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ABSTRACT

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

Kalkan Acikkapi, Duygu
Ph.D. Program in History of Architecture
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

October 2019, 215 pages

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment in the northern
Anatolian town of Amasya from the late period of the Ottoman Empire to the early
period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement history of
Amasya as a city with distinctive geographical characteristics, by analyzing the
transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing socio-cultural,

economic and political contexts.

The analysis starts by focusing on the essential urban nodes formed by public
buildings and places in the city center and the neighborhoods as the newly emerged
defining elements in the Ottoman and Republican urban contexts. Then, the focus
is widened to understand the determining urban routes experienced along the
waterfront as the main element of city form, in the landscapes of public use, and
through the transportation network provided in the city during the chronological
frame of the study. Examining the transformation of the built environment in

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

v



early Republican periods, the study analyses the changing layers of the city in order

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

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

Urban History
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AMASYA’DA YAPILI CEVRENIN GEC OSMANLI DONEMINDEN ERKEN
CUMHURIYET DONEMINE DONUSUMU

Kalkan Acikkapi, Duygu
Doktora, Mimarlik Tarihi Programi1

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

Ekim 2019, 215 sayfa

Bu ¢aligma, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun ge¢ déneminden Tiikiye Cumhuriyeti’nin
erken donemine uzanan bir siire¢ igerisinde, Kuzey Anadolu’da yer alan Amasya
kentinin yapili ¢cevresinin degisimine odaklanmaktadir. Yapili ¢evrenin dontisiimii
sosyo-kiiltiirel, ekonomik ve politik baglamlarina gore analiz edilerek, 6zgiin
cografi unsurlara sahip olan Amasya’nin yerlesim tarihinin degerlendirilmesi

hedeflenmektedir.

Oncelikle, Amasya'nin ge¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumbhuriyet kentsel baglamlarmin
yeni ortaya ¢ikan tanimlayici elemanlar1 olarak, kent merkezinde ve mahallelerde
yer alan kamu yapilar1 ve kamusal alanlarin sekillendirdigi kentsel diigiim noktalar1
analiz edilmistir. Ardindan, kent formunun ana unsuru olan irmak kiyis1 boyunca,
kamusal acik alanlarda ve kentte olusturulan yeni ulasim aginda deneyimlenen
kentsel rotalar1 anlamak tlizere odak genisletilmistir. Amasya’nin yapili ¢evresinin
ge¢ Osmanli doneminden erken Cumhuriyet donemine gecirdigi doniistimii kentsel
diigim noktalar1 ve rotalar lizerinden inceleyen ¢alisma, doniisiim siirecinde
korunan, yeniden kullanilan ve kaybedilenleri degerlendirmek iizere kentin degisen

katmanlarini analiz etmektedir.
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Anahtar Kelimeler: Amasya, Ge¢ Osmanli Mimarligi, Erken Cumhuriyet

Mimarhigi, Kent Tarihi
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To the memory of Architect Ismail Hakk1 Goztas
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and Scope

This study focuses on the transformation of the built environment in the central
northern Anatolian town of Amasya from the late period of the Ottoman Empire to
the early period of the Turkish Republic. The aim is to evaluate the settlement
history of Amasya as a city with distinctive geographical characteristics, by
analyzing the transformation of its built environment in relation to the changing
socio-cultural, economic and political contexts, and to discuss what was preserved,

re-used and lost in the process of change.

Focusing on this former Ottoman and later Turkish Anatolian city, the purpose is
to demonstrate continuities and ruptures in the formation of its built environment
from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century. Studying these periods is
based on the transformation of the institutional structure of the Ottoman Empire
that affected the construction of public buildings in the city in the late nineteenth
century, and the transformation witnessed after the establishment of the Turkish
Republic in the early twentieth century that further changed its built environment.
The study of the city’s different periods of the late Ottoman Empire and the early
Turkish Republic respectively, requires analyzing the transition from the Ottoman
to the Republican contexts in terms of the urban transformations that caused
changes while also presenting continuities in the definition and usage of the urban
space. The focus on Amasya, which has not been researched thoroughly, makes this
study significant in terms of producing new knowledge about the settlement history

of the city.



Through the late Ottoman and early Republican periods, architectural and urban
transformations of the city took place in horizontal and vertical layers in relation to
the resettlement of cultural and ethnic groups after socio-political events such as
migrations as well as human responses to natural disasters. In addition, public
buildings and spaces were constructed, destructed as well as re-used during these
periods as a result of mainly state dominated practices. As such, the study examines
the transformation of the built environment in the city through the political changes
along with social and economic changes by understanding the multi-contextual
structure of the city and the changes in these contexts, in order to understand how
the multiple layers of the city overlapped with each other and to evaluate the urban

change along these lines.

In this frame of analysis, public buildings and public places as well as larger
neighborhoods created nodes in the urban system. These nodes were connected to
each other by defined routes, creating urban layers and hence a multilayered urban
structure. As such, the built environment in Amasya was formed and transformed
through not only its physical aspects but also its production and re-production
depending on the socio-cultural, economic, and political factors, which created

different layers.!

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

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

! For theoretical approaches to the morphological formation of the city, see: Patrick Geddes, Cities
in Evolution (London: Williams & Norgate, 1915); Lewis Mumford, The City in History, Its Origins,
Its Transformations and Its Prospects (New York: Harcourt, Brace & Word, 1961); Leonardo
Benevolo, The History of the City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1988); Colin Rowe and Fred
Koetter, Collage City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2006); Attilio Petruccioli, After Amnesia:
Learning from the Islamic Mediterranean Urban Fabric (Bari: ICAR, 2007); Aldo Rossi, The
Architecture of the City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2007); Karl Kropf, “Aspects of Urban Form,”
Urban Morphology 13, no. 2 (2009): 105-120; Kevin Lynch, The Image of the City (Cambridge,
MA: The MIT Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Richard Tobias, The City Shaped: Urban Patterns
and Meanings Through History (New York: Bulfinch Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Greg Castillo,
The City Assembled: The Elements of Urban Form Through History (New York, NY: Thames &
Hudson, 2014); Alain Borie, Pierre Micheloni and Pierre Pinon, Form ve Deformasyon Mimari ve
Kentsel Nesnelerin Form ve Deformasyonu (Istanbul: Janus Yayincilik, 2019).



administrators, and tradesmen. The physical transformation of the city of Amasya
from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century, and the political and natural
events that affected this transformation, are examined and evaluated by also
emphasizing the roles of different actors in the city, especially the active roles of

state administrators.

In the late Ottoman period, the state aimed to reform its system in order to adopt
contemporary political and economic changes initially witnessed in Western
European countries by the impacts of the Industrial Revolution and the French
Revolution. In this regard, starting with the Tanzimat Edict of 1839,% various
regulations and organizational models were implemented in military, political,
economic, and administrative fields, affecting the formation of the built
environment. Contemporary changes in trade, religion, and technology, resulting in
migrations and wars, also resulted in transformations in the the built environment.
The spatial layout of Amasya also began to change in the second half of the
nineteenth century in relation to contemporary in demographics, economy and

politics.

The transformations in the administrative hierarchy, population, and business-trade
in the second half of the nineteenth century affected the spatial structure of Ottoman

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

2 The Tanzimat period was the result of the Nizam-i-Jadid reforms. The reforms named as Islahat
started with the initiation of Selim III and continued during the reign of Mahmud II. These attempts
of transformation continued in the organizational level with the proclamation of the Tanzimat Edict,
which brought new organizational models and regulations in all areas, including the field of
architecture. The arrangements made in the Tanzimat period also formed the basis of laws, and
regulations in the Turkish Republic. Afife Batur, “Batililagma Doneminde Osmanli Mimarligt,”
Tanzimat tan Cumhuriyet’e Tiirkive Ansiklopedisi, 1038-1967 (Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlar1, 1985),
1046-1047. For detailed information, see: Carter Vaughn Findley, Turkey, Islam, Nationalism, and
Modernity: A history, 1789-2007, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010).

3 Sevgi Aktiire, “17. Yiizy1l Basindan 19. Yiizyil Ortasina Kadarki Dénemde Anadolu Osmanlh
Sehrinde Sehirsel Yapinin Degisme Siireci,” METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, I, no. I,
(Ankara, 1975): 123-124. Jean-Luc Arnaud, “Modernization of the Cities of the Ottoman Empire

3



traditional architectural products were replaced with the newly required building
programs, especially for administrative and educational buildings that were seen as
influention in the contemporary modernization* process. Thus, this research focuses
on the modernization process of Amasya, which started in the late Ottoman period
and continued in the early Republican period, and comparatively evaluates the
remaking of the fabric of the city in this process.’ The modernization process that
had started with the Tanzimat reforms® replaced the traditional arrangements based
on Islamic rules with governmental institutions.” During the late Ottoman period,
new building types such as military barracks, schools, railway stations, and
administrative buildings were constructed with the formation of related new
institutions. New regulations were also arranged on roads and buildings. These
regulations continued to be intact during the early Republican period by

infrastructural and transportation improvement, industrial development, and

(1800-1920),” The City in the Islamic World, Salma K. Jayyusi, André Raymond, Attilio Petruccioli
and Renata Holod (eds.), (Leiden, Boston: Brill, 2008): 957.

4 The term “modernization” is used to describe the process of social development that is featured by
technological improvements and industrialization, urbanization, increase in population, demand for
national state managed by democratic governance and bureaucratic institution, the rise of the mass
communication systems, and an expansion of (capitalist) world market that conflicts with tradition.
Hilde Heynen, Architecture and Modernity A Critique, (The MIT Press, 1999): 8, 10.

5 Zeynep Celik, The Remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman City in the Nineteenth Century,
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993); Halil Inalcik, Donald Quataert and Suraiya
Faroghi, An economic and social history of the Ottoman Empire: 1600-1914, (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2000); Sibel Bozdogan, Modernism and Nation Building: Turkish
Architectural Culture in the Early Republic, (University of Washington Press, 2001).

¢ Before the declaration of the Tanzimat reforms in 1839, the administrative center did not exist as
an element in the physical fabric of sanjaks because the rulers did not live in their places of duty.
Instead, they managed the city from istanbul. Also, there was not any specific public building for
Ottoman civil servants who were on duty in towns such as kadi, subas: and other state officials; they
usually carried out their duties at their houses.

" Bozdogan, Modernism and Nation Building, 56-57.



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

buildings necessary for the functioning of the new state.

In this context, the main interventions in the built environment that shaped the city
center in Amasya were the construction of public buildings and the destruction of
the characteristic multi-ethnic neighborhoods. The first one emerged after the
modernization process by the construction of new types of public buildings
commissioned by the state. The actors influential in the decision-making process of
contemporary cities implemented regulations in line with the idealized European
models® that developed in technology, industry, and urbanization. Thereby, in the
context of Amasya, the first institutional buildings were constructed in 1863 with
the initiative of Governor Ziya Pasa.’ Secondly, the multi-ethnic character of the
population was lost especially after the fire in 1915 that created a vast area, namely
Yanginyeri, until the re-planning of the site by the implementation of mass housing-
projects in 1949. For this reason, the chronological focus of this study covers the
period from the 1860s to the 1940s, specifying the time of Ziya Pasa as a starting
point for the implementation of modernization projects in the city, and the

construction of the residential complex (Yiizevier) in Yanginyeri as an ending point

8 The model here was mainly the transformations of Paris by Haussmann see: Zeynep Celik, The
remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1993).

® Ziya Pasa as an administrator, poet, and writer, was much concerned to improve administrative
practice in the Ottoman Empire. In 1855 he gained a position as a secretary at the Imperial Palace.
By the advice of Edhem Pasa, he concentrated on learning French and made numerous translations
from French. In 1861 Sultan Abdiilmecid died and after a while, Ziya Pasa disagreed with Ali Pasa
during the domination of Fuad and Ali Pasas as grand viziers. He was appointed as Ministry of
Police (Zabtiye Nezareti), then Ministry of Athens. After a short period, he was sent to Anatolian
provinces with new assignments in a short period. Lastly, in Amasya, his works were checked by
inspectors with the instructions of Ali Pasa. Until his death, he lived a miserable life in Anatolian
provinces. See: Serif Mardin, The Genesis of Young Ottoman Thought. A study in the modernization
of Turkish political ideas, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1962), 337-339. Ziya Pasa who
was one of the Young Ottoman intellectuals, was charged as a state official on December 1863. See:
Kenan Akyiiz, Ziya Pasa’nin Amasya mutasarrifigi sirasindaki olaylar, (Ankara: Ankara
Universitesi Basimevi, 1964), 2.



that completely transformed the urban fabric by a modern type of housing and street

regulations.

1.2. Literature Review and Methodology

Aiming to evaluate the changing characteristics of the built environment, this study
mainly gets use of the literature on urban history.'® Research on urban history
requires multi- and cross-disciplinary approaches to understand the interactions on
a broader scale. In that, the shift in historical research methodology in architecture
from the examination of stylistic-formal appearance to social contexts and meaning
under the various circumstances of the built environment is to be noted. As Celik
and Favro state, “Monumental urban constructs are currently being reexamined by
architectural historians anxious to understand the ‘why’ and ‘how’ behind the
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stylistic ‘what.”” Hence, urban space defined/constructed according to socio-
cultural, economic, and political transformations, is not only to be examined in
order to understand what was the result in terms of the built environment, but the
aim is also to evaluate “why” and “how” such transformations existed in the urban

context.'!

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

environmental history'? in order to demonstrate the relations between architectural

10 There are different perspectives on writing the urban historiography such as modernist, nationalist
and post-colonialist discourses, decline/dissolution paradigm, Conzenian and Muratorian traditions,
Space Syntax theory, and the use of Geographic Information Systems technology. For the literature
on the new approaches in urban historiography, see: Zeynep Celik and Diane Favro, “Methods of
Urban History”, Journal of Architectural Education, vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988): 4-9; Nancy Stieber,
“Microhistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,” Journal of the Society
of Architectural Historians, 58(3), (1999): 382-391; Shane Ewen, What is Urban History?
(Cambridge: Polity Press, 2016).

1 Zeynep Celik and Diane Favro, “Methods of Urban History,” Journal of Architectural Education,
vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988), 4-9, 5.

12 By taking into account environmental aspects, it is aimed to conduct a diversified approach in
history of architecture that relates architectural and urban developments with natural as well as
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and urban production with the geomorphological characteristics of settlements. The
geography, climate, and environmental aspects affected construction decisions and
physical fabrics of cities. The investigation of natural disasters is also required for
explaining the role of nature on significant changes in the urban form such as

architectural destructions or ruptures in the built environment.

As a result of socio-cultural, economic, political as well as natural factors, the
formation and transformation of cities present a network of relations. Stieber
explains this type of a complex network in the history of urbanism through topics
such as power, patronage, representation, social control, urban identity, territory,

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

The life of buildings after their completion becomes as important as
their genesis. The aim is to bring to our attention the many levels of
representation in which the city is involved: building, and architectural
practices; material, physical, and spatial forms; human action, behavior,
protests, celebrations, and contestations.'?

Other scholars point out different concepts while explaining the variety of the layers
in the city; Marshall et al., for example, construct the use of the palimpsest
metaphor “for visualizing how new urban forms and ways of life are inscribed upon

existing spaces and habits.” They stressed out that:

human factors. For recent studies on environmental history, see: William Cronon, Nature's
Metropolis: Chicago and the Great West, (New York: W.W. Norton, 1997); Alan Mikhail, Nature
and Empire in Ottoman Egypt: An Environmental History, (New York, N.Y: Cambridge University
Press, 2013); Sam White, The Climate of Rebellion in the Early Modern Ottoman Empire.
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013); David J. Marshall, Lynn A. Stacheli, Dima Smaira
and Konstantin Kastrissianakis, “Narrating Palimpsestic Spaces,” Environment and Planning A:
Economy and Space, 49(5), (2017): 1163-1180.

13 Nancy Stieber, “Microhistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,”
Journal of the Society of Architectural Historians, 58 (3), (1999): 387.



All cities undergo processes of palimpsestic decay and reconstruction,
and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect exemplary forms
of ‘heritage’ while neglecting or destroying other urban histories.'*

As the focus of analysis is on Amasya as exemplary of such layered contexts of
cities, literature on the history of the city is also central to the study. The choice of
Amasya to be studied among other central Anatolian cities is mainly related to the
lack of the existing literature on the history of Anatolian cities during the late
Ottoman and early Republican periods.'® The lack of interest in these periods could
depend on factors such as the contemporary decline of the political, economic and
social potentials of these cities, and the resultant physical restrictions in their built

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

14 David J. Marshall, Lynn A. Staeheli, Dima Smaira and Konstantin Kastrissianakis, “Narrating
Palimpsestic Spaces,” Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 49(5), (2017): 1164.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X17690531

15 There is limited and recently developing literature on late Ottoman and early Republican urban
and architectural history of Anatolia except Istanbul, izmir and Ankara. For example, see: Sevgi
Aktiire, “Osmanlt Devletinde Tasra Kentlerindeki Degisimler”, Tanzimat tan Cumhuriyet’e Tiirkiye
Ansiklopedisi, 4, (Istanbul: iletisim Yaynlar1, 1985), 891-904; Kemal Ahmet Ar. , Tiirk kenti: Tiirk
kent dokularimin incelenmesine ve bugiinkii kosullar icinde degerlendirilmesine iliskin yontem
arastirmasi. (Istanbul: Yapi-Endiistri Merkezi Yaymlari, 1998); Necdet Sakaoglu, 20. yiizyi/
basinda Osmanli kentleri, (Istanbul: Deniz Kiiltiir, 2010); Yasemin Avci, Bir Osmanli Anadolu
Kentinde Tanzimat Reformlar: ve Kentsel Déniigiim: Denizli, 1839-1908. istanbul: Yeditepe, 2010;
Musa Cadirci, Tanzimat Siirecinde Tiirkiye: Anadolu Kentleri. Tiilay Ercoskun (ed.) (Ankara: imge
Kitabevi, 2011); Suat Cabuk, “Kayseri’nin Cumhuriyet Dénemi’ndeki ilk Kent Diizenlemesi: 1933
Caylak Plam,” METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, 29, 2, (Dec., 2012): 63-87; Sidika
Cetin, “Ge¢ Osmanlidan Erken Cumhuriyete I¢ Bat1 Anadolu'da Kentsel Yapinin Degisimi: Manisa,
Afyon, Burdur ve Isparta kentleri Uzerine Karsilagtirmali Bir inceleme,” METU Journal of the
Faculty of Architecture, 29, 2, (Dec., 2012): 89-126. For a critique of the exclusionary approach that
focus on central cities in architectural historiography of the twentieth century in Turkey, see: Elvan
Altan Ergut, “Cumhuriyet Dénemi Mimarligt: Tanimlar, Sinirlar, Olanaklar” Tiirkiye Arastirmalar:
Literatiir Dergisi, 7, no. 13. (2009): 121-130.



Amasya,' mainly on the fifteenth-eighteenth centuries period,!” analyzing its
demographical, administrative, and financial structure and the physical formation
of the city in the age of the Islamic expansion and the revolts that took place in the
city.!® On the other hand, the research on twentieth-century Amasya is mainly about
its place in the national struggle and the Amasya Declaration.'” A few studies have
focused on the built environment of the city during the late nineteenth and early

twentieth centuries. One of the useful sources is Kani Kuzucular’s unpublished

16 See: Leyla A. Turgut, “Seljuk Cities in Northern Anatolia-Amasya-Tokat-Sivas,” Tiirkiye Turing
ve Otomobil Kurumu Belleteni, (Istanbul, 1960); Sevgi Aktiire, 19. Yiizyil Sonunda Anadolu Kenti
Mekénsal Yapr Coziimlemesi, (Ankara: ODTU Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Bask1 Atdlyesi, 1978); Alain
Borie, Pierre Pinon and Stéphane Yerasimos, “Tokat: Essai sur 1'Architecture Domestique et la
Forme Urbaine”, Anatolia Moderna, 1, (1991): 239-273; Leila T. Erder and Suraiya Faroghi, “The
Development of the Anatolian Urban Network during the Sixteenth Century”, Journal of Economic
and Social History of the Orient, 23, no. 3, (Oct., 1980); Suraiya Faroghi, Towns and Townsmen of
Ottoman Anatolia: Trade, Crafts and Food Production in an Urban Setting, 1520-1650, (Cambridge
University Press, 1984).

17 The extensive studies on these periods include: Petra Kappert, Die Osmanischen Prinzen und lhre
Residenz Amasya in 15. Und 16. Jahrhundert. (Ist: Netherlands Archeological Institute, Leiden,
1976); Ahmet Simsirgil, “1520 tarihli tapu-tahrir defterine gére Amasya Sancagi,” (PhD diss.,
Atatiirk Universitesi, 1985); Oktay Ozel, “Changes in Settlement Patterns, Population and Society
in Rural Anatolia: A Case Study of Amasya, 1576—1642” (PhD diss., University of Manchester,
1993); Adnan Giirbiiz, “Toprak-Vakif Iliskileri Cercevesinde XVI. Yiizyilda Amasya Sancag,”
(PhD diss., Ankara Universitesi, 1993); Sema Giindiiz, “Osmanli Beyligi Mimarisinde Anadolu
Selcuklu Gelenegi,” (PhD diss., Hacettepe Universitesi, 2006); Hiiseyin Giines, “Lale Devri’nde
Amasya (XVIIL Yiizyilin Ikinci Ceyregi,” (PhD diss., Ondokuz Mayis Universitesi, 2001); Hasan
Karatas, “The City as a Historical Actor: The Urbanization and Ottomanization of the Halvetiye Sufi
Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries,” (PhD diss., University of
California, Berkeley, 2011); Sibel Kavakli, “XVIIL. Yiizyilin Ikinci Yarisinda Amasya (Ser’iyye
Sicillerine Gére), (PhD diss., Gazi Universitesi, 2011); Oktay Ozel, The Collapse of Rural Order in
Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 1576-1643, (Leiden: Brill, 2016). Mustafa Caghan Keskin, “Osmanl
Vilayet-i Rum’unun Insasi (Baniler-Vakiflar-Mimari Aktorler): Yorgiic Pasa Ailesinin Mimari
Etkinligi (1429-1494),” (PhD diss., Istanbul Teknik Universitesi, 2017).

18 Mostly ser’iyye sicilleri (court registers) and tahrir defterleri (tax registers) were used in these
studies.

19 The Amasya Declaration dated June 21, 1919, was prepared in Amasya and emphasized to defend
the nation during the Turkish Independence War. See, for example: Mehmet Kilig, Amasya Tamimi
ve Protokolii, (Amasya Valiligi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2009); Hiiseyin Meng, Milli Miicadele Yillarinda
Amasya: Portreler, Belgeler, (Ankara, 1992).



doctoral thesis on the physical structure of the city,?’ which frames an extended
period from the evolution of the city in ancient periods to the Republican period. It
also provides information on buildings and their locations, demographic data,
economic and administrative changes. It includes detailed information on the
development of the physical structure of Amasya by using archival documents, base
maps, and aerial photographs. Gediz Urak’s doctoral dissertation on the city pattern
and buildings of the city?! covers the Turkish period construction facilities of
Amasya. It presents chronological documentation of historical monuments with
their plans and photographs. Besides, three critical studies were carried out by Y.
Cagatay Seckin on the evaluation of the open space transformations in Amasya, by
Serdar Balci on the socio-political and cultural context of Amasya, and by Eren
Senol on the urbanization and urban problems of the city during the Republican
period.?? In addition, there also exist recent studies on the social, economic, and
political history of Amasya by Edip Uzundal and Sadik Cetin.?* There are also
unpublished theses written for restoration proposals, especially for the river-front
buildings and the relation between cultural heritage and tourism potential in the

historic districts in the case of Amasya.?*

20 Kani Kuzucular, “Amasya Kenti’nin Fiziksel Yapisinin Tarihsel Gelisimi,” (PhD diss., Istanbul
Teknik Universitesi, 1994).

2l Gediz Urak, “Amasya’nin Tiirk Devri Sehir Dokusu ve Yapilarinin Analiz ve Degerlendirilmesi,”
(PhD diss., Gazi Universitesi, 1994).

2 Y. Cagatay Seckin, “Tarihi Kentlerdeki Agik Mekanlarin Degisen Kullanimlarinim

Degerlendirilmesi: Amasya Ornegi,” (PhD diss., ITU, 2005); Serdar Balci, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde
Amasya (1923-1950) ‘Idari, Siyasi, Sosyal ve Kiiltiirel Yap1, (PhD diss., Atatiirk Universitesi, 2014)
and Eren Senol, “Amasya’nin Cumhuriyet Dénemi Kentsel Gelisim Siireci ve Kentlesme Sorunlari,”
(PhD diss., Ankara Universitesi, 2010).

2 Edip Uzundal, “Sultan II. Abdiilhamid Dénemi’nde Amasya Sancag (Sosyal, Ekonomik, idari ve
Demografik Yapi),” (PhD diss., Gaziosmanpasa Universitesi, 2017); Sadik Cetin, “Ser’iyye
Sicillerine Gore I1I. Selim ve II. Mahmud Dénemleri Amasya’sinda Merkez-Tagra Miinasebetleri,”
(PhD diss., Gaziantep Universitesi, 2018).

24 These include: Ertugrul Morgdl, “A study on Refunctioning of Ottoman City "han"s-Amasya
Tashan.” (Master’s Thesis, Middle East Technical University, 1986); Mehmet Caglar Meshur,
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This study aims to fill in the gap in the architectural and urban historiography of
one of the central Anatolian cities of the late Ottoman and early Republican periods,
which has been “hidden/unseen” in comparison to more widely studied cities such
as those in the Balkans, the Arab cities and the port cities of Anatolia in the Ottoman
territory,” as well as the larger cities of the Republican period such as Ankara and

[stanbul.?®

“Tarihi Cevrelerin Korunmasi Siirecinde Yeni Yaklasimlar Amasya Kenti, Yaliboyu Evleri Ornegi”.
(Master’s Thesis, Selguk Universitesi, 1999); Ozlem Karakul, “New Buildings in Old Settings:
Riverfront Buildings in Amasya,” (Master’s Thesis, METU, 2002); Giilfem Altindz, “Mekansal
Dizin Yontemiyle Kentsel Dokuda Bigimsel Analiz: AmasyaOrnegl ” (Master’s Thesis, ITU, 2003);
Oyku Ozbucak, “Amasya Kurtoglu Evleri’nin Restorasyon Onerisi,” (Master’s Thesis, Gazi
Universitesi, 2005); Ugur Cehk “Amasya Kapu Agasi Hiiseyin Aga Bedesteni Restorasyon
Onerisi.” (Master’s Thesis, Gazi Universitesi, 2008); Ersel Oltulu, “Amasya’nin Anitsal Eserleri ve
Hizir Pasa Kiilliyesi Restitiisyon ve Koruma Onerisi,” (Master’s Thesis, Y1ldiz Teknik Universitesi,
2006); Emine Tiirkoglu, “Amasya ili, Hatuniye Mahallesi Geleneksel Yerlesim Dokusunun Analizi,
Degerlendirilmesi ve Koruma Gelistirme Onerisi,” (Master’s Thesis, Gazi Universitesi, 2006);
Leyla Etyemez, “Assessing the Integration of Historical Strafication with the Current Context in
Multi-Layered Towns. Case Study: Amasya,” (Master's Thesis, METU, 2011); Zeynel Orkan
Giizelci, “Amasya Yaliboyu Evleri Uzerine Bir Bigim Grameri Calismas1,” (Master’s Thesis, ITU,
2012).

%5 See: Paul Dumont and Frangois Georgeon, Villes ottomanes a la fin de I'Empire, (Paris:
L'Harmattan, 1992); Caglar Keyder, Y. Eyiip Ozveren and Donald Quataert, “Port Cities in the
Ottoman Empire: Some Theoretical and Historical Perspectives” Review, a Journal of Fernand
Braudel Center, XVI, 4 (Fall 1993): 519-558; Zeynep Celik, The remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of
an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993);
Alexandra Yerolympos, Urban Transformations in the Balkans (1820-1920), (Thessaloniki:
University Studio Press, 1996); F. Cana Bilsel, “Cultures et Fonctionnalités: L’Evolution de la
Morphologie Urbaine de la Ville d’Izmir aux XIXe et début XXe Siecles”, (PhD diss., Université
de Paris X — Nanterre, 1999); Andre Raymond, Arab Cities in the Ottoman Period: Cairo, Syria and
the Maghreb, (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2002); Jens Hanssen, Fin de Siecle Beirut: The Making of an
Ottoman Provincial Capital (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2003); Yasemin Avci, Degisim Siirecinde
Bir Osmanli Kenti: Kudiis (1890-1914), (Ankara: Phoenix, 2004); Edhem Eldem, Daniel Goffman
and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City Between East and West: Aleppo, 1zmir, and Istanbul, (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2005); Zeynep Celik, Empire, Architecture, and the City:
French-Ottoman Encounters, 1830-1914, (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2008); Ipek
Yada Akpinar, Osmanli Baskentinden Kiiresellesen Istanbul'a: Mimarhk ve Kent, 1910-2010,
(istanbul: Osmanli Bankas1 Arsiv ve Arastirma Merkezi, 2010); Sibel Zandi-Sayek, Ottoman Izmir:
The Rise of a Cosmopolitan Port, 1840/1880, (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2012).

26 For the analyses of Ankara and Istanbul, see, for example: Géniil Tankut, Bir Baskentin Imari:
Ankara 1929-1939, (Ankara: METU, 1990); Ali Cengizkan, Ankara'nin Ik Plan; 1924-25 Lorcher
Plani: Kentsel mekan ozellikleri, 1932 Jansen Plani'na ve bugiine katkilari, etki ve kalintilari,
(Ankara: Arkadas Yayinlari, 2004); F. Cana Bilsel and Pierre Pinon, /mparatorluk Baskentinden
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Focusing on the case of Amasya in late nineteenth and the early twentieth century,
the literature on the Ottoman and Republican architecture during these periods
forms the other main source of analysis for the study. The problematic issues in
writing the architectural and urban history of the late Ottoman and early Republican
periods seem to have originated from the decline theory to explain the late Ottoman
period.?” As a result of the conventional acceptance of the decline theory in
historiography, a break was presented to have occurred in historical continuity;
especially the nationalist narratives of Turkish history rejected the more recent
Ottoman/Islamic past, and instead of it, they established a connection with Central
Asian and pre-Ottoman Anatolian origins.?® Bozdogan pointed out the paradox
around the 1930s as the glorification of the classical Ottoman heritage in history
writing together with the rejection of precedents in modern architectural practice.
She also remarked the “Turkishness” of Ottoman forms linked with Central-Asian
origins of Turkic peoples to provide an unbroken historical continuity.? In order to
understand the continuities and changes in the built environment, the new literature
that is developing about the architecture of the late Ottoman and the early

Republican contexts, is informative.*

Cumhuriyet'in Modern Kentine: Henri Prost'un Istanbul Planlamasi (1936-1951), (Istanbul:
Istanbul Arastirmalari Enstitiisii, 2010).

27 Ugur Tanyeli, “History of Ottoman Architecture and the Historiographical Model of Decline and
Fall”, 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture, “A Supra-National Heritage”, (Yap1-Endiistri Merkezi
Publications, 1999).

28 S. M. Can Bilsel, ““Our Anatolia”: Organicism and the Making of Humanist Culture in Turkey.”
Mugarnas, 24 (1), (2007): 223-224.

2 Sibel Bozdogan, “Reading Ottoman Architecture Through Modernist Lenses: Nationalist
Historiography and the “New Architecture” in the Early Republic,” Mugarnas, 24, (2007): 199-203.
https://doi.org/10.1163/€j.9789004163201.i-310.33

30 For the analyses of late Ottoman architectural and urban contexts, see: iThan Tekeli, “Tanzimat’tan
Cumbhuriyet’e Kentsel Dontistimler”, Tanzimat tan Cumhuriyet’e Tiirkiye Ansiklopedisi, 4, (1985):
878-890; Selman Can, Son Dénem Osmanli Mimarligi: Bilinmeyen Aktorleri ve Olaylar Ile
(Erzurum [1 Kiiltiir ve Turizm Miidiirliigii, 2010); Oya Senyurt, Osmanli Mimarisinin Temel [lkeleri.
(Dogu Kitabevi, 2015); Zeynep Celik, The Remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman City in the
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In order to provide a detailed analysis of the case of Amasya that will contribute to
the existing literature on urban history, history of Amasya, and architectural history
of the late Ottoman and early Republican periods, this research initially requires the
interpretation of archival sources, especially those of old photographs and maps.
The analysis will be based on the examination of the geographical and historical
contexts of Amasya, in which buildings as “physical evidences” were constructed
as a result of socio-cultural, economic and political factors. However, it is not
possible to reach most of the physical evidence as the original buildings were
mostly demolished, although their photographs and written descriptions could be

used to understand their original forms and contexts.

Nineteenth Century, ; Edhem Eldem, Daniel Goffman and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City
Between East and West: Aleppo, Izmir, and Istanbul, (New York: Cambridge University Press,
2005); Paul Dumont and Francois Georgeon, Modernlesme Siirecinde Osmanli Kentleri, (Istanbul:
Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaynlari, 1999); Pierre Pinon, “Attempted Typology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman
Towns of Anatolia and the Balkans,” 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture: “A Supra-National
Heritage,” (Yap1-Endiistri Merkezi Publications, 1999).

For the analyses of Republican architectural and urban contexts, see: Afife Batur, “Cumhuriyet
Déneminde Tiirk Mimarlig,” Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedisi, No. 5, (Istanbul: iletisim
Yaylari, 1983); Renata Holod and Ahmet Evin, Modern Turkish Architecture, (Philadelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1984); Afife Batur, A Concise History: Architecture in Turkey
during the 20th Century, (Istanbul: Chamber of Architects of Turkey, 2005); Inci Aslanoglu, Erken
Cumhuriyet Donemi Mimarhg: 1923-1938, (Ankara: ODTU Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Yaynlar1, 2001);
Sibel Bozdogan, Modernism and Nation Building: Turkish Architectural Culture in the Early
Republic, (Seattle and London: University of Washington Press, 2001); Sibel Bozdogan and Esra
Akcan, Turkey: Modern Architectures in History, (London: Reaktion Books, 2012); Zeynep Kezer,
Building Modern Turkey: State, Space, and lIdeology in the Early Republic, (Pittsburgh PA:
University of Pittsburgh Press, 2016); ilhan Tekeli, “Tiirkiye’de Cumhuriyet Déneminde Kentsel
Gelisme ve Kent Planlamas1,” 75 Yilda Degisen Kent ve Mimarlik, (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yaynlari,
1998), 1-24. ilhan Tekeli, “Bir Modernlesme Projesi Olarak Tiirkiye’de Kent Planlamas1”, Sibel
Bozdogan ve Resat Kasaba (ed.), Tiirkiye 'de Modernlesme ve Ulusal Kimlik, (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi
Yurt Yayinlari, 1999). ilhan Tekeli, Modernite Asilirken Kent Planlamas:, (Ankara: imge Kitabevi,
2001). ilhan Tekeli, Tzrkiye'nin Kent Planlama Ve Kent Arasturmalart Tarihi Yazilari. (Istanbul:
Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2011); Mehmet Bengii Uluengin, Omer Turan, "Imparatorlugun Thtisam
Arayisindan Cumhuriyet'in. Radikal Modernlesme Projesine: Tiirkiye'de Kentsel Planlamanin 1k
Yiiz Yilt", Tiirkiye Arvastirmalar: Literatiir Dergisi, 3, no. 6 (2005): 353-436. H. Cagatay Keskinok,
“Urban Planning Experience of Turkey in the 1930s,” METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture,
27, no. 2, (2010/1), 173-188. Murat Giil. The Emergence of Modern Istanbul: Transformation and
Modernisation of a City. (London: 1.B. Tauris, 2012). F. Cana Bilsel, “Ideology and Urbanism
During the Early Republican Period: Two Master Plans for Izmir and Scenarios of Modernization
METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture 16, no. 1-2, (1996): 13-30.
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Hence, this study began with data collection through textual and visual primary
sources obtained from archives and online databases. Firstly, imperial decrees,
official reports, and the Republican state records directly related to architectural,
infrastructural, and urban developments in mentioned periods were obtained.*!
Throughout this research, I studied at the archives and libraries such as Turkish
Presidency State Archives of the Republic of Turkey (former Prime Ministry’s
Ottoman and Republican Archives) in Ankara, {lbank Archives in Ankara, National
Library of Turkey in Ankara, General Directorate of Mapping in Ankara, German
Archaeological Institute Library (DAI) in Istanbul, Atatiirk Library in Istanbul and

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

The documents for this research have been obtained from state archives,
newspapers, and travelers’ records as well as photographs. The primary research
sources are the state archival records at the Turkish Presidency State Archives of the
Republic of Turkey in Ankara that contain both the “Department of Ottoman
Archives” and the “Department of Republican Archives.” The sources such as
correspondence files, official reports, plans, and photographs are essential
documentations for understanding the projected plans and construction facilities in
the city and the structure of society, political relations between the state and
residents of Amasya. The National Library in Ankara holds the periodicals from the
late Ottoman to Republican periods such as Amasya’ da Emel, Yesil Amasya, and

Yesilirmak Halkevi Dergisi.

Travel accounts of ecclesiastics, geographers, and military men were also among
the primary sources for the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, recording

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

31 The archival research had some limitations because of such reasons as that some of the sources
have not yet been opened to public use, some are not well-preserved, missing or not yet uncovered,
and also some were written with biases and inaccuracy. Because of that, the exact known locations
of buildings are shown in the maps, and the locations of some about which information could not
have been found are marked as hypothetical points in the maps.
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Ottoman and the early Republican periods will be unearthed via written documents
such as the treatises and depictions and visual documents such as engravings and
photographs. The narratives of travelers such as those by Evliya Celebi, H.
Dernschwam, H. van der Osten, F. Cumont, Ibn-i Battuta, A. D. Mortdmann, O. G.
Busbecq, A. Gabriel, G. De Jerphnion, B. Natanyan contain essential depictions,
engravings, and photographs of the city. Among them, the Turkish government
charged Albert Gabriel to produce a classified list of important Islamic buildings
by conducting research in Anatolia. In this connection, he visited Kayseri-Sivas-
Tokat-Niksar and Amasya in April-May of 1928 and prepared a detailed map of
Amasya, which was used as the main source for the preparation of the maps to be

used in this study.*

Local historians also left written sources on late nineteenth century Amasya.*?
Mustafa Vazih Efendi, Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, and Osman Fevzi Olcay, and Gabrigl
H. Simonian were those from Amasya who wrote treatises about the nineteenth and
twentieth century contexts, describing the city and its inhabitants. Secondary
sources mostly cover transcriptions of archival materials,>* some limited

publications® and unpublished theses on the built environment of the city.

32 Korkut E. Erdur (ed), Albert Gabriel’in Yasami ve Yapitlari, Albert Gabriel, 1883-1972: Mimar,
Arkeolog, Ressam, Gezgin, (Istanbul: Yapi Kredi Yayinlari, 2006), 28.

33 For other travelers in Amasya, see: Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatndmelerde Amasya. (Kayseri: Amasya
Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 2007).

3% Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkus and Ali
Yilmaz (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltir Yayinlari, 1986), Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatndmelerde
Amasya. (Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2007); Mustafa Vazih Efendi, Amasya
fetvalari ve ilk Amasya sehir tarihi: (Belabilii r-rasiye fi riydz-1 mesaili’l-Amdsiyye) (trans.) Ali Riza
Ayar and Recep Orhan Ozel, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 2011); Osman Fevzi
Olcay, Amasya hatiralari: "Bildiklerim gordiklerim isittiklerim ile Amasya,” (trans.) Turan
Bocekgi and Mehmet H. Seckiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009); Osman Fevzi Olcay,
Amasya Sehri, Harun Kiigciikk and Kurtulug Altunbas, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2014); Ali
Tuzcu and Kemal Tuzcu, Osmanl ve Erken Cumhuriyet Dénemi Salnamelerde Amasya 1870-1930,
(Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaynlari, 2015).

35 Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Amasya Vilayeti 1923-1933, (Resimli Ay Matbaasi, 1933); Hiiseyin Orak,
“Amasya”, Tiirkiye Kilavuzu, 1, (Ankara: 1946): 109-145; Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih,
cografya, salname-kilavuz ve kazalar, (Ankara: Giiney Matbaacilik ve Gazetecilik, 1954); Gabriel
H. Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic Amasya, (Venice, St Lazarus,1966); Muzaffer Doganbas,
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Maps and photographs are the most important data as the witnesses of the late
nineteenth and twentieth-century city of Amasya. The city itself, on the other hand,
is the evidence of the afterlife of the researched context; yet, there are little
architectural traces of the considered periods in the present. Narratives, maps, and
photographs are used simultaneously to decide the locations of the architectural
elements and show the different layers of the city. The deformations, continuities,
and destructions in the urban fabric created the cumulative layers in the periods of
concern in this study. The inventory list was accordingly prepared in a
chronological order to envision the extent of the built environment of Amasya. (See
Appendix A) The event list was also prepared in a chronological order to determine
the relations of specific events with contemporary constructions. (See Appendix B)
The maps obtained from different sources were similarly classified in a
chronological order, (See Appendix C) on which buildings are grouped, and
possible locations noted. This process helped to find out the density of the
construction facilities in the city, providing the construction of the thematic

discussion on specific public places.

1.3. Organization

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

The “Introduction” explains the aim and scope of the study, defining the research

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

Kiiltiirel ve sanatsal boyutuyla Amasya, (Amasya, 2003); Celal Ozdemir et. al. Amasya Kiiltiir
Envanteri, (Amasya: Uyum Ajans, 2007); Siileyman Elmaci, Amasya Sehri, (Konya: Cizgi Kitabevi,
2010); Hiiseyin Meng, Tarih Icinde Amasya. (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2014); Ibrahim
Serbestoglu, 19. Yiizyilda Amasya Sancagi, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaylari, 2018).
For the symposiums on Amasya, see: Stanley Ireland and William B. Bechhoefer, (eds.), The
Ottoman House: Papers from the Amasya Symposium, University of Warwick., British Institute of
Archaeology at Ankara & Amasya Symposium, 24-27 September 1996, (London: British Institute
of Archaeology at Ankara, 1996); Hiilya Turgut and Peter Kellett, Traditional Environments in a
New Millennium: Defining Principles and Professional Practice (20-23 June 2001) (istanbul, 2002);
Yavuz Bayram, (ed.), I. Amasya Arastirmalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri, 13-15 Haziran 2007
(Amasya: Amasya Valiligi, 2007). These symposiums also provide information about the urban
history of the city.
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the related topics that present the research approaches in architectural and urban

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

The second chapter “Amasya: A Town in Anatolia” presents the background of the
focus of analysis by examining the geographical and settlement history of the city
in a chronological order until the late nineteenth century in order to understand how
the city had been formed with reference to environmental and historical factors. The
first part on geographical characteristics of the city describes the natural context of
Amasya, whose effects on the built environment form one of the bases of discussion
in the study. In the second part on the settlement history, political, economic, and
socio-cultural factors are examined to ground the later analyses of the the built

environment in the city.

The third chapter, “The Late Ottoman and Early Republican Built Environment in
Amasya,” analyzes the formation and transformation of urban nodes, and routes,
and the resultant urban layers. Here, the analysis starts by focusing on urban nodes
of public buildings by examining how the built environment of neighborhoods were
shaped by demographic changes of muslim, immigrant, non-muslim and missionary
communities, by also examining the gap that remained in the urban fabric after a
great fire. The analysis of urban nodes continues with the focus on the definition of
the center of governance in the city by initially examining the construction of
Ottoman administrative buildings, and then the transformation of the center in the
Republican period in line with the search for a new identity for the state. Then, the
analysis continues by focusing on the urban routes in relation to the use of the
waterfront as the main element of city form, the recreation of the landscape in the
city, and the attempts of organizing the movement in the city by arranging
transportation, by also examining the unrealized attempt to form a public square.
The chapter concludes with the discussion of the lost, the remaining and the new
urban layers of Amasya by evaluating the destruction, re-use, and construction of

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

identify the changing layers of the built environment.

In “Conclusion”, the public buildings and public places that were the defining
elements in the urban form of Amasya are comparatively evaluated in terms of their
roles in the formation and transformation of the built environment during the late

Ottoman and the early Republican periods.
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CHAPTER 2

AMASYA: ATOWN IN ANATOLIA

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

processes that influenced the formation of its settlement.

2.1 Geographical Characteristics

This part of the study analyzes the geographical context of Amasya in order to
provide a basis for the later analysis of its built environment. The geomorphological
characteristics of Amasya defined and restricted the expansion of its town center
throughout the centuries. Amasya was an Ottoman town and sanjak of the Sivas
Province in the late Ottoman period and became one of the cities in Republican
Turkey after 1924 (Figure 2. 1). Amasya is an inland city located in today’s Black
Sea Region of Turkey in the central-northern Anatolia, surrounded by Samsun,

Tokat, Corum, and Yozgat (Figure 2. 2).
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Atlantic

Figure 2. 1 Location of Amasya Sanjak and its districts in the late Ottoman Empire and the city of
Amasya and its townships in Turkish Republic (Kasaba, Turkey in the Modern..., Xxv-xxvi),
(Cuinet, La Turquie d’A4sie, 610), (SALT-I)

20



ISTANBUL, . _ e Havza

\_, K N SAMSUN T

A \_ o
\ ¥
) ‘\ l C/
' \[_»— - & N
A S
Pact VNN,

\ / - _f/

hoime i

~ ' Erbaa

Niksar
g Resadiye
CORUM \ Dodartepe " ERZURUM
Mecitdzl /'ﬂ“ \
it6zi ik 7 oo b
CORUM j ST
S d f Bedisaros / v v
; “ o Turhal

® L MERKE CENTRAL PROVINCE homicen. SIVAS TOKAT
@ ILce MeR DISTRICT CENTER \ 43 f i
o B f EZ7| TOWNSHIP CENTER ‘» ¥
— DEMA YOLL RAILWAY "
e DEVLET YOu HIGHNAY h A
pa— iL youu ANCALARY ROAD | / . RALWAY ROUTE

NEMR RIVER . — HIGHWAY ROUTE
S IL SNIRI PROVINCIAL BORDERS

ILCE SINR DISTRICT BORDERS

Figure 2. 2 The administrative map showing railroad, highway, and ancillary road networks and
boundaries in 1967. (Amasya Il Yilligi, 52)

The noteworthy geomorphological characteristic of the region is formed of
mountains®® and deep valleys®’ that divide these mountains. In Yesilirmak Valley,
the river Yesilirmak (Green River, ancient Iris) runs through the city. Fertile
alluvium deposit areas exist in the narrowing parts of river valleys; i.e. straits. The
city of Amasya settled on one of these narrow straits.*® The city center is located in

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

36 Canik, Karadmer, Akdag, Sakarat, Saritas, Bulu, Karadag, Cakir, Egerli, Inegdl, Tavsan are the
mountains of Amasya. Amasya Valiligi, http://www.amasya.gov.tr/yeryuzu-sekilleri, accessed on
29.07.2019.

37 Yesilirmak, Goyniicek, Karacavus, Ezine, Ferhatarasi, Besgdz, Onlukkdprii, Durucasu, Destek,
Gokdere are the valleys of Amasya. Amasya Valiligi, http://www.amasya.gov.tr/yeryuzu-sekilleri,
accessed on 29.07.2019.

3% Metin Tuncel and Suna Doganer, “Amasya’da Turizm: Cografi Imkanlar, Sorunlar ve Oneriler,”
Cografya Arastirmalari, 1(1), (1989): 47-48.
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is not convenient to settle in the bottom part of Yesilirmak Valley; and thus, the
city has evolved towards the valley slopes. Due to the unfavorable physical
conditions of the slopes, the settlement could not be dense. Hence, the physical
fabric of the city developed in the east-west direction along Yesilirmak River that
divides the urban fabric and settlement placed along the river (Figure 2. 3- Figure
2.4).

Figure 2. 3 The geomorphological setting of the town on the mountain range as divided by the
river drawn on the 1676 dated Nicolas and Guillaume Sanson Asia Minor Map
(https://www.davidrumsey.com)
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Figure 2. 4 The geomorphological setting of the town, with the river forming the natural corridor
through the settlement (https://geodata.mit.edu)
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The geographical features of Amasya have caused a continuous settlement in the
same area during all periods. The city has maintained its isolated position in a valley
and continued to exist as the settlement established on a V-shaped valley in Anatolia
(Figure 2. 5)* This unique shape provides to build a natural fortified structure on
high cliffs in ancient times. Geomorphology also had an impact on transportation
to and from the settlement as the valleys provided connections between the Black
Sea Region and Central Anatolia. Thus, the town was also a part of the ancient trade
route that connected the Central Anatolia with the ports at the Black Sea region by
Yesilirmak Gorge, which was a part of the “Silk Road” network.*’

Figure 2. 5 Aerial view of the town of Amasya, in a valley surrounded by mountains
(http://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2004672921/)

3 Tuncel and Doganer, “Amasya’da Turizm,” 48.

40 Mehmet Korhan Erturag, “Landscape Evolution and Occupation History in the Vicinity of
Amasya,” Landscapes and Landforms of Turkey, (eds.) Catherine Kuzucuoglu-Attila Ciner-
Nizamettin Kazanci (Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2019), 471. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-
030-03515-00
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Its topography provides the city to be surrounded by steep mountains and divides
the settlements and green yards along Yesilirmak River. According to the historian
Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya was known as a town full of orchards,
vineyards, and gardens. He mentioned Amasya’s longitudinal position ornamented
with flowers like its extensive vineyards, resembling the refreshing gardens, and

the river that flew across the vineyards in the late nineteenth century.*!

According to its landscape/geomorphology, a steep slope created a natural
fortification to defend the citadel, which was also divided by Yesilirmak River.
Approximately 2 km south of the place where Tozanli arm of Yesilirmak River is
connected to Tersakan Stream, Amasya was nestled in a deep valley surrounded by
high mountains from north and south. Such a division by river provided the city to
have the most prominent characteristics of waterfront settlements. The river
connects with Cekerek Stream from the south and flows along the margin of the
plain. It flows along the south skirt of Kirklar Mountain and Ferhat Rock, which is
an extension of Sakarak Mountain. Finally, it flows along Zincirli Rock and the
north skirts of Lokman Mountain where the deep valley of Amasya takes place.

Kelkit, Cekerek, and Tersakan Streams join Yesilirmak River.*?

On Harsena Mountain, there were water canals and cisterns built to supply water to
the citadel of Amasya. Karaman Mountain water canal and Helkis water canal were
ancient structures that carved on Harsena mountain.* The other approximately 18

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

4l Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkus-Ali Y1lmaz
(Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1986), 9.

42 Ferruh Toruk, “Amasya Kent Dokusunun Fiziksel Gelisimi,” Vakiflar Dergisi, 31, (Vakiflar Genel
Miidiirliigli Yayinlari, 2008), 37-38.

# 1. Hakki Goztas, Muzaffer Doganbas, Celal Ozdemir and Yelgin Mesci, Amasya Su Yapilart,
(Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltlir Yaymlari, 2017), 9-10.
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Sakarat Mountain as carved into the rocks in order to supply the water needs of the
settlement in ancient times. From this mountain, two streams, named as Cakallar
Suyu and Sogukpinar Suyu, are linked with Yesilirmak River. Sakarat Mountain
aligns the valley at the ridge of Zincirli Rock and Balos Rock.**

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

Amasya.

The geographical position of Amasya and the development of the settlement can be
followed from historical drawings.* First, Tevarih-i Al-i Osman (Histories of the
Ottoman State) written by Asikpasazade (1545), recorded the view of Amasya in
the mid-sixteenth century (Figure 2. 6). Later, the view of the town was drawn in a
travel account Musavver Iran Sefaretnamesi (Illustrated Travelogue of Persia) by

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

“ Toruk, “Amasya Kent Dokusunun,” 38.

4 The drawings are accessed from the institutions such as digital libraries of universities or
government institutions of Turkey.
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Figure 2. 6 Miniature drawing of the view of Amasya in the sixteenth century, which clearly
shows the river as a dominant element in the city with the citadel on the mountain top. It also
points out rock-tombs of the kings. (Tevarih-i Al-i Osman by Asikpasazade,
http://www.deutschefotothek.de/documents/obj/81477751)
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Figure 2. 7 The miniature drawing showing Amasya in 1811, showing the two sides of the river as

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

mosques and baths as differing from the dwellings, and Zincirli (chained) Rock across the citadel.
(Sakir, Musavver Iran, 45)

Among the Western travelers, the accounts of Victor Fontanier of 1827 (Figure 2.
8), von Moltke, Fischer and von Vincke of 1839 (Figure 2. 9), Heinrich Barth of
1858 (Figure 2. 10) and geographer Elisée Reclus of 1884 (Figure 2. 11) are notable.
These drawings indicate geographical information, street organization and

significant buildings of Amasya.

An early sketch of the physical layout of the city was drawn in 1827 by traveler V.
Fontanier, entitled as Plan de la Ville d’Amassia (Figure 2. 8). In this sketch plan,
he indicated the location of the ancient remnants such as caves, water canals,
temples, governor’s (miisellim) residence, grand caravanserai and some of the

mosques and churches which he probably found important.
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Figure 2. 8 Plan de la Ville d’Amassia (The plan of the city of Amasya), 1827, Victor Fontanier.
The drawing indicates the river of Tokatli-Suyu, tombs of shahzades, an old mosque, citadel,
antique walls, the palace of Ayan Siileyman, Sultan Bayezid Mosque, the residence of exile Greek
Prince, grand caravanserai, Greek Church converted to Mosque, ancient temple, Governor’s
(Miisellim) residence, garden plants mulberry and vineyards. (Fontanier, Voyages en Orient, 200)

One of the cartographic maps entitled as Plan von Amasia shows as architectural
edifices the bridges, the roads, two ancient royal residences, the residence of the

governor (miisellim) and ten mosques, one of which was marked as the grand

mosque (Figure 2. 9).
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Figure 2. 9 Plan von Amasia (Plan of Amasya), The Historical Map of Amasya, showing the city
center, probably in 1839. (DAI-I)

The drawing entitled as Plan von Amassia (Plan of Amasya) probably drawn by Dr.
A. Petermann in Heinrich Barth’s travel account, outlined the places that he stayed
during his trip (Figure 2. 10). This map probably used the base of the Von Vincke
map (Figure 2. 9).
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Figure 2. 10 Plan von Amassia (Plan of Amasya) drawn by Dr. A. Petermann in 1858 (Barth,
Reise von Trapezunt)

“La Turquie Nouvelle Géographie Universelle,” by the geographer, Elisée Reclus,
included the physical relief of Amasya in 1884. In this relief, it is seen that the linear
settlement area was divided by the river and surrounded by mountains; on the north
the remains of the castle are seen, together with the location of Aynal1 Cave, one of
the Pontic Kingdom rock tombs, and the route of ancient Ferhat water canal (Figure

2.11).
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Figure 2. 11 Physical Relief of Amasya by Elisée Reclus in 1884. On the South there are Ferhat
and Cakallar mountains, on the North, there is Kirklar Mountain, Tersakan stream connects to

Yesilirmak from the north, and plains are shown in the map. (Reclus, Nouvelle géographie, 559)

Although Amasya had preserved its physical integrity for many years due to its
geomorphology, natural disasters affecting the transformation of the city and the
decisions taken depending on their consequences also influenced the physical
change of the settlement. Earthquakes, floods, and fires intervened in the
development of the settlement periodically. The city was reorganized after several

natural disasters, and fires, which can not be counted as "natural" because acts of
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people also caused them, which could be signs of conflicts or resistances.*® The aim
of investigating such disasters is to understand the impact of geographical
conditions on the formation and development of the city and the interactions

between humans and their natural and built environments.

One of such disasters were earthquakes that significantly affected changes in the
built environment of Amasya. The earliest earthquakes occured in 236 BC in the
Roman period and 509 BC in Byzantine period.*” Three major earthquakes were
recorded in the Corum, Tokat, and Amasya regions in 1543, 1579, and 1590. In
1598, an earthquake with damages were recorded in northern Anatolia, including
the Amasya region. In the seventeenth century, a serious earthquake was recorded
in 1668.*® Earthquakes were also recorded in 1825-26, 1828, 1939, 1943 and 1948.
Other significant disasters were floods, which were also critical as the city was
settled along Yesilirmak River, which often flooded in the narrow mountain valley.
A huge flood occurred in 1948 after the soil erosion that destroyed a major part of
the Savadiye neighbourhood where many residential buildings were destroyed.
Fires were other disasters that were affective in the city center of Amasya. Three

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

4 Arsiv Belgeleriyle Ermeni Faaliyetleri 1914-1918, (ed.) Ahmet Tetik, (Ankara: Genel Kurmay
Basimevi, 2005), 205; Zeliha Etéz and Taylan Esin, “Osmanli Sehir Yanginlari, 1914 19187, Tarih
ve Toplum Yeni Yaklasimlar, no. 14, (Yaz, 2012): 9-52; Hiiseyin Meng, Tarih Icinde Amasya,
(Ankara: Gokge Ofset, 2014). Fires have significant impact on the built environment that explained
in the third chapter.

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

4 Oktay Ozel, The Collapse of Rural Order in Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 1576-1643, (Leiden:
Brill, 2016), 147.
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and commercial area was lost and a huge gap remained in its place to be called as

Yanginyeri until the 1948 Savadiye flood (Table 2. 1).°

Table 2. 1 Natural disasters and fires between 1800s-1900s, (prepared by the author by information
taken from Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, Demiray, Resimli Amasya and Amasya.: Il Yilligt)

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

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

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

Earthquakes December 27th-1943 Earthquake-1948 Earthquake

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

Fires 1915 Fire, July 22

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

settlement continued to in centuries despite urban transformations.
2.2 Settlement History
Amasya (ancient Amaseia) was established as a fortress city. The physical location

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

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

4 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi; Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih, cografya, salname-kilavuz
ve kazalar, (Ankara: Giiney Matbaacilik ve Gazetecilik, 1954); Amasya: Il Yilligi, (Izmir: Ticaret
Matbaacilik, 1967).
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the development of the city in the east-west direction while keeping significant

buildings in the center.

Amasya was an ancient settlement that is described as a principal center of many
civilizations. The excavations and gathered data prove that the historical
background of Amasya could be traced to the Chalcolithic Era (5500-3000 BC).*°
The town was a military center during the Early Bronze Age (3000-2500 BC). In
the Middle Bronze Age (2500-2000 BC), it was called as the land of Hatti; and in
the Late Bronze Age (2000-1200 BC), it was one of the thirteen Hittite
confederations from the year 1900 BC to 1200 BC. In this period, water canals and
fortress walls were made with gates opening the citadel to the exterior. In the Early
Iron Age, Amasya ruled in the order of Phrygian, Kimmers, Scythian, Medes,
Persian settlements. It was one of the Persian satrapies of Cappadocia. In the Battle
of Issus in 333 BC, the Persian forces defeated against the forces of Alexander the
Great, and a large part of Anatolia became dominated by the Kingdom of
Macedonia except for the North Cappadocia (Pontus) region, where Amasya was
located in the Hellenistic Age. After the death of Alexander the Great, Mithridates
Ktistes of Persia founded the Kingdom of Pontus and made Amasya its capital in
301 BC (Figure 2. 12). The citadel was restored; the bridge (Alcak Koprii), the
aqueduct and the rock caves of Pontus Kingdom was constructed in this period.
After the defeat in the battle between the armies of Mithridates Eupator and Roman
General Pompeius in 63 BC, Amasya was invaded by Roman soldiers and destroyed

(Figure 2. 13).

50 Muzaffer Doganbas, Kiiltiirel ve Sanatsal Boyutuyla Amasya, (Amasya, 2003), 11. Undoubtedly,
the history of Amasya cannot be limited to the Chalcolithic Age. Therefore, it can be said that the
history of Amasya is as old as the history of Anatolia. However, in order to establish this on concrete
foundations, intensive archaeological excavations and scientific researches are required. For further
information, see: Celal Ozdemir, Amasya Kalesi ve Kral Kaya Mezarlar:, (Amasya, 2001); Sevket
Doénmez, "Protohistorik Cag’da Amasya", 1. Amasya Arastirmalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri,
(Amasya: Amasya Valiligi, 2007): 1295-1310; Sevket Donmez, "Amaseia Antik Kenti," Amasya
Yar ile Gezdigim Daglar, (ed.) Filiz Ozdem, (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari, 2014), 9-27.
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Figure 2. 12 Pontos. Amaseia. Severus Alexander (222-235). View of the city of Amaseia with
fortifications with six towers on two mountain summits; city wall below, temple in center; to left
of the temple, rock-cut tombs of the Pontic kings.
(http://www.coinarchives.com/a/results.php?search=amaseia&s=0&results=100)
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Figure 2. 13 Possible settlement areas of the Roman period (Prepared by author as adapted from
the personal archive of 1. Hakk1 Goztas)

There are two main elements that the Eastern Roman Empire and the ancient urban
past shared in Anatolian towns, providing the continuity of the same settlement

pattern. Pinon remarked that “Ottoman urban nuclei were often implanted at the
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foot of Byzantine citadels or walled cities.””! Tanyeli indicated that, in the
Byzantine period, the city was thought to have been formed of a small settlement
within the castle. Nevertheless, he mentions that it is not precise because the Greek
settlement names are also used nowadays, such as Magdenos and Helkis.’?> The
Byzantine period palaces such as Kommenos and Phokas, the churches such as
Venkiyus, Magdinus, Komnus, and Vasilus, and neighborhoods/districts such as
Fokas, Komnus, Tekfur, Helkis are the names and places that have reached up to

this day (Figure 2. 14).%?

Mustafa Vazih was a religious man born in Amasya and lived in the 1850s, quoted
from an old book written in AC. 470s on Byzantine cities that there were twelve
magnificent monasteries and two castles on the steep slope of mountains used by
monks and priests in Amasya. In these two castles, mercenary soldiers protected

these clergy living in the monasteries.>*

31 Pierre Pinon, “Attempted Typology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman Towns of Anatolia and the
Balkans,” 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture: “A Supra-National Heritage.” (Istanbul: Yapi-
Endiistri Merkezi Publications, 1999), 443.

52 Ugur Tanyeli, Anadolu-Tiirk kentinde fiziksel yapimin evrim siireci (11. - 15. yy.), Yayinlanmamus
Doktora Tezi (Istanbul: Istanbul Teknik Universitesi, 1987), 70.

53 Ozhan Oztiirk, Pontus Antik¢ag’dan Giiniimiize Karadeniz’in Etnik ve Siyasi Tarihi, (Nika
Yaymevi, 2017). Tanju Cantay, “Bir Kuzey-Bati Anadolu Gezisinden Notlar,” Sanat Tarihi Yilligi,
VII, (1977): 21-25.

5% Mustafa Vazih Efendi, Amasya fetvdlar: ve ilk Amasya sehir tarihi: (Beldbilii r-rdsiye fi riydz-1
mesdili’I-Amdsiyye) (trans.) Ali Riza Ayar-Recep Orhan Ozel, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir
Yayinlari, 2011), 50-53. Mustafa Vazih listed the names of twelve monasteries and two castles in
this order. 1. Ca’ban, 2. iltekin (iltekin Gazi-Caglayan-Calak Bridge), 3. Venk (Venk Suyu in
Ruins), 4. Nasturiyye (Fethiye Mosque), 5. Cokge (Cevikge? Cilehane Mosque), 6. Ayvasil, 7.
Dragot, 8. Frenkler, 9. Zona (Zana-Cigdemlik Village), 10. Ziyere (Ziyaret village), 11. Ya’kubiyye,
12. Gokliz (Goklis Square), 13. Harsene (Harsene Kalesi), 14. Palos (Balos Kaya)
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Figure 2. 14 Possible settlement areas of the Byzantine period (Prepared by author as adapted from
the personal archive of 1. Hakk1 Goztas)

After the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, Amasya and the other provinces as Malatya,
Sivas, Kayseri, Tokat, Corum, Cankiri, and Kastamonu were given to Melik Ahmet
Gazi, the founder of the Danismend Ogullar1 with the supply of tax-farming (ikta)

system.>

The Danishmend sovereignty in Amasya over the centuries ended by the Seljuk
Sultan Kiligaslan II in 1175. During the reign of Sultan Alaaddin Keykubad (1220-
1237) of the Seljukid period, social movements emerged. In 1239, the political
crisis of Babailer also took place. After the final defeat of the Seljuks in the Kdsedag
Battle in 1243, the region came under the rule of the Ilkhanids. After the death of
Ilkhanid ruler Ebu Said Bahadir Han in 1335, Sultan Alaeddin Eratna declared his

independence and established Eratna principality in the Amasya region.

55 Kamil Sahin, “Amasya’nin Danismendliler Tarafindan Fethi ve Amasya’da Yapilan Ilk Cevre
Diizenlemesi,” I. Amasya Arastirmalari Sempozyumu Bildirileri,145-155 (Amasya: Amasya
Valiligi, 2007), 145-146.
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In the medieval times, Amasya transformed as the zones out of the citadel area
altered between the thirteenth and the fourteenth centuries by the choice of the
appropriate site for dervish lodges situated near the borders of the city. These were
aimed to be the first encountered buildings by visitors, and they were also near the
market district to bring together the secular and religious spaces.>® In Seljukid era,
three superstructures were the Madrasah, the caravanserai, and the tomb. These
structures reflected the importance of education supported by trade and the glory of
the burial. The city form evolved in time by preserving the characteristics of the
Byzantine settlement fabric, echoing its pre-Islamic legacy, together with the

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

Until the Ottoman period, settlements outside the city walls occured in three areas.
The first settlement developed around Fethiye Mosque (converted from Helene
Church by Danigment Ogullar1) and its environment. The second area near Kus
(Kung) Bridge in the north of Yesilirmak River formerly was known as
Danismendiye (currently Samlar Quarter). The third and the most crowded
settlement area was located at the south side of Sultan Bridge, expanding from the
Bakacak area with large housing settlements that covered Gok Medrese, Samice,
Recep, Hankah and Ugler Quarter. Later, Kepuk Selguri Masjid in Kiibgegiz

Quarter and its surroundings were added to the neighbourhood (Figure 2. 15).3

36 Ethel Sara Wolper, Cities and Saints: Sufism and the Transformation of Urban Space in Medieval
Anatolia, (PA: Penn State University Press, 2003), 59.

57 Goniil Tankut, The Seljuk City Selguklu Kenti, (Ankara: METU Faculty of Architecture Printing
Workshop, 2007), 87, 122.

38 Toruk, “Amasya Kent Dokusunun,” 46.
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Figure 2. 15 Possible settlement areas of the Medieval period, 1: Settlement around Fethiye
Mosque 2: Settlement around Kung Bridge 3: Settlement around Gokmedrese (Prepared by author
as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 13 and Wolper, Cities and Saints, 54)

During the Ottoman era, Amasya was one of the cities where the shahzadehs (crown
prince) were sent to be educated as to the possible sultan of the empire (Table 2. 2).
After Amasya Beyligi became a province of the Ottoman Empire in 1386, the city
became the center of the province called Rum Eyaleti. In the early Ottoman period,
the sultans of the Ottoman Empire were initially appointed as governors and trained
in Amasya. Yildirnm Bayezid was the first shahzadeh appointed to the Amasya
sanjak in 1384-1388. The opinion that he was the first governor of Amasya emerged
from the fact that some regions became parts of the Ottoman administration during
the relations with Ahmet, emir of Amasya, and Candarli Siilleyman Bey, who
accepted the Ottoman rule against Kadi Burhaneddin.>® Following the Battle of
Ankara in 1402 a period of crisis in Ottoman authority began in the Anatolian lands.
Shahzadeh Celebi Mehmet, the son of Yildirim Bayezid, was the second shahzadeh

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

59 Halil inalcik, Kurulus Dénemi Osmanly Sultanlar: 1302-1481, (Istanbul: ISAM, 2011), 129.
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Anatolian lands with the support of the other beyliks near Amasya, thus seen as the

second founder of the Ottoman Empire.*

Although almost all the sultans in the early periods of Ottoman Empire had become
governors in this city, based upon the riots and unrest in the center of Amasya
province, the center of Rum Eyaleti was chosen as Sivas and Amasya was affiliated
to Sivas province in 1518.%! Thus Amasya became a sanjak, which was subsidiary
to the center. In 1538, Amasya was separated from Sivas and the sanjaks of Corum,
Canik, and Sarki Karahisar were then connected to Amasya. When governer
Shahzadeh Mustafa died, Amasya again turned into a sanjak in 1553, and it was
connected to the Sivas province. The city witnessed several historical events acting
as a major site of the Ottoman territory. For example, on October 30, 1554, Kanuni
Sultan Siileyman and the Ottoman army camped in Amasya for the winter season
on the return from a military campaign.®> Amasya was also the place where the
Amasya Peace Treaty was signed with the Safavid dynasty of Persia in 1555,
following the Ottoman—Safavid War of 1532-1555.%° After Shahzade Bayezid had
escaped to Iran in 1559, Amasya was banned from being a shahzade sanjak. Princes
no longer served in this city in later periods, and the city lost its role of being the

training center of shahzades.

60 Tnalcik, Kurulus Dénemi, 135-136.

81 Adnan Giirbiiz, “15-17. Yiizyillarda Amasya Kalesi,” I. Amasya Arastirmalart Sempozyumu
Bildirileri, 85-104 (Amasya: Amasya Valiligi, 2007), 88-89.

2 Hiiseyin Meng, Olaylar ve Belgelerle Amasya Tarihinden Sayfalar, (Samsun: Eser Matbaasi,
1987), 58.

% In this period, Ogier Ghiselin de Busbecq and his attendances met with Kanuni Sultan Siileyman
in Amasya. Busbecq wrote his observation on the Ottoman army, society and palace and residential
places. See: Ogier Ghislain De Busbecq, Tiirk mektuplart, (trans.) Derin Tiirkdmer, (istanbul: Dogan
Kitap, 2005).
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One of the important events seen in Amasya during the Ottoman period was the
rebellions known as Celali Revolts.®* Especially in these events in the 16th century,

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

Table 2. 2 List of the shahzades appointed as governors in Amasya (prepared by the author as
adapted from http://www.amasya.gov.tr/sehzadeler-sehri.asp and Inalcik, Kurulus Donemi, 129)

The Shahzades Served in the City of Amasya

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

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

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

In Islamic cities, city centers were formed of great mosques and bazaars that were
the core of industrial and social facilities of the society and the intersection points
of public spaces including squares, religious complexes, fountains, and bazaars.
Each quarter of the city was apart from the other, but they were all connected at the

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

¢4 Ozel, The Collapse of, 151.
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generally were used as military training areas.®® Amasya also presented this type of
a settlement. Starting from the governance of Shahzadeh Mehmet Celebi, the
endowments in Amasya were mostly used for the construction of lodge-mosques,
making religion as the core reason in the development and the shaping of the built
environment in the city. However, Karatas pointed out that the reasons for the
endowment of properties to establish lodge-mosques by the conqueror were to
prevent and minimize the potential social disturbance caused by recent conquests
and to secure their holdings from state encroachment in the case of political
misfortune. These attempts provided the accommodation and education place for
Sufis, and the Ottomanization and Islamization of the city was provided by Sufis’
activities.®® Besides, the architectural works in the city linked its periphery with its
center by the shahzades and official families of Amasya who were assigned in the
service of the Sultan and the imperial palace such as kapuagas: (palace
chamberlains), and kilercibagsi (heads of imperial kitchen), who sponsored religious
endowments in Amasya during mostly the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. In these

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

(Figure 2. 16).

65 Stephanos Yerasimos, “Tanzimat’in Kent Reformlar1 Uzerine,” Modernlesme Siirecinde Osmanl
Kentleri (eds.) P. Dumont and F. Georgeon, (trans.) A. Berktay 1-30 (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt
Yayinlari, 1999), 14.

6 Hasan Karatas, The City as a Historical Actor: The Urbanization and Ottomanization of the
Halvetiye Sufi Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries, Unpublished
Ph.D. Thesis (UC: Berkeley, 2011), 23, 27.
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Figure 2. 16 Mosque complexes constructed between the 13th and 18th century (prepared by
author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

By the end of the sixteenth century, the Ottoman government found it increasingly
difficult to finance its large armies. As a solution, it was decided to modify the
system of land administration, introducing the principle of tax-farming (iltizam),
according to plots of land that were auctioned. This process emerged with the
replacement of sultanic representatives or kuls by local notables to establish
ayanlik.®” Timar owners lived in commercial centers as provinces or sanjaks instead

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

67 The bargain struck between the government and tax farmers signified an important shift in the
center-province relationship, effectively marking the beginning of the process known as
“decentralization,” by which land lease passed from the imperial cavalryman and the janissaries to
the hands of local landlords. Jens Hanssen, “Practices of Integration-Center-Periphery Relations in
the Ottoman Empire,” The Empire in the City: Arab Provincial Capitals in the Late Ottoman
Empire, (eds.) Jens Hanssen-Thomas Philipp-Stefan Weber (Beirut: Orient-Institut, 2002), 53.
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servants lived at the center of the Empire, the capital Istanbul, instead of in other
urban centers of provinces or sanjaks. One important result of this process was that
Miitesellim® was charged to administrate the area temporarily until the governor
and sometimes sanjak beys would take their assigned positions from the second half
of sixteenth century onwards. Sometimes the elders/ayans of sanjaks were assigned
as miitesellim.%® Aktiire explains that, before the Tanzimat period, the
administrative buildings had not been elements of the physical fabric of cities
because kadi, subagsi and other state officials usually carried out their duties at their
residences.”® Following the new regularization, Bab-1 Ali,”! the office of the grand
vizier, proposed a new method to control over better, and the states (eyalet) were
divided into provinces (vilayet) by reducing the borders. Thus, it became possible
to govern these states with fewer income and population. Furthermore, limited
sanjaks and districts might be governed effectively by the governor. This
implementation started from the Tanzimat period onwards and proceeded to the
Second Constitutional Era of the late Ottoman decades when sanjaks were directly

managed as major administrative units.”?

%8 Miitesellims were the officers charged on sanjak on behalf of a pasa, governor or the state treasury.
The main task of miitesellim was to collect taxes on sanjaks in Anatolia on behalf of administrators
in Istanbul. Sevgi Aktiire, “17. Yiizy1l Bagindan 19. Yiizy1l Ortasma Kadarki Donemde Anadolu
Osmanli Sehrinde Sehirsel Yapinin Degisme Siireci,” 101-128 METU Journal of the Faculty of
Architecture, Volume I, Number I, (Ankara, 1975): 123.

6? Musa Cadirei, “II. Mahmut Déneminde Mitesellimlik Kurumu,” Tanzimat Siirecinde Tiirkiye:
Ulke Yénetimi, (ed.) Tillay Coskun, (Ankara: Imge Kitabevi Yayinlari, 2007), 29-33.

0 Aktiire, “17. Yiizyil Basindan,” 123-124.

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

72 {Iber Ortayli, Imparatorlugun En Uzun Yiizyih, (istanbul: letisim Yaymnlari, 2005), 150.
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During the Ottoman period, most of the construction activities took place before the
seventeenth century in Amasya. With seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the
upgrading of trade facilities enabled the construction of khans and bedestens.
Although Amasya lost its importance at the time in comparison with its role during
the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries due to the decreasing commercial activities in
the late Ottoman period, the construction facilities still accelerated during the
modernization process which started in the last decades of Ottoman Empire.
Particularly mutasarrif’*(the governor) Ziya Pasa had the responsibility in the
construction of the newly emerging public buildings in the city center and its

districts.

In the second half of the nineteenth century, the transformations in the
administrative and functional hierarchy affected the spatial structure of cities. The
urban population and other reflections like housing, central administration, and
business center led to the emergence of differentiation.”® In this context, at the end
of the nineteenth century, the sponsoring of architectural activities in city centers
changed; rather than patronage, the state then provided the construction of new
public buildings mostly depending on political organizations, economic benefits,
and security reasons such as state affairs, maintaining order and safety of the

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

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

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

3 Mutasarrif is a state official at the rank of a governor, who served as an administrator and tax-
collector of a province or sub-province.

4 Aktiire, “17. Yiizyil Basindan,” 124.

75 Besides, the control of the waqf endowment maintains by the heirs of the waqfs.
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continued its existence as a sanjak of Sivas province.”® In 1864, the established
regulation in the property division of the Ottoman state was realized with the
Province Regulations (Vilayet Nizamnamesi). An extensive administrative division
reform started with the Province Regulations and the provinces (vilayet) were
accepted as the most significant organizational unit. As a result of the administrative
division realized in 1867 and 1873, Amasya became a sanjak of the Sivas
province.”” Between 1870-1882, there were eight townships (kaza) in Amasya, i.e.

the town center, Merzifon, Koprii, Osmancik, Erbaa, Zile, Ladik, Maden-i Sim.

During the late Ottoman period, governance services began to be located in the
office buildings in administrative centers even in the districts. The buildings such
as schools, government offices, and police stations increased with the new
regulations.”® Administrative buildings such as municipalities, court houses,
governors’ offices, police stations, telegraph offices, and post office were

constructed in this period.

After the First World War, during the invasion of the Ottoman Empire, Mustafa
Kemal Pasa and his friends, who set foot in Samsun on May 19, 1919, went to
Amasya on June 12. On June 22, 1919, they declared the liberation circular known

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

76 Ali Tuzcu and Kemal Tuzcu, Osmanii ve Erken Cumhuriyet Donemi Salnamelerde Amasya 1870-
1930, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2015), 12.

77 Ali Agikel, “Tanzimat Déneminde Tokat Kazasmin Idari ve Niifus Yapisindaki Degisiklikler
(1839-1880),” C. U. Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, Cilt: 27, No: 2, 253-265 (Aralik, 2003), 257.

8 Ortayl, Imparatorlugun En Uzun, 146.

7 This circular is the first written document at the beginning of the Turkish War of Independence.
See: Hiiseyin Meng, 67. Yilinda Amasya Tamimi, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 1986)
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the memorandum of understanding (dmasya Protokolii)®® was signed between the

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

Following the establishment of the Turkish Republic in 1923, the old sanjaks
became cities.®! Thus, Amasya became a city with the decision of the legislative
appropriation on April 20, 1924 .3 Merzifon, Koprii, Havza, Ladik, Giimiishacikdy,
Mecitozii, and Osmancik became parts of the city. However, in 1926, Merzifon,

Giimiishacikdy, ilisu, and Tasova remained as townships of Amasya.®’

According to the changes in the political system after the foundation of the
Republic, the single-party period began. The Republican People's Party was the
only party between 1923 and 1945, and the first elections were held in 1923. With
the centralized Republican period politics, the policies of the party and the
implementations of the party members were reflected in the architectural practices
and urban interventions. During the early Republican period, the notables took part
in the mayor-council. Municipalities took control of construction works, affecting
urban development. It is followed that accommodation, education, cultural
buildings such as hotels, cinemas, schools, and banks gradually increased in the city
center. The administrative center expanded with newly constructed administrative
buildings such as the Justice Building, Ziraat Bank, Tekel Administration, Military
Service Branch, Sugar Factory Directory between the Sultan Bayezid Complex and
the Gilimiislii Mosque on the south bank of the river. In the first years of the

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

80 Mehmet Kilig, Amasya Tamimi ve Protokolii, (Amasya Valiligi Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 2009); Hikmet
Ozdemir, Amasya Belgelerini Yeniden Okumak, (Amasya Valiligi Kiiltiir Yaynlari, 2004).

81 Ortayh, Imparatoriugun En Uzun, 150.

82 Amasya: Il Yillig1, 53.

8 Tuzcu and Tuzcu, Osmanli ve Erken Cumhuriyet, 12.
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flour mills. The marshes were dried, and the stream councils were rehabilitated in
Amasya to prevent malaria. A full-fledged hospital, five first schools, and a middle
school were established, the route was opened on the southern coast of Yesilirmak;
the Sogukpinar water was uniformly brought to the city with concrete pipes; and
the railway connecting the town to Samsun was opened. The endownment system
continued for a while, although most of their buildings were burnt and the wagqfs

lost their income from charities during the Republican period.

The loss of the Republican People’s Party in May 14, 1950 elections, and the start
of a new era in the history of the Turkish Republic with the Democrat Party’s
coming to power,** also affected significant changes in the urban context of Amasya

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

8 Sibel Bozdogan and Esra Akcan, Modern Architectures in History: Turkey, (London: Reaktion
Books, 2012), 105.
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CHAPTER 3

THE LATE OTTOMAN AND EARLY REPUBLICAN BUILT
ENVIRONMENT IN AMASYA

This chapter focuses on the built environment of Amasya in order to understand the
continuities, and ruptures in the urban context from the late Ottoman to the early
Republican period. It initially focuses on the urban nodes of the city formed of
public buildings and spaces in different neighborhoods and the city center; and then
the urban routes provided by the connections of urban nodes are analyzed. During
the period of concern, the built environment of Amasya was formed and
transformed by these urban nodes and routes that together produced the multiple
urban layers of the city, which will be analyzed in the last part of the chapter to
comparatively evaluate the the lost, the remaining, and the new public buildings

and spaces in the process of change.

As Marshall et al. use, the palimpsest metaphor could be helpful “for visualizing
how new urban forms and ways of life are inscribed upon existing spaces and
habits.”® Furthermore, they state that “All cities undergo processes of palimpsestic
decay and reconstruction, and, in any city, urban planners promote and protect
exemplary forms of ‘heritage’ while neglecting or destroying other urban histories.”
In the significant case of Rome as a layered city, “every era ... has demonstrated a

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

85 Marshall et al., “Narrating Palimpsestic,” 1164.
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creating the urban fabric of the city throughout its history.¢ Taking reference from
such concepts that define the co-existence of historical layers in a city, this research
analyzes the multi-layered urban fabric of Amasya formed by political, social, and

economic links through the physical presence of historical urban artifacts.

As Katsavounidou emphasizes, history cannot be read autonomously and
independently of the context of the modern city; it requires a look at pre-modern
ruins along with the modern context as both represent the city. She states that “The
ruins do not return you to the past, but coexist in the same plane with the live
buildings.”®” The neglected ancient monuments and demolished fortifications,
remaining as ruins together with other historical structures of multiple cultures,

exist side by side with the modern buildings in Amasya.

Cities are physically created by buildings and landscapes, and administrative
decisions and the web of relations dictate the spatial construction of the city.
However, cities are indeed socially created by the individual and collective
experiences of their inhabitants. In such a frame, the transformations of the built
environment and the changes in the practices of residents in the urban context
during the late Ottoman and early Republican periods of Amasya are analyzed in
this chapter. The resultant architectural form of the city is discussed by examining
the changes in building types and their locations in flux, and by comparing the

buildings of the late Ottoman and the early Republican periods.

The chronological process of the formation and transformation of the built

environment in Amasya is of concern here; nonetheless, the analysis is framed

86 Nadia Bartolini, “Rome’s pasts and the creation of new urban spaces: brecciation, matter, and the
play of surfaces and depths,” Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, volume 31, 1041-
1061 (2013): 1041-1042.

87 Garyfallia Katsavounidou, “Invisible Parentheses: Mapping (out) the city and its histories,”
(Master’s Thesis, MIT, 2000), 179.
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according to the themes that are defined by taking into consideration the urban
nodes formed by public buildings and spaces as well as neighborhoods, and the
urban routes defined by the use of the built environments by inhabitants. These
morphological traces of spatial experiences in the built environment will help
discuss the neighborhoods, the administrative center, the waterfront, the landscapes
and transportation networks as important sites of the built environment in Amasya
as they were formed and transformed from the late nineteenth Ottoman (Figure 3.
1) (See Appendix D) to the early twentieth Republican (Figure 3. 2) (See Appendix

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

Figure 3. 1 Amasya seen from the east in the late Ottoman period, (Cumont&Cumont, Voyage
d'exploration, 150)
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Figure 3. 2 Amasya seen from the east in the Republican period, (Archive of Foto Apaydin)

3.1 Urban Nodes

The city is a physically changing entity through the morphological formation of
buildings, places, and urban fabric. In this part of the chapter, the urban nodes in
Amasya are examined as the urban artifacts, i.e., public buildings, and public
spaces. The aim here is to understand how these nodes were created over and over
by construction, demolition, and rearrangement of urban artifacts, and how they

formed and reformed areas of daily routines in Amasya.

Examining how the built environment had been formed in Amasya during the
Ottoman period of multi-ethnic communities in such a layered city, and how it
transformed by the loss of the multicultural identity during the Republican period,

the analysis starts by focusing on the neighborhoods, which housed during the late
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nineteenth and early twentieth century the religious groups®® of Muslim, Christian
and Jewish residents, European residents, and immigrants. The role of the society
in the change of the spaces of different communities in the urban context is analyzed
here with reference to the demographic changes in the ethnic composition of the
society and the resultant shaping of neighborhoods by the construction of public

buildings.

This part then analyzes the definition of the center of governance in Amasya,

focusing on public buildings and spaces %

constructed for administrative purposes
starting from the new regulations of Tanzimat during the late Ottoman period until
the early Republican interventions, which formed the built environment in relation
to economic, cultural, demographical, and political developments. The public
buildings constructed in the city center are taken as forming public spaces, which
were realized by the influence of several actors. In the Ottoman period, the sultan,
administrators and military officers, and the public; in the Republican period,
administrators, political leaders, intellectuals, the public, and architects and
planners were the significant actors in the (re)planning of the city. Hence, the
change in the definition of the city center could initially be related to the change of
the authorities. The policies on public works and town planning depended on the
actors who were crucial in the decision-making process. It is thus aimed to
investigate the political and the social actors, i.e., the ruling class and the residents,

in terms of their contributions to the city in both periods.

8 The religious groups were titled as millet. Religion was identified the place of individuals in
society.

8 For the definition of public space here, see: Aldo Rossi, The Architecture of the City, (Cambridge,
Mass: MIT Press, 2007); Christopher Alexander, A pattern language. (Center for Environmental
Structure series.), (New York: Oxford University Press, 1977); Kevin Lynch, The Image of the City,
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press, 2012); Rob Krier, Urban space, (London: Academy
Editions, 1979).
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3.1.1 Shaping Neighborhoods: Demographic Changes

Population change is a subject that directly affects the formation of the urban fabric.
Territorial losses and accelerated migration during the late Ottoman period affected
the formation of new residential neighborhoods as a result of the change in
population density. On the other hand, the rapid change in the demographical
formation of the society with deportations and exchanges of the Ottoman population
during the First World War and after the Turkish Republic was founded, the multi-
ethnic character of the society mostly disappeared, also transforming

neighbourhoods in cities.

Kezer points out the dramatic change in population by referring to the fact that,
whereas in 1914, one in every five people who lived in the Ottoman lands was non-
Muslim, in 1927, the ratio became only one in forty.”® Secularization process in the
early Republican era affected the socio-religious life in Turkey as the society
gathered around the idea of the nation. Nonetheless, wartime losses of the non-
Muslim population of the society, changing its multi-religious characteristic during
the Ottoman period, also created a collectiveness around Islam for the new nation
of the Turkish Republic. Although the Muslim population of the society was not
homogeneous itself, the policies still focused on creating a homogeneous national

identity. Kezer explains that:

Whereas Turkey had lost the bulk of its non-Muslim inhabitants to
wartime atrocities and later population exchanges, the remaining
predominantly Muslim majority was far from being homogeneous. The
administration policies exacerbated the existing cleavages between the
different religious groups.’!

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

%1 Kezer, Building modern Turkey, 158.
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As noted in the sixteenth century tax surveys of 1523 and 1576, there were 60
neighborhoods in Amasya, including five nearby villages of the non-Muslim
community. In this tax survey, 12 neighbourhoods (5 were identified as villages)
were inhabited by only non-Muslim community and Amasya had a peculiarity with
its Jewish community of over 200 people in 1523. In 1576, six neighborhoods had
a population of mixed-religion.”? In the mid-nineteenth century, the number of
neighborhoods slightly decreased to 52 in the center of Amasya. On the other hand,
the fact that in 32 neighborhoods Muslims and non-Muslims were living together
at the time, signifies the generally accepted multi-religious character of the city at
the time”® As seen in the tax registers (tahrir defterleri) that recorded information
about the lands, the quarters of Ottoman cities were classified in terms of the
religious identities of inhabitants, that is as Muslim or non-Muslim quarters of
religious communities. Religious communities (millet) were also important in
Amasya; nonetheless, its neighborhoods had generally been formed of mixed
populations of Muslim, Jewish, and Christian residents, while European residents®*

also began to form settlement areas in the second half of the nineteenth century.

92 Ronald C. Jennings, “Urban Population in Anatolia in the Sixteenth Century: A Study of Kayseri,
Karaman, Amasya, Trabzon, and Erzurum,” International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol. 7,
No. 1 21-57 (Jan., 1976), 37. “Amasya was the only city that had villages that were entered in the
defters as part of the urban population. One wonders whether their connection with the city had any
basis other than proximity, for other cities also had villages on their very outskirts. The revenues of
the three villages in question accrued to evkaf for the 'imaret and turbe of Kamer Hatun. Although
their location is not certain, where the Yesilirmak winds its way through narrow passages into and
out of Amasya there are several isolated riverine plains, most of which are easily irrigated; many are
occupied by houses today, but others are still lined with gardens and orchards. It is difficult to
understand, however, how these three villages of the sixteenth century differed from the other
agricultural villages.” 41.

93 Amasya Niifus Defterleri 1840, Fevzi Giir and Salih Kahriman (Trans.), (Ankara: Amasya
Belediyesi Kiiltiir Sanat Yaylari, 2012), 17.

% “In 1867, foreigners had the right of real estate ownership.” Ilber Ortayli, Osmanl
Imparatorlugunda Alman Niifuzu, (Istanbul: Kronik Kitap, 2008), 159; German colony in Amasya
Region, see: Selim Ozcan, “Yabancilarin Taginmaz Mal Miilkiyeti Edinimleri: Amasya Ornegi,”
History Studies, vol 2/2, (2010).
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According to the information given by Hiiseyin Hiisameddin (1869-1939) in his
book published in 1914, there were 55 neighborhoods® in Amasya at the beginning
of the twentieth century, meaning that the city mostly preserved its population in
centuries (Figure 3. 3).°° Generally, the location of religious places was the main
identifier of the established neighbourghoods in Ottoman cities as most of the
neighborhoods, whether Muslim or non-Muslim, were established around religious
institutions. In the province of Amasya, almost all neighborhood names were given
after the notables and ulemas,’’ and officials who played a significant role in the
construction of mosques, madrasahs, lodges or soup kitchens. It is seen that a few
of the neighbourhoods were named according to their locations or in relation to their

functions such as trade centers.”®

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

% Although there existed neighborhoods where both Muslim and non-Muslim communities lived
together at the time, he only mentioned about non-Muslim residents but did not give any information
about the status of non-Muslim neighborhoods. Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi,
(Trans: Mehmet Akkus&Ali Yilmaz), (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1986), 85-144.

97 Scholarly families, local religious authorities

% Ahmet Simsirgil, “XVI. Yiizyilda Amasya Sehri,” Tarih Incelemeleri Dergisi, 11(1), 77-109
(1996), 81.
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Figure 3. 3 Nineteenth century neighborhoods of Amasya (Prepared by the author as adapted from
DAI-II)

The number of neighbourhoods decreased to 17 during the early Republican period
(Figure 3. 4) mainly because of the fact that the neighborhoods were reorganized in
administrative terms. Most of the Ottoman neighborhoods that remained as such
preserved their names, and the neighborhoods of the new system incorporated sub-
areas, called as mevkii (area), which had been neighborhoods in the Ottoman times
— hence they continued to be called with the same names. For example, Ugler

Neighbourhood consisted of Ceribasi Mevkii, Recep Mevkii, Kiipcegiz Mevkii, and
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Sehrekiistii Mevkii, which were former neighbourhoods of Amasya in the Ottoman

period.”

Figure 3. 4 Twentieth Century neighbourhoods of Amasya (1953) (HGM)

1 Bayezidpasa 2 Samlar 3 Ihsaniye 4 Piringei 5 Savadiye 6 Giimislii 7 Sofular 8 Mehmetpasa 9
Dere 10 Yiizevler 11 Nerkis 12 Hatuniye 13 Ugler 14 Gokmedrese 15 Haciilyas 16 Kursunlu 17
Hizirpasa

According to Cuinet’s book is entitled La Turquie d’Asie published in 1892,
Amasya Sanjak central district (Merkez Kaza) had 32.000 Muslim Sunni, 16.000
Muslim Shiite, 11.000 Armenian Gregorian, 1.400 Armenian Protestant, 240
Armenian Catholic, 3.000 Greek Orthodox population.'® Before 1915 deportations
of the Armenians, the main religious groups were the Muslims and Armenian
Catholics in Amasya. Orthodox, Jews, Gregorians, and Protestants were the other

small religious groups.

% Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya Tarih, Cografya, Salname-Kilavuz ve Kazalar, (Ankara: Giiney
Matbaacilik ve Gazetecilik, 1954), 126-127.

100 Vital Cuinet, La Turquie d’Asie-Géograhie-Administrative- Statistique-Descriptive et Raisonnée
de I’Asie Minor, (Paris: Leroux, 1892), 618.
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According to the 1935 population census, the non-Muslim group's population in the
town was declined!®! (Table 3. 1). In the Republican period, there was a slight
change in the population of Amasya from 1927 to 1950, and even sometimes
declines were recorded. While there were 12.841 people in 1927, the city's
population decreased to 11.918 in the 1935 census. It increased to 13.635 in 1940
and again decreased to 13.344 in 1945. In 1950, the city's population was 14.470.
The population gradually increased in the post-war decades, and it became 17.560

in 1955, 28.525 in 1960, and 34.168 in 1965.1%2

Table 3. 1 Distribution of population according to religion in 1935 (1935 Genel Niifus Sayimi, 19)

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

Mutlak rakamlar Nisbet — Proportion
Chiffres absolus %
Dinler — Religions
Erkek Kadm Yekiin Erkek Kadm Yekan
Hommes Femmes Total Hommes Femmes Total
Islam — Musulman 5980 | 5500 | 11481 967 | 949 | 95.8
Cayra miistimler — Non 7 . | t:
Katolik — Catholiques 9 | 7 16 0.1 0.1 0.2
Ortodoks — Orthodoxes 182 276 458 3.0 4.8 3.8
Protestan — Protestants 3 1 4 0.0 0.0 00
Hiristivan -— Chrétiens — 1 1 - 0.0 0.0
Ermeni — Arméniens 12 9 | 21 02 02 02
Gayrt miislimler yekiinu — Total des [ i ;
non-musulmans 206 | 294 500 0.3 { 5.1 4.2
Umumi yekim — Total général 6 186 | 5 795 11 981 1000 ; 100.0 1000

“History is being fabricated, reassessed, reinterpreted constantly, according to the
present-day political realignments, diplomatic aspirations, efforts for image-

making, and responses to waves of immigration.”!%® As the non-Muslim population

191 The first regular census in the Ottoman Empire was conducted in 1829-1831 in the reign of Sultan
Mahmud II. In this first census, only male population was counted as Muslim male population who
were at the age of military service and non-Muslim population who were responsible for paying the
tax of jizya.

12 gmasya Il Yilhig1, izmir: Ticaret Matbaacilik, 1967, 61.

103 K atsavounidou, “Invisible Parentheses, 245.
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of Amasya had to leave the city, their belongings, including religious buildings and
houses, began to be used by the Muslim community. In this process, the memory
of the presence of the non-Muslim communities in the city was also erased to a
great extent. Few non-Muslim monumental buildings, for example, survived in the
city; and only their names remained to define certain sites as in the case of Venk

Suyu/Venk Ayazmas: (Figure 3. 5).1%

12 wwpbliwb dbabw) wyonwbbwhh fp punlul plpublop 1911 porwlulhi, U. Qunniw-
Swdlimy hlhbglgun) qbipbqiwimnwi kg :

Figure 3. 5 Vank Monastery Cemetery in 1911 (Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic, 920)

All the religious buildings as well as the school and residences of the non-Muslim
population that had defined the neighborhoods mixed with Muslim residences were

first transformed and lately destroyed, and new buildings were constructed in their

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

thus also influential in this re-shaping process.

3.1.1.1 Public Buildings of Muslim and Immigrant Communities

Muslim communities formed the majority of the Ottoman lands, and the spaces that
they used became significant nodes in Ottoman cities. The intentional construction
of dervish lodges in cities also bounded these religious nodes to social and
economic relations. In the Ottoman Empire, religion was determinant in shaping
political as well as social life. Wolper indicates the role of the religious communities
against political events such as revolts and invasions from the eleventh century
onwards by stating that these communities colonized the conquered lands and
provided political legitimization.'®> Waqf' lands were also granted to construct
such religious complexes that provided social, economic, cultural services besides

religious functions.

Many religious buildings for the Muslim community, including madrasahs and
mosques as well as tombs of religious leaders (#irbe), had been constructed until
the late Ottoman period, shaping the Muslim neighborhoods of Amasya (Figure 3.
6). During the nineteenth century, some religious buildings were constructed,
although fewer in number compared to the earlier periods, among which the

building type that emerged as a modern requirement was the time-setter lodge

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

106 Charitable endowment
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(muvakkithane), which worked to determine praying time correctly. Wishnitzer
states that, during the marketing of clocks to Ottoman lands in the second half of
the ecighteenth century, the construction of clock towers and muvakkithanes
proliferated.'’” In 1842 a time-setter lodge was ordered to be built in the Sultan
Bayezid II Complex by one of the teachers of Divan-1 Hiimayun, Kapancizade el
Hac Hiiseyin Zeki Efendi, together with a library in 1842.!% The ruined mosque in
the Kopriibas1 neighborhood was renovated in 1883 by Amasya Naibi Vidini-zade
el Hac Mehmed Emin Efendi.'” Azeriler/Sirvanli Mosque (1895) and Tomb
(1873), Pir ilyas Tomb (1894), Hamdullah Efendi Tomb (1868), Seyh Ismail
Siracuddin Sirvani masjid (1848) and Tomb (1867) (Yukar1 Tomb), and ihsaniye
masjid (19 c.) after the immigrations from Azerbaijan, Caucasia were the religious

buildings constructed in this period.

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

1% Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 106. See: Giinsel Renda, “The Muvakkithane in the Beyazt II
Complex in Amasya,” Journal of Art History, (6), 181-206, (1976).

199 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 131.
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Figure 3. 6 Locations of Muslim schools and madrasahs and immigrant mosques and tombs in the
late nineteenth century (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

After the Crimean war (1854-1855), in the 1860s, the number of immigrants from
the Crimea and the Caucasus increased. The national campaign started in the
Ottoman land to provide aid to immigrants; food, cereals, seeds, construction
equipment, and various donations, as well as land grants were provided to help them
settle in the Ottoman territory. During this period, the locals and government
officials of Amasya donated 6,424 kurus, and the locals whose ancestor was Hafiz
Ali Pasa gave 400 decare of their land to Crimean and Caucasian immigrants.''”
From 1873 onwards, Tatars were also settled in Amasya in the area donated to the

Crimean and Caucasion immigrants, called as Thsaniye neighbourhood in Miri

110 yyrt Ansiklopedisi, Cilt:1, (1981), 429.
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Defterleri (Public Property Registers) referring to “ihsan etmek” in Turkish that
means to donate - although it was called as the Tatar quarter by the locals (Figure
3.7).111 As a result of the Ottoman-Russian War (1877-78) and the rebellions and
invasions in the Balkans, there were migrations from these regions to Anatolia. In
1878, 150,000 immigrants were identified. Amasya was one of the chosen areas of

settlement, and 4500 immigrants settled in Amasya in 1878.!12

1848 Sirvani Masjid

Figure 3. 7 Crimean immigrant settlement (1878), Ihsaniye neighborhood (Prepared by the author
as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

' Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 96.

"2 Yurt Ansiklopedisi, 429.
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Besides the resident Muslim communities, the Muslim immigrants to the lands of
the Ottoman Empire during its late decades also constructed new religious
buildings. Sadrazam Sirvanizade Mehmet Riistii Pasa ordered to build Seyh Ismail
Siracuddin Sirvani Tomb (Yukar: Tomb) in 1867 for his father near the Seyh Ismail
Siracuddin Sirvani Masjid, which had been constructed in 1848 on the hills of the
Samlar neighbourhood. Sirvanli/Azeriler Mosque was built between 1873-1895
with the donations from the cities of Karabag and Sirvan along with the donations
of the immigrants from these two cities who lived in Amasya and the contribution
of Seyh Hact Mahmut Efendi (Figure 3. 8). A mosque was also built there in the
name of Hamza-i Nigari Efendi, in addition to a mausoleum, a wooden madrasah,
a fountain, and a private classroom.'’* A masjid was built in the Ihsaniye
Neighbourhood by Tatar notables in the nineteenth century. Next, to the masjid, a
school was built in this neighborhood in 1890 by Zileli Hac1 Veli-zade al-Hac
Hasan Efendi, one of the wealthy inhabitants of Amasya. !'*

Figure 3. 8 Sirvanli/Azeriler Mosque (Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 382)

'3 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 90-91.

114 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 96.
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As Kezer pointed out the importance of religious leaders and their fetvas'!'® during
the War of Independence,''® Atatiirk requested from miiftii of Amasya Bayezid
Mosque to preach a sermon to the public of Amasya to join the fight for
independence during his visit to Amasya.!!” Despite such a role of religious leaders
during the early years of the foundation of the Republic, after the abolishment of
the caliphate under the law no. 677 in 1925, dervish lodges were closed to provide

national unity under the secular ideology.

In the republican period, several old buildings that became useless were converted
to depots such as Bimarhane used for timber deposit (Kereste Deposu). The
madrasah building of the Sultan Bayezid II complex was first transformed into the
Public Library, and later in 1925, it began to be used as the Museum. By the
Republican regime, the decisions were taken to sell the resultant disused masjids in
Amasya in 1928.'8 In 1928, a regulation was issued by Directorate of Transactions
of the Prime Ministry (Bagvekalet Muamelat Miidiirliigii) and it was thus decided
that, in Amasya, the masjids in ruins that were likely to collapse in the
neighborhoods of Bag Helkis, Kursunlu, and Recep (today’s Ugler neighbourhood),
and the central villages of Kdycegiz and Karatas, would be excluded from the
classification (tasnif) by the directorate of religious affairs (Miiftiliik) due to the
presence of adequate mosques nearby these masjids.!! The article accepted in 1935

stated: “The mosques and masjids, which are kept out of classification, are closed

115 A decision given by an islamic religious leader.

116 K ezer, Building modern Turkey, 83-84.

"7 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 136.

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

19 RA 30-18-1-2/1-9-19
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according to the procedures and legislation in order to be used for other
purposes.”'?? Generally, Ziraat Bank rented such foundation buildings on behalf of
the government.!?! In Amasya, Gokmedrese and Burmali Minare Mosque

Agricultural Storehouses (Zahire Ambart) began to be used as depots.

Besides religious buildings, those serving the function of education were also
related with religion. Madrasahs were places of advanced education, mainly in
religion, in the Ottoman cities. In Amasya, the notables such as Yakup Pasa (1412),
Yorglic Pasa (1430), Hizir Pasa (1466), Mehmed Pasa (1495), Abdullah Pasa
(1485), and Ayas Aga (1495) built madrasahs by their charity foundations.!'??
Georges Perrot who traveled to Amasya in 1861 defined the city as the Oxford of
Anatolia due to its madrasahs with approximately 2000 students. Mustafa Vazih
Efendi, a resident of Amasya in the nineteenth century, also wrote a treatise about
Amasya and specified it as the city of disciples.'”® Hiisameddin stated the
madrasahs renovated/built in the late nineteenth century included Benderli (1871),
Sarachane (1883), Mehmed Bey (1891), Sofular (1892) and Burmali Minare (1909)
in Amasya.'?* Besides the religious centered tradition of education, the Ottoman
state started to build new schools or adopted existing schools into the new system

of education introduced in the late nineteenth century (Figure 3. 9).125

120 Official Gazette No: 3163

121 Ali Riza Dénmez, “Cumbhuriyet Devrinde Vakiflar,” (PhD diss., Ankara Universitesi, 1991), 55.

122 Necip Giingor Kisaparmak, Milli Egitim Cephesiyle Amasya, (Kardes Matbaasi, Mart, 1966), 12.

123 «“Amasya”, Islam Ansiklopedisi, Cilt:3, (Istanbul: 1991), 2.

124 Hilsameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 222-256.

125 The newly founded schools were ibtidai (primary schools), idadi (secondary schools), riisdiye
(advanced primary schools) and sultani (high school). See Benjamin C. Fortna, Imperial Classroom
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Figure 3. 9 Map showing the schools in Amasya (in the left part of the map), Tokat, Karahisar-1
Sarki, and Sivas, in 1914. Before the reforms (Kable’l Inkilab), there were 14 schools, after the
reforms (Ba 'de’l Inkilab) there were 30 schools. Red circles are showing the existing schools
before the reforms, while blacks are newly constructed ones until September 1914. (SALT-II)

Besides madrasah education, there were sibyan mektepleri (primary school) in
Amasya. The Hatuniye School, built in 1509, and Sultan Bayezid School, built in
1485, were converted into primary schools (ibtidai mektebi) in 1883; Ali Pasa
School, which had been built in 1510 by one of the former grand viziers, Ali Pasa,
and Kiiclik Aga School, which had been built in 1495, also became primary schools
in 1889 and 1909 respectively. Through the new regulations on educational
developments, new educational buildings were also constructed. In 1864, Alaca
Yahya Madrasah was demolished, and an advanced primary school (riisdiye) was
constructed by the orders of Ziya Pasa in its place, which was burnt in the 1894 fire.

Topguzade Halil Efendi and his brother Miinip Bey donated money to construct a

Islam, The State and Educatiin in the Late Ottoman Empire, (Newyork: Oxford University Press,
2002).
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primary school in this area.'?® Later, the newly appointed Mutasarrif Arif Beyzade
Mehmet Kemal Bey decided to use the vacant area of the old palace of Sehzades in

Saraydiizii Mevkii (area) to construct a new school between 1895-1897 (Figure 3.
10)."%7

Figure 3. 10 Amasya Mekteb-i Idadisi (Orta Mektep-secondary school) The stone masonry
building had one floor and a basement with had four rooms and a woodbin, and a coalbin. The first
floor contained four classrooms, kimyahane (chemistry room), a dining room, a library, a masjid,
and three rooms. (OA, MF.MKT, 246/17)

126 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 222.

127 0A, MF.MKT, 246/17.
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Amasya Idadisi (secondary school) was constructed in the garden of the old palace
in 1895, and it was upgraded in 1904. In the First World War, the school was in the
service of the army used as a hospital for six months. In 1915, the branches of
agriculture and trade were added to the school. In 1916, it was turned into a sultani
(high school), and in 1925, after the foundation of the Republic, it began to be used
as a secondary school (Figure 3. 11).!?® The building was destroyed in the 1939

earthquake.'?

a-\:;_)l‘ aJlas ".QJL g}.ﬁ ‘n-),\ ..:\:..\J — 88

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

Figure 3. 11 Students of Amasya Mekteb-i Idadisi in the study room (SALT-IIT)

128 Serdar Balct, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Amasya (1923-1950) ‘Idari, Siyasi, Sosyal ve Kiiltiirel
Yaps, (PhD diss., Atatiirk Universitesi, 2014), 385.

129 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 222.
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The Republican period schools were Kiligaslan (1925), Pilevne (1926), Ugler
(1928), Yesilirmak (1925), and Atatiirk (1948) primary schools. Kiligaslan Primary
School was the first school of the Republican period in Amasya, constructed under
the guidance of governor Hilmi Ergeneli (Figure 3. 12). The construction of the
school had indeed been started in 1914 by the Ottoman governor Muammer Bey of
Sivas. During the First World War, the construction was postponed several times.
Finally, it was completed in 1925. The plan of the school was prepared by Resmi
Iseri, head engineer of Amasya. At first, it was opened as a girls’ school (Kiz
Mektebi). When co-education was introduced in 1928, the school was renamed as

Kiligaslan Primary School.!'*°

Figure 3. 12 Kiligaslan Primary School (Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Amasya Vilayeti, 40)

Until 1964, a high school building was not constructed in Amasya. Two issues were

pointed out as reasons for not having a high school in the city: First, the secondary

139 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 227.
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school (Orta Mekteb) and the elementary school (1lk Mekteb) were also used as a
high school. The other reason was that the building of the People’s House was used
as a high school whenever there was a need. However, the People’s House building
was occupied by TEKEL in 1948, and high school students of Amasya began to
attend Samsun, Sivas, and Yozgat high schools.!3! The buildings of the Jesuit
missionaries were transformed in the 1920s to Sevkat-i Islamiye, a school for orphan
children, and changed its name as Sehir Yati Mektebi (City Boarding School) in the
1930s. In 1946-1947, it was used as boys’ art school (Orta Sanat Okulu). In 1948,
it was transformed into the Boys’ Art Institute, and its building was demolished in
order to construct a new school in 1965.'% Amasya Technical Art School for girls
had 125 students in 1952 (Figure 3. 13). There were one secondary school and five
elementary schools in the city center in the 1950s.!3*> These transformations in the
early Republican period point out the serious attempts to develop educational

practices and overcome difficulties in the field undertaken by the government.

131 Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2.

132 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 220.

133 Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2.
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Amasya Aksam Kiz San’at Oku lu.

Figure 3. 13 Amasya Technical Art School for Girls (Lisesiz Amasya, Vatan Gazetesi, 2)

The research has shown that, towards the turn of the twentieth century, there was a
decline in the construction of religious buildings, while an increase was seen in the
number of educational buildings. Although classical education (Sibyan mektebi)
continued, modern schools were established during the late Ottoman period. For
example, the secondary school Tas Mekteb met the needs of the students in a
modernized way with new features such as a library and a chemistry room. Classical
schools consisted of one room adjacent to the madrasah while modern educational
buildings had multiple classrooms and laboratories. As a result of the constructions
in the ottoman period, the construction of new school buildings was not needed in
the city after the Republic was founded. Only after the 1940s, schools and

dormitories began to be built.
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3.1.1.2 Public Buildings of Non-Muslim and Missionary Communities

Non-Muslim communities had been part of the Ottoman society for centuries,
among whom the Armenians formed the majority in Amasya.'** In the nineteenth
century, Sultan Mahmud II recognized the Catholic Armenian community in 1830,
which was separated from Orthodox Gregorian Armenians. In 1850, the Protestant
Armenian community was also officially recognized'*” in line with the acceptance
of 1839 Tanzimat Edict that guaranteed the equal treatment of Ottoman subjects of

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

There were public buildings constructed in the late nineteenth century, possibly
around the non-muslim populated areas (Figure 3. 14). At the end of 1878, Priest
Bogos Natanyan was commissioned to prepare a report by examining the status of
active or abandoned churches, schools, monasteries, as well as the properties of the
Armenian community in and around Sivas. In the Amasya section of the report, it
was stated that the Armenians formed a separate district with 1000 households. The
priest, who stated that their population was 3-4 thousand, mentioned three churches
with three schools named Surp Asdvadzadzin, Surp Hagop, and Surp Nigogayos
(Figure 3. 15). He stated that the Greeks, who were more than 40 households, also
formed a separate district and had a church and a school called Aya Yorgi. He
mentioned the Protestant population of 10 households. They had a church and a

school preached by a missionary priest. '3

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

1% Bogos Natanyan, Sivas 1877: Sivas marhasaligi ve Sivas vildyetine bagl birkag énemli sehir
hakkinda rapor Sivas, Tokat, Amasya, Merzifon, Arsen Yarman (ed.), (Istanbul: Birzamanlar
Yayincilik, 2008), 40.

136 Natanyan, Sivas 1877, 327-328.
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Figure 3. 14 Possible locations of missionary and non-Muslim public buildings, late nineteenth
century (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)




Figure 3. 15 Religious places and schools, nineteenth century (Greek & Armenian) (Simonian,
Memory Book of the Pontic, 216)

According to the report of Robert W. Stevens in 1841, due to the unintended
competition between two European (Stroh and Imbert) and Swiss (Mr. Krug) trade
houses at the beginning of the production season, the increase in quality and
abundance of silk in Amasya attracted the attention of Europe. In 1840, the Swiss
trade office was opened in the city. European trade representatives made efforts in
this region to produce more and better quality products. They observed that the silk
demand in European markets could be met there. They planned how soon they

would be able to provide quality and abundant products in the next production
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season.!®” Meanwhile, Europeans began to establish a silk factory working with a
catapult in the Ottoman territory. In 1845, the Freiburg company founded
mancwmnikhane (catapult house) in Amasya. Other European entrepreneurs
established the second mancinikhane within a short period. These mancinikhanes
used steam energy and pulled silk with a rough process. However, in the 1860s,
mancwmikhanes went bankrupt, and the buildings were used as mills for many

years. 38

On the other hand, the case of Hagop Amasyan, who directed his father’s farm in
Amasya and also invented a loom (filture de soie) to take the silk out from cocoon,
is exemplary of the fact that Armenians were engaged in both trade and
agriculture.'® According to George Percy Badger, who wrote in the mid-nineteenth
century, the Armenians at Amasya at the time were five hundred families, who
possessed three churches and were under the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Tokat,
the person currently acting in the place of a deposed Patriarch. There were also
fifteen families of the Greek rite at Amasya, who had a church, a priest, and a
school. These people knew no other language than Turkish, which was spoken by

all the Christians in this district.'** He added his anecdotes in Amasya as follows:

137 Ali Tuzcu, Seyahatndmelerde Amasya. (Kayseri, Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 2007),
158-159.

133 Mehmet Besirli, “Osmanli Dénemi’nde Amasya Sancagi Uzerine Bazi Bilgiler (17.-19.
Yizyillar)”, I. Amasya Arastirmalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri, 105-125, (Amasya: Amasya Valiligi,
2007), 118. See: Donald Quataert, Sanayi Devrimi Caginda Osmanli Imalat Sektorii, (Istanbul:
1999), 215-222.

139 Kevork Pamukciyan, Biyografileriyle Ermeniler, Ermeni Kaynaklarindan Tarihe Katkilar, Cilt
IV, Yayma Hazirlayan Osman Koker, (Aras Yayincilik, 2003), 18.

140 George Percy Badger, The Nestorians and their rituals, Vol: 1, (London: Joseph Masters, 1852),
20.
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The Mutesellim gave us lodging in a house annexed to one of the
Armenian churches, where we were kindly entertained. In one of the
lower rooms was a school in which upwards of sixty boys were
assembled. On the master's table, I observed a number of books and
tracts in Armenian and Armeno-Turkish from the press of the American
Independents at Smyrna, which had been sent to Mr. Krug, a Swiss
mercantile agent, and the only European in Amasia, to be distributed
among the people.'*!

Towards the end of the nineteenth century, with industrial and commercial facilities
the Amasya province had an active life. The city was one of the important centers
of silk and cotton weaving industry. In 1851, seven companies were representing
Amasya in the exhibition held in Istanbul.!#? In this period, the import and export
businesses were held by Armenian traders Cizmeci-zade, Kececi-zade, Gebeci-
zade, Mazioglu, Karabet, Kibritcioglu, Ohannes, Kesisoglu Karabet, Kirisoglu,
Serkiz, and Gemizioglu Karabet, who had an essential role in Amasya.'** Spinning
and weaving machines were introduced to Amasya by Karl Meez, where Muslim
girls were also working but abandoned to work at those factories by the general
instruction of the governor Ziya Pasa in 1863.'* In 1863 Amasya was one of the
provinces chosen as a pilot area to produce the cotton seeds imported from Egypt.
In 1864, it was decided to arrange a commercial fair every year that started in the

middle of December and lasted until the end of that month.'+

141 Badger, The Nestorians, 20.

142 Amasya, Yurt Ansiklopedisi, 1, (istanbul: Anadolu Yayincilik, 1981), 429.

143 Mehmet Besirli, “Osmanli Dénemi’nde Amasya Sancagi,” 117.

144 Andreas David Mordtmann, Istanbul ve Yeni Osmanlilar Siyasi, Sosyal ve Biyografik Manzaralar
Cilt 1-2, Gertraude Songu-Habermann (trans.), (Istanbul: Pera Yayincilik, 1999), 167, 380.

145 Feridun Emecen and ilhan Sahin, “Amasya”, Islam Ansiklopedisi, Vol. 3, (Istanbul: Tiirkiye
Diyanet Vakfi 1991), 2.
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Industrialization developed in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries in Europe and
spread around the world. In Amasya, with the division of labor and machine-based
industry, foreign enterprises from Switzerland and Germany were allowed to
manufacture in the late nineteenth century, especially one of a Swiss family named
Krug, mentioned by several travelers. German traveler Barth wrote in his travelogue

about his work in the city as follows:

Back in the city, we (Mr. Barth and Mr. Klein) visited the new large
silk house built by Krug where the cocoons were separated. This is a
great enterprise, which is still expanding. Also, at the side of this
building, the construction of a grinder mill was just finished. Everything
was in good shape, and it was very enjoyable to see how the tireless
entrepreneur Germans worked for this business. While curbing the
river, our host had great difficulties with and strong opposition from the
locals. Because the river offered no prospect for navigability, they were
anxious to keep water for his mill in his untamed banks, and Mr. Krug
was threatened for his innovation.'#°

The French traveler Cuinet narrated that there were approximately 2500 weavers at
the end of the nineteenth century, showing that the province’s life was alive in terms
of industrial and commercial facilities."*” Cuinet also gave information about Mr.

Krug and the milling industry in the town:

Milling. - Another branch of industry imported in this city thirty years
ago by Mr. G. Krug; a national Swiss is the owner of the flour mill.
During the first years, the native population reacted to the production
of good white flour. For the last ten years, however, thanks to the
intelligence and perseverance of Mr. A. Krug, the flour mill has greatly
progressed, and today, Amasya and its surroundings produce around
50,000 bags of flour a year. The major part is consumed at Samsun,
Bafra, Carsamba; 30,000 bags are shipped annually by the sea at various
scales of the Black Sea. This industry is destined for greater

146 Heinrich Barth, Reise Von Trapezunt Durch Die Nérdliche Halfte Klein- Asien Nach Scutari Im
Herbst 1858-Berlin, (Gotha: Justus Perthes, 1860), 36- 37.

147 Emecen and Sahin, “Amasya”, 2.
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development when the internal tariffs will be abolished. The sack of
flour is 60 okkas in Amasya. Three qualities of flour are generally
produced: the first is used for pastry, the second for ordinary white
bread, and the third quality for hard wheat that is generally used for
bread.!*

William Gifford Palgrawe, who was a British consulate in Trabzon, mentioned
about a merchant named Stroh who opened a silk factory in Amasya between 1867
and 1873. Stroh brought in sixty workers from Germany, and up to four hundred
workers were women and children of local Christians.'* In his reports, Palgrawe
explained the business of Stroh and another enterpreuner Mr. Imbert in 1869 as

follows:

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

The records show that mulberry farm sales had accelerated in the city from 1700
onwards. The records about the period after the 1800s, on the other hand, show that

bocekhane (silkfarm) sales increased with mulberry farms. Indeed, since the

148 Cuinet, La Turquie d’Asie, 749-750.

1499 Tuzcu, Seyahatndmelerde Amasya, 246.

150 “Raport by Mr. Consul W. Gifford Palgrawe on the Anatolian Coast the Corresponding Island
Districts, Behwen the Longitudes of Sinope and Trabizand, in the Summer of the Year, 1869,
Turkey, Anatolian Provinces” in Tuzcu, Seyahatndmelerde Amasya, 246.
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beginning of the nineteenth century, mulberry grove sales intensified.'>! Likewise,
a study in the period between 1838-1863 mentioned that there were 2258 acres of
mulberry farms in Amasya. While Muslim household incomes were 157 kurus per

acre, non-Muslim incomes were 108 kurus.'>>

As held in all parts of the country, there were competitions in Amasya with awards
granted to the winners to promote cocoon production. The state also performed
different methods of industry incentives by giving a medallion to Armenian
Elmasoglu Ohannes Aga for his efforts in the development of silk culture. Likewise,
Armenian Bedros Kaconi Efendi, who depicted Tasvir-i Hiimayun by processing

silk and presented to the Sultan, was given the industry medallion.!*?

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

Ottoman Empire were run by using mills.'** Waterwheels in Yesilirmak River were

151 fsmail K1vrim and Siileyman Elmaci, “Osmanli Dénemi’nde Amasya’da Ipekgilik,” International
Periodical for the Languages, Literature, and History of Turkish or Turkic, Volume 6/4, 715-728,
(Fall, 2011), 721. Another issue is that of the existence of bocekhane in the mulberry groves. For
example, Ayse Hatun from Eski Kethiida sold the gardens and bécekhane to Emine Kadin and was
paid 3.300 kurus; the gardens and bécekhane were located near the borders of the city. For further
information on silk production in Amasya see: Kivrim and Elmaci, Osmanli Dénemi’nde
Amasya’da Ipekeilik; Hiisnii Yiicekaya, “Amasya Ipekciligi Uzerine,” Akademik Bakis, 7, no. 13,
269-283 (Kis, 2013).

152 Mehmet Begirli, “Osmanli Dénemi’nde Amasya Sancagi,” 122-123.

153 Kivrim and Elmaci, “Osmanli Dénemi’nde Amasya’da Ipekgilik,” 725.

154In addition to industrial products, the other products were: Corn, barley, flour, chickpeas, lentil,
yellow seed, opium, poppy seed, gum tragacanth, mahaleb, sahlab, hemp, fruits, vegetables, grapes,
butter, wax, honey, wool, mohair, suif, wine, molasses (pekmez), sheep, horses, goat-cow-oxen-
sheep-lamb-hare-otter skins, timber, manoussa, tapis, wool socks, cutlery, ore. Vital Cuinet, La
Turquie d’Asie-Géograhie-Administrative- Statistique-Descriptive et Raisonnée de I’Asie Minor,
(Paris: Leroux, 1892), 747-748.
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used in milling in the nineteenth century. In the late Ottoman period, economic
problems occurred in the city. Financial shortage of the state affected construction
works. In addition, silkworm diseases from Europe affected the Ottoman silk
industry. Silk mills at Amasya went bankrupt and reopened as flour mills for several
decades.'>® Since there were no local public facilities, the sale of products was
difficult, the production of unsold products was thus abandoned, and the economic
vitality of the city came to an end.

156 who

One of the merchant families of the city was Armenian Ibranosyan Family
sent a post to ask about the expansion of the silk factory and establish a school for
producing mulberry (Figure 3. 16). Later the construction plan and instructions of

this manufacturing school were sent by Ibranosyan Brothers on May 26, 1909.157

155 Donald Quataert, Ottoman manufacturing in the age of the industrial revolution, (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1993), 124.

156 Maruke Ipranosyan, originally from Amasya, was a manifacturer with his brother Yeprem and
was one of the founders of the Ipranosian Brotherhood House bearing their names. Having started
their first activities in Amasya, Ipranosyan Brotherhood established fabric factories in Amasya and
later settled in Istanbul and improved their commercial activities. Oya Gozel Durmaz, “Tehcirde
Ermeni Bir Tiiccarn Hikayesi: Maruke Ipranosyan,” Yok Edilen Medeniyet: Geg¢ Osmanli ve Erken
Cumhuriyet Dénemlerinde Gayrimiislim Varligi, Ararat Sekeryan, Nvart Tasci, (eds.), 114-125,
(istanbul: Hrant Dink Vakfi Yayinlari, 2017), 114.

157 OA, 1.AZN, 85/32.
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Figure 3. 16 The elevation and plan for the proposed school for mulberry production. The building
had three storeys. In the first floor, there were a playground (feneffiishane), a locker, and a staff
room (hademe odast); in the second floor, there were five classrooms, a teachers’ room, and a
guest room; in the third floor, there were a saloon, a director office, a room, and a music room.
(OA, 1.AZN, 85/32)

In the Ottoman records, the land belonging to Armenian Merzifonlu Gobelyan
(Kupliiyan) households and cocoon silk factory in the early 1880s was turned into
a church and a school for boys and girls.!>® In the Bayezid Pasa neighborhood, a
church, a private bureau, and a school were built by French Jojiyet (Jesuit)
delegation between the Bayezidpasa mosque and the Kumacik Bath in 1883 (Figure
3.17).1%

158 0A, SD, 1800/3.

159 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 91.

&3



1911 Darul Harir ’

3 B
Sericulturg

Figure 3. 17 French missioner priests’ and priestess’ mansions, churches, and schools in
Bayezidpasa Quarter (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

In the 1880s,'% the factory building, which was purchased by the Jesuit priests and

turned into churches and schools, was later purchased by two non-rank soldiers of

160 It was not until 1881 -the Order was restored in 1814 by Pius VII- to officially speak of a Jesuit
mission in Constantinople and from there to Anatolia. It is in this context that Cardinal Giovanni
Simeoni, prefect of the Congregation of Propaganda, written to Father General of the Company of
Jesus, Peter John Beckx, dated July 25, 1879: Leo XIII decided to send Jesuits to Turkey to
encourage the return, as they said then, Gregorian Armenians to the Catholic Church and to fight
the influence that Protestants have acquired from them. Why do the Jesuits? Because the pope
mainly intends to be found colleges for counteract those that the American missions had established
in Anatolia — that Marsivan, for example, was renamed. The duration of the mission - 1881 to 1924
- corresponds to the passage between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic. As early as
1881, the Father of Damascus settled in Constantinople as a prosecutor of the new mission, then
superior general until 1892. He creates, following the wishes of the ecclesiastical authorities,
missions of Marsivan, Amasia, Tokat, Sivas, Cesaree (Kayseri) and Adana. Twice a year, he travels
in inspection all these posts of Anatolia. (Philippe Luisier, Présence des Jésuites en Turquie au X1 Xe
et au XXe siecle. Mélanges de 1'Ecole frangaise de Rome. Moyen-Age, tome 110, n. 2. (1998): 783-
794.
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the Ottoman Empire and added to the lands of the garden and households (Figure
3. 18).18! In the document dated 1895, the land was purchased by French Count
Pierre de Dumas and his wife, and it was noted that it was necessary to obtain a
deed for the area as it could not be used for any other function than the school and
the church because, in 1891, Catholic representative Marmaryan Bogos Efendi

unauthorized the use of the building by adding a church bell and thus converting it

h 162

to a churc

Figure 3. 18 French Missioner Buildings near the bank of the Savadiye stream, Bayezidpasa and
Piringci neighbourhoods (Personel Archive of 1. Hakki Goztas)

161 OA, SD, 2647/3.

162 0A, SD, 1800/3, OA, DH.MKT, 1926/108.
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In the late nineteenth century, French Jesuit schools (1881) were opened in the city
center (Figure 3. 19) and Merzifon, American missionary schools (1886) were
opened in Merzifon and closed in 1938, and the German colony opened a school in
a village near Amasya (Figure 3. 20). Besides the religious education in missionary

schools, the students were employed in industrial production as well.

Figure 3. 19 Jesuit French missionary schools, late nineteenth century. la-converted school 1b
converted Military house 1¢ demolished (Personel Archive of I. Hakk1 Goztas)
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Figure 3. 20 The German colony in Atabey Farm (Brockes, Quer durch Klein-Asien, 159)
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Later probably in 1909, another Jesuit convent school was constructed for girls in
the Piringci quarter in Amasya (Figure 3. 21).!6 This school was used as the French
Girl school; after the First World War, it was used as Sevkat-i Islamiye orphanage
and a hospital for poor and orphan children with the initiation of Hamdi Apaydin,
a member of the parliament from Amasya.!®* In 1921, another member of the
parliament, Mehmet Ragip Topala, explained that a silk factory with available tools
was bought for these children. They would be employed in the factory, and he
demanded an appropriate grant from the Grand National Assembly funds for that.'®
The fact that the building was built as a dormitory provided it also to be used as an
orphanage and a hospital. However, in the following processes, the entrance floor

of the building was reserved for the People’s House of Amasya in the early

Republican years, and later, it was transformed into a technical school.!®®

103 OA, DH.MUI, 22/6.

104 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 220; Amasya Mebusu Hamdi Beyin, Amasya'daki Sefkati Islamiye
Yurduna miiavenet hakkinda kanun teklifi ve Muvazenei Maliye Enciimeni mazbatast (2/252)
Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi 1. Donem 13. Cilt 93. Birlesim, 150; see: Kathryn Libal, “Child
Poverty and Emerging Children’s Rights Discourse in Early Republican Turkey” Childhood in the
Late Ottoman Empire and After, Benjamin C. Fortna (ed.) 48-72 (Leiden Boston: Brill, 2016), doi
10.1163/9789004305809 004

165 Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi 1. Dénem 13. Cilt 93. Birlesim, 152

166 For the possessions of the Jesuits in Amasya, Kayseri, Merzifon, Sivas, and Tokat, Jerphanion
was sent by his superiors to supervise the sale of all Jesuit properties in the post-war period. Ruggieri
Vincenzo, Guillaume de Jerphanion et la Turquie de jadis, (Soveria Mannelli: Rubbettino, 1997)
106.
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Figure 3. 21 Jesuit Convent School, Dormitory and House for the priestess (Simonian, Memory
Book of the Pontic, 618)

There is no record of a newly constructed hospital buildings in Amasya until the
Republican period; during the Ottoman years, mansions were used for a health
consultation. There are also some records stating that missionary schools had their
hospitals.'®” From the reports in the Ottoman Archives and official regulations on
hospital written in Armenian about the Armenian community’s request for
permission from the Sultan to build a hospital in their neighborhood around 1911,
it is understood that the first hospital was probably opened in 1911. K.
Vartabedyan’s textbook "Topographic Geography of Amasya," written in 1911 for
3rd grade students in the 1911-12 academic year, mentioned about a "National

Hospital," which was a newly established charity company (Figure 3.22).168

167 Merzifon American Board Hospital

168 Yeprem Bogosyan, Badmutyun Hay Misagutayin Ingerutyunneru, "Ermeni Kiiltiirel Sirketleri

Tarihi” (Viyana: Mikhitaryan Matbaasi, 1969), 97-98.
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Figure 3. 22 The sketch plan of Armenian hospital converted from a house (OA, BEO,
4100/307427)

Non-muslim buildings in the city were isolated for their communities. It is generally
understood that missionaries were also engaged in trade during the time of their
services for religious purposes, actively participating in the economic life of the city
as well as contributing the the formation of its built environment. However, as the
non-Muslim, i.e., Armenian and Greek, communities had to leave the country a
result of the deportations during the First World War, and the exchange agreements
after the foundation of the Turkish Republic, their buildings were mostly re-used
for other purposes. In this process, the multi-cultural identity of the city was lost,
and non-Muslim identities could only be traced in street or quarter names, although

they were also changed later with Turkish names.!*® The negligence of the non-

169 The fact that non-Muslim and non-Turkish identity was oppressed during the early Republican
years could be exemplified in the following event: The Republican People’s Party branches in the
provinces and their works were controlled and reported by the inspectors at certain times of the year.
In one of the inspection reports dated May 16, 1941, during the Second World War, two persons,
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Muslim heritage was also witnessed in the unconscious destruction of vernacular
architecture in the residential quarters. The multi-cultural neighborhoods of the
Ottoman period that were lost during the Republican period can only be traced with
the names remembered, and in the old photographs and maps showing their

buildings.

From the documents, it is understood that the main factory buildings of the city
were built with the help of European or Armenian entrepreneurs. Examining the
structures that missionary communities built in the city center and around Amasya,
it is understood that there were large, multi-storey structures that could provide
different services to meet public needs, as exemplified with the example of the
dormitory of the French Jesuits building that also provided health services. It stood
out as the tallest building of the city at the time when it was built. The dormitory
and the surrounding building complex were re-used for a while in the Republican
period. After the prohibition of missionary activities in the Ottoman lands, these
abandoned buildings were re-functioned as a result of the search for space for
different needs. The earliest examples of health services provided by non-Muslims

were with the use of some rooms of their dwellings.

3.1.1.3 Fires and a Gap in the Urban Fabric

Three conflagrations in 1895, 1914, and 1915 influenced the creation of a new built
environment in Amasya. The urban artifacts of the city were mostly destructed and
demolished in these fires. A huge gap remained in the fire areas (Yangin Yeri) until

1953, which was in the very center of the city. The places called “Fire Areas” were

Miitetabbib Haydar, and Arzuhalci Feridin, were noted as having Armenian origin. The inspector
criticized them, and he decided that their behaviors were threatening for the citizens. He stated that:
“When they heard the news about the defeat of our ally, their smiles grew out in public.” He thus
requested to transfer them to another place, arguing that it had been a mistake of the citizens of
Amasya to decide for Armenian residents to stay in the city. 490.01.615.14.1.21.
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planned to be opened for use with development plans but the area remained vacant

for years.

The first huge fire occurred in 1895.!7° The other two fires happened in the same
region: one on March 12, 1914, before the deportations of the Armenians, and the
other on July 21, 1915, after the deportation had begun.!”! The fire in July 21, 1915
came out in the carpenters workshop neighbouring the tenant Gazazoglu Hamdi
Aga’s house five or six months later after the 1914 deportation of the Armenian
residents of that neighborhood that included such quarters as Eski Kethiida,
Kocacikoglu, Algak Koprii, Bozahane, Devehane, Hoca Siileyman, and Seyh Kirik.
Within four hours, the fire destroyed three thousand one hundred thirty houses, two
thousand shops, seventeen khans, nineteen mosques, three churches, seven baths,

and ten dervish lodges (Figure 3. 23).!7

170 OA, DH.MKT, 415/23.

171 Zeliha Et6z and Taylan Esin, “Osmanli Sehir Yanginlari, 1914 1918, Tarih ve Toplum Yeni
Yaklasimlar, Say1 14, 9-52, (Yaz, 2012), 2.

172 Amasya Il Yilligi, 1967, 159; Osman Fevzi Olcay, Amasya hatiralari: "Bildiklerim gordiiklerim
isittiklerim ile Amasya,” (trans.) Turan Bocek¢i and Mehmet H. Segkiner, (Amasya: Amasya
Belediyesi, 2009), 60.
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Figure 3. 23 Partial view of Yanginyeri (Fire Areas) in 1926 (DAI-III)

The bazaars that had been located on the central axis of Yanginyeri constituted the
center of the caravan trade. Referring to the fifteenth century wagqfiya documents'”?
of Yorgii¢ Pasa and Hizir Pasa, Kuzucular points out that the commercial facilities
were located on this central axis at khans, shops, and bedestens!” at the right bank

of the river in the south (Figure 3. 24).!7

173 The waqfiya document states the number and location of the endowment properties for charitable

purposes.

174 Covered bazaar, usually luxury goods were sold.

175 Kani Kuzucular, “Amasya Kenti’nin Fiziksel Yapisinin Tarihsel Gelisimi,” (PhD diss., Istanbul
Teknik Universitesi, 1994), 72.
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Figure 3. 24 Map showing the shops on the major commercial street of the nineteenth century at
the Fire Areas (Prepared by author as adapted from the personal archive of I. Hakk1 Goztas)

In the nineteenth century, the commercial axis was still readable, and the historians

Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Mustafa Vazih Efendi and Osman Fevzi Olcay mentioned
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the khans and shops with their patrons. Khans, bedestens, and shops in market
districts were transformed during the late nineteenth and twentieth centuries (Figure
3. 25). Cities” commercial activities took place in two districts in Yanginyeri that
named Yukar: Pazar,'’® and in Piringci District Asag: Pazar which were connected
to the streets named as related to the commercial facilities located there such as
Ekin/Saman Pazari, Kagni (Kanli) Pazari, Devehane (Camel Harness) (Figure 3.
26).

; - ,_..,.;\ = .
bereket,mdabereketAmnsyacarslsmdadakkhdlm ummnnnb\
dolu kiifeler.

Figure 3. 25 View from the main bazaar (Amasya’da Zirai Faaliyet, Vatan Gazetesi, 5)

176 Kuzucular, “Amasya Kenti’nin,” 73.
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Figure 3. 26 Routes of commercial streets surrounded by shops in the Yukar1 Pazar district with
hans and bedestens, nineteenth century (Prepared by author as adapted from the personal archive
of I. Hakk1 Goztas)
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The area of Yanginyeri remained vacant during the first two decades of the
Republican period. Only in 1940, a new city stadium was proposed to be
constructed in the area but could not be realized in wartime, and the decision was
canceled after the 1948 flood. Then, a mass housing project was initiated by the
government to help the victims of the disaster; a Yiizevler Project was realized here

in 1949,'77 introducing partial planning of the area (Figure 3. 27). In this project, a

block system of regulated roads was defined.

Figure 3. 27 Yiizevler Construction after Savadiye Flood (Bayindirlik Dergisi, 139)

Accordingly, by actualizing the Yiizevler project, the modernization process of the
Republic created a planned urban area in Yanginyeri in Amasya by implementing a
regularly planned urban pattern that ignored the traditional urban characteristics of
the city (Figure 3. 28). The traditional morphology of the city of Amasya was thus

replaced with geometrically planned areas after the construction decisions and road

77 Bayindirlik Dergisi, Bayindirlik Bakanligi, (Istanbul: Istanbul Matbaacilik, Aralik, 1949), 140.
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regularizations. Grid planned quarters, and street expansions had also been seen in
the nineteenth and the twentieth-century urban practices in the Ottoman Empire.
For example, Ziya Pasa aimed to expand roads and create large public squares in
1864 leading to the destructions around the districts of Selagzi and the Sultan
Bayezid IT Complex such as the demolishing of the Garipler Masjid and Narlibahce
Madrasah in Amasya.!”® Nonetheless, the intervention in Yangmyeri in the mid-

twentieth century was the most significant change in the traditional fabric of the

Figure 3. 28 Expanded street axes after the 1915 fire, the Yiizevler district in the 20th century
(Prepared by the author as adapted from Yetman, Amasya Imar Plan: and from the personal
archive of I. Hakki1 Goztas))

178 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 252.
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It could be stated that, compared to other cities, the traditional fabric of Amasya
was only partially affected by this modernization process. The main reason behind
this situation originated in the fact that the development plan of Amasya could only
be implemented in 1966, relatively late in the twentieth century. The second reason
was that the fires had already destroyed a huge traditional settlement area at the
beginning of the twentieth century. There remained a large gap left unplanned for
a long time in the city center, where fairs, celebrations, commemorations took

place, and the areas was used for many years as a public festival venue (Figure 3.

29).

Figure 3. 29 A speech was given in vast areas of Yangin Yeri, 1933 commemoration of the
proclamation of the Republic (Meng, Fotograflarla Ge¢miste, 229)

As Pinon explains, mid-nineteenth-century urban forms give clues about the
historical layout of streets that had been punctuated by buildings of the sixteenth or

seventeenth century or neighborhoods defined by religious complexes and public
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buildings.!” In Amasya, the center of the city mostly preserved its urban form of
the nineteenth century except for the area affected by the fires. On the other hand,
as Yanginyeri was a central part of the traditional city, the loss of the built

environment here also meant the loss of urban memories of Amasya.

The area demolished by fire covered approximately one third of the built
environment in the city center. Therefore, with the burning of the buildings, the
organic texture of the city, neighborhoods consisting of Muslim and non-Muslim
residents, market areas, many khan buildings with courtyards and shops were also
destroyed. In addition, except for a few buildings constructed after the fire, all the
projects prepared for the reconstruction of the area remained on paper and could
not be implemented. Only when it was affected from the Savadiye flood in 1948,
the fire area was transformed into a residential area as reorganized by a

systematically planned mass-housing project.

3.1.2 Defining the Center: Changes and Continuities in Governance

In the Tanzimat period, from 1839 onwards, the transformation process of cities
began in the Ottoman Empire.The state, according to the Ottoman ruling system,
signified the power that stood above the society while being independent of it. It
was expected from the state, which was a sublime entity, to be fair and protective.
In that kind of paternalistic states, the state presents itself as an absolute authority
and receives support from the symbols while constructing this identity. One of those
symbols are the public buildings, which are parts of the urban space and represent

the state in direct or indirect ways.'®" Until the Tanzimat period, there were neither

'” Pierre Pinon, “Attempted Typology of Urban Fabric of Ottoman Towns of Anatolia and the
Balkans,” 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture: “A Supra-National Heritage, (Istanbul: Yapi-
Endustri Merkezi Publications, 1999), 442.

180 Y asemin Avcl, Osmanli Hiikiimet Konaklar: Tanzimat Déneminde Kent Mekaninda Devletin Evki
ve Temsili (istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2017), 3-4.
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administrative centers nor court buildings in the Ottoman cities to represent the rule
of the state. The mansions where kadis inhabited, were also used as administrative
centers.'®! Together with the Tanzimat reforms, the changes in the provincial
administration, the reorganization of the education system, the improvements in
communication and transportation, the reorganization of internal security and the
direct involvement of the state in many public service areas, brought about new

architectural elements to the spatial structure of the Ottoman cities.'%?

The foundation of the Turkish Republic in 1923 caused a new phase for the more
radical transformation of cities. After the establishment of the Republic, the
modernization efforts continued to be carried out by the state initiated projects. The
developments in the built environment were mainly planned and desired to change
the urban space. Tekeli evaluates and summarises four main policies at the

beginning of the Republican era:

1. The transfer of the administrative and cultural center from Istanbul
to Ankara.

2. The transformation of many provincial centers into modern
administrative and cultural centers, thus introducing and initiating
social changes to their hinterlands.

3. The construction of a railroad network to cover the country and thus
replace the former “tree form” and the development of highways to
support railways.

4. The location of large public industries in small Anatolian towns.'83

181 {lber Ortayli, Tanzimat Devrinde Osmanl Mahalli Idareleri (1840-1880), (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih
Kurumu Basimevi, 2000), 124-128.

182 Avc1, Osmanli Hiikiimet Konaklar, 18.

183 {Ihan Tekeli, “Evolution of Spatial Organization in the Ottoman Empire and Turkish Republic”
In From Madina to Metropolis Heritage and Change in the Near Eastern City L. Carl Brown (eds.)
244-273 (Princeton, N.J., Darwin, 1973), 265.
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Thus, this part of the study analyzes how the center of the city was formed and
transformed by the construction of administrative buildings in Amasya that changed

with the influence of the political and social transformations.

3.1.2.1 Ottoman Administrative Buildings

New administrative systems need and create new building styles. During the change
from the traditional Islamic rule to the modernist centralized governance in the late
Ottoman period, municipality and government offices were constructed.!®* In
Amasya, a new administrative site was formed with official buildings such as a
government house, a courthouse, a gendarmerie office, a municipality building,
municipality garden, a post office, and even a prison mostly settled around the same
area (Figure 3. 30). However, due to the narrow bank of the river in Amasya, the
opposite bank of the river was used as Hiikiimet Meydan: (government square). The
official celebrations, opening ceremonies, speeches, and even mass demonstrations
were held in vast areas near this area that was called the public square (Figure 3.

31).

184 {lhan Tekeli, “Tanzimat’tan Cumhuriyete Kentsel Déniisiim," Tanzimat 'tan Cumhuriyete Tiirkiye
Ansiklopedisi, Cilt 4, (Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlari, 1985), 878-889. The earliest administrative
buildings among the examples in Anatolia were located in Amasya. Their construction is accepted
as a part the Amasya Reforms of Governor Ziya Pasa.
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Figure 3. 30 Administrative buildings from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century in
Amasya (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

Figure 3. 31 Administrative buildings and government squares in the administrative center during
the late Ottoman period (OA, T, 1360/80)
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Before the new constructions, there was a mansion which had been used as the
government building that was in need of repair in the nineteenth century.
Government correspondences in 1848 show that the mansion used for governmental
purposes needs to be repaired, but the limited potentials obliged to postpone the
intervention. Thus, in the case of the impossibility to use the building, the decision
was to rent another building.!® In 1863, the city council of Amasya was given a
corresponding affirmation on constructing a new building due to the potential
collapse of the Government House.!®*¢ Following the reports, Amasya governor
Ziya Pasa purchased land near the Helkis Bridge from izzet and Nuri Beys in 1864

and constructed a building for the government office (Figure 3. 32).'%

In 1864, several other new public buildings were also constructed. The large clock
tower (1864) was built on a rock, separating Bag Helkis from Sade Helkis and could
be seen from all over the city. Ottoman administration entered a new phase of
regulation and rationalization. Regardless of all these changes, decrees concerning
office hours continued to appear regularly with only slight variations, suggesting
that the patterns of time organization.'®® Behind the Government Office, at the edge
of the mountain, a public prison'® was built. Near the Government Office, selamlik

part of the Grand Admiral (Kaptan-: Derya) Hafiz Ali Pasazade el Hac Ahmet

185 0A, A.MKT.MHM, 6/82.

136 OA, MVL, 671/68

"7 The 1858 Land Code (Arazi Kanunnamesi) and 1864 Provincial Code (Vilayet Nizamnamesi).
Ilber Ortayl1 mentions about two such regulations in 1841 and 1847, Ilber Ortayl, Imparatorlugun
En Uzun Yiizyil, (Istanbul: Iletisim Yay, 2005), 216.

188 Wishnitzer, Reading Clocks, 51.

139 There was a prison inside the Amasya castle. It is very likely that these caves were used as refuge
places, and that they were to serve to place the sentinels. (Fontanier, Voyages en Orient, 240)
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Miktad Pasa's mansion was converted to the Municipal Department and his two-

storey house was converted into the post office (Figure 3. 33).!%°

DI MKT.02567.00062.011

Figure 3. 32 Front elevation and floor plans of Amasya Government Office. This building
consisted of 20 rooms and a council room with three service rooms, four basement rooms, and two
shops. On the first floor, there was a large room, and on the ground floor, there were two
divanrooms. (OA.DH.MKT, 2567/62)

190 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 138
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On March 10, 1871, a project was proposed to the sublime port to construct an
Archival Office to prevent the public archival documents from damaging in a fire
(Figure 3. 34). In 1894, the police station was built (Figure 3. 35). Adjacent to the
clock tower, the Pharmacy of the Municipality was built in 1894, and the archive

building was constructed on November 6, 1895.1°"

Figure 3. 33 Government Office and Post Office, welcome reception of Anatolian General
Inspector Ahmet Sakir Paga in front of the Government House with a military ceremony, 1897.
(Meng, Fotograflarla Gegmiste Amasya, 93)

T OA SD. 1782/59, OA SD. 363/5.
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Figure 3. 34 Proposed stone building as an archival office signed by coordinateur de pont et
chaussées ¢ Amassial® (OA. SD, 1782/59)

Figure 3. 35 Police Station around the 1930s (AMA-I)

192 An engineer responsible for the construction and maintenance of public roads and bridges.
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The construction of the Municipality Mansion started in 1915, and the foundation
was laid when Veysibeyzade Sitki Bey was in office. Although the construction
activities continued during the First World War and the National Struggle, it was
completed in 1923, and the official opening was held by the Mayor of the time,
Veysibeyzade Nafiz Bey (Figure 3. 36).! The municipality building was
constructed instead of the Grand Admiral Hafiz Ali Pasazade el Hac Ahmet Miktad
Pasa's selamlik part of the mansion, which had earlier been transformed to be used

by the municipal department.

Figure 3. 36 Amasya Belediye Konagi (Municipality Building) (Meng, Fotograflarla Gegmiste
Amasya, 243)

The residential area in the Helkis (Nergis) neighbourhood was transformed into an

administrative area after the construction of the new types of administrative

193 Hiiseyin Meng, Tarih I¢inde Amasya, (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaynlari, 2014), 331.
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buildings. In 1909, the government building, prison, and a garden were still
surrounded by houses. In 1928, the residential area was divided by the railway line,
and the surrounding houses were demolished. Around the 1940s, the building for

the gendarmerie was constructed near the prison (Figure 3. 37).

Figure 3. 37 The transformation of the residential place into a public place, 1909-1928-1953
(Prepared by author as adapted from 1: OA, T, 1360/80; 2: Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5; 3: HGM)

In general, it is seen that the new public building constructions started in the late
Ottoman period when Ziya Pasa was the Amasya governor between 1863 and 1865.
The governmental center in Amasya (Figure 3. 38) was formed in the place of a
residential district. This place named as Sade Helkis used to be consisted of houses
with haremlik and selamlik parts, gardens and vineyards, together with a masjid and
mills and was surrounded by Harsena Mountain.!** This area was transformed into
a place for public affairs by the construction of public buildings there. The railway
line that passed through the middle of the quarter also affected the decline in the
residential density. The green areas were expropriated to set up public gardens and
administration buildings. The administrative identity of the area continued while
new public buildings were constructed in its vicinity in the early Republican period,

as will be examined in the next part.

194 See Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 93.
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Figure 3. 38 The transformation of residential areas into the administrative center, from the 1860s
to the 1940s (1: Giir and Kahriman, Amasya Niifus Defterleri; 2: AMA-II; 3: AMA-III)
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3.1.2.2. Republican Administrative Buildings

Despite the social change witnessed in Amasya after the foundation of the Republic,
contemporary modernization process produced less impact in the physical context
of the city. That is why, the period could be accepted to have searched for
materializing the Republican soul in the built environment, but could not have fully
realized this aim. The new state constructed public buildings in line with its policies,
and also transformed some buildings constructed in the Ottoman period to re-use
them for different function as will be examined in this part of the study; nonetheless,
these efforts remained fragmented as a result of the economic conditions of the
period as well as the limitations brought about by the geographical condition of the
city; and thus, the urban and architectural environment of Amasya mostly preserved

its character.

After the foundation of the Turkish Republic in 1923, the most significant attempt
of the new state in changing the built environment of Amasya was constructing
governmental and administrative buildings that expanded the Ottoman
administrative center along the south bank of the river. The new buildings of the
administrative center included the Court House (1926), Power Station (1936),
Sugar Beet Region Directory (Pancar Bolge Sefligi) (1947), TEKEL
Administration (/nhisarlar Idaresi) (1948), Ziraat Bank (1952), and the Sugar
Factory Directory (1954) between the Sultan Bayezid Complex and the Giimiislii
Mosque. On the other hand, educational and cultural buildings were also
constructed in the city center, such as schools, hotels, and city clubs (Figure 3.

39).195

19 The information about the architects of these buildings could not have been reached in
contemporary documents.
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Figure 3. 39 Partial Map of Amasya, Yanginyeri with government offices and schools. 1/8000
scale partial map, public use (Resmi-Umumi Kullamslar) (Y etman, Amasya Imar Plant)

The military buildings of the Ottoman period continued to be used for the same
function in the Republican period, such as Askerlik Subesi (Daire-i Askeriye —army
branch, 1895) and two Gendarmarie Buildings (one of them converted from a Jesuit
School-1890, and the other was built near the prison at the governmental center),
and the old barracks (1898-1900) at Saraydiizii area, which would be used until the
1939 earthquake.

In the early Republican years, during the governorship of Ahmet Hilmi Ergeneli
(1924-1927), the State Hospital (Memleket Hastanesi later Dispensary) (1926) at
the Saraydiizii district, Kiligaslan Primary School and the Courthouse were
constructed. The first building on the opposite bank of the river was the Courthouse
constructed in 1926. The two-storey reinforced concrete construction was realized
under the responsibility of two engineers: Sami Bey, a contractor engineer, and

Resmi Iseri, the chief engineer of the project. The Teachers’ Club used the ground
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floor of the building.'”® Later, this building also served as Ziraat Bankasi
(Agricultural Bank) and Ozel Idare Binasi (Private Civil Administration Building).
A large wind turbine to provide power to all the houses in the city was built in 1935
near the Government Office. One year later, Amasya Municipality ordered
mounting tools from Austria to assemble the machinery of the plant.!®” The first
power station for electric generation was constructed in 1936 with the initiation of
Mayor Celal Eren (Figure 3. 40).!°® During the period of governor Saim Hazar
(1945-1948) and mayor Ziya Tiirem, a development plan was envisaged by Ertugrul
Mentes.'”® Although the development plan of Amasya was possibly dated to 1948,
it could not be found in the archives but only a sketch plan of the city is known as
published in Inénii Ansiklopedisi in 1948. The Private Civil Administration
Building was marked as Ziraat Bank and Hususi Muhasebe (Financial Accounting
Building) (possibly Ozel Idare Binast) on this map of 1948. It is seen in the map
that the power station had been demolished, and Toprak Mahsulleri Ofisi (Turkish

Grain Board) was built in its place at the time (Figure 3. 41).2%

196 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 211.

97RA, 030.0.18.01.02.69.81.019

198 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 201.

19 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 202.

200 fnénii Ansiklopedisi, 243. According to the 1981 edition of Yurt Ansiklopedisi, the topographical
base maps of Amasya were drawn respectively in 1928, 1947 and 1962. Two development plans
were prepared in 1948 and 1966. 1948 plan prepared by Ertugrul Mentes. Rauf Beyru prepared the
development plan dated 1966 and Fahri Yetman prepared the 1981 development plan and plan notes.
Yurt Ansiklopedisi, 467.
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Figure 3. 40 View from Court House, on the left, Power Station on the right (Amasya Museum

Archives)
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Figure 3. 41 City Plan of Amasya showing the administrative buildings in 1948 (Inénii
Ansiklopedisi, 243)
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Among the public service buildings constructed by the Republican state were also
those for health institutions. During the First World War, Amasya Mekteb-i /dadisi,
which had been built in 1893, was used as a military hospital. There was an old
edifice in the Saray Diizii area that served as a dispensary department with ten beds
during the years 1922-1924. In 1924, the dispensary was transformed into a state
hospital (later tuberculosis dispensary), which contained 25 beds (Figure 3. 42).
The bed capacity of the hospital increased to 50 in 1926. After the increase in the
capacity, the existing building of timber construction was demolished, and with the
initiation of governor Ergeneli, surgeon Rifat Hamdi and chief engineer Resmi
Iseri, new blocks were constructed in its place. 2! When the Ruhi Tingiz State
Hospital was opened on November 20, 1951, patients were transferred to the new

hospital (Figure 3. 43).202

Figure 3. 42 The State Hospital that later served as tuberculosis dispensary, the Statue of Atatiirk
by Kenan Yontung, October 29, 1929, (Amasya I/ Yilligi1, 176)

201 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 240.

202 Ali Aydogan, Amasya’da Vakif Bir Hastane ve Ahmed Ruhi Tingiz Bey, (Amasya Belediyesi
Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2015), 103.
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After April of 1953, with the orders of the Ministry of Health, these two buildings
began to serve as the tuberculosis dispensary that contained ten beds.?* The center
also had a malaria combat organization, and places to be used by governmental and
municipal councils. The public health services included organizations against
diseases such as malaria and doctors served in municipal and governmental medical
services and tuberculosis dispensary.?®* Marshes were dried, and stream councils

were rehabilitated in Amasya to prevent malaria.?®

Figure 3. 43 Ruhi Tingiz Hospital (Saglik Durumu, Vatan Gazetesi, 2)

203 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 240.

204 Saglik Durumu ve Ruhi Tingiz Hastahanesi, Vatan Gazetesi, 2

205 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 200.
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During the last years of the Ottoman Empire, the association of Turkish Hearths
was founded in 1911-12. The Turkish Hearth in Amasya used an old Armenian
mansion as its center. In the Republican period, after the Turkish Hearth
Association was closed, most of the buildings were inherited by the newly
established People’s Houses and the ruling Republican People’s Party. A document
was posted in 1931 to the Party’s provincial administration committee that
explained that the Turkish Hearths building was not in good condition to move in.?%
The Republican People’s Party probably was searching for an appropriate building
to use as its headquarters. Amasya People’s House was opened on February 23rd,
1934 at 14.00 with the participation of the public.?’” Due to the lack of funding, in
line with the common practice of the period, various old buildings were used by the
People’s House. Initially, the People’s House was placed at the main hall of the old
Jesuit school, which had been converted to a boarding school. On July 31, 1939,
the director of the provincial board of the Republican Peoples’ Party, Sitk1 Aktin,
reported about the activities and works in the city, and he pointed out that the
citizens found this building far from the city center, defined that neighborhood as a

suburb and stated that most people did not want to go there.

After a while, as this place criticized by the public as it was distant from the city
center, an old konak (mansion) in front of the Government Office near the wooden
bridge from the late nineteenth century, which belonged to the municipality and had
been used as a casino, was hired on August 1, 1941 to be used as the People’s House
(Figure 3. 44). The Republican Party members also used this small mansion as a

party building.?’® Hence, in 1948, the People’s House was transferred to a newly

206 RA.030.1.0.0.1652.748.1.34

207 Serap Tasdemir, "Amasya Halkevi ve Yesilirmak Dergisi”, 38. ICANAS Tarih ve Medeniyetler
Tarihi (10-15.09.2007), (Ankara: Atatiirk Kiiltiir Dil ve Tarih Yiiksek Kurumu, 2012): 3049.

208 RA. 490-1-0-0 / 615-11-1-32
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constructed building, and the old mansion was repaired in 1949 to serve as the City
Club.2”
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Figure 3. 44 Second Peoples’ House in front of the Government Office near the Hiikiimet
(Government) bridge (RA, 030-1-0-0/1652-748-1-34)

Some of the People's Houses such as the one in Amasya did not have a new or an
autonomous building. If the local community did not financially support the
construction of a new building or the building used was insufficient, different
buildings were rented and converted for the use of the People’s Houses.?!® The
construction of a new People’s House building in Amasya had been on the agenda

of the government since its foundation (Figure 3. 45). During the 1930s-1940s

209 Bogalan Halkevi Binas1, Amasya Yesilyurt Gazetesi, 2.

210 Nese Gurallar Yesilkaya, Halkevleri: Ideoloji ve Mimarlik, (Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlari, 1999),
134.

117



period, the Republican People’s Party supported the establishment of a building for
the People’s House. Although an Italian engineer, Arpad Radomszky, had prepared
the project for the building in 1938, the chief architect of The Republican Party
Seyfi Sonad, explained that the council found many mistakes in the project and
criticized it for lacking national feelings and hence the construction was
canceled.?!! The case was one of the examples that displayed the dominant role of

the state and its nationalist ideology in the construction processes.

Figure 3. 45 Proposed project area near Sultan Bayezid complex for the construction of a new
People’s House during the 1930s (RA, 030.1.0.0/1652.748.1.36)

The project of the new People’s House building, prepared by engineer Arpad
Radomszky in 1938, was decided to be built on an empty plot of the land between
the Provincial Special Administration Building and the power station building on

the boulevard through Amasya-Tokat Road, inside the green park located there.

211 RA, 490.01/1652.748.1.
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There would be a pool in front of the main entrance of the building. The reflection
of the building on the surface of the water was also considered in this project.
Columns reached up along the height of the building, and on the facade, they
lightened the massiveness of the building by giving cavities, also defining the
entrance (Figure 3. 46). By the construction of the People’s House, it was also
aimed to use the green park as a riverside promenade for the citizens (Figure 3.

47).72

Figure 3. 46 The proposed model of the Peoples’ House (RA 030-1-0-0/1652-747-1-3)

212RA, 30.1.0.0/1652.747.1.3.
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Figure 3. 47 The first Peoples’ House plan drawing by Arpad Radomszky. (RA
030.1.0.0/1652.748.1.102)

In the project, at the entrance of the building, there was a main entrance to the
ceremonial hall, and two more doors on both sides allowed going upstairs. On the
ground floor, there was a two-storey high ceremonial hall, a buffet, a toilet, and a
cinema hall. The first floor contained a library and classrooms. On the second floor,
there were executive rooms such as the chairman's room for the Republican
People’s Party organizations and the room of the chairman of the People's House.
On the third floor, apartments for guests in Amasya and an exclusive apartment for
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk were allocated. On the basement floor, there was a shelter,
a kitchen, and a heating room. The plot was not structurally stable because it was at

the base of the Yesilirmak River.?!?

213 RA 030.1.0.0/1652.748.1.102.

120



After the foundation of the Republic, sports facilities were held at the Karaagac
Public Square, but the station building was constructed at that place in 1927.
Consequently, sports competitions began to be held at the Hacilar Public Square
after 1927. For stadium construction, a place was reserved near the train station in
the 1930s, as seen in a document signed in 1939 by Amasya Municipality.?'*
However, the Mayor, the chair of the People’s House, and Mr. Saim, who was an
official sent from the association of Ankara Training Community Alliance (Ankara
Idman Cemiyetleri), did not find this place suitable for construction. Thus, it was
decided to expropriate fire areas for the new stadium in the center of the city.?!
Later on, a stadium was planned to be constructed in the area where the military
building (Daire-i Askeriye) was located near the Devehane in Yukari Pazar district.
However, after the Savadiye flood in 1948, houses were built at that area for the
victims and the stadium construction was suspended. In 1950, the Bayezid Pasa
Cemetery was decided to be the place for the stadium, but after the field was
leveled, the project was abandoned because the slope of the land was not suitable
for the construction. Finally, in 1956, Governor Mazlum Yegiil ordered to

expropriate three gardens in the vicinity of the vineyards around the train station

(Istasyon Baglar) district and build the Amasya Stadium in 1957 (Figure 3. 48).2!6

214 RA 490.1.0.0/615.11.1.

215RA 490.1.0.0/615.11.1.

216 Amasya Il Yilligi, 159; Yangin Yerine Muvakkat Bir Spor Sahast Yapilacak, Amasya Yesilyurt
Gazetesi, 2.
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Figure 3. 48 Unimplemented project areas for the construction of the stadium from the 1920s to
the 1950s. 1. First reserved place near the station in the 1930s, 2. Other proposed area for the
stadium in 1939, 3. The third proposed area for the stadium in the 1950s. (Prepared by the author
as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

Governor Talat Oncel’s attempts to establish his policies on the state-led
modernization projects and the planning of the city during the years 1935-1945
transformed the built environment of the city. In 1939, river flooding damaged the
Government Bridge and the Clock Tower. Governor Oncel decided to demolish that
timber bridge, and a reinforced concrete bridge construction began even though the
Second World War brought economic shortages. During this construction process,
the Clock Tower was profoundly damaged and then demolished by the order of the

governor. The public reacted to the destruction of the clock tower. At that time the
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announcement about building a new clock tower was seen in a newspaper article,

noting the emphasis on making Amasya a “modern” province.?!”

On the other hand, there were many buildings destroyed in Amasya by the impact
of the Erzincan earthquake in December 1939. The construction of the new bridge
took a long time. The public criticized Governor Oncel in the newspaper articles
due to the demolition of the clock tower; the others appreciated him because he was
successful in representing the “Republican Amasya.” The people of Amasya
pointed out the underdevelopment of Amasya for over 25 years in consequence of

the failure of the members of the parliament in representing the city.?!8

When the Great Depression affected the world economy in the 1930s, the
Republican People’s Party developed a control mechanism over the policy of
economy. On February 20, 1930, the law regarding the protection of the Value of
Turkish currency®!® was passed. A map shows the industrial areas that were
established as well as planned according to the first and second Five-Year Industrial
Plans regarding the decisions on opening state-owned factories (Figure 3. 49).
Through these plans, the agricultural sector and industrial sector were developed by
state intervention into the economy. National Protection Act in 1940, Agricultural
Products Tax (Toprak Mahsulleri Vergisi) and Property Tax (Varlik Vergisi) were
introduced in 1942.

In the Republican period, new industrial complexes and coal mines were also

established in Amasya. The Eski Celtek Coal Field was opened in 1926, and the

217 Hiiseyin Meng, Olaylar ve Belgelerle Amasya Tarihinden Sayfalar, (Samsun: Eser Matbaasi,
1987), 58.

218 Meng, Olaylar ve Belgelerle, 81-91.

219 Official Gazette No:1433, Law No:1567.
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Yeni Celtek Coal Field was opened in 1955. Turhal Sugar Factory, which was
opened in 1934, and Amasya Sugar Factory, which was inaugurated in 1954, and
giving the operating privilege of the Celtek Mineral Coal Furnace maintenance
concession on the railway line to the railway administration, supported the
industrialization process of the early Republican decades. The factory buildings
were established on the route of the railways. In the process of industrialization, the
railway was used for the transportation of raw materials and agricultural products,
the migration of immigrants by sea to the other regions, and the improvement of the

city-periphery connection (Figure 3. 50).

As seen in the analysis of the public buildings of the early Republican period,
traditional residential buildings and late Ottoman public buildings co-existed with
the new constructions at the time in Amasya. During the initial decade following
the declaration of Republic, the state did not develop grand construction projects as
a result of financial difficulties and geographical restrictions as well as disasters.
Thus, public projects planned to be implemented in Amasya were mostly canceled,
and few new constructions could be realized, making the buildings of the Ottoman

period to continue to be used to answer the new needs of the Republic.
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Figure 3. 49 Map showing the factories, which were established, as well planned in the first and
second Five-Year Industrial Plans (RA, 30.10.0.0/166.156.2)

Figure 3. 50 Factories established in Amasya and its surroundings (Prepared by the author as
adapted from Giiler, Resimli Amasya, 130)
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3.2 Urban Routes

The street organization, squares, city gates, spatial layout of houses, and locations
of significant buildings form the routes of social networks in a city. Traces of old
settlements, with their routes from ancient to modern times, constitute the city form
of overlapping layers as a palimpsest.?? Thus, the built environment of a city is
formed by the web of routes and buildings along them as fragments of different

historical urban contexts.

Routes are among the essential elements that orient the residents of a city. The
continuity of routes defines commercial, religious, and administrative areas that
reflect experiences of citizens. Routes are determined by socio-cultural, economic,
and political transformations, and/or physical interventions such as geographic
restrictions, and natural disasters. The formation of the built environment in
Amasya will be studied in this part of the study by examining its overlapping routes
that connected and were formed by the urban nodes analyzed in the previous part.
In the city, the streets were the traces that provided transportation and mobility
through the public and private spaces. Besides, since Amasya is a city divided by
the river, bridges and gates constitute essential axes that provided a connection
between the edges. Thus, this part analyzes firstly the waterfront by focusing on the
role of the river with its water channels and bridges in shaping the built
environment. Secondly, the landscape transformation in the city that provide
recreation areas for citizens, such as promenades, esplanades, and open spaces will

be examined in Amasya. Finally, the transportation patterns that defined the city

220 According to Britannica academic, palimpsest means: “manuscript in roll or codex form carrying
a text erased, or partly erased, underneath an apparent additional text. “The underlying text is said
to be “in palimpsest,” and, even though the parchment or other surface is much abraded, the older
text is recoverable in the laboratory by such means as the use of ultraviolet light. The motive for
making palimpsests usually seems to have been economic reusing parchment was cheaper than
preparing a new skin. Another motive may have been directed by Christian piety, as in the
conversion of a pagan Greek manuscript to receive the text of a Father of the Church.”
(https://www.britannica.com/topic/palimpsest-manuscript)
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center and reached the limits of the city with such elements as roads, and railways
developed in relation to the traces of historical fortifications, and gates of the city,
will be the focus of analysis to understand the extent of the transformation of the

urban context.

3.2.1. Using the Waterfront

The town is characterized by the Yesilirmak river runs along the city. The river
provided the city to have the most prominent characteristics as waterfront
settlements such as houses, mosques, and mills on both banks of the river. Until the
early twentieth century, as a result of this longitudinal settlement along the river,
the city had been surrounded by orchards, vineyards, and gardens developed on the

fertile alluvium deposit areas of the river valley.

In Amasya, the buildings related to production and trade were located in open green
spaces at the river borders to benefit from water, including industrial structures as
flour and silk factories, and tanneries. The green areas such as mulberry and
vineyard gardens were also provided with water from the river. In the late
nineteenth century, the flour mills on the river valleys were run by Armenian
families. These flour mills actively produced flour until the mid-twentieth century.
In the first years of the Republic, the leading industrial facilities in the city
continued to be the tanneries and flour mills. In addition, in the 1930s a horse

carriage shop (Kutsal Kardesler Araba Atélyesi) was opened.??!

Waterwheels in Yesilirmak River were used in milling by hydropower, and together
with water canals, they used to supply water to the fields. The mills for agricultural

and industrial production located in open green spaces at the river borders to benefit

221 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 192.
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from water for irrigation, and flour, silk, and leather production in factories and

tanneries (Figure 3. 51).

Figure 3. 51 The view of flour mills on the river. (DAI-IV)

Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin records the floods in Yesilirmak River, which
destroyed the bridges several times (Figure 3. 52). In 1826, for example, Sultan
Bridge between Meydan Bridge and Madeniis Bridge from Seljukid period, which
was located at a place about 100 meters below today's Meydan Bridge, was
demolished by a flood. In 1864, a report was written by Governor Ziya Pasa in
response to questions about the administrative structure of Amasya.??> On one of
the banks of the river, the swept of waste materials caused illness, and Ziya Pasa
suggested a stone or brick masonry wall construction as a solution and planted trees
on edge. As a result, citizens began to experience the river bank as a vista scene

with a wide path for walking on. Ziya Pasa also indicated in his report that the

222 0OA MVL 706/33.

128



dilapidated bridges on the river needed to be repaired. The two bridges had
collapsed as a result of a flood. In addition to the repair of bridges during Ziya
Pasa’s period of administration, a new wooden bridge was also built in front of the
Government Office building (Figure 3. 52), located at twenty-five meters below
from Helkis Bridge (also named as Government Bridge). It was destroyed in 1867
and was collapsed by the 1877 flood. The overflow of the Yesilirmak River also
destroyed Dagrakiye Madrasah in 1875.

ng Bridge,
Kus Bri

eydam
istasyon Bridge

Figure 3. 52 Bridges on the Yesilirmak River (Prepared by author as adapted from the personal
archive of 1. Hakk1 Goztas)

During the reign of Abdulhamid II, as a result of the impact of the Russian War in
1877-1878, the Sultan gave an order to all the provinces on August 29, 1880, in
order to identify their social and economic situations. Sivas Governor Ismail Hakki
Pasa demanded the identification of the deficiencies and an urgent report was
prepared in 1880 by Governor Es-Seyid Ismail izzet Bey of Amasya Sanjak with a
list of the things to do in the town, which stated the needs as follows: the purification

of Yesilirmak River, expantion of Samsun and Tokat roads, management, planting
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and rehabilitation of forest area, development of education and construction of
Iptidai and Riisdiye schools in villages and towns, advancement of agriculture,
health care assistance to villages and towns, and assignment of a mentor for the
prison.??* In 1880 report submitted to Sultan Abdiilhamid II, a mill and a stone
bridge over the river was stated as demolished, and the other two bridges as needing
significant repair. The wooden bridge over the Algak Bridge’s stone piers was also
demolished by the flood in 1881. It was reconstructed in 1881 with a stone
foundation and wood deck. It was demolished several times and followed by later
repairs by the municipality. In Governor Ismail izzet Bey’s report,* it was also
stated that the river was continually overflowing due to the filling of the river bed.
For this reason, all the houses and other buildings such as mosques, imarets, and
state buildings flooded with water. Since vineyards and gardens were also
continuously flooded, products could not be taken, damaging the economy. The
river was also needed to be cleaned. Stone canals on both sides of the river for the
mills were causing most part of the damage. A large bridge and a mill were
destroyed in the flood of that year. During the governorship of Sivas in 1884, Abidin
Pasa, who was a chief engineer, transformed the stone canals on the river into
wooden ones to be taken when the water would be overflowed, and the river was
cleaned. However, in some places, island-shaped stone canals were left, and it was

not enough to solve the problem by only removing the wooden water canals.??®

In 1900, the inspector Anadolu miifettis-i ‘umumisi Cebbdr-zdde Miisir Ahmed
Sakir Pasa ordered to repair the collapsed bridge which was constructed by Ziya

Pasa’s order in front of the government. Although its stone foundation was

223 Sahin Salih, “Amasya Sancadi Raporu,” I. Amasya Arastumalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri,
(Amasya: Amasya Valiligi, 2007), 221-223. OA. Y. PRK. UM. 3.38.

224 Salih, “Amasya Sancag1 Raporu,” 222.

225 Salih, “Amasya Sancag1 Raporu,” 223-224. There were two stone and three wooden bridges on
the river as stated in the report.
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completed, the bridge could never be finished. The foundations were ruined, and a
wooden bridge was constructed. The wooden bridge, which was built on piles, was
in continuous danger at times when the riverbed level became high. The crossing
of the bridge was then becoming dangerous; and for this reason, the necessity for
constructing a steel bridge was stated to the Ministry of Public Works (Nafia
Nezareti). On February 2, plans and sketches were presented for the iron bridge

project, which was planned to be built in 1909. The bridge project could not be

)_226

realized (Figure 3. 53

Figure 3. 53 The steel bridge project proposal in 1909 (OA T, 1360/80)

In the nineteenth century, private lots were extending to the river’s bank with their

gardens, revealing the lack of a public waterfront promenade in the city. However,

26 0A, T. 1360-417
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a project for opening a street along the river bank was proposed in the late
nineteenth century, the gardens were thus transformed to state lots accordingly, and
then the construction of the street started. In 1942, on the other hand, the conflicts
among the factory owners on using the canal systems to supply water for their mills
were mentioned in a document sent to the Ministry of Public Health and Welfare.
It was then decided to remove the canals from the river as soon as possible because
the water flooded the fields and gardens.??” During the period of duty of governor
Talat Oncel (1936-1945), Ziya Pasa Boulevard was built, extending from the train
station to Ugler School. The boulevard had initially been planned to extend to Kung
Bridge, but this could not be realized due to the start of the Second World War
(Figure 3. 54).228

Figure 3. 54 View from Ziya Pasa Boulevard after the residential areas were being expropriated
(AMA-IV)

227 RA, 30.10.0.0/156.97.5.

228 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 201.
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The river had a dominant role in the city center. The longitudinal trace of the river
characterized the landscape. The role of water could be evalauted by referring to
the instances examined in this part such as the effects of river floods that demolished
mills and bridges, the opening of the boulevard at the banks of the river to provide
a promenade, or the conflicts among the residents on using the canal systems from

the late nineteenth to twentieth century.

3.2.2 Recreating the Landscapes of Public Use

This part concentrates on the transformation of the landscapes of public use in
Amasya from the late Ottoman to the early Republican period. The texture of green
areas had formed the landscape of Amasya with vast meadows, promenades

229 and cemeteries that provided

(mesires) along the waterfront, vineyards, orchards,
open spaces for experiencing nature for the residents. Thus, the landscapes of public
use in Amasya defined the visible social life in the urban space, forming urban
routes. The aim of this part is to understand how the form and use of the landscape
changed in time by the introduction of new functions to the natural environment in

the city as well as the transformations of earlier natural areas by new constructions

that later expanded the urban built environment.

Yerasimos argues about the lack of public space in the Islamic city tradition. Only
properties under the ownership of exclusive individuals, the sultans and wagqf, could
provide gathering areas for the whole community.*** Boechoefer adds open spaces
in front of significant buildings that provided spontaneous meeting or gathering
areas. Hence, buildings constructed for religious, commercial, or cultural activities

by the initiation of the sultans acted as public nodes, around which the people

229 For the list of vineyards and orchards, see: Olcay, Amasya hatiralari, 131-137.

230 Stephanos Yerasimos, “Tanzimat’in Kent Reformlar1 Uzerine,” Modernlesme Siirecinde Osmanli
Kentleri (eds.) P. Dumont and F. Georgeon, (trans.) A. Berktay (istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt
Yaynlari, 1999), 10-13.
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developed their residential places. As a result, open public spaces had an organic
characteristic that was formed of pedestrian-oriented gardens and streets that

respected the topography.?’!

The case of Amasya presents a similar context. In his Seyahatname, Evliya Celebi
mentions about almost seventy promenades in Amasya in the seventeenth century,
among which the most known was Kanlipinar near Ferhat Mountain.?*? The valley
where Amasya settles in was covered with extensive vineyards and orchards,
meadows and promenades also during the nineteenth century. A significant portion
of the people living in Amasya used to spend certain periods of the year in their

vineyard houses, in a healthy environment.

Before the late Ottoman period, two main open public spaces in the center of
Amasya were Hacilar Square, and Okgular Square, whose names were linked with
the historical rituals of the society. Okcular Square was used for arrow practice,
probably from the Roman period onwards. In the Ottoman period, Okcular Square
became a place for the army to practice their target skills, while Hacilar Square was
the place where pilgrims started their journey. Both places were extensive green
areas until the twentieth century.?*® Despite the existence of several other green
areas in the town, one of the oldest recreational areas was initially seen in the
Danishmend period. Urak states that, in 1164-1165, the Alt: Bahgeler garden of the
Danigmend period started from the Gokmedrese neighbourhood at the end of the

231 William Bechoefer, “House and Urban Form in Amasya,” ed. Ireland, S., Bechhoefer, W. B.,
University of Warwick., British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara & Amasya Symposium. The
Ottoman House: Papers from the Amasya Symposium, London: British Institute of Archaeology at
Ankara, 24-27 September 1996, 129.

232 Evliya Celebi, 2011. Eviiya Celebi Seyahatnamesi, Kahraman, A. S., Dagli, Y., Dankoff, R.,
Kursun, Z., & Sezgin, 1. Eds., Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yaynlari, 220.

233 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 89.
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site of the Sultan Bayezid II Complex.?** From this large garden strip, the garden
of Sultan Bayezid Complex was the only remnant that had survived during the

twentieth century.?**

Historical cemeteries also formed an important portion of the green public spaces
in the city. Demirakin states that in Istanbul “The issue of graveyards in residential
areas also had become an important concern for the state, which had begun
discussions on relocating the cemeteries outside the city center in the early
1850s”.23¢ For this concern, in Amasya, according to a document dated 1875 sent
to Makam-1 Celil-i Nezaret-i Hariciyye (The Foreign Ministry), Patrik-i Rum-;
Istanbul (Ecumenical Patriarch of Constantinople) Ioakim requested permission to
construct walls around the cemetery by using old fortification stones. While the
Greek community had been buried in the city until then, he indicated that, as the
graves were moved out of town, there should be precautions to avoid their
destruction by wild animals.??” From this document, it is understood that the
practice of moving cemeteries out of town was also seen in Amasya in the late
nineteenth century. As a result, in the twentieth century, the parks and gardens of
the city occupied the old cemetery areas in general. Pirler Garden (1939-1945), for
example, was on the grounds of Pirler Cemetery and Narlibah¢e Garden on the
grounds of Narlibah¢e Cemetery. Besides these, Amasya had only limited and

narrow gathering areas and parks such as Municipality (Belediye) Garden and the

24 Urak Gediz, 1994. “Amasya’min Tiirk Devri Sehir Dokusu ve Yapilarinin Analiz ve
Degerlendirlmesi”. Unpublished PhD Thesis. Gazi University, 4.

235 Bechhoefer, W. (1996). House and Urban Form in Amasya (Eds. S. Ireland & W. Bechhoefer),
London: British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara, 131.

236 Demirakin, Nahide Isik, “Expropriation as a modernizing tool in the nineteenth-century Ottoman
Empire: The Case of Cemeteries in Beyoglu,” Int. J. Turkish Studies, 18, no. 1-2, (2012): 10.

BT0A, SD. 2411.7.2.1.
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public squares in front of the Municipality, Kiligaslan School, Bimarhane building,
the state hospital, and Selagzi Square for use in official ceremonies and other

gatherings (Figure 3. 55).
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Figure 3. 55 Open Public Spaces of the city. (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel,
Monuments turcs, 5)

On the other hand, several public squares that were introduced in the city during the
late Ottoman and the early Republican periods replaced the earlier green areas of
the city such as meadows (¢ayirlik), promenade (mesire)?® areas or places for horse

and chariot races, and sports facilities. The cemeteries also transformed during these

238 River walk and picnic spot
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periods into public squares, parks or expropriated areas for construction (Figure 3.

56).
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Figure 3. 56 Destroyed Cemeteries and Tombs of Princes in Ugler Neighbourhood (Prepared by
the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

Hiiseyin Hiisameddin mentions the land known as Beyler Sarayi, Saray Diizii, and
Pir Ilyas by the people, containing also ruins such as a palace, kitchen and bath.
The building remained in use for a long time in history, which convinced him that
the land served as an accommodation and administration place of officials. In 1217
court records, the land was recorded as belonging to Melik Gryaseddin Sah. In 1267,
the Glimiislii family owned this land. One of the heirs of this family, Glimisliizade
Taceddin Mahmud Celebi, built a grand palace here. This palace was purchased
from Giimiisliizade Hoca Celaleddin Celebi by Celebi Sultan Mehmed during his
governing period in 1398, and instead of Glimiisliizade’s mansion, he ordered for

the construction of a grand palace named as Beyler Sarayi. The garden
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Giimiisliizade Bahgesi was also used as a cemetery with the burial chamber of the

Giimiisliizade family members, especially with the tomb of Giimiisliizade Pir ilyas

el Halveti, which gave its name to the cemetery as Pirler Mezarlig: (Figure 3. 57
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Figure 3. 57 The cemetery transformed into a park in the Early Republican Period. Prepared by the
author as adapted from 1: OA, DH.MKT.PRK, 134/36%4° 2: Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5

In a decree in 1870 asking for its sale, the partial plan of the Beyler Saray1 area

shows the vast lands as belonging to the Beyazid I1.2*! In response to the sale of the

land of the palace, it was reported that it was not appropriate to sell it to honor the

memory of the great Sultan. Besides, the land was used as a place of entertainment

for all people of Amasya. In this neighbourhood, the mesire area in Sogukpinar was

located in the southeast of the palace on the two sides of the river, called Sogukpinar

Gardens. The upper parts of the forest in these gardens were covered with hazelnuts

and other fruit trees. The water was flowing lush at the area, running mills, and

bringing water to gardens and fountains (Figure 3. 58

239 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 40.

240 Plan of Beyler Saray1 (in ruins), Sofular and Savadiye Neighbourhood.

241 OA, DH.MKT.PRK, 134/36.

242 Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi, 42.



Figure 3. 58 Sogukpinar Mesire and Pirler Cemetery (Prepared by the author as adapted from
Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

Another neighborhood, Bag-1 Helkis, was composed of vineyards-gardens in the
nineteenth century, and the lands were prevented from direct access so that the
district was preserved and used as a mesire area only for its inhabitants until the
railroad line passed the site and the road was opened to connect the area to the river
edge. After the wealthy people of this district had died, their houses were sold, and
the district was expropriated and lost its green areas in the twentieth century (Figure

3.59).24

23 Olcay, Amasya Hatiralar1, 37. For the local people, see: Olcay, Amasya hatiralari.
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Figure 3. 59 Bag-1 Helkis Mesire Area before railway construction. (Olcay, Amasya hatiralari, 37)

One of the orchards, on the other hand, was transformed into the slaughterhouse in
the early republican period. The aim was to improve public health by managing
sanitary slaughter areas. The opening ceremony of the Slaughterhouse was held on
October 30, 1934, one year after a groundbreaking ceremony on October 29, 1933,
during the governorship of Kadri Ugok between 1930-1936. In the last period of his
duty, former Mayor Dr. Refet (Tunca) Bey and Mayor Osman Bey contributed to

this project to design a garden strip on the riverfront which was actualized.?**

The analysis of the landscapes of public use in Amasya shows that the state put
efforts on creating open public spaces in the late Ottoman period and this continued
in the early Republican period. However, many of the natural green areas, orchards
and vineyards were used as the sites of the new state buildings that were constructed

with only small gardens left in their front sides; and as cemeteries were moved out

244 Fenni Mezbahanin Agilma Merasimi. Yesil Amasya Gazetesi, 1., Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 201.
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of the central areas in the 1950s, the city center lost an important portion of the
green areas, making the efforts less effective in providing the city with sufficient

open spaces.

3.2.3 Arranging for Transportation and the Failed Public Square

The geomorphology of Amasya was not suitable to construct in the steep valley,
and thus the city could not expand through the north-south direction. As a result of
this limited settlement area, only partial changes could occur in the city center
throughout the history of Amasya from the late nineteenth to the mid-twentieth
century. The expansion of the urban fabric proceeded according to the morphology
of the city, which enlarged to its most possible limits towards the topographical
thresholds in the east-west direction. In Amasya, the old and the new city improved
and melted in its natural borders; thus, the fabric of the city did not change

significantly until the post-war decades in the twentieth century.

It was in the east-west direction on which the main arterial road and the railway line
were formed along the river basin. The main arterial road did not change from the
Ottoman to the Republican period due to the geomorphology of the city. The streets
on both riverbanks and the street named Istasyon Caddesi (Station Street) was used
as secondary arteries. This part of the chapter examines the place of the
transportation network in the formation and transformation of the built environment
in Amasya, also focusing on the attempt to provide a public square in a central

position of this network (Figure 3. 60).
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Figure 3. 60 Map of Amasya showing the main streets, (Prepared by the author as adapted from
the map of 1975 in Amasya ’yi Tanitma ve Turizm Dernegi)

In 1865, the independent district (Mutasarriflik) of Amasya sent a telegraph to
Public Works Assembly (Ndfia Nezaret-i Celilesi) about the decision on the
construction of the road from Samsun to Amasya and from Amasya to Turhal,
stating that it was going to be built to be transformed into the railway in the future.
The railway construction was planned to be started at the end of the nineteenth
century.?*® German consul of Amasya together with two Germans from a German
company inspected the railway paths in 1865 and demanded the privilege of the
railway construction from Sivas to Amasya and Vezirkoprii, Boyabad to Sinob and
from Kastamonu to Ankara.?*® Moreover, in 1873 railway map by Pressel, the

Samsun-Amasya line was figured out. At the end of the nineteenth century, French

245 0A, A MKT.MHM. 324/71

246 0A, Y. PRK. UM, 13/58.
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partners also initiated the Samsun-Sivas railway project.?*” Another application for
the same route was also made by a French entrepreneur.>*® Despite these late

nineteenth century railway construction plans, the construction was postponed.

The railway could reach Amasya only during the Republican period (Figure 3. 61).
Tekeli states that one of the strategies followed for the nation-building process of
the Turkish Republic was to realize its modernization project by building a
widespread railway network that would connect the capital city Ankara with other
places in the territory of the new state. The strategy followed for the election of
small towns to construct the railway routes was to choose the places of the factories
that were planned to be implemented according to the Five-Year Industrial Plan.?*
The city of Amasya was one of the towns that were linked to Ankara along the
Sivas-Samsun railway line in 1927 when Fahrettin Kiper was the governor of the

city for 3-4 months.

#T0A, Y. EE. 12/39.

MOA.T. 171

249 Tlhan Tekeli, "Atatiirk Tiirkiyesi’nde Kentsel Gelisme ve Kent Planlamas1," Arredamento no.
100-+7. (1998/10): 62.
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Figure 3. 61 Railway Station and its surroundings (Prepared by the author as adapted from
Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)

During the early Republican period, the railways were used for the transportation
of raw materials and agricultural products for industrial production, the travel of
immigrants to other regions, and the improvement of the city-periphery connection.
Similarly, the arrival of the railway to Amasya provided the connection of its center

with its periphery as well as with other cities.

The train station located at Hizirpasa district was opened on November 21, 1927, at
the 140th kilometer of the Samsun-Amasya line (Figure 3. 62). A new square with
a green area in front of the building was also constructed at the same time. After a
while, the name of the station was given to the nearby bridge, and the street leading
to the station was also called as Istasyon (Station) in 1928 Gabriel Plan and as
Istasyon Baglar1 (Station Vineards) in 1954 sketch plan.?>* The train station was
surrounded by green areas and mulberry gardens, which were shown in city plans

from the late nineteenth to mid-twentieth centuries. The railway developed a new

250 Demiray, Resimli Amasya, 54.
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transport road in parallel to the city's main arterial road, Mustafa Kemal Pasa Street,
which was the only central transportation hub of the city. Thus, the city developed
along this road in the east-west direction. It was expected to form a new city center
around the station as an alternative to the old town center, and the settlement area
developed in parallel to the railway route. However, the city would never develop
quickly in the way it was expected. This newly defined neighborhood developed as
a residential area only after the 1980s. Large areas of mulberry gardens and
vineyards were damaged in time. Almost all the government buildings were

constructed at the center of the city, not around the station that was planned as a

new center.

Figure 3. 62 Amasya Train Station (http://ataturkkitapligi.ibb.gov.tr)

The main arteries of Amasya were defined in the late nineteenth century, and a
boulevard was opened in its center to develop transportation means in the city
although it destroyed waterfront settlements. In the twentieth century, these arteries

were expanded, especially with the design of the fire areas in a regular road scheme.
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The railroad that arrived in Amasya during the early Republican years, was also
organized following the limits of the citadel area, which destroyed the traditional
neighborhoods located there. In addition, the idea of creating a central square near
the train station could not be realized, leaving Amasya without a properly defined
square, which was one of the principal determinants of the Republican urban
context. As a result, it could be concluded that the transportation routes in Amasya
could only develop to the extent that the limited geographical would allow; and
although they provided transformation of the built environment by connecting
different parts of the city, the new roads and the railway also demolished some parts

of the existing natural and built environment of the city.

3.3 Urban Layers:The Lost, the Remaining, and the New

Urban nodes and routes, as analyzed in this chapter, created changing urban layers
from the late Ottoman to the early Republican periods that were formed by the
public buildings and spaces that were lost, those that remained and re-used, as well
as some others that were new constructions, defining the process of the

transformation of the built environment in Amasya.

The "lost" buildings and spaces were those parts of the built environment that were
either destroyed, ignored and forgotten. Indeed, as a result of natural disasters,
destruction was an ongoing and inevitable situation in the city. The urban space was
frequently damaged by natural disasters from the late nineteenth century to the early
twentieth century. In particular, the overruns of Yesilirmak River and its streams
caused the destruction of bridges, canals, mills, as well as dwellings, also damaging
the vineyards. Earthquakes formed another form of natural disasters that caused

buildings to collapse.

Fires also affected the loss of significant portions of the urban fabric, and as
mentioned above, some fires, such as the 1915 fire that created a huge gap in the

center of Amasya, were also evaluated as acts of people that showed contemporary
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social conflicts. As such, fires could be taken to be among the conscious acts of

destruction in the city.

It is seen that urban planning efforts initiated for renewal and modernization also
led to such conscious destructions. In fact, this could be seen as an inevitable
process since cities had always been under the impact of constant transformation
by constructions as well as destructions in history. However, as examined abouve,
the planning initiatives undertaken with the establishment of the Republic as part
of the state objectives for modernization in Amasya remained incomplete. As a
result, the urban form could only transform partially while the interventions in the

built environment destroyed the historical urban fabric.

The “remaining” buildings and spaces were those parts of the built environment
that were the remains from the earlier periods and continued to be used in the
republican period. Indeed, these buildings should be defined as re-used because
they were generally converted with new functions. Those “new” buildings and
spaces, on the other hand, were the constructions of the Republic with planned
projects. The main interventions in the built environment of Amasya were formed
of these newly built public buildings and spaces in line with the preparation of

development plans.

As it can be seen, the construction, destruction as well as the re-use of public
buildings and spaces were mainly realized as state dominated practices interacting
with social, economic and political determinants of the local context. Considering
the natural and social dynamics, it would not be wrong to designate the process of
the transformation witnessed in Amasya as an inevitable phenomenon for every
city. However, when the lost, the re-used and the new buildings and spaces aare
considered as examined in the case of Amasya, the followingarguments can be

deduced as defining of the analyzed Ottoman and Republican contexts.
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Examining the transformation of the built environment in Amasya by analyzing the
urban nodes and routes of the city from the late Ottoman to the early Republican
period, the focus of the study was the changing layers of the city, where different
ethnic groups of the Ottoman context had shaped their urban spaces, which were
later transformed with the homogenizing change in the character of the society
during the Republican period. Thus, this study has shown that, in this
transformation, the physical traces of some structures were erased, and others were

newly formed in the city, while some were also preserved but recreated.

The analysis of the public buildings and public places in Amasya has proved the
existence of negligence and demolition in the changing context. While some of such
interventions could depend on local preferences, practicality and natural disasters,
they were also resulted from politically charged aims, which need further analysis
beyond the scope of this study. This practice of destruction was also accompanied
by new constructions to answer the new needs of the Republic. On the other hand,
the analysis has also demonstrated the fact that late Ottoman practices in terms of
architectural production and the production of the urban context, continued after
the establishment of the Republic. Nonetheless, these buildings and spaces were
adjusted according to the early Republican political and social culture, in order to

transform the architectural products in line with the ideologies of the new state.

As such, it could be concluded that the modernization efforts carried on in the
Ottoman context was then continued to be implemented in the Republican context.
In essence, architectural practices not only showed the multi-dimensional relations
between the inhabitants and the built environment, but also they brought the former
and the latter practices together in multiple ways by merging the old with the new

in the urban context of the built environment.
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CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION

This study, which undertook an in-depth archival research for visual and written
documents, analyzed the transformation of the built environment in Amasya from
the late Ottoman to the early Republican period. Firstly, the attempt was to
understand the roles of the physical factors, such as topography, natural elements,
natural disasters, etc., and the political and socio-cultural factors, such as
administrative regulations, demographical characteristics, etc., in shaping the built
environment. Secondly, the ruptures, transitions and continuities were aimed to be
understood in the construction, destruction and re-use of public buildings and
spaces in order to evaluate the transformation of the built environment through the
period of analysis. The built environment is the direct witness and component of
the urban fabric that constitutes the spatial organization of a city in history. The city
form is not based on a single factor, but is the result of the interrelation of social-
cultural, economic and political factors with restrictions of the physical
environment. Examining the city of Amasya in terms of its geographical position
and historical background, the evaluation in this study was based on a comparative
analysis of its urban contexts in the late Ottoman and the early Republican periods.
The transformation in the built environment of the city in these periods of political,
economic, cultural and social changes from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth

century were discussed in relation to architectural and urban interventions.

By unearthing the detailed information about the built environment of Amasya
throughout the concerned periods, the attempt was to understand its formation and
evaluate its transformation by discussing the relations between the former and latter
urban contexts. Thus, this study undertook the attempt to comparatively research

the architectural production and urbanization of these periods in order to understand
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the “transformation” with reference to the ruptures and continuities witnessed

throughout the process.

Aiming to evaluate the built environment of the city as related to both physical and
social dynamics, the study focused on the architectural production and the urban
morphology of Amasya by concerning its society in the late Ottoman and the
Republican periods of Turkey. In that, the public-oriented common nucleus of the
city was defined as formed of the urban nodes, which represented public buildings

and public spaces.

By initially studying the neighbourhoods as forming larger nodes for public life,
their change was analyzed in relation to the demographic changes witnessed in the
society. In the Ottoman society, the communities lived together, and the town had
a significant multi-cultural identity until the end of the Ottoman period. The
communities in the city were Muslims, Muslim immigrants, and non-Muslim
populations (millet, foreign origin enterpreneurs, and missionaries). The Ottoman
population mostly chose to live in places where of their religion formed the
majority; still, there were mixed-religion neighbourhoods as well. However, in the
twentieth century, after the non-Muslim population of the society was deported or
migrated abroad, this multi-cultural formation of the society was lost. In order to
analyze this transformation that affected the built environment in Amasya, the study
focused on the public buildings of Muslim and immigrant communities and those

of non-Muslim and missionary communities separately.

The analysis of the neighborhoods showed that the wealthy people of the society
continued to compete in the late Ottoman period to build public buildings such as
madrasahs and schools via the generous waqf organizations, affecting the formation
of an urban environment that emphasized the Muslim identity of the city. The
Muslim immigrants of the society also contributed to this process by building
masjids, tiirbes (tombs) and a mosque with the donations collected. On the other

hand, the non-Muslim society of Amasya was also active in building religious
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schools and churches, in which European missionaries and wealthy people of these
communities contributed. As the town’s economy was based on agriculture and
industry, the fact that the factories were mostly owned by foreign people, provided
a change in the identity of the built environment in Amasya whereby the role of the
non-Muslim population seems the have increased. The competitive roles of the
Muslim and non-Muslim residents of the city in the formation of its built
environment halted towards the end of the Ottoman period. The social disturbances
in the town at the time resulted in the great fires that destroyed at the beginning of
the twentieth century a vast part of the traditional settlement area including the
commercial center of the city with monuments and residences. If the limited
changes in the city are left aside, the large gap left as unplanned for a long time in
the city center after the fires, affected the Muslim-identity of the city to dominate
the urban context from then onwards although a small group of the non-Muslim
population (Greek-Armenian and foreign origin enterprisers) remained for some

more time in the early Republican decades.

After the neighborhoods, the analysis focused on the formation and the
transformation of the center of governance in Amasya as a significant node in the
city center. By the initiations of governors, administrative buildings were
constructed in the late-nineteenth century that created the Ottoman center of the city
to represent the sultanate. With the emergence of the governmental area in the
center, the residential district located there with green areas near the river lost its
characteristic. After the foundation of the Republic, the public buildings and public
spaces of the late Ottoman period began to be adopted for the use of the new system,;
however, the Republic also made efforts to give a new identity to the administrative
center. It is seen that the Ottoman heritage was continued to be used but generally
by transforming the use of buildings. The earlier administrative area of the city was
kept intact; and especially with the dissolution of the non-Muslim identity of the
society, the buildings of this population in different neighborhoods were also
converted for official use such as schools, and other buildings of public use. The

economic restrictions of the early Republican period together with the geographical
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restrictions of the city, made it difficult to construct new buildings. Thus, there was
not a sudden change in the built environment of the city during the early decades of
the Republic, but rather slight differences took place in the urban fabric, and the
traditional fabric of Amasya was only partially affected by the modernization
process of the new state. The main reason behind this situation could be related to
the fact that the development plan of Amasya would only be implemented in 1966,
relatively late in comparison to other cities. For the construction of the built
environment, both the Ottoman and Republican contexts were similar in terms of
the roles of public demand and the state to initiate projects. The difference between
them, on the other hand, was the change in the identity of the society from a multi-

religious community to a more homogenized population.

The public buildings and public spaces in the city center and the neighborhoods
formed the urban nodes in Amasya. Depending on the analysis of the relation
between these nodes, the study also investigated the consequently defined routes in
Amasya that provides transportation and enable public movement to the open

spaces.

The waterfront formed the initial focus of analysis in these terms that provided the
relation of the natural and the built environments by the impact of Yesilirmak River
that flows along the center of Amasya. In addition, as a result of the division of the
city by the river, bridges constituted the important elements by connecting the
waterfronts on the two sides of the river. Until the mid-twentieth century, as a result
of the constant form of the longitudinal settlement in the city along the river, the
town had been surrounded by orchards, vineyards, and gardens developed on the
fertile alluvium deposit areas of the river valley. Waterwheels in Yesilirmak River
were used in milling by hydropower, and together with water canals, they used to
supply water to the fields. The mills for agricultural and industrial production were
located in open green spaces at the river borders to benefit from water for irrigation,
and flour, silk, and leather production in factories and tanneries. By referring to

such instances as the effects of river floods that demolished mills and bridges, or
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the conflicts among the peasants on using the canal systems, the significant role of
the waterfront in the agricultural and industrial as well as the social life of the city

could be verified.

Examining the landscapes of public use where the residents experienced the nature,
the study analyzed the significant role of such places as promenades (mesires) along
the waterfront, vineyards, orchards, and cemeteries in Amasya in defining social
life from the late Ottoman to the early Republican period. The analysis showed that
the vast green areas that had existed until the late Ottoman period were mostly
expropriated and transformed into residential areas after the foundation of the
Republic; and hence, the Republican society lost the chance to experience open
public spaces. As the vast number of vineyards and garden areas in the city began
to be lost, this texture was left to the building blocks over time. Muslim and non-
Muslim cemeteries in the city, especially on the borders of neighborhoods, were

either turned into green areas or mostly destroyed in time.

Besides the use of the waterfront and the recreation of the open green spaces, the
routes of the city were also defined by the attempts to arrange the transportation
network in Amasya. The main arteries of the city were defined in the late nineteenth
century, mainly by the opening of a boulevard by destroying the waterfront
settlements. In the twentieth century, the arteries formed in the Ottoman times were
expanded, and especially the fire areas were designed with a regular road scheme.
The arrival of the railroad to the city was an important intervention in these terms.
It was organized to align with the citadel area and thus destroyed parts of the old
neighbourhoods. The location of the train station was not planned to be used as a
square as seen in most of the other cities. Another principal determinant of the
Republican period urban contexts, the Republican Squares that were formed in most
of the cities, could not either be formed in Amasya probably because of the
limitations of its geographical location. Instead, there emerged multiple smaller
squares used for different public ceremonies and gatherings such as the ones in front

of the Municipality building, Selagzi area, Saraydiizii area, the garden of the State
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Hospital, the garden of the Kiligaslan School, in front of the Courthouse, and the

vast fire areas called as Yanginyeri.

The urban nodes formed of public buildings and spaces, and urban routes by their
use by citizens, create urban layers of cities. Within the reproduction of a city,
newly produced buildings and spaces are situated on different layers that are the
remnants of its history. However, in the process, many layers are ignored,
neglected, or erased with political or economic desires of the new context. This
phenomenon has been the destiny of the cities in the world, although some cities
have managed to resurrect their multilayered structures consciously or by chance.
On the other hand, in most of the cases like Amasya, the traces of earlier layers
have to be searched for as they have been lost for a long time. The study has
revealed that the relation between the society and the built environment during the
late Ottoman and early Republican periods created different urban layers. Through
the transformation of the built environment in Amasya from the late Ottoman to the
early Republican period, the physical traces of some structures were erased, while
some newly formed, and others were preserved yet adopted for new functions,
which could be related to the geomorphological restrictions in Amasya. Within this
framework, the built environments of these periods in Amasya were investigated

by comparatively evaluating the continuities as well as the ruptures.

As such, this study has contributed to the urban and architectural history writing of
Amasya, which has not been studied in depth in the related literature as most of the
other peripheral cities of the Ottoman and Republican periods. As the capital city
of the Empire, Istanbul witnessed significant interventions in its built environment
by the construction of new types of buildings during the late Ottoman period, which
has been studied in detail. As a result of the fact that it was a port city, economic
activity was very intense, and various investment projects were realized in Istanbul.
On the contrary, in Amasya, the restrictions of the location of the city and the lack
of main transportation routes such as railway for raw material transportation, the

economy could not develop. Thus, despite the efforts of change by the Ottoman
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state in its wider territory, there were fewer interventions in the built environment
of in peripheral cities like Amasya when compared to the case of the Ottoman

capital Istanbul.

Similarly, in the Republican period, the new capital Ankara was recreated with the
most significant investments of the period. In parallel to the development of
Ankara, various arrangements were tried to be made in all cities of the country.
Governmental centers formed of public buildings and spaces were established in all
cities and public buildings were constructed around these centers. In Amasya,
similar interventions were planned to be implemented, but due to its geographical
limitations, economic inadequacies, and natural disasters, these projects also

remained limited in the Republican period.

As aresult, it could be concluded that Amasya was exemplary of the spread of the
contemporary aims of transformation of the governing actors during the late
Ottoman and the early Republican periods, although it also exemplified the limits

of such interventions in the local contexts.

Nonetheless, the outcomes of this study tell about the urban and architectural results
of these aims and interventions, and provide a basis of comparison with other
settlements of the related periods. By preparing the chronological list of the
architectural production of the periods of concern, including the “lost” buildings
and spaces together with those “remaining” and “new”, and bringing together the
information about these hitherto not-studied products found in archival documents
such as plans, photographs, etc., the study has presented an evaluation of the
transformation of the built environment of late Ottoman and early Republican

Amasya, also providing a basis for further studies on the topic.
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APPENDICES

A. CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF BUILDINGS/PLACES IN AMASYA

Late Ottoman Period Public Buildings&Public Places

ighbourhood ilding/Place Construction Date
1 Piringci Konak Hamam 19.¢
2 Haciilyas Fi (Sadwrvan) (Sultan Bayezid Il C: lex) 19.¢
3 Yakutiye Gumisli Kafiye Hanim Mansion 19.c
4 Dere (Mevkii Kazanci) |Surp Nigogayos Armenian Church & School 1816
5 Haciilyas Sultan Bayezid Il Timing Room (Muvakkithane) 1840
6 Samlar Seyh Ismail Siracuddin Sirvani Masjid 1848
7 Bayezid Pasa Silk Factory 1854
8 Dere (Sarachane) Rilstiye School 1864
9 Hatuniye Post Office 1865
10 Hatuniye Mansion of Hazeranlar 1865
11 Nergiz (Helkis) Clock Tower 1865
12 Nergiz (Helkis) Government Building 1865
13 Nergiz (Helkis) Prison 1865
14 Samlar Seyh Ismail Siracuddin Sirvani Tomb (Yukan Tomb) 1867
15 Sofular Hamdullah Efendi Tomb 1868
16 Mehmet Pasa Azeriler/Sirvanli Mosque 1873-1895
17 Oluz Atabey Farm 1879
18 Bayezid Pasa French Jesuit Church Boy School Complex 1881-1883
19 Bayezid Paga French Jesuit Mansion 1883
20 Piringci Kurtoglu Konak (Koza Han) 1890
21 Nergiz (Helkis) Police Station 1894
22 Nergiz (Helkis) Municipality Pharmacy 1894
23 Nergiz (Helkis) Municipality Archive 1894
24 Sofular Pir llyas Tomb 1894
25 Sofular Mektep-i ldadi (Tag Mektep) School 1895-1897
26 Haciilyas Gendarmarie 1895
27 Sofular Sarayduz( Military Barracks 1898-1900
28 Bayezid Pasa Jesuit Church & Girl School 1909
29 Nergiz (Helkis) Wind Turbine 1910
30 Dere (Sarachane) iptidal School 1910
31 Bayezid Paga Sericulture Training School 1911
32 Savadiye Hospital 1911
33 Sofular Veli Bayezid Memorial Statue 1912?-1916
34 Hatuniye Algak Bridge Unknown
35 Hatuniye Kung Bridge Unknown
36 Hatuniye Helkis/Huk(imet Bridge Unknown
37 Samilar Kung/Kug/Hundi Bridge Unknown
38 Dere (Mevkil Kazanci) [Surp Hagop Church Unknown
39 Savadiye Surp Asdvadzadzin Cathedral Unknown
40 Bayezid Pasa Hisus Miabanutyun Evangelism Mission Center Unknown
41 Savadiye Protestant Church Unknown
42 Gdkmedrese Surp Hovhannes Armenian Church Unknown
43 Bayezid Paga Catholic College Unknown
44 Ayvasil (Ellibesevier) Aya Vasilios Greek Church Unknown
45 Hacilar Meydani Hacilar Square / Surp Hovhannes Square Unknown
46 Bayezid Pasa Surp Hag Armenian Cemetery Unknown
47 Gbkmedrese Vank Monastery Cemetery Unknown
48 Samlar Eski Samlar Cemetery Unknown
49 Dere Pazar Yeri Roman Cemetery Unknown
50 Kursuniu Roman Necropol Area Unknown

blican Period Public Bulldings&Public Places

Neighbourhood Building/Place Construction Date

Nergiz [Helkis) Municipality 1923
1 Piringci Kilicarslan Primary School 1914?-1927
2 Suluova Celtek Coal Mine 1926
3 Piringci Addition to Kiligarslan Primary School 1926
4 Sofular State Hospital (Chest Di Hospital) 1926
5 Sofular Chest Diseases Hospital 1926 (Existing Building)
6 Dere (Sarachane) Court House 1926
7 Hizirpasa Railway Station 1927 (Nov 21)
8 Hizirpaga Rallway Storage Building (Hangar) 1928
9 Savadiye Atatirk b 1929 (Oct 29)
10 Bayezid Paga Gendarmerie 1930s (Existing Building)
11 Dere Pilevne Primary School 1930s (Existing Building)
12 Dere Yesilirmak Primary School 1930s (Existing Building)
13 Haciilyas Ucler Primary School 1932 (Existing Building)
14 Nergiz (Helkis) Municipality Garden 1934
15 Nergiz (Helkis) Slaughterhouse 1934 (Oct 30)
16 Haci ilyas Ziya paga Boulevard 1936
17 Yozevier Power Station (Electricity) 1936
18 Hizirpasa Meydan/istasyon Bridge 1938 (Dec 31)
19 Bayezid Paga Proposed Stadium Project 1939
20 Yazevier Proposed Peoples House Project 1939
21 Sofular Pirler Garden 1939-1945
22 Gozlek Kazanasmaz Farm 1940
23 Oluz Atabey Farm 1940
24 Hatuniye Helkis (Hukimet) Kdprii (Bridge) 1940
25 Dere Secondary School 1944
26 Nergiz (Helkis) Officer's Club (Orduevi) 1944
27 Bogazkaya Gokhéyuk Technical Agriculture School 1944
28 Savadlye Atatirk Primary School 1944-1948 (May 25)
29 Yuzevier Proposed Government Building Project 1945
30 Kirazlidere Directorate of Foresty 1946
31 Bayezid Paga Art Institute Technical School 1946-1947 (Existing Building)
32 Nergiz (Helkis) Government Building 1947-1949
33 Nergiz (Helkis) Fire Department Itfaiye 1947
34 Yazevier Sugar Beet Region Directory 1947
35 Yozevier Public House (TEKEL) 1948
36 Yozevier Girl Art Institute 1948
37 Hatuniye City Club (Sehir Kuliibi) 1948-1950
38 Savadiye Governer House 1949 (Dec 22)
39 Fethiye Pilevne Primary School 1949-1951
40 Fethiye Ruhi Tingiz State Hospital 1951 (Dec 4)
41 Yazevier Ziraat Bank 1952
42 Bayezid Paga Hydraulic Works Directory 1953
43 Yazevier Yizevler Mass-Housing Project 1953
44 Haciilyas? Sugar Factory Directory 1954
45 Yazevier Dispansery 1957
46 Yazevier Cinema Ar 1958
47 Hzirpasa Amasya City Stadium 19577 1959?
48 Savadiye Officer's Club &Logements 1959
49 Sofular HUrriyet Primary School 1960
50 Yozevier Amasya High School 1962
51 Yuzevier Land and Water R e N 1966
52 Savadiye Hamit Kaplan Sport Center 1966
53 Hatuniye Meydan Gate (Demolition 1924) Unknown
54 Hatuniye Helkis Gate (Demolition 1926) Unknown
55 Sofular Military Police Station (inzibat) Unknown
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B. CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF CONSTRUCTIONS & SIGNIFICANT EVENTS IN AMASYA

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Surp Nigogayos Church & School

Muvakkithsane was construcied

Silk Factory in Amasya by Hagop Amasyan

Prison was constructed
Government Building was constructed
Ciock Tower was constructod

The Mansion of Hazeranlar was buill

The tomb of Sirvani lsmail was busit

I t Seltlements for Caucasus

Rﬂn on Purification of Yeimmu

Jesult French School was built
Bndge was bullt

vanil mosque was
Amasya ldadisi was built

Saraydiz Military 8 was

Wind turbine was buill

Vel Bayezid Monument was built

1816
1825-26
1826
1828
1839
1840
1853-56
1854-55
1854
1855
1856
1858
1864
1864
1864
1865
1866
1867
1870
1873
1875
1876
1876
1877-78
1878
1880
1881
1882
1885
1887
1893
1895
1895-97
1898-00
1908
1910
1911
1912
1912-13
1914-18
1915
1916
1919
1920
1922
1922

EVENTS

Earthquake

Yesilimak Flood

Earthquake

Edict of Gulhane (Tanzimat Ferman)

Crimean War

Crimea Migrations

Fire
The Imperial Reform Edict (falahal Fermani)

The Ctioman Land Cade

Land Emancipation Act
Yesilirmak Fload

Trade Fair in Amasya

Yesgilumak Flood

Enthronement of Sultan Abdul-Hamid I
The First Constitulional Era (I Megutiyet)
Russo-Turkosh Wars (93 Hart)
Caucasus Migrations

Yesiiirmak Flood

Fire
Fire
Fire
Fire (August) Turkish Armenlan incdents

The Second Constitubonal Era (/. Mesrutiyel) CUP

Battie of Tripo

Fire

First Balkan War

‘World War |

Fice Deportation of Armenians

Amasya Genelgesl, June 22
Opening of the Grand National Assembly, Apei 23
Battle of Dumiupinar, August 25-26

Abolition of the Sultanate, Navembar 1

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Meydan Gate was destroyed

Kilicarslan Primary School was construcied
Kiligarstan Primary School aditional building

Court House was constructed
Railway Station (Istasyon) was built
Alatlrk Monument October 29
Merzifon High School

Power Station for Electricity was constructed
Ziya Paga Boulevard was constructed
Pirler Garden

Istasyon Bridge was constructed

1922
1922
1923
1923
1924
1924
1924
1925
1926
1927
1929
1930
1931
1932
1936
1936-45
1936-45
1938
1938
1939
1939

Atabox vo Kazanasmaz Farms 1 939_45

1946
1948

Janm Bakanhy Gokhivik Adriculture High School 1 949
First Development Plan 1 949-50

Public House (TEKEL)
Development Plan (Ertugrul Mentes)

1948-50
1950-51
1948
1950
1950

YGzevler and EHMr mass-housing Pm 1 953

Amasya Government Building

Ruhl Tingiz Devlet Hastanes:, November 4
City Club and Hotel (Amasya $ehir Oteli)
Military School

Amasya Sugar Factory

Chest Diseases Hospilal

Tagova Primary School

1953
1953
1953-54
1955
1957
1964
1965
1965
1965-66

D 0 e S Pl e 1 96 5-66

EVENTS

Battle of Dumlupinar, August 26-30
of the N ber 1

Administrative Appropriation as a city Apnl 20
Proclamation of the Republic, October 29
Unification Law of educational institutions
Abolition of Caliphate, March 3

Afaturk's 11l Visit lo Amasya September 24

Foundation of the Turkish Histarical Association
Foundation of The Turkish Language Association

Atatiirk dies in [stanbul, Noyember 10

Ismet Inéni was elected as the second president
Erzincan Earthquake December 27

River Flood

World War Il

Foundation of Democrat Party, January 7

Earthquake

Savadiye Flood, June 3
Demaocrat Party came into power
Celal Bayar was elected as the third president

Flood March 27

Appendix B. Chronologic List of Constructions & Significant Events during the Late Ottoman and Early Republican Periods
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C. MAPS AND PLANS OF AMASYA

OLD MAPS &PLANS § DEVELOPMENT PLANS

1827

Plan D'Amassia V, Fortaner
Stadiplan Amasia Baron von Vincke
Plan of Amasya Dr. Hemrich Barth

Redus E. Nouvelle G

Stadtplan Amasia

Amasia, Albert Gabriol Topographical Map and Base Map

éngsya $emgméu
1A G. Com
RS s First Development Plan (fmar Iskan Bakankgi)

Topographical Map and Basa Mag (Revision)

|
Amasya Sehir Plans Road Circulation Map Ertugrul Mentes

Skatch Plan of Amasya

Hama Genel Mbdurlogl
o MM Topographical Map and Base Mag (Revision)

Development Plan Rauf Beyn
Development Plan Raufl Beyru (Revigion)

Development Plan Fahr Yetman

Devalopment Plan Erkan Ugkun

Davelopment Plan

Davelopment Plan

Appendix C. Maps and Plans of Amasya in Chronological Order
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D. LATE OTTOMAN PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND PLACES IN AMASYA

1 Risdiye School 1864

2 Post Office 1865

3 Government Building 1865

4 Prison 1865

5 Clock Tower 1865

6 Hamdullah Efendi Tomb 1868

7 Seyh Ismail Siracuddin Sirvani Tomb 1873
8 Azeriler/Sirvanli Mosque 1873-1895
9 French Jesuit Church&School 1881
10 French Jesuit Mansion 1883

11 Saraghane Madrasah 1882

12 Haci Osman Bey 1883
13 Jesuit School 1890

14 Jesuit Church1890
15 Hisus Miabanutyun Mission Center 1890
16 Mehmet Bey Madrasah 1891
17 Sofular Madrasah 1892
18 Police Station 1894
19 Municipality Archive 1894
20 Pir ilyas Tomb 1894
21 Haci Hamza Efendi Madrasah 1894
22 Orta Mekteb 1895-1897
23 Gendarmarie 1895
24 Saravduzi Military Barracks 1898-1900
ok p, 25 Hasan Efendi Masjid & School 1900
"a'shse 26 Wind Turbine 1910
27 Iptidai School 1910
28 Sericulture Training School 1911
29 Hospital 1912
30 Veli Bayezid Monument 1912-1916
31 Surp Asdvadzadzin Cathedral 1918
32 Municipality 1922
33 Meydan Gate
34 Madenis Gate
35 Saray Gate
36 Helkis Gate
37 Hacilar/Surp Hovhannes Square
38 Ok Meydani/Meydan Square
O oo ocason 39 Karaagag Square

Maydan (Empey Fieid)

O} e 40 Bayezidpasa/Surp Hag Armenian Cemetery
o Chuen N s
2 Karakaya 41 Memidedednl/Vank Monastery Cemetery
42 Pirler Cemetery
_— 43 $amlar Cemetery
(W %‘\ 44 Uzunyol Cemetery
I\: : Cemetery N
7,7, ouma A 45 Narlibahge Cemetery
292 Soale 110000 46 Karaagag Cemetery

Ferhat Dagi 47 Unimplemented Bridge Project

Appendix D Late Ottoman public buildings and places in Amasya. (Prepared by the author as adapted from DAI-II)
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E. EARLY REPUBLICAN PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND PLACES IN AMASYA

1 Timber Deposit Bimarhane [Date Unknown]

2 Museum Storehouse Gokmedrese [Date Unknown]
3 Agricultural Storehouse Burmali Minare Mosque[Date Unknown]
4 Museum Bayezid Il. Madrasah [Date Unknown]
5 Sevkat-i islamiye Nursery [Date Unknown]

6 Gendarmarie [Date Unknown]

7 Yesilirmak Primary School [Date Unknown]

8 Pilevne Primary School [Date Unknown]

9 Ugler Primary School [Date Unknown]

10 Military Police Station [Date Unknown]

11 Kiligarslan Primary School 1914-1925

12 Addition to Kiligarslan Primary School 1926
13 Hospital 1926

14 Court House 1926

15 Railway Station 1927

16 Railway Storage Building 1928

17 Atatirk Monument 1929

18 Slaughter House 1934

19 Power Station 1936

oo Mo 20 Girl Art Institute 1942

21 Secondary School 1944

22 Officer's Club & Logement 1944

23 Atatirk Primary School 1944

24 Municipality Garden 1934

25 Pirler Garden

26 Hacilar/Surp Hovhannes Square

27 Karaagag Square
28 Unimplemented Public House Project

~—Hamza Bey

@ © Mosque

29 Unimplemented School Project

30 Unimplemented Municipality Project
31 Unimplemented Stadium Project

Mosquo
Ferhat Mountain (0
® Ban °
o M
P
L L Cemotary
- - N
2
7

Appendix E Early Republican public buildings and places in Amasya. (Prepared by the author as adapted from Gabriel, Monuments turcs, 5)
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G. TURKISH SUMMARY / TURKCE OZET

Bu calismada, ge¢ Osmanli doneminden erken Cumhuriyet donemine gecis
stirecindeki yapili ¢evre olusumu/doniisiimii incelenmis ve Anadolu'nun kuzeyinde
yer alan Amasya kentinin yapili ¢evre doniisiimiine odaklanilmistir. Bu iki donemi
Amasya kent merkezine odaklanarak karsilastiran bu tezde, ge¢ Osmanli ve erken
Cumhuriyet donemlerindeki kiiltiirel/politik/ekonomik degisimlerin, toplumla ve

dolayisiyla kentle iliskisi incelenmistir.

Amasya kentinde yapili ¢evrenin fiziksel doniisiimii mimari ve kentsel dlgekte
ornekler lizerinden incelenmistir. Calismanin amaci, siyasi bir doniisiim olan
Osmanli Imparatorlugu’ndan Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’ne uzanan siirecin mimariye ve
dolayisiyla kente etkilerini arastirmaktir. Siyasi doniisiime etken olan ekonomik,
kiiltiirel, sosyal olaylar iizerinden kentlinin ve yonetici siifin yonlendirmesiyle
yapili gevredeki degisimler ele alinmistir. Bununla birlikte kentin doniisiimiine etki
eden dogal afetler (yangin, sel, deprem) ve afetlerin sonuglarina bagli olarak alinan
kararlar da kentin fiziksel degisimini etkilemistir. Bu ¢aligmada ge¢ on dokuzuncu
yiizyildan erken yirminci yiizyila uzanan donemde kentin fiziksel doniistimii ve bu

dontisiimii belirleyen etkenler tanimlanarak aktarilmaya caligilmistir.

Bu c¢alismada amag, Amasya'nin yerlesim tarihini, kendine 0zgli cografi
ozelliklerini de goz onilinde bulundurarak degerlendirmek, yapili ¢evresinin degisen
sosyo-kiiltiirel, ekonomik ve politik baglamlara gore doniisiimiinii analiz etmek ve
bu degisim siirecinde korunan, yeniden kullanilan ve kaybedileni
degerlendirmektir. Boylece, on dokuzuncu yiizyilin sonlarindan yirminci yiizyilin
baslarina kadar, kentin yapili ¢gevresinin tekrar ve tekrar olusumunda siireklilik ve
kirllma yasanan siirecleri fiziksel mekan iizerinden okumaya calisilmistir. Bu
calisma, on dokuzuncu yiizy1l sonlarinda kentte yeni ihtiyaglar dahilinde olusmaya
baslayan kamusal yapilarin insasimi etkileyen Osmanli Devleti'nin kurumsal

yapisinin doniislimiinii ve yirminci ylizyilin baslarinda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin
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kurulusundan sonra tanik olunan yapili ¢cevredeki dontlisiimii karsilastirarak yapili

¢evrenin olugsmasinda etkili olan temel dinamikleri ele almaktadir.

Kronolojik bir sira ile, imparatorluk kentinden Cumhuriyet kentine gecis siirecinde,
siyasal degisimin kentin yapili ¢cevresinin doniisiimiine olan etkilerini ve sinirlart
net olarak tanimlanamayan bu degisimin kent mekaninda eski-yeni, yikilan-inga
edilen yap1 ve mekanlar ve bu mekanlarin ¢evresiyle olan iliskisi iizerinden gecis
ve kirillmalar1 analiz etmek amaclanmistir. Yeni yapilar, islev degistirerek
kullanilmaya devam edilen eski yapilar ve yeni insa edilen yapilar, dnceki ve

sonraki kentsel mekanlar arasindaki iligkileri karsilagtirmak i¢in arastirilmistir.

Gec¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet donemlerine birlikte ve karsilastirmali olarak
bakan bu ¢alismada, sosyo-kiiltiirel degisimlerin etkisiyle olugsan kent mekanlarinin
Ozglnliik, farklilik ve benzerlikleri ortaya cikarilarak, bu iki donem arasinda
mimari Uretim acidan gecis ya da farklilagmalarin s6z konusu olup olmadigi
arastirilmistir.  Toplumun kentin doniistimiindeki roliinii anlayabilmek ig¢in,
mabhallelerin ve dolayistyla kent dokusunun her iki donemde toplum yapisindaki
dontigiimlerden nasil etkilendigi karsilastirilmistir. Kent sakinlerinin talepleri ve
devletin temsilcisi olarak kentte yasayan yonetici sinifin karar alma siireci fiziksel
doniistime dogrudan etki etmektedir. Bu uygulamalarin kent mekaninin
olusumundaki etkilerini inceleyerek, Amasya kentinin on dokuzuncu yiizyilin
sonlarindan yirminci yiizyilin baslarina kadar fiziksel doniisiimii ve bu doniistimii
etkileyen farkli sosyal Orgiitlenmeye sahip olan aktorlerin (kent sakinleri,
yoneticiler, niifuzlu aileler, tliccarlar) rollerinin kentin yapili ¢evresinin olusumuna
etkisi anlasilmak istenmistir. Ge¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet donemleri
arasindaki  kiltiirel/politik/ekonomik  degisimlerin  kentlesme  silirecine
yansimalariyla kentin ¢ok baglamli yapisin1 kavramak ve yapili ¢evreye etkisini

degerlendirmek amaglanmistir.

Kentte yer alan yap1 ve yap1 gruplarinin yer degistirmesi, acik alan kullaniminin

farklilagmasi, degisen yapi ihtiyaci, dogal afetlerin kent planlama siirecine etkisi
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arastirllmistir.  Sonug olarak, 1860’lardan 1940’lara uzanan siirecte kentte
gerceklestirilen imar faaliyetleri ile kamusal yasamin birbirlerine etkileri
sonucunda yasanan degisimler dolayisiyla kent tarihi yaziminda etkili olan tiim

dinamiklerin etkilerine derinlemesine bakilmak istenmistir.

Kentin mimarlik ve kentsel a¢idan doniistimlerini izlemek i¢in Oncelikle bu iki
donem i¢inde sosyal, politik, kiiltirel ve ekonomik gelismeler incelenmistir.
Ozellikle kentte yasayan niifusun yerlestigi alanlar -mahalleler- ve kamusal alanlar

bu calismanin genel kurgusunu olusturmaktadir.

Insa edilen, yikilan ve doniistiiriilen yapilarin ve kamusal alanlarin ve kagit
izerinde kalan gerceklestirilemeyen projelerin ortaya ¢ikarilmasi ve incelenmesi ile
yapili cevrenin donilisiimiinde karar mekanizmalart olan kent sakinleri ve
yoneticilerin bu siirece etkisini degerlendirmek amaglanmistir. Kentin bu
katmanlar1 sosyo-kiiltiirel/ekonomik/politik degisimler ile mimari ve kentlesme
stiregleri arasindaki etkilesimlerle yaratilmistir. Bu c¢ercevede, kamu yapilart ve
kamusal acik alanlarin yani sira mahalleler de, bir araya gelme mekanlar1 olarak
kentsel diiglimleri olusturmaktadir. Bu digiimler, tanimli yollarla birbirine
baglanmis, ve doniisiimlerle kentsel katmanlar yaratilmistir. Dolayisiyla, kentin
yapili ¢evresi, sadece fiziki mekan degisimleriyle degil, ayn1 zamanda bu
degisimlere neden olan sosyo-kiiltiirel, ekonomik ve politik faktorlere bagli olarak

{iretim ve tekrar iiretim déngiisii icerisinde siirekli olarak degismektedir. >°!

251 Kent kavrami ve kentin morfolojik olusumu igin: Patrick Geddes, Cities in Evolution (London:
Williams & Norgate, 1915); Lewis Mumford, The City in History, Its Origins, Its Transformations
and Its Prospects (New York: Harcourt, Brace & Word, 1961); Leonardo Benevolo, The History of
the City (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1988); Colin Rowe and Fred Koetter, Collage City
(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2006); Attilio Petruccioli, After Amnesia: Learning from the Islamic
Mediterranean Urban Fabric (Bari: ICAR, 2007); Aldo Rossi, The Architecture of the City
(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2007); Karl Kropf, “Aspects of Urban Form,” Urban Morphology 13,
no. 2 (2009): 105-120; Kevin Lynch, The Image of the City (Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press, 2012);
Spiro Kostof and Richard Tobias, The City Shaped: Urban Patterns and Meanings Through History
(New York: Bulfinch Press, 2012); Spiro Kostof and Greg Castillo, The City Assembled: The
Elements of Urban Form Through History (New York, NY: Thames & Hudson, 2014); Alain Borie,
Pierre Micheloni and Pierre Pinon, Form ve Deformasyon Mimari ve Kentsel Nesnelerin Form ve
Deformasyonu (Istanbul: Janus Yayincilik, 2019).
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Kent tarihi ¢alismalarinda mimari ve kentsel mekanin iiretiminde etkisi olan bir
diger faktor cografi ¢cevredir. Yerlesimlerin jeomorfolojik 6zellikleri, iklim vb. inga
kararlarin1 ve kentlerin fiziki yapilarimi dogrudan etkilemektedir. Dogal afetlerin
yapili ¢evreye etkisinin aragtirilmasi, doganin, kentsel mekanda meydana gelen
doniistimlere etkisini, ozellikle yikim gibi 6nemli degisiklikler iizerindeki roliinii

aciklamak i¢in gereklidir.

Osmanli kentlerindeki mimari ve kentsel dlgekte on dokuzuncu yiizyilin sonlarina
dogru goriilen doniisiimler lizerine ¢cok sayida aragtirma yapilmistir. Ancak literatiir
arastirmasinda bu calismalarin genelde bolgesel tanimlamalar kullanilarak “Balkan
Kentleri”, “Arap Kentleri” altinda kiimelenerek o bolgede bulunan kentler {izerine

yogunlastig1 ortaya ¢cikmaktadir. 252

Bu simiflandirmalar son zamanlardaki ¢alismalarda sorgulanmakta ve “Osmanli

kenti”, “Arap kenti”, “Islam kenti” gibi kavramlarin kullanimi sorgulanmaktadir.?>

252 See: Paul Dumont and Frangois Georgeon, Villes ottomanes 4 la fin de I'Empire, (Paris:
L'Harmattan, 1992); Caglar Keyder, Y. Eyiip Ozveren and Donald Quataert, “Port Cities in the
Ottoman Empire: Some Theoretical and Historical Perspectives” Review, a Journal of Fernand
Braudel Center, XVI, 4 (Fall 1993), 519-558; Zeynep Celik, The remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of
an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993);
Alexandra Yerolympos, Urban Transformations in the Balkans (1820-1920), (Thessaloniki:
University Studio Press, 1996); F. Cana Bilsel, “Cultures et Fonctionnalités: L’Evolution de la
Morphologie Urbaine de la Ville d’Izmir aux XIXe et début XXe Siécles”, (PhD diss., Université
de Paris X — Nanterre, 1999); Andre Raymond, Arab Cities in the Ottoman Period: Cairo, Syria and
the Maghreb, (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2002); Jens Hanssen, Fin de Siecle Beirut: The Making of an
Ottoman Provincial Capital (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2003); Yasemin Avci, Degisim Siirecinde
Bir Osmanl Kenti: Kudiis (1890-1914), (Ankara: Phoenix, 2004); Edhem Eldem, Daniel Goffman
and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City Between East and West: Aleppo, Izmir, and Istanbul, (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2005); Zeynep Celik, Empire, Architecture, and the City:
French-Ottoman Encounters, 1830-1914, (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2008); Ipek
Yada Akpinar, Osmanli Baskentinden Kiiresellesen Istanbul'a: Mimarhk ve Kent, 1910-2010,
(istanbul: Osmanli Bankas1 Arsiv ve Arastirma Merkezi, 2010); Sibel Zandi-Sayek, Ottoman Izmir:
The Rise of a Cosmopolitan Port, 1840/1880, (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2012).

253 Eldem Edhem, Daniel Goffman and Bruce Masters, The Ottoman City Between East and West:
Aleppo, Izmir, and Istanbul, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2005). Stephanos Yerasimos,
“Tanzimat’in Kent Reformlar1 Uzerine,” Modernlesme Siirecinde Osmanli Kentleri (eds.) P.
Dumont and F. Georgeon, (trans.) A. Berktay 1- 30 (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaymlari, 1999):
10.
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Kog¢, bu smiflandirmalarin  bir simirlamaya  doniistiigiinii  su  sekilde

aciklamaktadir.>>

Daha ilk etapta “kent” kavrami basli basma sorunlar yumagi iken,
“Osmanli kenti” deyince akla ne geldigi/gelmesi gerektigi sorusuna
verilen cevaplar dikkate alindiginda, ““alt konular”in ne kadar ¢cogaldig1
ve isin i¢inde, daha bastan “Islam kenti”, “Arap kenti”, “Akdeniz
kenti”, “Balkan kenti”, “Dogu kenti”, “Anadolu kenti” vs. gibi fakl
cografl, kiiltiirel ve tarihl faktorlerin dahil oldugu bir “tanimlama”
zincirinin, farkli kavramlastirma big¢imlerinin bulundugu dikkati
¢ekmektedir.

Bu sebeple son donemlerde yapilan kent ¢calismalarinda karsilastirmali yaklasimlar
ayni1 donemlerde farkli cografi bolgeler ve arka planda kalmis kentler ¢alisiimaya
baslanmistir. Bu baglamda bu calisma, diger kentlerle karsilagtirildiginda kent ve
mimarlik aragtirmalar1 acisindan bahsedilen donemlerde geri planda kalmis
kentlerden biri olan ve glinlimiiz Tiirkiye sinirlart icerisinde kalan Amasya kentine
odaklanmistir. Ancak caligmanin iki ayri donemi igeren boliimleri oldugu igin
“Osmanli kenti” Osmanli imparatorlugu siirecinde imparatorluk smirlarinda yer
alan kentlerden biri olmas1 ve Cumhuriyet doneminden ayirici bir nitelik olarak yer
almaktadir ve “Anadolu kenti” de cografi olarak kentin bulundugu konuma
atfedildigi i¢in bu iki terime yer verilmistir. Amasya kentinin yapili ¢evresi, cografi
konumu ve simirlt sayida yapilan arastirmalar bu ¢aligmay: kent tarihi yaziminda
yeni bilgiler iiretmesi agisindan &nemli kilmaktadir.?> Belirtilen dénem
araligindaki mimarlik ve kent tarthi c¢aligmalarinda Amasya lizerine yapilan

arastirmalarin yetersiz olmasi sebebiyle kent tarihi arastirmalarinda Amasya'ya

2 Yunus Kog, “Osmanli’da Kent Iskam ve Demografisi (XV.-XVIIL. Yiizyillar),” Tiirkiye
Arastirmalari Literatiir Dergisi 3, no. 6 (2005): 162.

255 For the literature on the new approaches in urban historiography, see: Zeynep Celik and Diane
Favro, Methods of Urban History, Journal of Architectural Education, vol. 41/3 (Spring, 1988), 4-
9; Nancy Stieber, Microhistory of the Modern City: Urban Space, Its Use and Representation,
Journal of the Society of Architectural Historians, 58(3), (1999), 382-391; Shane Ewen, What is
Urban History? (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2016).
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odaklanmak, bu ¢alismay1 kentin yerlesim tarihi hakkinda yeni bilgiler tiretmek

acisindan dnemli kilmaktadir.?>®

Ikincisi, kentin daha onceki vyiizyillara kiyasla yapili ¢evre verilerinin
incelenememis olmasi sebebiyle ge¢ on dokuzuncu ve erken yirminci yiizyillardaki
yapili c¢evresini bu iki donem {izerinden karsilastirmali olarak okunmasi
hedeflenmistir. Boylece imparatorlugun yenilenme siirecinde kentlerde yaptigi
doniisiim ve insa faaliyetlerine deginirken, Cumhuriyet siirecine bakildiginda tekrar
bir yenilenme ve donilisim faaliyetlerinin gergeklestirildigi goriilmektedir.
Dolayisiyla bu iki donem ayni kent iizerinden okunmaya calisilmis ve kentin

doniisiim ve stireklilikleri tizerinde durulmaya ¢alisilmistir.

Gecg Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet donemlerinin se¢ilmesinin nedeni ise bu siirecin
bir gecis siireci olarak her iki doneme de (kendinden dnceki ve kendinden sonraki)
sigramas1 ve benzer Ozelliklerin yasanmasina isaret etmek agisindan gereklidir.
Gecmisi ve 0zellikle Osmanli gegmisini reddeden bir tutum, milli kimlik insast ile
benimsenen yaklasimlara elestirel olarak, tarih yaziminda bu iki donemi birbirinden

keskin bir sekilde ayirmaya yonelik bir yaklagim gilincel tarihyaziminda

236 Amasya hakkinda 18. yiizy1l ve oncesine tarihlenen aragtirmalar igin: Petra Kappert, Die
Osmanischen Prinzen und Ihre Residenz Amasya in 15. Und 16. Jahrhundert. (ist: Netherlands
Archeological Institute, Leiden, 1976); Ahmet Simsirgil, “1520 tarihli tapu-tahrir defterine gore
Amasya Sancag1,” (PhD diss., Atatiirk Universitesi, 1985); Oktay Ozel, “Changes in Settlement
Patterns, Population and Society in Rural Anatolia: A Case Study of Amasya, 1576—1642 (PhD
diss., University of Manchester, 1993); Adnan Giirbiiz, “Toprak-Vakif iliskileri Cer¢evesinde XVI.
Yiizyillda Amasya Sancagi,” (PhD diss., Ankara Universitesi, 1993); Sema Giindiiz, “Osmanli
Beyligi Mimarisinde Anadolu Selcuklu Gelenegi,” (PhD diss., Hacettepe Universitesi, 2006);
Hiiseyin Giines, “Lale Devri’nde Amasya (XVIIIL. Yiizyilin ikinci Ceyregi,” (PhD diss., Ondokuz
Mayis Universitesi, 2001); Hasan Karatas, “The City as a Historical Actor: The Urbanization and
Ottomanization of the Halvetiye Sufi Order by the City of Amasya in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth
Centuries,” (PhD diss., University of California, Berkeley, 2011); Sibel Kavakli, “XVII. Yiizyilin
Ikinci Yarisinda Amasya (Ser’iyye Sicillerine Gore), (PhD diss., Gazi Universitesi, 2011); Oktay
Ozel, The Collapse of Rural Order in Ottoman Anatolia: Amasya, 1576-1643, (Leiden: Brill, 2016).
Mustafa Caghan Keskin, “Osmanlh Vilayet-i Rum’unun insasi (Baniler-Vakiflar-Mimari Aktorler):
Yorgiic Pasa Ailesinin Mimari Etkinligi (1429-1494),” (PhD diss., Istanbul Teknik Universitesi,
2017).
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gelismektedir.?>’ Sézii edilen bu iki donem yapili cevrenin olusumu agisindan
“doniisim” ve “siireklilik” kavramlari lizerinden karsilastirilmistir. Bu ¢alismada
kentin ¢ok katmanli yapis1 incelenmis ve kiiltiirler arasi etkilesimlerin kente etkileri
degerlendirilmistir. Amasya sehrindeki politik, ekonomik, idari ve askeri
degisimlerle, toplumun mekani doniistiirlicii roliiniin iizerinde durularak etnik

cesitlilik, mahalleler ve kentsel doku incelenmistir.

Bu baglamda, oncelikle diger Osmanli kentleri {izerine yapilan arastirmalar
incelenmistir.>*® Bu incelemeler sonrasinda Amasya ile ilgili yazili ve gorsel
kaynaklar taranarak, belirtilen donemde yapili ¢evrede insa edilen yapilar,
konumlar ve tarihleri belirlenmeye ¢alisiimistir. Oncelikle giiniimiize kalmis olsa
da, olmasa da kaynaklarda yer alan ve yapili ¢evreyi olusturan tiim yap1, anit, acik
alan vb. mimari ve kentsel elemanlarin bir envanter listesi -yap1 gereksinimlerini

anlamak ve donemlere gore karsilastirma yapabilmek i¢in- kronolojik siraya gore

27 Bu tartismalar igin bakimz: Ugur Tanyeli, “History of Ottoman Architecture and the

Historiographical Model of Decline and Fall”, 7 Centuries of Ottoman Architecture, “A Supra-
National Heritage”, (Yap1-Endiistri Merkezi Publications, 1999). S. M. Can Bilsel, “Our Anatolia”:
Organicism and the Making of Humanist Culture in Turkey. Mugarnas, 24 (1), 223-241, (2007):
223-224. Sibel Bozdogan, Reading Ottoman Architecture Through Modernist Lenses: Nationalist
Historiography and the “New Architecture” in the Early Republic. Mugarnas, 24, 199-222, (2007):
199-203. https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004163201.i-310.33

258 Sevgi Aktiire, “Osmanli Devletinde Tasra Kentlerindeki Degisimler”, Tanzimat’tan
Cumbhuriyet’e Tiirkiye Ansiklopedisi, vol.4, (Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlari, 1985), 891-904; Kemal
Ahmet Art, Tirk kenti: Tirk kent dokularmmin incelenmesine ve bugiinkii kogsullar i¢inde
degerlendirilmesine iligkin yontem araszirmas:. (Istanbul: Yapi1-Endiistri Merkezi Yayinlari, 1998);
Necdet Sakaoglu, 20. Viizyil basinda Osmanli kentleri, (Istanbul: Deniz Kiiltiir, 2010); Yasemin
Avcl, Bir Osmanli Anadolu Kentinde Tanzimat Reformlari ve Kentsel Doniisiim: Denizli, 1839-
1908. istanbul: Yeditepe, 2010; Musa Cadirc1, Tanzimat Sirecinde Tirkiye: Anadolu Kentleri.
Tiilay Ercoskun (ed.) (Ankara: Imge Kitabevi, 2011); Suat Cabuk, Kayseri’nin Cumbhuriyet
Dénemi’ndeki ilk Kent Diizenlemesi: 1933 Caylak Plani, METU Journal of the Faculty of
Architecture, 29, 2, (Dec., 2012): 63-87; Sidika Cetin, Ge¢ Osmanlidan Erken Cumhuriyete I¢ Bati
Anadolu'da Kentsel Yapmin Degisimi: Manisa, Afyon, Burdur ve Isparta kentleri Uzerine
Karsilastirmali Bir inceleme, METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, 29, 2, (Dec., 2012): 89-
126.
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hazirlanmistir (Appendix A).2° Ge¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet donemlerinin
onemli olaylar1 ve yapilarin insa tarihleri karsilastirmali listesi kronolojik olarak
hazirlanarak kentte ve lilkede gelisen olaylarin kentteki yapim-yikim faaliyetleri ile
iligkisi anlasilmaya ¢alisilmistir (Appendix B). Farkli arsiv ve kaynak taramalari
sonucunda ulasilan tiim planlarin kronolojik listesi yapilmistir (Appendix C). Bu
caligmalar sonrasinda yapili ¢evreyi olusturan yapi, yapi topluluklari ve agik
kamusal alanlarin yaklasik olarak konumlarinin isaretlendigi ve kent icerisindeki
yogunluklarini, mahallelere gore dagilimlarini anlamak amaciyla, ge¢ Osmanli
(Appendix D) ve erken Cumhuriyet (Appendix E) donemleri i¢in iki ayri harita
hazirlanmistir. Belirlenen yapilarin hangi ihtiyaclar dogrultusunda insa edildigi,
yapim- yikim- yeniden kullanim gibi insa siire¢leri hakkinda bilgilere Osmanli ve
Cumhuriyet arsivlerinden, kente gelen seyyahlarin gozlemlerinden ve yerel

tarihgilerin verdigi bilgilerden ulagiimistir.

Aragtirma siirecinde, Ankara’da yer alan Cumhurbagkanligi Devlet Arsivleri
Baskanligi’nda Osmanli ve Cumhuriyet arsivlerinde, Ilbank Mekansal Planlama
Dairesi Baskanligi’nda, gazete ve dergiler i¢in Milli Kiitiiphane’de, kentin erken
tarihli hava fotograflarina erisebilmek icin Harita Genel Midiirliigi’nde;
Istanbul’da Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii ve Atatiirk Kitaphigi’'nda arastirma
yapilmistir. Amasya Miizesi, Amasya Belediyesi ve Bayezit Halk Kiitliphanesi’nde

Amasya kitapligindan yararlanilmistir.

Yapilarin fotograflarina Amasya Miizesi arsivleri, SALT Research ve Atatiirk
Kitaplig1 dijital arsivlerinden ulasilmis olup, yapilarin yaklasik olarak
konumlandirilmasinda bu fotograflardan yararlanilmistir. Amasya ili topografik ve
hali hazir haritalar1 1928, 1947 ve 1962 yilarinda yapilmistir. 1948 yol istikamet
plan1 Ertugrul Mentes, kismen ulasilabilen ilk hali hazir imar plan1 1966 yilinda

2% Amasya Kiiltiir Varliklari, i1 yiligi, Hiiseyin Hiisameddin ve Ahmet Demiray tarafindan
hazirlanan kent tarihine iliskin kitaplardan biiyliik Ol¢lide yararlanilarak kronolojik listeler
hazirlanmastir.
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Rauf Beyru tarafindan ve sonrasinda 1981 plan1 Fahri Yetman tarafindan

hazirlanmistir.?6°

Kentin kapsamli imar planlarma ulasmak icin ilbank arsivlerinde arastirma
yapilmis, ancak 1981 yili planlarina ulagilmistir. Bu planda Yetman tarafindan 1966
yilinda hazirlanan plandan yararlanildigi anlagilmistir. Amasya Belediyesi’nden
kismi olarak 1966 ve 1981 planlarina erisilmistir. Kent dokusuna iliskin bilgi
igeren, ulasilabilen en erken tarihli harita Albert Gabriel tarafindan hazirlanmistir.
Dolayistyla haritalarin hazirlanmasinda en &enmli altlik bu haritadan elde
edilmistir. Arsivlerde yapilarin bir kisminin plan, cephe, kesit ¢izimleri
bulunmustur. Ancak yapilarin bir¢ogu giiniimiize gelemediginden yapilarin tislubu
tizerinden bir calisma yapilmamistir. Yapilarin ge¢ on dokuzuncu yiizyilda insa
edilenleri Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii’ nden (DAI) erisilen 1928 yili sonrasina
kabaca tarihleyebildigim haritaya, erken yirminci yiizyilda insa edilenleri Albert

Gabriel tarafindan hazirlanan haritaya sayisal ortama aktarilarak islenmistir.

Mustafa Vazih Efendi, Hiiseyin Hiisameddin ve Osman Fevzi Olcay ve Gabri€l H.
Simonian ge¢ on dokuzuncu yiizyil-erken yirminci yiizyil araliginda Amasya’da
yasamis ve Amasya kentini, kent tarihini ve sakinlerini anlatan yazili kaynaklar

birakmustir. 26!

Misyoner, diplomat, asker, harita miihendisi, arkeolog gibi mesleklere sahip

gezginler gezi giizergahinda bulunan Amasya’ya on dokuzuncu yiizyilin sonlar1 ve

200 yurt Ansiklopedisi, “Amasya”, Anadolu Yaymcilik, Istanbul, 1, 467 (1982).

261 Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkus and Ali
Yilmaz (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1986), Mustafa Vazih Efendi, Amasya
fetvalari ve ilk Amasya sehir tarihi: (Beldabilii'r-rdsiye fi riydz-1 mesdili’I-Amdsiyye) (trans.) Ali Riza
Ayar and Recep Orhan Ozel, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yaymlar1, 2011); Osman Fevzi
Olcay, Amasya hatiralari: "Bildiklerim gordiiklerim isittiklerim ile Amasya,” (trans.) Turan
Bocekegi and Mehmet H. Seckiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009); Osman Fevzi Olcay,
Amasya Sehri, Harun Kiig¢iik and Kurtulug Altunbasg, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2014). Gabriel
H. Simonian, Memory Book of the Pontic Amasya, (Venice, St Lazarus,1966);
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yirminci ylizyilin baslarinda ugramis ve Amasya'ya iligkin gézlemleri kaydetmistir.
Bu bilgilere gore, graviir, harita ve fotograf gibi gorsel belgeler olusturmuslardir.
Evliya Celebi, H. Dernschwam, H. van der Osten, F. Cumont, Ibn-i Battuta, A. D.
Mortdmann, O. G. de Busbecq, A. Gabriel G. de Jerphanion, B. Natanyan’in
ayrintili tasvirleri, graviirler ve kent fotograflart ge¢ Osmanli ve Cumbhuriyet
doneminin basindaki sosyal yasam ve kentin yapili ¢evresine iliski bilgi edinmeyi
saglamistir. Bu gezginlerden biri olan Albert Gabriel, Tiirk hiikiimeti tarafindan
Anadolu’da arastirma yapmak i¢in gorevlendirilmistir, eski eserlerin bir listesini
hazirlamigtir. 1928 yilinin Nisan-Mayis aylarinda Kayseri-Sivas-Tokat-Niksar ve
Amasya'y1 ziyaret etmistir. Bu gezi sirasinda kentin bir haritasin1 da hazirlamistir.
Bu harita, bu calismada kullanilan haritalarin hazirlanmasinda altlik olarak
kullanilmistir. 22 Ayrica, kentin yapili ¢evresine odaklanan tez calismalarindan

yararlanilmistir.?6

Amasya tarihi hakkinda yazilan kitaplar ve gezginlerin gdzlemleri; Amasya
kentinin on dokuzuncu yiizyildan yirminci yiizyila gegerken olusturdugu portreyi
tasvir etmektedir. Bu nedenle kentin doniisen yapili ¢evresi dncelikle kamusal
toplanma alanlar1 olarak belirlenen pazar yerleri, mesire yerleri, askeri birliklerin
talim yeri olarak kullanilan meydanlar, dini amach toplanma alanlar1 ve bu
alanlarda yer alan yapilar sosyal degisimlerle birlikte ele alinarak incelenmistir.

Bir sonraki asamada yapilarin bulunduklari alanlarin ge¢ Osmanli donemi 6ncesi,
sonrasi ve erken Cumhuriyet donemindeki durumlari karsilastirilarak, bu alanlarda

degisim, doniistim, siireklilik olup olmadig1 ve bu durumlara sebep olan aktorler ve

262 K orkut E. Erdur (ed), Albert Gabriel’in Yasam ve Yapitlari, Albert Gabriel, 1883-1972: Mimar,
Arkeolog, Ressam, Gezgin, (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari, 2006), 28.

263 Kani Kuzucular, “Amasya Kenti’nin Fiziksel Yapisinin Tarihsel Geligimi,” (PhD diss., istanbul
Teknik Universitesi, 1994). Gediz Urak, “Amasya’nin Tiirk Devri Sehir Dokusu ve Yapilarinim
Analiz ve Degerlendirilmesi,” (PhD diss., Gazi Universitesi, 1994).Y. Cagatay Seckin, “Tarihi
Kentlerdeki Agik Mekanlarin Degisen Kullanimlarinin Degerlendirilmesi: Amasya Ornegi,” (PhD
diss., ITU, 2005); Serdar Balc, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Amasya (1923-1950) ‘idari, Siyasi, Sosyal
ve Kiiltiirel Yap1, (PhD diss., Atatiirk Universitesi, 2014) and Eren Senol, “Amasya’nin Cumhuriyet
Dénemi Kentsel Gelisim Siireci ve Kentlesme Sorunlari,” (PhD diss., Ankara Universitesi, 2010).

200



siirecler anlasilmaya calisilmistir. Bu tezde, kamu yapilar1 ve kamusal alanlarin
donlistimii  detayli bir sekilde incelenmeye c¢alisilmistir. Boylece yalnizca
giinlimiize gelebilen yapilar1 degil, insa edildikleri donem, dncesi ve sonrasiyla
birlikte kent formu okunmaya calisilarak yapim yikim ve doniisiim siiregleri

aydinlatilmaya calisilmistir.

Calismanin ilk ana bdliimiinii olusturan “Ikinci Boliim: Amasya: Anadolu’da Bir
Kent” baslikli kisimda kentin énemi acgiklanmustir. Kent Hitit, Frig, Iskit, Pers,
Pontus, Roma, Bizans, Danismendli, Selguklu, Ilhanli, Beylikler ve Osmanl
imparatorlugu idaresinde kalan eski bir yerlesim merkezidir.?** Amasya sehri,
ortasindan Yesilirmak’in gectigi, irmagin her iki tarafinda Harsena ve Ferhat
daglan ile c¢evrili dar bir vadide yer almaktadir. Bu kentin Milli Miicadele
doneminde Amasya Tamimi’nin yazildig1 yer olmasi da kent belleginde énemli bir

yer tutmaktadir.

Bu béliimde, Amasya'nin cografi ve tarihi arka plani incelenmis ve kentin yerlesim
tarihine odaklanilmistir. Kenti cografi 6zelliklerinin yapili ¢evre olusumuna etkisi
aragtirtlmistir. Amasya'nin ge¢ on dokuzuncu yiizyila kadar gecen siirecte yapili

cevre olusumunu etkileyen siyasi, ekonomik ve sosyal siirecler incelenmistir.

Calismanin ikinci ve kapsamli analiz ve degerlendirmeleri igeren “Ugiincii Béliim:
Ge¢ Osmanli ve Erken Cumhuriyet Donemleri’nde Amasya’da Yapili Cevre”
baslikli kistmda yapili cevrenin doniisiimiinii tanimlamak amaciyla kentteki yapilar
ve kamusal alanlar, yapi tiplerindeki ve konumlarindaki degisiklikler incelenmistir.
Bu iki donemde, kentte insa edilen binalar, kent dokusundaki islevleri ve

konumlarina gore karsilastirilmistir.

264 Muzaffer Doganbas, 2007, “Ilk Donemlerden Tiirk Fethine Kadar Amasya” icinde “Amasya

Adinin Kékeni”, Amasya i1 Yilligi, (Amasya, 2007), 149.
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Boylece, bu calisma, Amasya'nin ge¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet
donemlerindeki yapili ¢evresini kronolojik olarak, kamu yapilar1 ve kamusal
alanlarin tanimladig1 kentsel diigiim ve rotalari, bununla birlikte degisen niifusa
bagli olarak mahallelerin olusumu ve doniisiimiinii analiz ederek degerlendirmeyi
amaclamaktadir. Kent i¢inde rotalar ozellikle ulasimi saglayan ve insanlar
meydanlara, kamusal alanlara tasiyan izlerdir. Buna ek olarak Amasya irmak
tarafindan ikiye boliinen bir kent olmasi sebebiyle, insa edilen kopriiler diger
onemli akslar1 olusturmaktadir. Bir aks iizerinde yer alan carsilar ise ticaretin
merkezini olusturmaktadir. Kent iginde bag ve bahge alanlarinin ¢ok olmasi
sebebiyle yesil alanlarin yogunlugu gozlenirken zamanla bu doku yerini yapi
topluluklarina birakmistir. Kentte 6zellikle mahalle sinirlarinda yer alan Miisliiman

ve Gayrimiislimlere ait mezarliklar ise giderek yok olmustur.

Amasya kentinde tarihsel degisimin arka planina bakilacak olursa niifus yapisinin
degisimi, ekonomik yapinin degisimi ve ydnetim yapisinin degisimi kentin
evrilmesinde etkili olmustur. Kentte sanayinin gelisememesi ve yogun bir niifus
artisinin olmamasi kent sinirlarinin hizla biiyiimemesinde etkili olmustur. Niifus
kayitlarina bakildiginda Erken Cumhuriyet doneminde niifusun azaldigi gesitli
kaynaklardan anlagilmaktadir. I. Diinya savasinin getirdigi yikim, zorunlu gocler ve
Kurtulus Savasi sonrasinda niifusta ciddi bir diislis goriilmiistiir. Bu durum ayni1

zamanda kentin kozmopolit yapisinin yok olmasina neden olmustur.

Amasya kentinde, Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun son déneminde, niifusun gok
kiiltiirli, ¢ok etnik gruplu ve dini cesitliligindeki diisiis nedeniyle, kentin bazi
sakinleri, mevcut mahallelerde etnik-kiiltiirel ¢oziilmeden sonra kenti terk etmistir.
Savaglar sonrasinda kente gelen go¢menlerin kente yerlestirilmesi, dolayisiyla
niifus degisimi dogrudan kent dokusuna etki eden bir konu olmustur. Toprak
kayiplar1 ve hizlandirilmis gé¢ler, niifus yogunlugundaki degisimi etkileyerek yeni
yerlesim bolgelerinin olusumunu etkilemistir. Osmanli toplumunun varlhigini
olusturan etnik kimliklerin sinir dis1 edilmesi ya da miibadele ile yer degismesi ile

sosyal hayatin degigmesi, yani toplumun c¢ok etnisiteli varligi, Cumbhuriyet
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doneminde giderek ortadan kaybolmustur. Mahallelere bakildiginda kent
merkezinde dogrudan etnik ayrim yapilan mahalle sayis1 azdir. Cogunlukla Ermeni
nifusun yogun olarak yasadigi ya da Tiirk niifusun yogun olarak yasadigi
mahalleler vardir, ancak bu tiim mahallelerin dini ya da etnik yapiya gore
farklilastig1 algisini beraberinde getirmemelidir. Farkli etnik kokenden insanlarin
bir arada yasadigi komsuluk iligkileri i¢erisinde oldugu bir¢ok 6rnek vardir. Bu
mahaleler arasinda Savadiye ve Helkis en fazla Ermeni niifusu barindiran
mahallelerdir. Hac1 ilyas, Sofular gibi yalnizca miisliman niifusun barmndig
mabhalleler de yer almaktadir. Kentin merkezinde yer alan ticari faaliyetlerin gegtigi
sirali diikkanlarin ve pazar yerinin yer aldigi mahallelerde ise miisliman gayri-

miislim niifusun bir arada yasadig1 gériilmektedir.2%

1854-1855 Kirim savasi sonrasinda 1860’11 yillarda Kirim ve Kafkasya’dan gocler
artmistir. Bu durum tizerine Osmanl iilkesinde yardim kampanyas1 baslatilarak,
yiyecek, yap1 gerecleri, tahil, tohumluk ve ¢esitli para yardimlarinin yanisira arazi
bagislayanlar da olmustur. Amasya’nin ileri gelen ailelerinden Hafiz Ali Pasa
torunlari, 400 doniimlik verimli arazilerini karsiliksiz olarak gd¢menlere
paylastirilmak tizere hiikiimete vermistir. Bu donemde Amasya halki ve memurlari
6.424 kurus yardimda bulunmustur. 1877°de yeniden baglayan Osmanli Rus
savaslari, Balkanlardaki isyan ve isgaller sonucu Anadolu’ya gocler olmustur.
1878’de 150.000 gogmenin gonderilecekleri yerler arasindan Amasya’ya
Samsun’dan 4500 kisi getirilmistir. Thsaniye/Tatarlar mahallesi de 1873 tarihinden

beri orada iskan edilen Tatarlarin gelmesiyle olusturulmustur.?¢

265 Osman Fevzi Olcay, Amasya hatiralari: "Bildiklerim goérdikklerim isittiklerim ile Amasya,”
(trans.) Turan Bocek¢i and Mehmet H. Seckiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009);

266 Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi Cilt 1, edited by Ali Yilmaz, Mehmet Akkus,
(Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlar1 No: 1, Ankara, 1986,) 96.
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Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi iizerine yazdig1 eserinde elli bes mahalle ad1
vermektedir. Bu mahallelerin isimlerini Bayezid Pasa, Dere- Temenna-Uzun
Mustafa-Hac1 Hamza-Sarachane- Acem Ali-Pervane Bey-Kiligci-Kazanci-Cirakei-
Dariisselam-Kuba-Kocacik-Hoca Siileyman, Fethiye-Islam-Kuba, Gék medrese,
Giimiislii-zade, Hac1 Ilyas, Hatuniye-Karatay-Saray-Cami-i Enderun, Hizirpasa-
Hekim Celebi, Tatar (ihsaniye), Kursunlu-Sadeddin-Sabikuddin-Kameriiddin,
Mehmed Pasa-Yakub Pasa-Yakutiye, Bag Helkis Sade Helkis, Piringci, Savakca,
Sofu-zade-Sofiler, Samlilar-Samice, Sehrekiistii, Ucler-Kiipcegiz-Ceribasi-Receb,
Devehane-Bozahane- Eski Kethiida, Kara Senir, Cikrik, Kopriibasi, Kayabasi,

Ziyare olarak belirtmistir.?®’

Simsirgil, “Onemli gorevlerde bulunmus devlet adamlarinin, ulemadan meshur
kisilerin isimlerinin mahallere verildigi, geri kalan pek azinin bulundugu konumun
ozelligine ya da is merkezlerinin durumuna gére isimlendirildigini belirtmistir.”>%®
Amasya’nin on dokuzuncu ylizyilda mahalle isimlerine bakildiginda, mahallelerin
hemen hemen tamaminin cami, mescid, medrese, zaviye veya imaret gibi dini bir

miessesenin etrafinda kurulmasinin mahalle isimlerine etki ettigini, mahallede yer

alan yapilarin ya da onlar1 yaptiran kisilerin adiyla anildig1 goriilmektedir.

Yirminci ylizyillda mahalle birimlerine bakildiginda toplam on yedi mahalleye
rastlanilmaktadir. Mahalle sayisindaki azalmanin sebebi, on dokuzuncu yiizyilda
mahalle olarak bilinen yerlerin, yirminci ylizyilda baska mahallelere baglanarak
mevkii olarak adlandirilmasindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Bu mahalleler Bayezid Pasa,
Samlar, Ihsaniye/Tatarlar, Pirincci, Savadiye, Giimiislii, Sofular, Mehmetpasa,

Dere, Yiizevler, Nerkis (Helkis), Hatuniye, Ugler, Gokmedrese, Hac1 Ilyas,

267 Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, Amasya Tarihi 1 Mukaddime, (trans.) Mehmet Akkus and Ali
Yilmaz (Ankara: Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1986), 142.

268 Ahmet Simsirgil, “’XV1.Yiizyilda Amasya Sehri’’, Tarih Incelemeleri Dergisi XI., (Ege Uni. Fen-
Edebiyat Fak. Yay., izmir, 1996): 81
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Kursunlu, Hizirpagsa mahalleleridir. Mahalleler genel olarak dini merkez ve etkin
bir kisinin yasadig1 yerler etrafinda olussa da fhsaniye/Tatarlar gibi gd¢ sonucunda
da belli bir topluluk tarafindan yeni bir mahalle olusturuldugu da goriilmektedir.

Sonug olarak, Amasya’da niifus artisinin goriilmemesi, hatta azalmasinin sebepleri
arasinda kentin ekonomik merkez olarak gelisememesi, kervan yollarinin gegis
noktast olmasina ragmen, hammadde pazarimin degismesi ve ham madde
tasimaciligmmin  rayli sistemler ve deniz yoluyla yapilmaya baglanmasi
goriilmektedir. Bu sebeple kent ticaret merkezi olma 6zelligini de yavas yavas
kaybetmistir. On dokuzuncu yiizyilda, ticaret amaciyla kente yerlesen Avrupali
tiiccarlar, konsolosluk temsilcileri, dolayisiyla gayrimiislim topluluklarin da

yirminci ylizyilin baginda kenti terk etmeye basladigi anlasilmaktadir.

Ge¢ Osmanli doneminde devletin ve toplumun, Sanayi Devrimi’nin ve Fransiz
Ihtilali’nin diinyada meydana getirdigi siyasal ve ekonomik degisikliklere uyum
saglayabilmesi amaclanmistir. Bu dogrultuda donemin devlet yoneticileri siyasal,
ekonomik, idari, askeri vb. alanlarda ¢esitli 1slahatlar gerceklestirmistir. S6z konusu
1slahatlar, donemin siyasal ve toplumsal ihtiyaglarint gozetmenin yani sira
giniimiiz Tirkiyesi’ndeki bir¢cok devlet kurulusunun temelini olusturmasi

bakimindan da biiyiik dnem teskil etmektedir. >%

On dokuzuncu yiizyilin ikinci yarisinda Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun idari
hiyerarsisindeki dontisimler kentlerin mekansal yapisin1 etkilemistir. Niifus,
merkezi yonetim ve is ticaretindeki degisiklikler sehirler arasinda farklilasmalarin
ortaya ¢ikmasina neden olmustur. Ortayli, Tanzimat donemine kadar Osmanl

kentlerinde ne bir idare merkezi ne de ayri bir mahkeme binas1 bulunmadigini

269 Carter Vaughn Findley, Turkey, Islam, Nationalism, and Modernity: A history, 1789-2007, (New
Haven: Yale University Press, 2010).
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belirtmistir.?’® Avci ise Osmanli sisteminin devletin mutlak giiciinii sembolize
etmek icin kent mekaninda yer alan kamu yapilarini dogrudan ya da dolay1 olarak
kullandigin1 belirtmektedir.?’! Tanzimat reformlarmin kentin mekansal degisimine

etkisini ise su sekilde ifade etmistir:

Kadilarin oturduklar1 konak yonetim merkezi olarak kabul edilmektedir. Tanzimat
reformlariyla degisen tasra yonetimi, yeniden Orgiitlenen egitim sistemi, yeni
haberlesme ve ulasim vasitalarinin ortaya ¢ikmasi, i¢ giivenligin yeniden organize
edilmesi ve devletin pek ¢ok kamusal hizmet alanini dogrudan kendi biinyesine
almasi, Osmanli kentlerinin mekansal yapisina yeni mimari 0Ogeler

kazandirmigtir.?’?

Heynen, modernlesmenin teknolojik gelismeler, endistrilesme, kentlesme, niifus
artis1, biirokratik kurumlarin yiikselisi, kitle iletisiminin artmasi, kapitalist diinya
pazarinin genislemesiyle toplumsal gelisim siirecini tanimlamak i¢in kullanilan bir
terim oldugunu belirtmistir.>’* On dokuzuncu yiizyilin kurumsal déniisiimlerini
kabul ettikten sonra, Ozellikle modernlesme siirecinin bir pargasit olarak
sayilabilecek yeni yapi1 ihtiyaglari ortaya c¢ikmistir. Kurumsallagma ihtiyaci
modernlesme cabalarin1 da beraberinde getirmistir. Yenigeri Ocag1 kapatildiktan

sonra iilkedeki ordu ve giivenlik teskilatinin yeniden yapilandirilmasi beraberinde

20 {lber Ortayl, Tanzimat Devrinde Osmanli Mahalli Idareleri (1840-1880), (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih
Kurumu Basimevi, 2000), 124-128.

271 Yasemin Avci, Osmanli Hiikiimet Konaklar1 Tanzimat Déneminde Kent Mekaninda Devletin
Erki ve Temsili (istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2017), 3-4.

272 Avel, Osmanli Hiikiimet Konaklari, 18.

273 Hilde Heynen, Architecture and Modernity A Critique, (MIT, 1999), 8, 10.
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yeni yap1 ihtiyacini dogurmustur.?’* Askeri kislalarm insa edilmesi ya da kamu
gorevlilerinin bir arada ¢alisacaklari mekanlara ihtiya¢ duyulmasi ile kamu binalar1
insa edilmeye baslanmistir. Geleneksel mimari anlayis yerini, bu yeni ihtiyaglara

yonelik olusturulan bina programlar1 ve yeni yapim tekniklerine birakmistir.

Elde edilen belgeler ve aragtirmalar dini amagli yap1 ingasinin yogunlugunda bir
azalma oldugunu gosterirken egitim amacli yapilarin sayisinda da bir artis oldugunu
gostermektedir. Ge¢ Osmanli doneminde bagislarla yapilan cami ve tiirbelerin
genellikle gd¢men aileler tarafindan gerceklestirildigi goriilmektedir. Egitim
alaninda yapilan degisikliklerle klasik sibyan mektebi egitimleri devam ederken,
modern anlayisa uygun mekteplerin de agilmaya baglandig1 goriilmektedir. Geg
Osmanli déneminde insa edilen idadi olarak kullanilan okullardan Tas Mektep’in
plan, goriiniis ve fotograflarina erisilmistir. Planda kiitiiphane ve kimyahane gibi
ihtiyaglar1 karsilayacak siniflarin olusturuldugu goriilmektedir. Ge¢ Osmanli
doneminde ingasina baslanip Cumhuriyet doneminde tamamlanan bir baska okul
yapisi da Kiligaslan mektebidir. Bu yapi iki katli simetrik planli bir okul olarak inga
edilmistir. Okullarin medrese ya da konutlardan ayrilarak bagimsiz birer yap1 olarak
insa edilmesi ve kent mekaninda yer almaya baslamasi da modernlesmenin

mimarlik aracilifiyla goriiniir kilinmasini saglamaktadir.

Arastirmalar sonucunda ulasilabilen fabrika yapilarinin Avrupali ya da Ermeni
girisimcilerin  maddi yardimlariyla insa edildigi anlasilmaktadir. Misyoner
topluluklarin kent merkezinde ve Amasya c¢evresinde insa ettigi yapilara
bakildiginda donemin gereksinimleri karsilayacak nitelikte genis, ¢ok katli, farkli
hizmetler verebilen yapilar oldugu goriilmektedir. Ornek olarak Fransiz Jizvitlerine
ait olan, saglhk hizmeti de verebilen dgrenci yurdu dne ¢ikmaktadir. Insa edildigi
zamanda kentin en yiiksek binasi olarak da kent siliietinde 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Bu yap:

ve ¢evresinde yer alan yapi grubu bir siire yeniden islevlendirilerek kullanilmistir.

274 {Iber Ortayli, Imparatorlugun En Uzun Yiizyili, (Istanbul: Tletisim Yayinlari, 2005), 44.
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Gayrimiislimlere ait olan bu yap1 ve diger yapilar Osmanli topraklarinda
misyonerlik faaliyetlerinin yasaklanmasi sonrasi farkli ihtiyaglara yonelik mekan
arayislarini karsilayabilmistir. Saglik hizmetlerinin de konutlarin bazi odalarinin
kullanimiyla karsilandigt en erken Orneklere gayri miislim topluluklarda

rastlanmustir.

Yangin yeri kent merkezinin yaklasik olarak ticte biri kadar bir alan1 kaplamaktadir.
Dolayisiyla burada yer alan yapilarin yanmasiyla, kentin organik dokusu,
Miisliiman ve Gayrimiislim komsuluklardan olusan mahalleleri, pazar alani, avlulu
¢ok sayida han yapis1 ve diikkanlar1 da bu yanginda yok olmustur. Ustelik yangin
sonrast inga edilen bir kag¢ yap1 disinda hi¢ bir projenin gergeklesmemesi ve kagit
tizerinde kalan projelerin tam uygulanacakken 1948 Savadiye taskini gibi bir dogal
afet yasanmasi sonucunda iptal edilmesi bu projelerin gerceklestirilememesine
neden olmustur. Bu afet sonucunda ortaya ¢ikan konut alani ihtiyaci sonrasinda
kamusal bir alan olarak yeniden diizenlenmek istenen yangin yeri konut bolgelerine
doniistiiriilmiistiir. Onceki yiizyilm organik dokusu, yapi tipolojisi ve kat
yiikseklikleri oldukga farklilasmis olsa da, 1zgara planli, sistematik afet evlerinin
yer aldigi ve c¢evresinde tekrar ticaret alanlarmin gelistigi bir alana

dontistiiriImiistiir.

Kent mekaninin kullanimina iliskin diger bir durum ise, ge¢ on dokuzuncu
yiizyildan erken cumhuriyete yonetim, egitim, saglik merkezlerinin mimari agidan
degisiklikler gosterse bile konumlarinin degismedigi gozlemlenmistir. Amasya’da
kamusal alanlar, parklar, bahgeler, toplanma mekanlar1 ve yapilar hemen hemen
aynt  konumlarinda yer almaktadir. Bu da cografi kisithliklardan

kaynaklanmaktadir.
Kentteki kisitli degisimler bir yana birakildiginda, kent merkezinde gergeklesen

bliylik yangin sonrasi kentte uzun bir siire planlanmadan kalmis biiyiik bir bosluk

goriilmektedir. Yangin yerinin organik dokusunu yitirmesi sonucu yeni

208



uygulamalar arazide genis yollar agilmasini ve planli bir kent pratigi uygulanmasini

saglamistir.

Kentin kuzeyde Harsena, glineyde Ferhat daglarmin olusturdugu fiziksel esikle
siirlandigr goriilmektedir. Kent i¢in hazirlanan planlara bakildiginda, kentin ayn
sinirlar igerisinde kaldig1 ve konut bolgelerinin olusturdugu kent dokusunun Yangin
yeri hari¢ hemen hemen ayni kaldig1 anlagilmaktadir. Yangin yerine ait kismi plan
ve demiryolu insa edilmeden Once hazirlanan plana bakildiginda, 1928 plani ile
arasindaki en 6nemli farklar yangin yerinin agmis oldugu kentsel bosluk, demir
yolu hatti, yeni eklenen gar yapilari ve Ihsaniye/Tatarlar mahallesi olarak
goriilmektedir. Kentte yeni doku olusturan mahallelere bakildiginda
Ihsaniye/Tatarlar mahallesinin yeni ve planli bir doku olusturdugunu kent
siirlarinin  6tesinde kuruldugunu bir bakima kenti kuzey bati dogrultusunda
gelistirdigi goriilmektedir. Konut bolgesinin donilisimii olarak organik dokusu
kaybedilen bir diger mahalle de Helkis mahallesidir. Bu doniisiim ge¢ Osmanl
doneminde basladig: icin calisilan tarih aralifinda en erken tarihli degisim oldugu

sOylenebilir.

Kentin fiziki konumunda kuzey-giiney dogrultusunun daglarla gevrili olmasi
nedeniyle ilk yerlesim yeri olmay:1 ve bu konumu korumayr basarmigtir. Ozgiin
konumu kentin dogu-bati dogrultusunda gelisimine izin verirken, 6nemli yapilarin
merkezde kalmasimi saglamistir. Amasya’nin ge¢misten gilinlimiize merkezi
konumunun degismedigi goriilmektedir. Sehrin ¢ekirdegi korundugu i¢in, kamusal
alanlarin tagmmmasi s6z konusu olmamistir. Dolayisiyla ge¢ Osmanli Donemi
kamusal alanlari Cumhuriyet Doneminde de ayni alanda yerini korumustur.
Amasya’nin jeomorfolojik 6zelligi sayesinde kentin fazla yayilamamasi ve yeniden
imar s6z konusu oldugunda bile Osmanli Dénemi’nden kalan kamusal alanlarin

kullanilmas1 kamusal mekanin siirekliligini saglamistir.

Kent merkezinin 1rmak hatti boyunca ve ¢evresinde yerlesmis olmasi,

topografyanin getirdigi kisitlamalarla birlikte kentin daha fazla genisleyememesi

209



Erken Cumbhuriyet doneminde de, kentin 6zgiin halini korumasini kismen de olsa
basarmistir. 1960’11 yillardan itibaren Amasya kentinde geleneksel konutlarin ve
dolayisiyla yerlesimlerin terkedildigi ve bag- bahge gibi yesil alanlarin imara
acilarak kent merkezinin dogu-bati yoniinde genisledigi goriilmektedir. Kent
merkezindeki bu degisimler 6zgiin dokuyu hizla yok etmistir. 1965 sonrasinda

kentin i¢inden gegen anayolun yapimi sirasinda pek ¢ok tarihi yap1 yok edilmistir.

Kentin yapili ¢evresinin doniisiimiine etki eden yapi ve alanlar “kaybedilen,”
“kalan” ve “yeniden insa edilen”ler olarak degerlendirilmeye c¢aligilmistir.
Amasya’da ge¢ Osmanli ve erken Cumhuriyet donemleri goz oniine alindiginda bu
iki donemde kent planlamasina dair biitiinciil bir ¢alismanin tamamlanamadigi
goriilmektedir. Kent formunun gelismesinde ani ya da planlanmis degisiklikler
parga par¢a meydana gelmistir. Yangin yerinin kentin bir¢ok mahallesini kapsayan
bir alanin1 tamamen yok etmesi ya da sel felaketi sonrasi afetzedeler i¢in planlanan

toplu konut projesi gibi pargali doniisiimler yasanmustir.

Burada “kaybedilen” yikilan, yok edilen, gormezden gelinen tiim yapili ¢evreyi
tanimlayan bir genel baslik olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Yikim kentte ilk olarak dogal
afetlerin bir sonucu olarak siiregelen bir durumdur. Kent mekan1 ge¢ on dokuzuncu
yiizyildan erken yirminci ylizyila kadar sik sik dogal afetlerden zarar gérmiistiir.
Ozellikle irmak ve derelerin tasmasi sonucunda koprii, kanal, degirmen, konut gibi
yapilarin yikilmasi, bag-bahgelerin sular altinda kalarak {iriinlerin zarar goérmesi,
deprem sonucu yapilarin biiylik 6l¢lide hasara ugramasi dogal afetlerin meydana
getirdigi yikimlardir. Ancak yenilenme, modernlesme amaciyla baglatilan kent
planlama ¢abalarinin da yikimlarda basrolii aldigin1 gérmekteyiz. Kentler ve kent
formu zaten stirekli bir doniistimle yapim- yikim ve tekrarlariyla gelismekte oldugu
icin, bu kacinilmaz bir siiregtir. Ancak organik kent dokusuna verdigi zarar ve bu
dokunun kaybolmasi agisindan yikimlar kentin goriinlimiinii degistirmistir. Kentin
bu yikimlardan kurtulmasi miimkiin degildir. Hem ulasilmas1 hedeflenen Avrupa
kentleri modelinde yer alan hem de yonetim merkezlerinde baglayan yol aglarinin

genisletilme cabalari, tim Anadolu kentlerini sarmig ve bu kentlere atanan
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yoneticiler kentin dar yollarin1 ve diger kentlerle baglanti yollarini genisletmek
lizere caligmalara baglamistir. Bu asamada Amasya’da irmak kenar1 boyunca
siralanan konut yapilar1 yikilarak yollar genisletilmistir. Bu genisletilen yolun
paralelinde var olan bir diger arterin kentin ana ulagim aks1 olarak belirlenmesiyle
bu yol lizerinde genisletme ¢alismalari sirasinda yolun tizerinde yer alan tiim yapilar
yikilmistir. Ancak kentin yikim agisindan en fazla zarar géren ve doniistiiriilen
dokusu Yangin Yeri olarak adlandirilan alandadir. Burada yalnizca yapili ¢evre
degil, cok etnisiteli niifusun kent dokusunda olusturmus oldugu cesitlilik ve bu
topluluklara ait yap1 ve yapi topluluklar1 da kaybedilmistir. Kentin cars1 bolgesi
olmasit sebebiyle en canli olan ve farkli etnik topluluklarin bir arada yasadig
Devehane, Kazanci, Ceribasi, Bozahane, Hoca Siileyman, Acem Ali, Cirake1,
Pervane Bey, Fethiye, ve Darilisselam mahallelerinin yer aldigi bu bolge yok
olmustur. Osman Fevzi Olcay’in da belirttigi gibi “kasabanin varligi dort saat

zarfinda tamamen kiil olmugtur.”?”>"

“Kalan” yapilar agisindan bakildiginda ise burada kalanlar kullanimina isleviyle
devam eden ya da islevi doniistiiriilerek kullanilmaya baslanan yap1 ve alanlar
nitelemek i¢in kullanilmaktadir. Konut yogunlugunun fazla oldugu mahallelerde
kisitl miidahaleler sayesinde bu dokularin kalabildigi gériilmiistiir. Ornegin Erken
Cumbhuriyet doneminde Dere, Sofular, Hatuniye mahalleleri konut alanlarinin uzun
bir siire doniisiim yasamamasi sonucunda buradaki konut dokusunun bozulmadig:
sOylenebilir. Burada yine toplumun etnik yapisinin degigsmesi sonucu gayri miislim
niifustan kent mekanina kalan yapilarin ihtiyaca yonelik olarak doniistiiriilerek
kullanilmaya devam ettigi goriilmektedir. Fransiz Jizvit Kiz 6grenci okulu ve
yurdu, ilk olarak Sevkat-i Islamiye olarak yetim yurdu olarak kullanilmistir.
Yapimin yatakli ve saglik hizmetlerine elverisli olmas1 sayesinde ihtiyac sahipleri
i¢in hastane olarak hizmet vermistir. Sonrasinda Sehir Yat1 Mektebi’'ne ¢evirilerek

yatili okul olmugstur. Bu siiregte Halkevi i¢in uygun bir mekan bulunamamasi

275 Osman Fevzi Olcay, Amasya hatiralari: "Bildiklerim gordiiklerim isittiklerim ile Amasya,”
(trans.) Turan Bocek¢i and Mehmet H. Seckiner, (Amasya: Amasya Belediyesi, 2009), 60.
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lizerine giris kat1 halk evi olarak kullanima agilmistir. Son olarak Erkek Sanat
Enstitiisii olarak kullanilirken 196011 yillarda yol genisletme calismalar1 sirasinda

yikilmasina karar verilmistir.?’¢

“Yeniden Insa Edilen” yap1 ve mekanlar baglaminda, Amasya'da kent merkezini
sekillendiren yapili ¢evreye yapilan ana miidahaleler, kamu binalarinin insas1 ve
karakteristik cok etnisiteli mahallelerin imara acilmasidir. Ilki, modernlesme
siirecinden sonra devlet tarafindan uygulamaya konulan yeni tip kamu binalarinin
insasinin baslamasiyla ortaya ¢ikmistir. Bu siirecte idealize edilen Avrupa kent
modeline uygun diizenlemelere baslanmistir. 2’” Bdylece, Amasya’da, ilk kamu
yapilar1 1863 yilinda Vali Ziya Pasamin girisimi ile insa edilmistir. Ikincisi,
ozellikle 1915'teki yangindan sonra, kentte olusan Yangin Yeri olarak adlandirilan
alanin, 1949 yilinda toplu konut projelerinin uygulanmasi ile yeniden
planlanmasina kadar, kentin ¢cok genis bir kisminin bos olarak kalmasina sebep

olmustur.

Calismanin sonucunda Amasya odaginda yapilan analiz ve degerlendirmeleri
Ozetlemekgerekirse; ge¢ Osmanli doneminde Amasya’da yasanan doniigiimler
imparatorluk merkezinde yasanan doniisiimlerle karsilastirildiginda, Istanbul’da
kentsel yapili ¢evrenin hizli bir degisim igerisine girdigi goriilmektedir. Liman kenti
olmasi, ekonomik aktivitenin ¢ok yogun ve dolayistyla yatirimlarin fazla olmasini
saglamistir. Amasya’da ise kentin konumu ve ana ulasim hatlarinin heniiz
tamamlanamamasi, ekonomik gelismenin disinda kalmasina neden olmustur. Bu
ekonomik durgunluga dayali olarak kentin yapili ¢evresindeki degisim ve

gelisimler sinirh diizeyde kalmistir.

276 Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih, cografya, salname-kilavuz ve kazalar, (Ankara: Giiney
Matbaacilik ve Gazetecilik, 1954), 220.

277 The model here was mainly the transformations of Paris by Haussmann see: Zeynep Celik, The
remaking of Istanbul: Portrait of an Ottoman city in the nineteenth century, (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1993).
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Cumhuriyet doneminde ise Ankara’nin baskent segilmesiyle yatirimlarin genel
olarak Ankara ve ¢evresine yapilmaya baslanmasiyla, Ankara bastan yaratilan bir
kent olmustur. Bunun yani1 sira, Ankara’daki gelisime paralel olarak, tiim Anadolu
kentlerinde ¢esitli diizenlemeler yapilmistir. Amasya kenti de bu diizenlemelerin
uygulanmaya c¢aligildig1, fakat kentin cografi kisitliliklari, ekonomik yetersizlikleri,
dogal afetler gibi nedenlerle bu calismalarin siirli diizeyde kaldigi bir kent

olmustur.

Diger Anadolu kentleriyle karsilastirildiginda ise tim kentlerde bir ydnetim
merkezi olusturuldugu ve bu yapinin ¢evresinde sekillenen diger kamu binalari
goriilmektedir. Iktidarin goriiniirliigiinii artiran bir kent unsuru olarak hiikiimet
meydanlart olusturulmaktadir. Cumhuriyet Donemi’nde ise bu kamu yapilarina
istasyon binalar1 ve hemen yakininda olusturulan hiikiimet konagi ve Cumhuriyet
meydanlart eklenmistir. Bu meydanlarda yapilacak kutlamalar icin tiim kentlerde
Atatiirk heykelleri dikilmistir. Buna karsilik Amasya’da ilk Atatiirk Heykeli sehir
hastanesinin avlusuna dikilmis olup, resmi torenler i¢in toplanma mekan1 olarak
sehrin yiiksek konumunda kalan bu alan kullanilmistir. istasyon mevkii, Hiikiimet
Konag1 Mevkii ve Hastane mevkii birbirinden bagimsiz bir sekilde kent mekanina
dagilmistir. Buradan kentin jeomorfolojik sinirlamasinin idealize edilen ve model
olarak gelistirilen kent diizenine de uymaya c¢alistigi ancak uyamadig

anlagilmaktadir.

Kentler duragan degildir. Bu ¢alisma ile bir kentin belli bir doneminde insa edilen
yapilari tekil bir olgu gibi degil, yapinin ¢evresiyle, kullanicilariyla ve kendisinden
onceki ve sonraki donemlerin etkilesimiyle birlikte ele alinmaya calisilmistir. Bu
calismada, duragan olmayan kentlerin yapili ¢evresi calisilirken, tarihin belirli bir
zaman dilimine odaklanilsa bile, yalnizca o zaman diliminin dondurularak ve
yapmin tekil, cevresinden bagimsizmig gibi ele alinarak calisilmasindan
kacimilmistir. Boylece yapili ¢evreyi olusturan her bir 6genin kendine ait hikayeleri
ve olusturdugu yap1 topluluklar1 ile olan iligskisi ve kent formuna katkisi da

sorgulanmustir.
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Var olan modele uymaya calisan ancak biiyiik 6l¢lide basarili olamayan ve belki de
olmas1 gerekmeyen bu kentin tarih yazimina katki saglamak istenmistir. Amasya
gibi diger Anadolu kentleri i¢in ileride yapilacak caligmalarda diger kentlerle
karsilastirmali okumalar i¢in altlk saglanmaya ¢alisilmistir. Onerilen temalarla
geleneksel yaklasimlardan uzaklasarak kenti farkli bakis acilariyla ele almak
istenmistir. Bu temalarin gelistirilmesi ve eksik kalan kisimlarin tamamlanmasi

hedeflenmektedir.

1860’lar-1940’lar aralifinda kentte uygulanan imar faaliyetleri, yapim-yikim-
dontigiimler kronolojik bir siralamasi ¢ikarilarak envanter listesi hazirlanmistir.
Harita iizerinde yaklasik olarak konumlar1 belirlenen yapilarin, dijital ortama

aktarilmasi i¢in ¢alismalar yapilmaktadir.
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