canberra, Ankara, Brasilia and Islamabad. Four
capitals are the product of a political decision and action. See: Tankut, 1993, pp. 21-35.

" Tankut, 1993, p. 36.

58 Cengizkan, 2004, p. 15 and "Document 6" in "Belgeler", p. 143.
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proper lifestyle required by contemporary/modern world. For this reason, the "new" Ankara
had to be formed separately from the "old" Ankara, which had developed naturally and

organically.”

The first attempts to modernize Ankara started with the transformation of the small
municipality.”’ The Municipality of Ankara (Sehremaneti) was officially organized by the
Council of Ministers with the official regulation number 417 on February 16, 1924.° Even
though it was based on the Ottoman capital Istanbul's model, there were also many
differences: Istanbul's population was shrinking while Ankara's was fast increasing; Istanbul
had been a historic city while Ankara's historic Old City would only form a small historic
core of a larger modern city. In addition, this historic core was considered very adverse for

the new lifestyle and culture of the national bourgeoisie.”

Ankara was very plain in 1923; the city was defined by two opposite sites: one side was that
of the Grand Assembly, and the other of the Tas School (Tas Mektep) (Figure 2.3), both
remaining from the late Ottoman period.” The Republican government was following the
method of Haydar Bey, the Istanbul Mayor (Sehremini) Haydar Bey,” who had succeeded in
finding new finances, helped to develop the infrastructure of the city, and established the
Nisantas1 Bread Factory (Ekmek Fabrikast) and a modern fire department. Haydar Bey was
invited to Ankara to re-organize the Ankara Municipality, to find new sources of revenue,

and to re-construct and develop the city. He started working on June 8, 1924.%

Before 1924, an application committee had been established to work with the Municipality,

formed by groups of six from the Upper Face (Yukar: Yiiz) and the Lower Face (4dsag: Yiiz)

%% Tankut, 1993, p. 44.

8 Ergin, Osman. Tiirkiye'de Sehirciligin Tarihi Ingifak:. istanbul: Cumhuriyet Matbaast; 1936, p. 133 cited in Tankut, 1993,
p.49.

%! Sarioglu, 2001, pp. 43-44. The reason of this four-month delay was due to the fact that the country was dual-centered for a
period, i.e. although a new government was established in Ankara, the Ottoman government in Istanbul also remained until
March 3, 1924 when the Caliphate was abolished. See: Yavuz, 1952, p. 12.

52 Tankut, 1993, p. 49.
% Sarioglu, 2001, p. 49.

% The first mayor (sehremini) of Ankara, Mehmet Ali Bey, was soon retired, as he was found insufficient. Haydar Bey was
invited as the second mayor, and started working on June 8, 1924. See: Sarioglu, 2001, p. 43-44.

% Sarioglu, 2001, p. 43-44.
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regions of the city, i.e. those districts in and around, and at the outskirts of the citadel. The

committee was called Ankara Community Municipality (4dnkara Cemiyyet-i Belediyyesi).*®

Maps were prepared as well in those early years.”” The first known map of Ankara had been
prepared in the Ottoman period by the Prussian Major Baron von Vincke in 1838, which
was used as the base to prepare the map of Ankara in 1924.% This 1/4000 scale map was
prepared by the military cartographers (Figure 2.3).”Another map was prepared as well, as
an additional document attached to the article law of 583, showing the expropriation of
lands.”" This plan of the new settlement areas, Yenischir as the area began to be called, was
named as the "cadastral plan" even though it was too large in scale and it had no cadastral
information (Figure 2.4). It was a document of direction and size of the new development
areas. Both were prepared by the support of the Municipality but did not provide any
information about the future urban development.”” However, with the 1924 map, major

decisions on urban planning of the areas from the Old City to the Station were made.

The first urban development plan of Ankara was planned by a member of the istanbul
Construction Commission, a German architect, Dr. Carl Christopher Lorcher (1884-1966).
He arrived in Ankara in 1924, the same year when mayor Haydar Bey was appointed to

Ankara. There were two plans of Lorcher, one prepared in 1924 for the Old City, the Ulus

% Tekeli, Ilhan. "Tiirkiye'de Kent Planlanmasinin Tarihsel Kokenleri" in Tiirkive'de Imar Planlanmasi. Ankara: ODTU
Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Basim Isligi; 1980, p. 54 cited in Tankut, 1993, p. 49.

87 Cengizkan, 2004, pp. 19-21.
6% Cengizkan, 2004, pp. 19-21.

% According to Tanst Senyapili, the first of these maps were prepared in 1921 by the military cartographers. See: Senyapili,
Tansi. Ankara Kentinde Gecekondu Geligsimi (1923-1960). Ankara: Kent-Koop.; 1985, p. 5.

" During the War of Independence, which began in Anatolia under the leadership of Mustafa Kemal Pasa, 22 militant officers
attendant in the Map Department of the Ministry of War in Istanbul, had reached Ankara through Inebolu in April, 1921. After
the first group, more officers from the Map Department came to Ankara in groups and they started working. The keys of
storages of tools of the Map Department in Istanbul were kept by the French. These officers accessed the tool storages (of the
Map Department) from the roofs and collected the tools. When coming to Ankara, they brought with them the tools they
collected (Ulkekul, 1998, pp. 49-51). By this means, the triangulation of the city plan and topographical land studies of Ankara
were completed and 1/4000 scale Map of Ankara was printed (Ulkekul, 1998, p. 83). At the left bottom of the map, the writing
informs: "Sevval 1340 (1924) tarihli Miidafaa-i Milliye Vekdleti Harita Dairesi Istanbul Matbaacilikta tab olunmugtur" |
"Published in 1924, printed in Planning Department of the Ministry of National Defense Istanbul Press". For more information
see: Giinel, Gokge; Kilci, Ali. "Ankara Sehri 1924 Haritast: Eski Bir Haritada Ankara'yt Tamimak" in Ankara Arastirmalar:
Dergisi; Haziran 2015, pp. 78-104, p. 79. Here Giinel & Kilci refer to: Ulkekul, C. (1998). Tiirk haritacilik tarihi. Istanbul:
Donence Basim Yayin Hizmetleri. Also see: Tankut, p. 54.

" Tankut, 1993, p. 54.

2 Tankut, 1993, p. 54.
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district (Figure.2.5), and the second prepared in 1925 for the New City, the Yenisehir

district.”

Figure 2.3: 1/4000 Scale Ankara City Map. Prepared by the Planning Department of the Ministry of National

Defense. Printed in Istanbul Press. Year: 1340 in Hicri Calendar, 1924 in Gregorian Calendar.
(Personal Archive of Ahmet Yiiksel)’*

3 Sar1oglu, 2001, p. 49-50.

™ Giinel, Gokge; Kilei, Ali. "Ankara Sehri 1924 Haritasi: Eski Bir Haritada Ankara'yt Tanimak" in Ankara Arastirmalar:
Dergisi; Haziran 2015, pp. 78-104.
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der Torkiscnen Hauotumd Residenzsiad

ANSORA.

Figure 2.5: Lorcher's Plan of the Old City, Ankara.
"Bebauungsplan der Tiirkischen Haupt und Residenzstadt Angora” (Zoning of the Capital City of the
Turks and Residential Settlement Areas of Ankara). Scale: 1/2000. Prepared in 1924 (Cengizkan,
2004, p. 39).
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The idea of constructing a "new" city might have occurred as the Old City did not provide
enough urban lands for development and construction. This dual city system had initially
been put forward by Chester Enterprise Project while searching for the location of the "new
and modern Ankara". The "dual structure" (ikili yapt), refers to the old (traditional) and new
(modern) parts within the newly developing capital city. The idea of the formation of a
"New City" occurred when it was realized that the urban lands that could be produced within
the existing city limits were not satisfactory enough. Additionally, the property problem, and
the costs that would be required to improve the already existing building stock and
infrastructure would slow down the development progress. On the other hand, the
construction of the New City, further and independent from the Old City, would be easier,
and the simultaneous protection of the traditional fabric would be a gain.” Lorcher even
stated that the planning of the Old City was considerably difficult due to the narrow streets,
traditional houses, and steep lands.” It was also considered that the idea of the "New City"
would provide the conservation of the historic city center naturally and prevent harm to the
traditional fabric. Additionally, the construction of the "new" would always be easier than
the improvement and reconstruction of the "old" due to the property problems, topographical

layout and already existing infrastructure.

The Old City (Ulus) developed with the initial decisions of Lorcher such as the provision of
the main axes within the Old City, the formation of new streets and squares with sentimental
and ideological meanings, and the organization of the "new" neighborhoods/settlement
zones within the Old City. The plan, being the first and only plan for the development of the
new capital until 1929, shaped the blocks/lot-building relations, height of buildings,
construction requirements and division of lands, and it contributed to the infrastructure of
the city such as constructing pedestrian and vehicular roads, installation of electric, water
drainage/water supply and gas lines.”” In this part, the plan and its effects on the Old City
will be defined by discussing the old regions that were reorganized in the Lorcher Plan, the
new regions that he proposed, the newly defined squares with ideological meanings and the
old ones (the gathering areas, bazaars), the old streets that were widened & improved, and

the newly defined streets.

5 Cengizkan states that this idea was already in the minds of the leaders since 1921. See: Cengizkan, 2004, p.57, for more
information on Chester Enterprise Project, also see: Cengizkan, 2004, pp. 29-31.

76 Cengizkan; 2004, p. 58.

" Cengizkan, 2004, p. 73.
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Figure 2.6: Neighborhoods, Places, Streets, and Squares in Lorcher's 1924 Old City Plan of Ankara. Names of places are added by the author.
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19TH CENTURY AND AFTER
TELEGRAPH & POSTAL OFFICE 1860

Z

GUREBA HOSPITAL 1881 - 1889 - 1895
THE CLOCK TOWER 1884
TASHAN 1896
TAS MEKTEP 1892
THE STATION 1892
HUKUMET KONAGI 1897
(THE GOVERNMENT HOUSE)

MEKTEB- SANAYI 1905
(THE INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL)
DARULMUALLIMIN 1907
(THE VOCATIONAL SCHOOL)

GRAND NATIONAL ASSEMBLY 1920

AFTER REPUBLIC

PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS

11. GRAND NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BUILDING (HALK FIRKASI MAHFELI) (VEDAT TEK) ULUS 1924

MINISTRY OF FINANCE (MALIYE VEKALETI) (MIMAR YAHYA AHMET MUHENDIS IRFAN) ULUS 1925

MINISTRY OF HEALTH (SIHHAT VE ICTIMAI MUAVENET VEKALETI) (THEODOR JOST) SIHHIYE 1926-27

MINISTRY OF CULTURE (HARICIYE VEKALETI/ KULTUR BAKANLIGI) (ARIF HIKMET) ULUS 1927

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (MILLI MUDAFAA VEKALET ) (HOLZMEISTER) BAKANLIKLAR 1927

MINISTRY OF PUBLIC WORKS AND SETTLEMENT (NAFIA VEKALETI BINASI/ BAYINDIRLIK VE ISKAN BAKANLIGI)

(HOLZMEISTER) BAKANLIKLAR 1929

SECURITY BUILDINGS

COURTHOUSE (ADLIYE SARAYI) (TAHSIN BEY) ULUS 192526

ERKAN-I HARBIYE REISLIGI DAIRES] (GENEL KURMAY BASKANLIK BINASI) (HOLZMEISTER) 1929-30

SCHOOLS

GAZI & LATIFE SCHOOLS (MUKBIL KEMAL TA$) ULUS 192426

SCHOOL OF MUSIC TEACHERS (MUSIKI MUALLIM MEKTEBI) (EGLI) CEBECI 1927-1929

TRADE SCHOOL (TICARET LISESI) (EGLI) 1928-30

INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE (YUKSEK ZIRAAT VE BAYTAR ENSTITUSU) (EGLI) DISKAPI 1928-33

(HIFZISSIHHA OKULU) (ROBERT ORLEY) 192832

INSTITUDE OF HEALTH (REFIK SAYDAM MERKEZ HIFZISSIHHA ENSTITUSU)

(THEODOR JOST VE ROBERT ORLEY) SIHHIYE 192732

BANKS

ASI MERKEZI IDARE BINASI (MONGERI) ULUS 192629

Nu BANKASI A.§. ANKARA SUBESI (MONGERI) ULUS 1926

TURKIYE I$ BANRASI IDARE MERKEZI (MONGERI) ULUS 1929
OTHER
ANKARA FOUNDATION\HOTEL (ANKARA PALAS) (VEDAT TEK - KEMALETTIN BEY) 192428

ART AND SCULPTUR SCREVIBINASL TURK OCAGI MERKEZI / RESIM HEYKEL MUZESI) (ARIF HIKMET) SIHHIYE 1927-30

CEBECI ASRI MEZARLIGI
(CEBECi CEMETERY)

I ® :
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Figure 2.7: Neighborhoods, Places, Streets, and Squares shaped into the final form of the Old City at the end of the 1920s.

Prepared by the author based on the 1924 Ankara Municipality Map, Lorcher's 1924 Old City Plan and Jansen's 1928 Old City Plan.
32
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