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ABSTRACT

VALUE ASSESSMENT FOR COTTON-BASED INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE
IN ADANA

Aynal Arci, Elvan
Master of Architecture, Conservation of Cultural Heritage in Architecture
Supervisor: Dr. Nimet Ozgoniil

December 2019, 206 pages

The cotton-based industrial sites that effected urban development of Adana since the
middle of the 19th century, were being persisted in the city center due to the extension
of the urban area. Vast majority of cotton-based industry sites, that varying types of
production occurred, having diverse area sizes and locations, and built in different
periods, were ceased production or/and demolished. The three of the current sites
were registered as cultural property and only one of them is being conserved. These
conditions show that industrial heritage and heritage values are not appreciated
adequately. This study aims to determine the heritage values of industrial sites at the
study area, within ‘value assessment of cultural heritage’ and ‘industrial heritage’
conceptual frameworks. To reach this aim, following the research and examination of
the conceptual framework, research and field studies were done to collect information
about the case study. The study area was determined according to the distribution of
industrial sites that were densely located in the urban area. The industrial sites were
identified and building sheets were produced as inventory in this study. Due to varying
characteristics of the sites, they were analyzed by classification and mappings of these
classifications. Later present sites that ceased functioning were selected and examined

regarding the buildings on these sites. Finally, cultural heritage values were defined



within the light of these research and analyses, in order to guide decisions and studies

about the conservation of cotton-based industrial heritage in Adana.

Keywords: Conservation of Cultural Heritage, Industrial Heritage, Cultural Heritage
Values, Cotton-based Industry, Adana
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ADANA PAMUGA DAYALI ENDUSTRI MiRASININ
DEGERLENDIRILMESI

Aynal Arci, Elvan
Yiksek Lisans, Kiiltiirel Miras1 Koruma
Tez Danigsmani: Dr. Nimet Ozgoniil

Aralik 2019, 206 sayfa

19. ylizyilin ortalarindan itibaren Adana kent gelisiminde etkili olan pamuga dayali
sanayi alanlari, kentin geniglemesiyle sehrin merkezinde kalmistir. Pamuga dayali
cesitli tiretimlerin gerceklestigi, farkli biiyiikliikteki alan ve konumlarda olan, ¢esitli
doénemlerde insa edilen bu endiistri alanlarinin biiyiik ¢ogunlugu tiretim faaliyetine
son vermis ve/veya yikilmistir. Mevcut fabrikalarin {i¢ tanesi kiiltiirel varlik olarak
tescillenmis ve bunlardan sadece biri korunmaktadir. Bu durum, endiistri mirasinin ve
miras degerlerinin yeteri kadar takdir edilmedigini gostermektedir. Bu caligma
‘kiiltiirel miras1 degerlendirme’ ve ‘endiistri miras1’ kavramsal cergeveleri iginde,
calisma alaninda bulunan endiistri alanlarmin miras degerlerinin saptanmasini
amaclamaktadir. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda, kavramsal c¢erceve arastirma ve
incelemelerini takiben, 6rnek caligma ile ilgili bilgi toplamak i¢in arastirma ve alan
calismalar1 yapilmistir. Calisma alani, endiistri alanlarinin sehirdeki dagilimi ve
yogunluklarima gore belirlenmistir. Calismada fabrikalar tanimlanmis ve envanter
olarak yapi fisleri olusturulmustur. Endiistri alanlar1 farkli 6zelliklere sahip oldugu
icin, smiflandirma yapilarak ve bu smiflandirmalart haritalandirilma ile analiz
edilmistir. Daha sonra mevcut ve islevlerini yitirmis alanlar, arazide bulunan yapilara

iliskin incelenmistir. Sonug olarak, arastirmalar ve incelemeler 1s181inda, Adana’daki
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pamuga dayali endiistri mirasinin korunmasina dair kararlar1 ve ¢alismalari

yonlendirmesi igin kiiltiirel miras degerleri belirlenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kiltirel Miras1 Koruma, Endistri Mirasi, Kiltirel Miras

Degerleri, Pamuga Dayal1 Sanayi, Adana
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Definition of the Problem

Industrial sites and buildings have been incapable of continuing their original
functions, such as; transportation, production, and energy provision, due to technical,
financial and environmental reasons mainly. This results in the abandonment,

demolishment, and decay of technical equipment and buildings at the industrial sites.

Thus, these circumstances led reconsideration of these industrial beings and areas as
a matter of conservation of cultural heritage at the second half of 20" century. Since
then, studies, inventories, definitions, conservation principles, and concepts of

industrial heritage have been advancing.

The conservation attempts start with listing-registering the sites as a cultural heritage
to protect in countries’ laws. In Turkey 2863 numbered ‘Law on the Conservation of
Cultural and Natural Property’ covers the definitions, sites to protect, conservation
principles and regulations about the ‘cultural heritage’. This law doesn’t cover a
specific definition of ‘industrial heritage’, also the ‘values’ of cultural heritage are not

defined broadly in this law.

The appreciation of industrial and modern heritage is still inefficient!. To illustrate
Ankara Gas Works which was built in 1929, as an industrial heritage it had been
demolished despite the site was listed in 1991; it had been de-listed in 2006 and the

L In “ICOMOS World Report 2001-2002 on monuments and sites in danger’ the industrial heritage sites
and 20" century heritage places had been taken into consideration of heritage sites at risk. (Ahunbay,
2002:42)



demolishment of the site had been completed around 20172, “Iller Bankas1’ was an
example of modern cultural heritage and designed by Seyfi Arkan, built in 1938 in
Ankara. It had been demolished in 2017 even it is a listed building. *

In the case study, there are types of cotton-based factories that are located in various
areas, established in different periods, having diverse physical conditions and mostly
private property in Adana. As a resident of Adana®, it can be stated that cotton
agriculture and industry were manufactures which many people involved in. It was an
important source of income for residents of urban and rural areas around city. This
raw material even had been the symbols of annual film festival® and many institutions
of the city. In addition to this, the cotton-based factories in the city were remarkable

while concerning the appearance of the town.

The industrial sites having the characteristics stated before are being exposed to
demolishment over the past decade increasingly® and most of the remaining sites are
not continuing their original production in Adana. In such a town of various cotton-
based industrial sites once were present, there are only three factories of this
production that are registered as a cultural property " and only one of the three is being
restored in order to conserve. This shows that industrial sites and their heritage values
are ignored and not appreciated. The demolishment and decay of present sites mean
also the loss of the values they embody.

2 Maltepe Havagazi Fabrikasi. Retrieved from:
http://www.mimarlarodasiankara.org/index.php?Did=2434, https://emlakkulisi.com/ankara-havagazi-
fabrikasi-yikildi/558381

3Retrieved from: https://www.arkitera.com/gorus/iller-bankasinin-yikimi-uzerine/,
https://www.arkitera.com/haber/cumhuriyet-doneminin-simge-yapilarindan-biri-olan-iller-bankasi-
binasi-yikildi/

4 Until moving to Ankara for the university education.

5 Adana Altin Koza (Golden Boll) Film Festival.

5Retrieved from: https://www.memurlar.net/haber/77798/ozellestirilen-sumerbank-fabrikasi-batti-
ogrenciler-yolsuz-kaldi.html,
http://blog.milliyet.com.tr/dev-fabrikalar-alisveris-merkezine-donusuyor/Blog/?BlogNo=114750

" Registered by Adana Regional Council for the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property. Milli
Mensucat in 2006, Cumhuriyet Un Cir¢ir in 2009 and Ulas Cirgir in 2018.



http://www.mimarlarodasiankara.org/index.php?Did=2434
https://emlakkulisi.com/ankara-havagazi-fabrikasi-yikildi/558381
https://emlakkulisi.com/ankara-havagazi-fabrikasi-yikildi/558381
https://www.arkitera.com/gorus/iller-bankasinin-yikimi-uzerine/
https://www.arkitera.com/haber/cumhuriyet-doneminin-simge-yapilarindan-biri-olan-iller-bankasi-binasi-yikildi/
https://www.arkitera.com/haber/cumhuriyet-doneminin-simge-yapilarindan-biri-olan-iller-bankasi-binasi-yikildi/
https://www.memurlar.net/haber/77798/ozellestirilen-sumerbank-fabrikasi-batti-ogrenciler-yolsuz-kaldi.html
https://www.memurlar.net/haber/77798/ozellestirilen-sumerbank-fabrikasi-batti-ogrenciler-yolsuz-kaldi.html
http://blog.milliyet.com.tr/dev-fabrikalar-alisveris-merkezine-donusuyor/Blog/?BlogNo=114750

1.2. Aim of the Study

This study aims to assess the values of present and nonfunctioning cotton-based
industrial sites in Adana as industrial heritage principally. In accordance with this aim,
it is sought to examine and be able to attribute the significance of the case by
understanding two main concepts ‘industrial heritage’ and ‘value assessment of
cultural heritage’. While doing this, by collecting information about case study;
cotton-based industrial sites and their context, it is targeted to understand the case and
also provide documentation. To understand the case and conceptual frameworks, the

leading questions of this study were:

e What are the cultural heritage values?

e How the heritage values of the industrial heritage of this case can be
interpreted?

e What are industrial heritage concepts, and how they may be treated for the
evaluation of the case?

e What kind of tools can be used to evaluate industrial heritage that are at the
study area?

e What are the common and distinctive features of the cotton-based factories,

and how these sites were distributed and developed at the city?

The methodology and the structure of this study were determined in order to answer

these questions and to reach the aim of the study.
1.3. Methodology and Structure of the Study

In this study, literature research was done in order to understand two theoretical
contexts of this study; firstly, about ‘industrial heritage’ and secondly about ‘value
assessment of cultural heritage’, and thirdly concerning the case study, research and

field studies were done in brief.

Firstly, with respect to ‘industrial heritage’, literature sources were reviewed that are

mainly, related books, charters and documents of international organizations, and



other related papers covering case studies. The major sources regarding the
industrialization in brief and in Turkey were books of Freyer (2014), Girouard (1985),
Pamuk (1997, 2007, and 2018) and Boratav (2014). The examples of industrial
buildings and sites emerged in Turkey regarding the industrialization era were
searched from articles of case studies. The development of concepts of industrial
heritage were examined according to books, the publications of international
organizations such as TICCIH®. Other literature sources were used for examinations
in addition to these mostly referred sources, these examinations about industrial

heritage take place in Chapter 2 in this study.

Secondly, considering the ‘value assessment for cultural heritage’, similar with the
first conceptual framework, literature sources were reviewed that are mainly, related
books, charters and publications of international organizations, and other related
papers. The assessment of cultural heritage in historical context was examined
according to Jokilehto (2005), Glendinning, (2013) and Erder (2007). The value
groupings of scholars and organizations are listed according Labadi (2007),
Judson&lyer-Raniga (2010), Madran & Ozgéniil (2005) and Orbasli (2008). From
these typologies, the values sorted by Riegl (1996), Burra Charter (1998), Mason
(2002), Madran & Ozgdniil (2005) and Orbasli (2008) were examined. The values of
industrial heritage in studies were reviewed according to documents of TICCIH. The
review of these subjects was done in order to interpret the values and guide the
examinations of the case of this study. The examinations about values of cultural

heritage take place in Chapter 3 in this study.

Thirdly about the case study, the information was collected about cotton-based
industry sites, and study area town as the context by research. In this study, Chapter 4

covers the case study.

In respect to the case study town Adana, books, encyclopedias and papers covering

the general information, historical and urban development of the city were searched.

8 The International Committee for the Conservation of the Industrial Heritage



General information about the city was obtained mainly from encyclopedias. Brief
history and development of cotton-based agriculture and industry in the city were

referred mainly,

e Efsaneden Tarihe, Tarihten Bugiine Adana: Koprii Basi, 2000

e Adana Kentsel Kiiltiir Envanteri, 2012

e Nomads, Migrants and Cotton in the Eastern Mediterranean: The Making of the
Adana-Mersin Region 1850-1908, 2010

Concerning the historical development of the city, it was concentrated at the recent
past, since the cotton agriculture and related industry had started to develop at the last
two centuries. Before examining the cotton agriculture and industry in Adana, general
information about them are cited mainly from Turgay and Bailleux’s book (1940) and

TICCIH Textiles Section document (‘TICCIH Textiles’, 2007).

Regarding the cotton-based industrial sites in Adana, mainly the publications such as
Adana Chamber of Industry’s ‘Adana Industrial History’®, Chamber of Architects’
‘Adana Architecture Handbook 1900-2005°1° were reviewed. In addition, old photo
albums of the city were searched for old photos of cotton-based industrial sites.

In literature sources, there are two former academic studies about the factories in
Adana. The first is Tiiliicii’s Ph.D. thesis ‘The City of Adana’s Historical Industry
Buildings Structural Analysis and a Study on Conservation Method’%. The second is
Oziidogru’s Ms. Thesis “A research of Adana’s weaving factories in the concept of
industrial archeology”'? . (Tiiliicii, 2007; Oziidogru, 2010) In the first study, the
factories of cement, brick, textiles and oil are included and structural features are
examined specifically. The second study reviews ten textile industry buildings, by
using the first study as one of the main sources. Four of the industrial sites had been

demolished, since the second study was conducted. Both studies do not cover

% ¢Adana Sanayi Tarihi’. (Varlik et al., 2008)

10 < Adana Mimarlik Rehberi 1900-2005". (Saban, et al., 2005)

11 < Adana kenti tarihi endiistri yapilarinin yapisal analizi ve korunmalari igin yontem arastirmas’.
12 < Adana’da Dokuma Sanayi Yapilarinin Endiistri Miras1 Kapsanminda incelenmesi’.



specifically the value assessment of cultural heritage which this study aims to conduct.
In addition, the current situations of the common factories, that were studied within

these former studies, were revised in this study.

The sources that were acquired from local institutions were also used in this study.
One of these are the registration sheets of the listed factories, that had been taken in
digital format from Adana Regional Council for the Conservation of Cultural and
Natural Property. Since the sites are located at two districts of the city, the plans of
future development decisions about the sites were obtained from Seyhan and Yiiregir
Municipalities. The land use assigned to these sites by 1/1000 implementary
development plans had been done by the district municipalities.*® 1/25.000 Master
Development Plan of Adana 2017 achieved from Seyhan Municipality, KUDEB
department. The images from the maps of development plans are at Appendices-B in
this study.

The literature sources mostly included just the count or the names of the factories in
Adana. The names of the factories change in time by ownership transfers, that was a
research constraint that provided difficulties to compile information and place their
location. To overcome this constraint, old maps of the city were used. These maps are;
1918 Base Map of Adana’ and ‘Adana Jansen Plan 1940 that were acquired from the
webpage of ‘Technische Universitit Berlin Architekturmuseum’4. The Base Map of
Adana 2006 and the Aerial Photo of 1950 were taken from the Metropolitan
Municipality of Adana. The locations of the factories, that had not been studied before,
were determined from these maps by following the road fabric and old monumental

buildings still present. These locations, which were determined in all maps, were

13 The development plan of Seyhan Municipality was accessed from the online city guide webpage,
which the decisions are being updated according to the changes done by the municipal council. The
development plan of Yiiregir Municipality was taken from the planning department of the directorate
of construction affairs. This plan had been done by staging, so the stages that industrial sites persist
were obtained.

14 The maps were available in pieces on the webpage and these pieces were reunited.

15 Halihazir, updated latest in 2006. The map was on Net Cad format; it was converted to AutoCAD
format later.



adapted on the base map of the city. Furthermore, periods of the establishment of some
of the factories, which the dates were not clear at the sources, were clarified according

to the dates of these maps.

The information collected from the sources and locations of the factories from the old
maps were combined, and represented on the 2006 Base map of Adana. These visual

sources take place at Appendices-B part of this study.

During the field studies, photographs and notes were taken, and visual observations

were done in order to obtain;

e Current structural condition (demolished or present) and current function
e Architectural features, construction technigues, material, and building types of

the factories.

The first field study had been done in 2018, for examining the current situation of the
21 factories, whose locations were accurate at the former academic study'® After
compiling the information from other sources, and positing the areas of the 32
factories, the second field study was done in 2019. In this second field study, two more
industrial sites’” were determined and added to the study, which were not examined at
any literature source. During the field studies, it was also aimed to ask questions in
order to derive verbal information from the personnel at the factories whenever it was

possible.

It should be mentioned that in the field studies, possible sites to enter were visited*®;
some of the sites were unable to visit. These field study limitations’ reasons were the
abandonment of the factories with a locked door, and restrictions to enter the site by
the personnel as the sites were private property. The observations about these sites

18 (Tiiliicii, 2007).

17 Bski Cir¢ir (number 2 on the mappings and building sheets) and Sengiil Cir¢ir Prese (number 3 on
the mappings and building sheets).

18 Cukobirlik Mihmandar, Sadakat Cirgir, Pati Cirgir, Milli Mensucat, Sengiil Cirgir and Emeksizler
Nebati Yag sites were the 6 sites, that were visited out of the 13 present industrial sites.



were tried to be done from the outside of the site and they were examined referring to

sources.

Figure 1.1. Cotton-based industrial sites determined in Adana- 2019 satellite image of Google Earth

The factories that information about their location, establishment era, production, and
boundaries had been settled were compiled. By means of these sources and studies,
34 factories to examine (see Figure 1.1) and the study area were determined (see
Figure 1.2). The numbering of the factories does not represent a chronological order
of establishment or size. It was done to follow the building sheets and the numbers at
the mappings. In the text after mentioning the names of the factories, the numbers
given in this study to follow them on building sheets and mappings were cited in
parantheses. The first 13 of the factories are still present and the rest had been

demolished.

Figure 1.2. Study area boundary at the city-2019 satellite image of Google Earth



The information about the area and location, historical and technical development,
current situation of the 13 present sfactories, and historical and technical development,
and destruction dates of the 21 demolished factories were stated in Chapter 4. Later,
all information acquired from research and field study-site visits were projected on
mappings of analyses. The maps were produced over the ‘Base Map of Adana 2006°.
These mappings of analyses were done firstly, as a tool to understand the case. and
support the research. Secondly, in order to determine the sites for value assessment.
Thirdly, in search of information to determine common and distinctive characteristics

for the value assessment. These analyses of:

e Area sizes of the factories were determined according to the maps.

e Periods of the emergence were determined mainly according to literature
sources and secondarily from field study and maps.

e Types of production were determined mainly according to research and
secondarily from field study.

e Zones of the factories were defined considering the distribution of the
locations of the factories in the city for this study. The zones were identified
according to the urban development examinations done in this study, land use
assigned in 1/25.000 Master Development Plan of Adana 2017 and satellite
images of Google Earth from old and recent dates.

e Current condition and current use were determined mainly according to field

study and secondarily literature sources.

According to current condition and current use analyses, eight present factories which
do not continue their original production were selected. These selected factories were

analyzed concerning their,

e Original functions of the buildings. The functions of the buildings are
projected on second type of mappings, which base site plans derived from 2006
Base Map of Adana. These analyses were referred mainly from field study-site



visit observations and secondarily Tiiliicii’s study due to field study limitations
stated before.

e Architectural features, construction techniques, material, of the buildings
which had been observed at the field study-site visits were indicated.

e Land use assignments taking place at 1/1000 implementary development plans

done by Seyhan and Yiiregir Mucipalities were stated.

The visual data and information about the determination of 34 factories were treated
on the building sheets as an inventory, having the same numbers at the mappings.
These sheets consist of the name/names, visual information including the layouts of
Google Earth images and photos taken at the field study or photos from the sources,
the names, lot/plot numbers?®, districts, establishment dates of the industrial sites.
Furthermore, at the building sheets of the demolished sites, the demolishment years
were stated. The acronyms of the features determined at the analyses were also

indicated on the sheets and they take place at Appendices-A in this study.

Finally, within the two conceptual frameworks of conservation of cultural heritage;
‘industrial heritage’ and ‘value assessment of cultural heritage’, the case study was
evaluated. Heritage values of the cotton-based industrial heritage at the study area

were interpreted according to these research and examinations.

19 The information of lot/plot number of the sites are attained from 1/1000 implementary development
plans of Seyhan and Yiiregir.
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CHAPTER 2

INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE

2.1. General Information about Industrialization
2.1.1. Industrial Revolution and Industrialization

During pre-industrial period, people had produced objects and wares at different times
to keep up with their lives and needs. However, in 1768 the steam machine invented
by James Watt in England started an utterly different situation that will turn as the
symbol of the 19" century in history. Beyond an invention, the steam machine and
power turned the technique into a different standpoint. The industrial era can be
specified with industrial waves following each other in time. The first one is the
Textile Industry Wave and respectively lIron-Steel Wave, Transportation Era,
Chemistry Era, Electricity Industry, Petrol Engine, and Atomic Power Era in time
(Freyer, 2014:37-45).

When it comes to the industrial revolution, the first thing comes to mind is the textile
industry field however, the fields of iron-steel, wool textile or coal production gained
importance later. The textile industry had been the major industry in western world
for a long time. The innovations started from the 1760s had changed the use of organic
and inorganic power sources of manufactures, such as; human, animal, water, and
wind that lead the steam-powered engine, cotton factories with wageworkers took the
place of the production process with simple hand tools. The use of steam-powered
machines firstly in yarning and then in weaving was the crucial point of the
technological leap forward in England. The changes in the second half of the 18"

century were modest and small-scaled when compared to the 20" century; however,

11



these earlier changes provided the increase in labor productivity and manufacturing,
costs decreased. This change was caused by the inventions of;

e Automatic weaver’s shuttle in 1750,

e Spinning the machine in 1767,

e Power-operated weaving loom in 1786,

e Roller-ginin 1783,

e Saw-ginin 1796

e Steam engine in 1801 (Pamuk, 2007:192; Genger, 2000:592; Pamuk,

1997:151; Girouard, 1985:269).

To mention about industrial revolution just regarding England can be misleading.
Since the beginning of the 17" century, the foreign market played an important role
in the development of the English cotton textile industry. In the earlier phases, the
textile industry in England had been a manufacturing field that gravitates towards the
foreign markets. Beginning from the first years of the 19" century the Industrial
Revolution arrived in countries of Europe like France, Belgium, Germany, and some
Western Europe countries. These countries were trying to overcome the competition
with the English manufacture and began to rally to machine engine factories. In a short
time, both England and Western Europe countries started a search for new markets for
cheap agricultural and manufactured goods in the other parts of the world (Pamuk,
2007:193).

“Starting with the first factories, facilities for manufacturing and distributing goods
produced indelible marks on the physical layout and sociology of the cities, and indeed
countries.” (Berens, 2011:3) According to Freyer (2014:28), the period described as
the Industrial Era was the period that changed the whole appearance of the globe
mostly in a very short time. These physical changes appeared not only in the
metropolitan cities with factories or places of mines but also in a silent valley, in front
of high mountains, deserts, wild forests and seas the technique never stopped. The
author also adds that if an observer had painted a picture of the world in 1800 and
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once again in 1900 or 1950, there will be additions at the latter picture which is a new
line system consisting of railways, roads, factory chimneys, petrol plants and oil
exploration machines, stations, electricity plants, telephone cables and high-voltage

transmission lines.

Moreover, due to industrialization, improved technologies of infrastructure and
medicine lead to population growth, the need for raw materials generated great new
cities such as Chicago for meat and corn, and New Orleans for cotton. In time mass
advertising caused people to consume more goods, working hours and crowded cities
caused more people to travel for pleasure (Girouard, 1985:270).

The industrial revolution started in England in the 19" century and extended to
countries like France, Germany, Belgium, and the USA. In the beginnings of 20"
century Italy, Holland, Japan, and Russia started to experience their own industrial
revolution (Koksal, 2012:146). The impact of the industrial revolution on countries

and cities vary, and places have their own ‘industrial histories’. 2

2.1.2. Industrialization in Turkey

“The more one knows a country’s history and development,
the more significant every factory and railway and shipyard becomes,
no matter what its age” (Hudson, 1971:4)

The influence of the industrial revolution on the countries varies. In addition, the
industrialization of each country on the globe has different signs of progress. During

the industrial revolution era, the Ottoman Empire was governing Turkey.

The beginnings of the formation of the industry in Turkey can be summarized from
Pamuk (2018:19) that in the 1820s the United Kingdom completed the Industrial

20 The history of industrialization in countries of Europe is briefly mentioned on website of ERIH
(https://www.erih.net/how-it-started/industrial-history-of-european-countries/).
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Revolution process and became unrivaled at the market of the globe after defeating
France. Other European countries, experiencing the Industrial Revolution in those
years were protectionist about the English products to get into their own markets. This
resulted in the orientation of English commercial and industrial capital to other parts
of the world rather than Europe. Commercial relation between the Ottoman state and
the UK was developing in 1820. The UK was in the purpose of long-termed agreement
with the legislative framework, however Ottoman state was intervening and
restraining. The revolt of Egypt governor Mehmet Ali Pasha was threatening to the

Ottoman state and an opportunity for English diplomacy.

After this revolt, the Ottoman state’s territorial integrity was under risk and the state
compromised with the United Kingdom and they signed Balta Limani1 Agreement in
1838. This agreement was a grant for English trade in Ottoman lands by guarantying
Ottoman territorial integrity. However, there are many contentions about this
agreement that it was the main obstacle Ottoman industrial revolution. Pamuk states
that the Ottoman manufacture was based on traditional craft which was neither within
the process of transition to capitalism nor at the edge of the industrial revolution, and
the agreement prevented Ottoman State to carry out an independent external trade

policy so that industrialization attempts were slow and weak (Pamuk, 2018:21).

Keyder and Yenal (2013:225) remark the earlier periods of Industry in the Ottoman
Empire that the first wave of the establishment of large-scale factories occurred in the
1830s and 1840s, mainly to fulfill the requirements of the state and the army. The
second capitalist wave improved dating from the 1880s which the industrial plants

were using exported technologies.

Martal (1999:279-282) describes the attempts for the development of industry in the
Ottoman Empire in the first half of the 19"-century industrialization were grounded
on building factories. In this first period, the technicians, types of equipment,

machines, and engineers were brought from Europe and students were sent to Europe
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for technical training. However, advancements in this period were far behind the
European industrialization, this period provided the technical know-how and
experience in industry for future developments. In the second half of this century, the
Ottoman State had left building factories for foreign capital within the state control
(Martal, 1999:282-284).

e In 1835 Feshane Factory was founded in Istanbul,
e 1845 Broadcloth Factories in izmit and Islimiye,
e 1855 Cotton and Silk Factory in Hereke, Silk Textile in Bursa, Gabardine

Factory in Balikesir and Broadcloth Factory in Samako were established.

The private industrial establishments were owned by mostly foreigners due to the
advantages of tax privilege, capital stock, and technical knowledge. The first private
textile factory was founded by Barutgubasi Ohannes which later became Bakirkdy
Cloth Factory. Following this, Silk factories in Bursa, 9 Yarn Factories in Lebanon,
Gustiniani firm in Konya, Aliotti and business people from Isparta founded Carpet
Factory in Izmir, Cotton Ginning factories in Tarsus and Adana, Tirpani and
Simyonoglu Factories in Adana, Mavromati in Tarsus and Izmir Sark Industry Cotton

Yarn Factory were established (Anonymous, 1958:5).

In addition, in 1887 Samsun Tobacco factory was established by French Regie
Company, which is known as Samsun TEKEL Factory (Ozen & Sert, 2006:500). And
Bomonti Brewery in Ferikdy (Istanbul) was founded by Swiss Bomonti brothers in
1890 (Tanyeli & Ikiz, 2009:120).
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Figure 2.1. Images of examples of factories, built in Ottoman Period?*

During the 19" century and at the beginnings of the 20""-century, railway constructions
in Ottoman lands were done by foreign funds. These constructions were done largely
at Central Anatolia and Macedonia by German capital. In Syria, Western Anatolia and
Macedonia by French capital between 1888 and 1896 (Pamuk, 2018:35).

Between Constitutional Monarchy and Republican Period, attempts were done to
eliminate the competition between the owners in the industry to set a national industry.
In 1913 Law for the Incentives for the Industry?? and Customs Code? was introduced,
however, due to the defeat at the WWI, these attempts were insufficient for targeted

improvement in the industry (Anonymous, 1958:7).

2L A- Mavromati (Cukurova) Factory in Tarsus, view from the entrance (Author, 2011),

B-Samsun Tekel Factory (Ozen & Sert, 2006:501), and

C- An old photo of Bomonti Brewery — istanbul, from General Directorate of TEKEL Archive (Tanyeli
& 1kiz, 2009:120).

22 Tegviki Sanayi Kanunu.

2 Giimriik Kanunu.
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The progress of the economy between 1908 and 2009 in Turkey is divided into ten
eras by Boratav in his book ‘Economic History of Turkey 1908-2009°?4. Since the
development and the progress of industrialization are associated with economic
policies and shifts. These periods can be summarized focusing on the states of
industrialization in each era and by giving examples of factories built in these periods

in Turkey.

The period between 1908 and 1922 is named as the ‘years of revolution and war’ that
the industry had been dominated by foreign capital. The state was semi-colonized
which a modern Ottoman industry was difficult to remark (Boratav, 2014:19-21).

The largest plants built were the industrial plants, that were producing textiles, yarns,
and fabrics of cotton, wool, and silk until the WWI. In addition to these, factories
producing food, oil, soap, cement, and brick were founded. These factories were
mainly taking place at Istanbul, Izmir, and Adana. During WWI the number of
workers in these factories was not above five thousand (Keyder & Yenal 2013:226).
In addition to these parts of Turkey, Ak¢aabat Tobacco factory had been built in 1915
which later became Akgaabat TEKEL factory (Ozen & Sert, 2006:504).

Figure 2.2. Akcaabat (Trabzon) Tobacco Factory (Ozen & Sert, 2006:505)

24 Tiirkiye Iktisat Tarihi 1908-2009.
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Between 1923 and 1929 is the first six years of the foundation of the Republic of
Turkey. In these years just before the foundation of the new regime, Turkey Finance
Congress?® had been held on February 1923 in izmir. This congress had aimed to
achieve decisions for national enterprises for the independent economic development
of the country. In 1924 Haydarpasa-Ankara, Eskisehir-Konya, Arifiye-Adapazari
railways and in 1928 Adana-Tarsus-Mersin railways which had been built and owned

by foreign countries were bought by the state (Boratav, 2014:45-48).

In 1926 sugar factories were established by the state in Alpullu and Usak. The former
had been built close to Istanbul-Kirklareli railway station and Ergene River, the latter
in Usak close to Izmir-Aydm railway station and Gediz River (Durukan Kopuz,
2017:138).

=R |
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Figure 2.3. An old photo of Alpullu-Kirklareli Sugar Factory from Alpullu Sugar Factory
Archive 2015, view from the 1930s (Durukan Kopuz, 2017:132).

Between 1930 and 1939, First Five Year Industrial Plan was drawn in 1934. The
production of three white goods (flour, textile, and sugar) had been the first industrial
attempts of the 3" World countries at the beginning of the 20" century. In Turkey in
addition to the developments of these production industries, iron-steel, paper,

metallurgy, and chemical industrial plants were established in this era. Industrial

25 Tiirkiye Iktisat Kongresi/Izmir iktisat Kongresi.
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growth in Turkey occurred mostly in this period which is dominated by state control
(Boratav, 2014:64-72). Sugar Factories were established in Turhal (Tokat) close to

Samsun-Sivas road in1934 and in Eskisehir close to Eskisehir-Ankara railway station
and Porsuk River in 1933 (Durukan Kopuz, 2017:138).

Figure 2.4. An old photo of Turhal Sugar Factory, from Alpullu Sugar Factory Archive 2015

(Durukan Kopuz, 2017:136)

The Republican state placed industry to the forefront for development. Siimerbank

was instituted, in six years in the field of the textile industry

Kayseri Factory in 1934,

Eregli (Konya) Factory in 1934,

Nazilli (Aydin) Factory in 1937,

Malatya Factory in 1939,

Bursa Merinos Factory in 1938, and

Gemlik (Bursa) Artificial Silk Factory in 1938 had been built.

Bakirkdy Cloth factory was renewed and new buildings added in 1934
(Anonymous, 1958:10; Sagan, 2005:174-177).
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Figure 2.5. An old photo of Kayseri Siimerbank Factories, from Arkitekt-5, 1935
(Bozdogan, 2012:142)

Companies were established and multiple factories with different functions were built
by Siimerbank (see Figure 2.6). 15 factories had been built including the textile
factories and factories in the fields of paper and iron-steel production. Moreover,
Etibank was founded in 1935 which was funding the mining in industry (Bozdogan,
2012:141, Kose, 2018:403).

e Kegiborlu (Isparta) Sulphur in 1935,

e Karabiik Iron-steel in 1938,

e Ergani (Diyarbakir) Copper smelting in 1936,

e Izmit Paper Factory in 1936, and

e Isparta Rose-oil in 1935 had been established and built by Stimerbank.

In addition to these institutions established by Siimerbank, Istanbul Pasabahge
Sisecam and Zonguldak Semi-coke factories were built in this period (Sagan,
2005:178-181).
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Figure 2.6. Map of Siimerbank Factories in Turkey, (Eldek, 2007:117)

There had been the designs of well-regarded architects in Turkey in the first half of
the 20th century. Sir William Owens as known with the pioneering designs of
mushroom concrete columns, had designed a ginning factory in Adana? in 1926,
French modernist Rob Maller-Stewens designed a liquor factory in Istanbul.
Moreover, German architect, Fritz August Breuhaus had designed the sugar factories
and buildings of administration, lodgements and social facilities in these industrial
sites (Bozdogan, 2001:141).

Between 1940 and 1945, however Turkey was not involved in World War Il, there
were the negative impacts of war on the economy. In this period Wealth Tax?’ in 1942
had been imposed which was disadvantageous for investors of minority communities
and people who didn’t have close relations with the political power of the time
(Boratav, 2014:81, 88).

Between 1946 and 1953, Second Five Years Industrial Plan®® was drawn in 1946 but
did not go into effect and a year later Five Years Development Plan of Turkey?® was

% During research and field study about the case, such a factory was not detected. It also may be built
and demolished or designed but not built.

2T Varlik Vergisi.

28 Bes Yillik Sanayi Plan.

2 Tiirkiye Bes Y1llik Kalkinma Plani.
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drawn which provided an increase about the role of the private ownership in
transportation, agriculture, and energy sectors of industry. This plan also had not been
gone into effect later. In this period Turkey gained funds with the help of the Truman
Doctrine and Marshall Plan. The increase in the number of tractors led to the growth
of cultivated lands and agricultural yield, also agricultural growth was dominant in the
growth of the sectors in the economy. State control on the economic policies and
practices decreased in this period which gave start to uncontrolled enrichment of the
capitalists (Boratav, 2014:95-98, 105).

Between 1954 and 1961 is the period that the public and private sectors started to go
into functional integrity economically. In industrial production of sugar, cement, tea,
tobacco, iron-steel, and paper were dominated by public institutions while the
production of textiles started to be dominated by private institutions. In addition,
migration from rural areas to cities and squatter housing®in urban areas are
proliferated in this period (Boratav, 2014:108-109, 113).

Between 1962 and 1979°%L, a new branch of industry the production of consumer goods
such as; white appliances and television emerged in Turkey. Agriculture Sales
Cooperatives® were also established in this period, such as TEKEL for tobacco; Seker
Sirketi for sugar, and CAYKUR for tea production and trade (Boratav, 2014:119,
125).

In this period in 1969 Vakko Factory in Merter® (istanbul) designed by Haluk Baysal
and Arcelik Factory in Cayirova (Kocaeli) designed by Aydin Boysan were built
(Cengizkan, 2007; Batur, 2018).

%0 ‘Gecekondulasma’.

31 Boratav divides this period into two parts however, in this study the highlighting developments about
the industry have been stated within the same era.

32 Tarim Satis Kooperatifleri.

33 The factory had been demolished. https://emlakkulisi.com/merterde-fabrikalar-yerinde-luks-konut-
projeleri-yukseliyor/528951
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Figure 2.7. Old photos of Argelik Cayirova(Kocaeli) Factory-interior views 34

Figure 2.8. An old photo of VVakko Factory - Merter (Istanbul) %

Between 1980 and 1988 changes in the economy occurred against industrial
development. The establishment of neoliberal policies before and after the coup of
September 12 in 1980 caused the decrease in state-owned enterprises and the
foundations of the privatization were laid, which increased in the 1990s. (Boratav,
2014:155-162) Between 1989 and 1997 more than the developments in the industry,
the strikes of the workers of iron-steel industry, SEKA?® factories and Zonguldak coal
factory and coal miners were significant. (Boratav, 2014:175) Between 1998 and 2009
Agriculture Sales and Credit Cooperatives®” such as; TEKEL and CAYKUR had been

34 A-http://dergi.mo.org.tr/dergiler/4/399/5846.pdf,
B- http://www.mimarlikdergisi.com/dsp_imageNavigasyon.cfm?YazilD=4343&ResimID=75814
3 http://www.mimarlikdergisi.com/dsp_imageNavigasyon.cfm?YazilD=1620&ResimID=4500
% Turkey Cellulose and Paper Factories.
87 Tarim Satis ve Kredi Kooperatifleri.
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disabled by the economic policies and privatization of industrial public institutions
such as TEKEL and TUPRAS accelerated. Extracting rent (unearned profit) from
urban lands, as an important income for investors, escalated in this period. (Boratav,
2014:201-203)

According to Koksal, in Europe during the 18" and 19" centuries, industrial
architecture based upon the functional needs of the industry and manufacture of
industrial buildings. The buildings of same industries had similarities, architectural
movements of periods had influenced design of industrial buildings especially
facades. However, to evaluate Ottoman industrial buildings and sites is not possible
due to demolition of the majority of the factories. In addition to this, remaining parts
are changed by physical interventions, which obstruct examination and comparison
about architectural, technological and historical features of buildings of this period.
Within the limited sources, it can be examined that state-owned factories had been
larger than private factories in relation to their production capacity (Koksal, 2005:102-
104).

FUNCTION FORM THE INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS (FACTORIES) IN TURKEY
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Figure 2.9. Kirag’s typology of industrial building in Turkey (2001:233) translated by Author (2019)
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Kirag (2001:233), examines the factory buildings in Turkey in her study and classifies
them according to their function and form (see Figure 2.9). These examinations
involve factories such as, Silahtaraga-Istanbul and Alsancak-izmir power plants of
electricity; Yedikule, Hasanpasa - Istanbul and Maltepe - Ankara Gasworks; Bomonti
Brewery-istanbul, Cibali Tobacco Factory- Istanbul, Olive-oil factories in Balikesir,
Silk factories in Bursa, Pasalimani and Kasimpasa flour factories in Istanbul,

Gunpowder and Cannon ball foundry in Istanbul.

The earliest examples of industrial buildings in Turkey had been built in areas that are
close to urban centers or railways and rivers, port sides of the sea, such as Halig district
in Istanbul. During the republican period, industrial plants were built as public
institutions that were isolated from the cities by green areas, such as Siimerbank,
SEKA sites. In these industrial premises, usually the production buildings were
located at the center and social, administrative, clubhouse, hospital buildings were
around factories. These premises also included lodgments (Koksal, 2012:151).
‘Significant Industrial Structures and Sites from Turkey’ dating from the Late
Ottoman and Early Republican Period have been indicated in Canaran’s study. This
list consists of 104 sites from both periods. Sites from the Late Ottoman Period are
mostly from Istanbul and respectively from Bursa, Kocaeli, izmir, tobacco factories
from Trabzon and Samsun. Sites from Early Republican Period are also located at the
other parts of Anatolia, for instance, Sivas, Kayseri, Malatya, Eskischir are included
in this list (Canaran, 2009:221-243).

The industrial development in Turkey was tried to summarize in this part of the study
related to the economic history of the country and some significant industrial buildings
emerged during these periods. The latest decades can be related to the abandonment

and deterioration of the industrial sites and buildings.

25



2.2. Conservation of Industrial Buildings and Sites as Industrial Heritage
2.2.1. Types and Development of Industrial Buildings and Sites

To state common architectural characteristics and development of the industrial sites
and constructions is almost impossible due to their varying types of structures. The

types of industrial structures differ according to their function.

Falser (2001) refers to ‘HAER’s Industrial Structures Classification System’8in his
analysis which is a systematic source to follow the types of the industrial structures.
This system classifies the structures under 10 main titles of industries that include
numerous subcategories. These main classes of industries and some of the

subcategories are in Figure 2.10.

Main Industries in HAER Industrial Structures Classification System

0. EXTRACTIVE INDUSTRIES
Such as: Iron Mining, Non-Metallic Minerals ( Stone, Salt, ...), Crude Petroleum & Natural Gas,
Non-Ferrous Ores (Copper, Lead and Zinc, Gold and Silver), ...
1. BULK PRODUCTS INDUSTRIES
Agriculture and Rural Industries (Ginning, Tobacco, ...), Thermally Produced Products (Brick,
Glass work, ...), Chemical Industry (Plastics and Synthetics, Soap and detergents, ...), Textiles, ...
2. MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES
Machine Manufacture, Finished Wooden Product Manufacture, ...
3. UTILITIES
Municipal Water Supply, Gas, Electricity, ...
4. POWER SOURCES and PRIME MOVERS
Water Wheels, Wind, Electric Motors, ...
5. TRANSPORTATION
Railroads, Roads, Marine and Harbor Works, ...
6. COMMUNICATION
Telephone and Telegraph, Radio and Television, ...
7. BRIDGES, TRESTLES and AQUEDUCTS
Beam and Girder, Arched, Viaducts and Trestles, ...
8. BUILDING TECHNOLOGY
Foundations, Framed Superstructures, Fenestration, Roof Systems...
9. SPECIALIZED STRUCTURES and OBJECTS
Dams, Tunnels, Thermal Structures, Materials Storage, Workers Housing, ...

Figure 2.10. Main Industries in HAER Industrial Structures Classification System produced by
Author (Falser, 2001)

BHAER: Historic American Engineering Record, the classification system takes place in APT Bulletin
(Bulletin of the Association for Preservation Technology).
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ERIH categorizes the sites at the route related with their function, use of energy, and
transportation. More than one of the categories defines different features and contents
of the sites that are located on the route of industrial heritage (‘ERIH’, 2019).

The countries’ inventory studies and industrial structure classifications may differ
according to the industry types of the country and the regions (Madran & Kiling,
2008:146). It can also be seen at the whole HAER list that the subcategories of the list

include blank titles®®.

The Ironbridge Gorge in England as the symbol of Industrial Revolution built in 18™
century, The Four Lifts in Belgium as a 19" century industrial landscape, Watertower
in Dunkirk France built around 1910, Gasholder Finchley in England built around
1890, Silkweavers’ Houses in Macclesfield Cheshire-England built in 18" century,
and Zollverein Coal Mine Industrial Complex in Essen Germany built in 19" and 20™

century can be given as examples of significant industrial structures and sites of

different types in order to underline the variety of industrial buildings and sites.

Figure 2.11. Examples of types of industrial structures-1

From left to right: The Ironbridge Gorge-England*®, The Four Lifts on the Canal du Centre and their
Environs, La Louviére and Le Roeulx (Hainaut-Belgium)*, and the Water tower, Dunkirk, France
(Hudson, 1971, figure-58)

39 The whole list of this classification is given at Appendices-B part of this study.
40 https://whc.unesco.org/en/documents/136704
41 https://whc.unesco.org/en/documents/112708
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Figure 2.12. Examples of types of industrial structures-2

From left to right: The Gasholder Finchley, England (Hudson, 1971, figure-61), Silk weavers’ Houses
in Macclesfield Cheshire, England (Cossons, 1975:259), and Zollverein Coal Mine Industrial

Complex in Essen Germany*

Despite the multiple types of industrial structures, common changes and
characteristics of factories in the last three centuries can be summarized according to
Koksal. Until the end of the 18th century in Europe, the early examples of industrial
buildings had been built with a masonry structural system by the use of stone and brick
material, with a maximum seven-story height, and timber floor that was not allowed
to bridge great spans. Before the invention of the steam engine in the 18th century,
industrial buildings were used to be constructed at riversides and near water channels
because of the necessity of water power and transportation. Moreover, due to the
developments at the transportation system, industrial buildings had become able to be
constructed in the areas, which are close to raw material sources and available for the
trade of production (Koksal, 2005:8-10).

Waltham Massachusetts’ Boston Manufacturing Co. which the different parts are built
in the first half of the 19" century and Manningham Mills in Yorkshire built in the
1870s are examples of multi-story manufacture buildings (Berens, 2010:7).

42 whc.unesco.org/en/documents/169067
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Figure 2.13. Examples of types of industrial structures-3

From left to right: 19th century Mill, Waltham Massachusetts’ Boston Manufacturing Co. / USA in
1979 (Berens, 2010:7), and 18™ century Mill, Cromford Mills*® Derwent Valley / UK

Technical developments in the production of building materials had changed the
architecture of industrial buildings. In the 19" century, cast iron had started to be used
as an industrial building material. In the 20" century as a result of new inventions like
band conveyors and new requirements for production, one-storeyed factories which
can expand in large areas started to be built on outskirts of urban centers which were
convenient locations for the entry-exit of the raw material and manufacture, instead of
multi-storeyed factories. In this century the extensive use of reinforced concrete as
structural system provided large factories and industrial plants expanding horizontally
had been built (Koksal, 2005:10-12). Lingotto-Italy FIAT factory building built in the
1920s can be given as an example of large factories of the 20th century.

Figure 2.14. Image of 20™-century factory building, Lingotto FIAT factory building*

43 Retrieved from http://www.derwentvalleymills.org/plan-your-visit/cromford/visit-cromford-mills/
44 Retrieved from http://www.rpbw.com/project/lingotto-factory-conversion
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The industrial buildings and structures which ceased functioning are being exposed to
abandonment, decay, and demolishment that resulted in rethinking them as a matter

of study fields of industrial heritage.

The main reason of ceasing functioning and abandonment of industrial buildings and
sites is the replacement of old technologies due to new needs and inventions in the

industry. Moreover,

¢ Difficulties in the supply of raw material

e Purchase of finished products with low costs from far Eastern countries

e Dangers of pollution and environmental degradation caused by industrial
plants and sites

e The change of traffic patterns in cities, both for residents and commerce in
time

e Shifts at the economic and industrial policies of the countries can be seen as
the factors that caused industrial buildings’ becoming nonfunctional and
insufficient with their present architectural characteristics and location
(Berens, 2010:19; Koksal, 2005:12).

2.2.2. Concepts of Conservation of Industrial Heritage

Before the appreciation of industrial structures, these sites and buildings were the
‘interlopers’ and ‘unprecedented’ where and when they emerged. The industrialization
was related to ‘unemployment, decay, desperately miserable towns and landscapes of
destruction’ on people’s minds. In addition, these structures were not essentially
regarded to be built ‘pretty’ (Berens, 2011:19; Cossons, 1975:18; Orbasli, 2008:30).
That is also because ‘the damage and suffering’ caused by industrialization in cultural

terms had been recognized at first (Cossons, 1975:15).
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Since the beginning of the 1970s, industrial structures had been subjects of studies and
importance of the conservation of industrial heritage was underlined by academicians,

national and international organizations and committees, also NGO’s (Kose, 2018:51).

The origin of the ‘Industrial Archaeology’ term is not very clear which was rooted in
Manchester at the beginning of the 1950s. The term had appeared firstly in Michael
Rix’s article published in 1955. In his article, Rix pointed out the importance of
recording and preserving the remains of industrialization before they vanish (Cossons,
1975:19).

Industrial Archaeology involves the studies and researches of ‘the physical remains’
of the Industrial Revolution era. Archeology examines the past cultures, mainly by the
pieces of evidence acquired from excavations which make it possible to reach specific
aspects of chronological and geographical classifications of human culture, generally
based on a type of technology. In this manner industrial archaeology studies with the

documents, archival information and physical remains (Cossons, 1975:15).

In Europe, “Recommendation No. R (90) 20” was declared by COE Committee of
Ministers in 1990 “on the Protection and Conservation of the Industrial, Technical and
Civil Engineering Heritage in Europe” which emphasized that “the technical,
industrial and civil engineering heritage constitutes an integral part of the historic
heritage of Europe”. In addition, the measures to be taken into account for

e “the identification, survey, and scientific analysis,

e to protect and conserve,

e toalert the public and,

e to promote co-operation and intervention at European level to the technical, industrial

and civil engineering heritage” are stated in this recommendation

(‘Recommendation’, 1990).

ERIH (European Route of Industrial Heritage) is the route of industrial sites and

museums in Europe that has been certified as ‘Cultural Route of the Council of
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Europe’ since 2019. It is the network of European Industrial Heritage including
tourism information which has more than 250 members in 26 countries. The website
of the route includes the presentation and links of over 1,850 sites, regional routes
assigned to European Theme Routes. The website also includes information about the
industrial histories of the European countries and biographies related to
industrialization (‘ERIH’, 2019).

In 1973 the first assembly in order to act and share knowledge internationally was
FICCIM (The First International Conference on the Conservation of Industrial
Monuments) in Ironbridge/England. At the third meeting of this conference in
Sweden, TICCIH (The International Committee for the Conservation of Industrial
Heritage) had been found in 1978. TICCIH supports the education and international
collaboration about the research, documentation, analysis, and conservation of
industrial heritage (Kirag, 2010:121). TICCIH has also online sources as congress
proceedings, bulletin, published reports, and thematic studies done by sections.*®
The industrial heritage is defined in the first part of the TICCIH “The Nizhny Tagil
Charter for the Industrial Heritage”, which had been held in Moscow on 17 July
2003, as:

“remains of industrial culture which are of historical, technological, social,
architectural or scientific value. These remains consist of buildings and
machinery, workshops, mills and factories, mines and sites for processing and
refining, warehouses and stores, places where energy is generated, transmitted
and used, transport and all its infrastructure, as well as places used for social
activities related to industry such as housing, religious worship or education.”

(‘Nizhny Tagil Charter’, 2003:1)

4 < Agriculture and Food Production, Hydroelectricity and Electrochemical Industry, Communications,
Global/Local Group, Hydroelectricity and Electrochemical Industry, Metallurgy, Mining and
Collieries, Railways, Textiles, Tourism and Worker Housing/Industrial Communities’.
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This charter also covers the values, legal protection, maintenance and conservation,

education and training, presentation and interpretation issues of industrial heritage.

It is underlined at ‘ICOMOS World Report 2001-2002 on monuments and sites in
danger’ that the main concerns of the industrial heritage are “scale and complexity
forcing economical rationalism to prevail in re-use decisions; lack of widespread vocal
support constituency; location in prime redevelopment areas, and environmental

management precluding heritage values” (Burke, 2001).

In 2011 the definition of industrial heritage widened as Industrial Heritage Sites,
Structures, Areas, and Landscapes by Joint ICOMOS — TICCIH Principles, also
named “The Dublin Principles” covers

e “Document, understand and values

o Ensure effective protection and conservation

e Conservation and maintenance

e Present and communicate the heritage dimensions and values of industrial heritage to

raise public and corporate awareness and support training and research” (‘Dublin

Principles’, 2011).

Recently in 2019 ‘Sevilla Charter of Industrial Heritage 2018- The challenges of the
21th century’ had been published on the website of TICCIH*. The charter*’, aims to
guide the research, practices and management of conservation of industrial heritage
regarding the

e “Problems and Perspectives

¢ Recommendations of Conceptualization, Methodologies and Tools, Proposals and

Actions in relation to Industrial Heritage”.

Due to complicated variables that affect places of work, necessity of forming a new

wider heritage typology instead of present ‘methodological and conceptual

46 Carta de Sevilla de Patrimonio Industrial 2018 Los retos del siglo XXI.
47 That is the conclusion of the 7" Seminar on Industrial Landscapes of Andalusia by TICCIH-Spain
and Andalusian Center for Studies.
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frameworks’ is underlined and that is defined as ‘transdisciplinary’ (‘Sevilla Charter’,

2018).

In addition to international and continental organizations, there are institutes, graduate
programs and research centers about the education of industrial archaeology and

heritage*.

Furthermore, there are governmental organizations, NGOs, and societies working in
the field of industrial heritage of countries. http://ticcih.org/sites/ Some organizations
can be given as examples such as; Heritage Documentation Programs of National Park
Service*® of USA is Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS), including the
Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) and Historic American Landscapes
Survey (HALS) involves in the research of industrial heritage. *°Society for Industrial
Archaeology (SIA) is a nonprofit organization in Michigan Technological
University®L. In Ireland IHAI (Industrial Heritage Association of Ireland) is a national
organization founded in 1996 for recording and conserving the country’s industrial
past and raise awareness.’? More organizations are included on the website of
TICCIH.

As a multidisciplinary field, the studies about the conservation of industrial heritage
are advancing. The industrial heritage describes not only the production buildings of
mills and factories of the 19" and 20" centuries but also ancient mills, bridges and
flint mines of the prehistoric and medieval era. From the procurement of the raw
materials to the industrial manufacture and marketing steps, the places and building
of these steps are within the scope of industrial heritage (Kirag, 2010:131; Falser,
2001:9).

48 Retrieved from http://ticcih.org/sites/ .

4 Governmental institution of the USA directing the conservation of natural and cultural heritage of
the country.

%0 Retrieved from https://www.nps.qgov/hdp/ .

51 Retrieved from http://www.sia-web.org/about/mission/.

52 Retrieved from https://ihai.ie/about-ihai/.
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2.2.3. Conservation of Industrial Heritage in Turkey

In 1985, The Council of Europe completed researches to document the condition of
industrial heritage in Europe. In “Situation of the Technical and Industrial Built
Heritage in Europe” publication, the researches about the condition of the industrial
heritage in Western and Southern European Countries had been done. In this research
the primary concerns of the conservation of industrial buildings and sites at the

Southern European countries including Turkey were related with,

e The deficiencies of ‘the appreciation and acknowledgment of the values,

¢ funding for the documentation, preservation, and restoration,

o specialists of the industrial heritage’, and

e absence of ‘legislative framework for the preservation, and

e standardization of conservation practice and interventions’ (Kose, 2018:51;
Koksal, 2005:114).

Since then, there has not been any governmental organization established working on
documentation, survey, inventory, preservation and publicity of industrial heritage in
Turkey (Koksal, 2012:155; Kose, 2018:55).

In addition, there is not a TICCIH National Representative of Turkey in 2019. The
industrial buildings and sites are being covered by DOCOMOMO®® Turkey as the

heritage of the modern era.

In most cases, conserving ‘industrial monuments’ in countries begins with registering
them as ‘historical items’ lists to be conserved and then providing money for the
conservation become reality (Hudson, 1971:2). There are preservation laws for the

conservation of industrial heritage in European countries’ legislation (Kose, 2018:55).

3 International Working Party for ‘Documentation and Conservation of Buildings, Sites and
Neighborhoods of the Modern Movement’.

35



However, there is not any specific definition >*for industrial heritage on the Law on
the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property in legislation of Turkey. In addition,
in Article 6a ‘Immovable cultural and natural property to be protected’ described as
‘immovable property built until the end of the 19th-century’ statement generates
challenge for the conservation of modern and industrial heritage (Law Number 2863,
1983). The definition, values, features and chronological standards regarding the
necessity of conserving the industrial heritage are not certain at the legislative
framework in Turkey (Madran & Kiling, 2008:9).

There are academic studies covering the conservation of industrial heritage. There are
ten Ph. D Thesis studies on architecture that cover the conservation of industrial

heritage in Turkey.

In addition to thesis studies, there are research studies about the cases as cultural
inventories. One of them is as an international refereed journal, Tiiba-Ked®. Tiiba-
Ked is a common ground for researches without the time and locational restraints
about fields like history, cultural landscapes of cultural heritage since 2003. It is
published once a year and has an online archive on the website of the journal (‘Tiiba-
Ked’, 2019). When compared to other fields of cultural heritage studies, researches

about case studies of industrial heritage are a lot fewer than the other cases.

CEKUL® is an NGO founded in 1990 for raising awareness and building a network
for conservation of built and natural landscapes of urban and rural areas of Turkey. In
addition to the urban inventories of cities in Turkey done by the foundation, it is cited
on the website of the foundation that inventory studies about the industrial heritage by

5 Article 3a) “Cultural property shall refer to movable and immovable property on the ground, under
the ground or under the water pertaining to science, culture, religion and fine arts of before and after
recorded history or that is of unique scientific and cultural value for social life before and after recorded
history.” (Law Number 2863, 1983)

% Tiirkiye Bilimler Akademisi Kiiltiir Envanteri Dergisi / Turkish Academy of Sciences Journal of
Cultural Inventory.

% Cevre ve Kiiltiir Degerlerini Koruma ve Tanitma Vakfi / The Foundation for the Protection and
Promotion of the Environment and Cultural Heritage.
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the support of agencies are continuing (CEKUL’, 2018). As an NGO the Chamber of

Architects’ publications and journals cover case studies and conservation of industrial

heritage issues.

In 2016 3" {stanbul Design Biennial ‘ Are we Human?’ is organized by IKSV (Istanbul
Foundation for Culture and Arts)®’In this biennial ‘Design Chronology Turkey-Draft’
were produced that the drafts are as the documentations concentrated at the last two
centuries design chronology of Turkey under 13 titles. Some of these titles are the
design of Furniture, Housing, and Toys (Valeri et al., 2016). The design chronology
also has ‘industrial buildings in Turkey’ title, the thresholds in economy and industrial
buildings construction dates are listed in chronological order and buildings are shown

at the maps of Turkey (see Figure 2.15).
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Figure 2.15. A map example of industrial buildings in Turkey, Design Chronology Turkey-Draft®

Furthermore, DGA®® Lab an architecture firm continues a project on mapping survey
on industrial heritage and design. This project is being done by research,

documentation, and mapping for a smartphone application to be accessible for users.

57 {stanbul Kiiltiir ve Sanat Vakfi.
%8 http://arewehuman.iksv.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/industrial buildings.pdf

% Dila Gokalp Architects.
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For now, the project is continuing to work Istanbul industrial heritage and planning to
cover industrial heritage of Eskisehir, Zonguldak, and Adana (Bayhan, 2016; ‘DGA
Lab’, 2019).
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Figure 2.16. An example of mappings of ‘Industrial Heritage in Istanbul’ by DGA Lab (‘DGA Lab’,
2019)

In addition to inventorial studies, a book of Union of Textile Industry Employers of
Turkey, named ‘Bir Okudular, Bin Dokudular’ was published in 2016. The book
covers the memories of workers and life in the premises of Stimerbank factories, by
interviewing with 178 people who worked and lived at the factories all around Turkey.
It had been adapted to a documentary with the partnership of Bahgesehir University
and the union. The documentary can be evaluated as a so®®urce of collective memory
of workers and industrial history of the country (‘Siimerbanklilar’, 2016; ‘BAU
Documentary’, 2016).

However, there is not any standardization of conservation interventions about the
industrial heritage in Turkey, there are examples of conservation projects of industrial
sites and buildings which will be cited at the following pages with some of

international examples of approaches to conservation of industrial heritage.

8 Tiirkiye Tekstil Sanayi Isverenleri Sendikas.
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2.2.4. Approaches of Conservation of Industrial Heritage

The technical and socio-political structure alterations that caused cessation
functioning or abandonement of the industrial sites, also resulted in ‘redevelopment’
or ‘modification’ of these sites (Burke, 2001).

There had been plentiful implemented projects of conserving the industrial buildings
and sites, which the pioneering ones are in Europe and USA. As the types, scales and
locations of industrial structures are diverse the implementations are also varying

related with the cases.

The industrial structures and plants which cease functioning are mostly conserved by
rethinking them for new uses. This new uses for the conservation of industrial heritage
can be classified in three approaches. The first approach is conserving the industrial
structures such as bridges, thermal structures, as they are with minimum intervention.
Ironbridge Gorge in England (see Figure 2.11) and Voélklingen Ironworks (See Figure
2.17) can be given as examples of such approach.

Figure 2.17. General view of Vélklingen Ironworks-Germany?®*

Volklingen Ironworks had been an iron and steel production plant that was closed in

1986 and its site covers a very large area. It has been used as a venue for exhibitions

61 Retrieved from whc.unesco.org/en/documents/131639
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and concerts®2. As a large plant, the site is outskirts of urban area between Saar River

and railway.

The second approach is re using the industrial heritage as technological museums or
industrial museums related with its original function. MIAT®? Ghent Belgium can be

given as an example of museum of industry.
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Figure 2.18. Exterior and interior view from MIAT Ghent-Belgium (Author, 2012)

The museum was a former spinning mill built in 1905% .  Exhibition of
documentations and machinery collections covers the period from the mid-18"
century to present. The industrial site is not a very large site while compared to

industrial plant of VVolklingen, and it is located at the urban area near Leie River.

Former Lengerhane® built in 18" century in Istanbul had been converted to museum
of technology. The former building had been bought by Rahmi Kog¢ Museology and
Culture Foundation. It was named as Mustafa V. Kog building in 2016%. MIAT Ghent
and Lengerhane Museum involves machinery collections not only related with the
original functions of the museum buildings, but also other industries and technology.

62 Retrieved from https://www.erih.net/i-want-to-go-there/site/show/Sites/world-heritage-site-
voelklingen-iron-works/

83 Museum of Industry, Works and Textiles.

64 Retrieved from https://www.erih.net/i-want-to-go-there/site/show/Sites/museum-of-industry/
8 Anchor and chain house.

86 Retrieved from http://www.rmk-museum.org.tr/istanbul/en/about-us/history
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The third approach is conserving the industrial heritage with a new function which is
called adaptive re-use. In this approach, the new uses that are adapted to the buildings
and sites can be resident, business, education or culture. This attribute also varies
according to the scale of the industrial heritage. Large industrial plants, such as
Zollverein Coal Mine Industrial Complex in Essen-Germany (see Figure 2.12) were
planned in larger scale and can involve multiple new uses. Zollverein Coal Mine was
emerged in 1847 and significant central shaft was built in 1932, the plant stopped
working in 1986 and listed as UNESCO World Heritage site in 2001. The site is
located in Ruhr regional route of ERIH®’. The site is inside the boundaries of Emscher
Landscape Park (see Figure 2.19). “The Emscher Park International Building
Exhibition” by IBA®® started in 1989 to 1999 by a regional planning approach for a
site that covers more than 800 km?. With the involvement of 17 cities, wide range of

initiatives and partners 117 projects were produced for the future of the region.®

0000000000006

Figure 2.19. Map of Emscher Landscape Park™

67 Retrieved from https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/975, https://www.erih.net/

8 Internationale Bauaustellung.

8 Retrieved from http://open-iba.de/en/geschichte/1989-1999-iba-emscher-park/index.html

0 Retrieved from https://climate-adapt.eea.europa.eu/metadata/case-studies/a-flood-and-heat-proof-
green-emscher-valley-germany/11305605.pdf, Zollverein Complex is numbered 22 on the map.
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Berens (2011) examines the implementations regarding the initiations as; the project
planning strategies and actors of the projects, urban evolution’s public policies and
environmental development. The author also classifies the project types related with
re-use adaptations as; ‘cultural projects’, ‘residential, commercial and mixed use

developments’, and ‘open space and parks’.

As an owner initiated conversion, Fiat Lingotto Factory can be given as an example.
After the factory had been closed in 1982, the owner firm declared a competition and
the project was held by Renzo Piano Building Workshop architects. The former
factory was transformed to a multipurpose center containing exhibition and

conference halls, auditorium, hotels, offices and retail area’’.

‘Santral Istanbul’ is an example for mixed used developments in a large scale area in
Turkey. The present site includes university buildings, museum of energy and places
of food and beverage services. Some of these buildings are converted from industrial
buildings and some of them are additional buildings. The site also had been a place
for festivals and events. The former Silahtaraga Power Plant had worked to produce
electricity between 1918 and 1983. The land of the industrial site had been assigned
to Bilgi University by Ministry of Energy in 2004. In 2007 with NGOs, public and

private initiations the project had been completed’.

Figure 2.20. Images from Santral Istanbul Turkey

"1 Retrieved from http://www.rpbw.com/project/lingotto-factory-conversion
2 Retrieved from https://www.santralistanbul.org/tr/hakkinda/
3 Retrieved from https://www.santralistanbul.org/tr/hakkinda/
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There had been other adaptation of educational use to industrial sites in Turkey. These

transformations of the former industrial sites are generally done by private

universities.

Former Cibali Tobacco Factory has been used as Kadir Has University since
2002. The factory had been bought by Kadir Has Foundation in 199774,
Former Kayseri Siimerbank Factory has been used as Siimer Campus of
Abdullah Giil University. The premise of the factory had been listed in 2003
and 2004 with the initiation of DOCOMOMO Turkey and the site had been
assigned to the university in 2012. The Master Plan for the site had been
approved in 2014, and the implementations are continuing™.

In izmir former flour factory in Alsancak and in Bornova a bike and a paint

production factories are now used as two campuses of Yasar University.

(Ozsoy, 2011:31)

Some of other transformations of industrial heritage in Turkey are:

As arts and cultural use, Cer Modern Art Center in Ankara has been used as
art center since 2010, which was a traction workshop of railways in Ankara
built in 1920s®.

As research renter use, Tarsus-Gozliikule Excavations Research Center in
historic urban center of Tarsus-Mersin. Former ginning mill is being used as
the research center of Bogazi¢i University Gozlilkule Mound Excavations
since 2017. The factory had been assigned to the university in the 2000s and
the conservation project was awarded by Europa Nostra Cultural Heritage

Conservation Prize 20197,

4 Retrieved from https://www.khas.edu.tr/tr/hakkimizda/tarihce

5 Retrieved from http://arch.agu.edu.tr/tarihce

"8Retrieved from http://www.uygurarchitects.com/site/tr/projects/cer-modern.html
7 Retrieved from http://www.tarsus.boun.edu.tr/?sayfa=20
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Figure 2.21. Images of Gozliikule Research Center®

e There are also industrial sites that are transformed for commercial use. Former
Samsun Tekel Factory was transformed to a shopping mall named Bulvar

Samsun.

Figure 2.22. Image of Bulvar Samsun shopping mall, former Samsun TEKEL factory™

The examples given can be disputable about their conservation approaches, in this
manner it is recommended that the conversions of the industrial heritage can be
appreciated unless they do not cause detaching of the industrial heritage from
authenticity. (‘TICCIH Textiles’, 2007) The redundant industrial heritage sites of
large areas are often attractive for conflicting redevelopments. Nonfunctioning sites
that are at urban areas are especially exposed to such disputable transformations due
to their pragmatic value as real estate. Approaching the conservation implementations
concerning the land price is seen to overshadow their heritage values and compatible

adaptive re-use possibilities. (Burke, 2001)

8 Retrieved from http://www.tarsus.boun.edu.tr/?sayfa=20#prettyPhoto[sol]/0/ ,
https://www.arkitera.com/proje/bogazici-universitesi-gozlukule-kazisi-arastirma-merkezi/ .

8 Retrieved from http://www.bulvarsamsun.com.tr
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Moreover, Oevermann and Mieg (2015:5-7) classify ‘different understandings of

conservation of industrial heritage’ as:

e ‘Testimony to the past’
e ‘Urban landmarks or cultural landscapes’
e ‘Built infrastructure and spatial resource’

e ‘Architectural and atmospheric space’

The conversion practices of industrial heritage sites are determined by the cooperation
of discourses which are ‘heritage conservation’, ‘urban development’ and
‘architectural production’. The disputes of implementations are caused by value

differences of these discourses. (Oevermann and Mieg, 2015:13)

To sum up the repercussion of industrial revolution and later industrialization had been
In many aspects such as environmental, economic, technical and sociocultural. The
industrial revolution is a phenomenon that leads developments afterward, which
created impacts by shaping landscapes of urban and rural environments and evolved
our present culture and way of livings throughout the world. The countries
experienced these impacts and have their own industrial development histories related

with resources, transportation opportunities and economy mainly.

In Turkey, the early industrial buildings and sites in Ottoman Period had emerged in
Istanbul densely to supply the needs of the state and army. In early Republican Period
during 1930’s, the industry had been controlled and encouraged by the state, that lead
development of many types of industries and emergence of varying industrial sites
alongside Istanbul. Later after the 1950s, other types of factories or industrial
structures had been built by both private and public sector. After the 1980s the state
control and funding decreased. Economic shifts and rapid urban growth affected the

situation of industrial buildings and sites.
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The abandonment of industrial structures created threats and risks upon these
buildings which caused also demolishment. The field of ‘industrial archaeology’
started to study industrial structures since 1950s and industrial heritage concept
emerged in 1970s. Since then the studies have been advancing and approaches to
conservation of industrial heritage are varying. The conservation implementations
differ and can be classified according to the type, scale, refunctioning, location (being
at center or outskirts of urban areas) and management models. The approaches are
also related with the values of the industrial heritage as a field of cultural heritage. The
values of cultural heritage within the heritage conservation field will be examined in

the next chapter of this study.

46



CHAPTER 3

VALUE ASSESSMENT FOR CULTURAL HERITAGE

3.1. Historical Background

Understanding of conservation of cultural heritage has changed with the widening
concepts of heritage over the last decades. For a long period of time, places of the past
were appreciated and protected only due to their historical and aesthetic values (De la
Torre, 2013:157).

Civilizations had repaired, respected or appreciated historic buildings, all around the
world throughout the centuries. The societies which took shape by ‘western
modernity’ converted this appreciation into ‘conservation movement’. This modern

circumstance aroused in the late 18" and 19" century (Glendinning, 2013:2).

Jokilehto (2005:6) cites that approaches to the historic buildings and works of art of
the past had developed in three ways. The first is ‘traditional approach’ which may be
as old as the presence of the communities. This approach can be summarized as
protecting a historic structure through their continuing ‘use’ value unless there is no
specific reason to demolish them. Moreover, within this attitude important structures
or objects of ‘memorial’ or ‘symbolic’ values for the societies were respected and
repaired. These structures and objects were also destructed or taken away by
opponents of these values (Jokilehto, 2005:6).

The second approach was appreciation of ancient monuments as the ‘nostalgic remains

of the past’, while the destruction of historic buildings was continuing during these

periods. With this approach the historic awareness increased in Europe. The
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restoration implications of this approach were concerning the ‘aesthetic values’ and

aiming ‘unity in style’ (Jokilehto, 2005:7; Orbasli, 2008:17).

Until the end of 18th century the attitudes that caused detrimental implications were
undermining the former opponent ideologies, regimes and their cultural assets, using
the material of the historic structures as a building material resource, destruction and
damage caused by aesthetic or stylistic concerns of the era. The impacts of the
industrialization on historic urban areas also caused deteriorations (Erder, 2007: 91-
93).

The third approach had developed as an opposition to such implications and attitudes
stated before. This approach was against ‘falsification’ and ‘scraping’ the ‘historic
stratification’ while restoring the historic monuments and supporting to conserve
‘authentic object’ and ‘original material’ caused anti-restoration movement at the end
of 18" and on 19" century. The former attitudes towards buildings of the past and
works of art were criticized such as; in France by Victor Hugo, in England by William
Morris and John Ruskin, in Italy by Camillo Boito, in Germany by Georg Dehio and
in Austria by Alois Riegl (Jokilehto, 2005:7-8; Glendinning, 2013:91, 117).

In today’s globalized world, cultural heritage ceased to be regarded as national
patrimony and conservation of cultural heritage became an international issue. The
nations are also accountable for international organizations’ decisions (Tekeli,
2011:113).

Athens Charter in 1931 lead preservation to be accepted as an international action and
later International Charter for the Conservation and Restoration of Monuments and
Sites-the Venice Charter 1964 conservation and restoration started to be mentioned

together®®. The internationalization of cultural heritage has been confirmed by

80 Retrieved from https://www.icomos.org/charters/venice e.pdf
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foundation of ICOMOS in 1965 and World Heritage Convention UNESCO in 1972,
The terminology also evolved from ‘historic monuments’ to ‘cultural property’ and

recently ‘cultural heritage’ is being used as a broader definition (Orbasli, 2008:15).

The countries are also determining the conservation principles suitable for their own
cultures. Burra Charter of ICOMOS Australia published firstly in 1979, and revised
latest in 2013, New Zealand Charter of ICOMOS New Zealand published firstly in
1993 and revised in 2010 are the examples of charters that are published by the country
representatives of ICOMOS (Erder, 2007: ii).

The present understanding of valuation of cultural heritage had been formed by the
accumulation of preceding experiences, approaches and criticism, which is still in

progress as a scientific field.

3.2. Review of the Heritage Values

“‘Heritage value means aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual value for past,
present or future generations. It is embodied in the place itself, its fabric, setting, use,
associations, meanings, records, related places and related objects.” The term
‘Heritage Value’ is equivalent to ‘Cultural Significance’ and ‘Heritage Significance’
(Chu & Uebegang, 2002:2). Mason positions the ‘value assessment’ at the center of
planning process scheme for the conservation of cultural heritage as seen at Figure
3.1.
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Figure 3.1. Planning process methodology (Mason, 2002:6)

It is stated as “The policy for managing all aspects of a place, including its conservation and
its use, and the implementation of the policy, must be based on an understanding of its cultural
heritage value.” in New Zealand Charter, Article 2- “understanding cultural heritage

value”®L,

Values of cultural heritage are varied, attributed, multiple and often in conflict
(Mason, 2002:15, De la Torre, 2013:162). Value judgment is historical and may differ
from one generation to another. Moreover, some buildings were built as to be a
monument and continue to be for people, while some may gain other values that are
attributed by the society and the individuals, hence start to symbolize and mean
something else (Tekeli, 2009:95; Orbasli, 2008:38).

81Revised in 2010, Retrieved
fromhttps://www.icomos.org/charters/ICOMOS NZ Charter 2010 FINAL 11 Oct 2010.pdf
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There are value typologies of cultural heritage that are listed by scholars and cultural
heritage organizations. These values sorted by academicians and treated by
organizations are shown in Figure 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4, in chronological order. The values
determined and defined by some of these sources are reviewed and these are marked
with (*) symbol at figures below. Value groupings of Riegl in 1903 as being the
pioneering (Riegl:1996), values cited in Burra Charter as an organization (1998),
Mason’s ‘provisional typology’, Madran & Ozgéniil’s value grouping as covering

wide range of values, and Orbasli’s grouping as the values of architectural heritage

are examined.

1)Ruskin (1849)

4) Fielden & Jokhileto (1998, [1993])

5) Darvill (1995)

Use
Architecture

Cultural Values:

Identity Value,

Relative Artistic or Technical Value,
Rarity

Contemporary Socio-Economic
Values:

Economic

Functional

Educational

Social

Political

2)Riegl (1996, [1903])*

6) Heritage Victoria (1995)

Age

Historical
Deliberate
Commemorative
Use

Newness

3)Lipe (1984)

Economic

Aesthetic
Associative/ Symbolic
Informational

Association
Aesthetic

Scientific
Educational
Cultural

Richness
Representativeness
Rarity

Social

Use Value
Archaeological
research

Scientific Research
Creative Arts
Education
Recreation and
tourism

Symbolic
representation
Legitimization of
action

Social solidarity and
integration
Monetary and
economic gain
Option Value
Stability

Mystery and Enigma
Existence Value
Cultural identity
Resistance to change

Figure 3.2. Heritage Values sorted by Scholars and Organizations -1, produced by the Author (Labadi
2007:150-151; Judson&Ilyer-Raniga, 2010; Madran & Ozgoniil, 2005; Mason, 2002; Orbasli, 2008)
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7) Carver (1996) 8) English Heritage (1997) 10) Mason, (2002)*

Market values Cultural
Capital/estate value Educational Academic
Production value Economic "

- ” Socio-cultural values
[agricultural, mineral Resource SNE,

» g Historical value
extraction, etc.] Recreational .
. . Cultural/symbolic value

Commercial value Aesthetic ;

; ; Social value
Residential value 9) Burra Charter (1998)*

Spiritual/religious value
Aesthetic value
Economic values

Community values
Amenity value
Political value

i Use (market) value

Minority/disadvantaged/ A?Sth?t'c value ( )

Historic value Non-use (non-market)
descendant value iy

Scientific value values:
Local style value (rather than . . .

: ; .| Social Value (political, Existence

aesthetic, which — Bequest is - iy z

religious, spiritual, moral Option
unknowable) h

beliefs) Bequest

Human values
Environmental value
Archaeological value

Figure 3.3. Heritage Values sorted by Scholars and Organizations -2, produced by the Author (Labadi
2007:150-151; Judson&lyer-Raniga, 2010; Madran & Ozgénﬁl, 2005; Mason, 2002; Orbasli, 2008)

12) Madran & Ozgoniil ,

11) Throsby (2002) (2305)* 8 14) Orbagsh, (2008)*
Aesthetic Age and Rarity
Spiritual Architectural
Social Continuity Artistic
Historical Historic Associative
Symbolic Memory Cultural
13) English Heritage (2007) | Mvythological Economic,

- " Artistic and Technical Educational
Evidential s ;

- Authenticity Emotional
Historical Bk Histori
Aesthetic a:t| v RS

Uniqueness Landscape
Communal S
- - Group Local Distinctiveness

15) Au.sltrallan Hetitoge Multiplicity Political
Council (2009) Homogeneity Public
Association Economical Religious and Spiritual
Aesthetic Functional Scientific-Research and
Scientific Traditional Knowledge
Educational Educational Social
Rarity Documentary Symbolic
Social Technical
Indigenous Tradition Townscape

Figure 3.4. Heritage Values sorted by Scholars and Organizations -3, produced by the Author (Labadi
2007:150-151; Judson&lyer-Raniga, 2010; Madran & Ozgénﬁl, 2005; Mason, 2002; Orbasli, 2008)
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Riegl®? divides the monument values in to ‘Commemorative values’ of age, historical
and deliberate commemorative values, and ‘Present-day values’ of use and newness
value. Glendinning (2013:142) remarks Riegl’s value approach, as associating the
‘intellectual historical value’ and ‘feeling based age value’ when compared to
contemporary understandings of the period. Riegls states that age and historical values
have same scientific bases. Age value is enjoyed by ‘modern viewer’ aesthetically due

to its continuous change within time (Riegl, 1996:72-80).

ICOMOS Australia Burra Charter 1999 ‘Charter for places of Cultural Significance’
also covers the charter of ‘Guidelines to the Burra Charter: Cultural Signifcance’ in
1988. Article 2 in 1988 charter, sets ‘encompassing values’ as ‘aesthetic, historic,
scientific, and social values’. The Charter mentions that the cultural significance of a
place may alter since the history of a place continues and its understanding changes
with new information. It is also stated that values of a place may change according to
groups and individuals. In the revised version in 2013, in Article 13 it is remarked as
“Co-existence of cultural values should always be recognized, respected and
encouraged. This is especially important in cases where they conflict.” (‘Burra
Charter’; 1999, 2013)

Mason sets ‘provisional typology’ of values. The author classifies two main value
types, first is sociocultural values and the second is economic values since these values
can be elicited by different methodologies. The first type of values can be drawn out
by qualitative methods (i.e. mapping, primary or secondary literature research,

ethnography...) while the second type by quantitative methods (Mason, 2002:15-22).

8 Professor of Art History, in Vienna University and General-Conservator appointed by government

and ‘Modern Cult of Monuments’ including the values stated by the author had been published in 1903
(Glendinning, 2013:141).

53



Historical value as the base of concept of heritage, involves educational and academic,
artistic, rarity, uniqueness, and technological values. It is stated that there is not any
heritage which do not have cultural value and cultural value involves political,
symbolic values which are related with living together and not related with
chronological aspects as historical value. Social values of cultural heritage are the
shared qualities of social groups that enable social connections. Spiritual or religious
values related with sacred beliefs and also wonder. Aesthetic values are the most
subjective value of sociocultural values and relates with ‘sensory experience’ (Mason,
2002:11-12). The second type economic values are divided into two groups as use

value (market, private) and nonuse (nonmarket, public) value.

The value grouping of Madran and Ozgéniil covers every type of cultural heritage.
The values are defined briefly by giving examples of significant sites of determined
values from Turkey. It is remarked that the cultural heritage is the testimony of the
past (Madran & Ozgéniil, 2005:57).

Orbasli, groups the values of ‘all forms of architectural heritage’ with given examples
and the values are listed in alphabetical order. The author underlines the necessity of
broader range of values should be noticed. Moreover, some of the values may be
linked to the physical layout and elements of the places and some may be less tangible
such as; emotional, symbolic and spiritual values. Regarding the values, the decisions
and approaches also need to be based on ‘integrity’ and ‘authenticity’ principles

(Orbasli, 2008:38, 52).

‘Authenticity’ concept had been asserted by Charter of Venice and covered by Nara

Document, in the document it is stated at values and authenticity part as:

“,..authenticity judgments may be linked to the worth of a great variety of sources of
information. Aspects of the sources may include form and design, materials and substance,

use and function, traditions and techniques, location and setting, and spirit and feeling, and
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other internal and external factors. The use of these sources permits elaboration of the specific

artistic, historic, social, and scientific dimensions of the cultural heritage being examined.” 83

3.3. Values of Industrial Heritage

However, practice of excavation of an archaeological site and transformation of the
use of a building of industrial heritage are guided by same fundamental principles; the
approaches to both implications will differ (Orbasli, 2008:5). The value assessment of

the cultural heritage directs the approaches.

The values of the industrial heritage are cited as ‘historical, technological, social,
architectural and scientific’ at the definition part of industrial heritage and the values
are described, but not grouped as a typology, at the second article of ‘The Nizhny
Tagil Charter for the Industrial Heritage’. These are:

o Historical value of industrial heritage is universal value of being records of
actions that caused and still causing thorough historical results.

e Social value is being evidence of way of lives of ordinary people of societies
that also creates impression of identity.

e Technological and Scientific value is being important in construction,
production and engineering history.

e Aesthetic value is qualities of industrial structures and beings in ‘architecture,
design and planning’.

e Rarity and Age value, which is not named as but defined as pioneering, rare
and early examples of industrial heritage are of special value (‘The Nizhny
Tagil Charter’, 2003:1-2).

8 Retrieved from https://www.icomos.org/charters/nara-e.pdf
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In ICOMOS-TICCIH ‘Dublin Principles’ there is not a particular article defining the

values and in definition part 2, it is stated as

“...significance and value of industrial heritage is intrinsic to the structures or sites
themselves, their material fabric, components, machinery and setting, expressed in the
industrial landscape, in written documentation, and also in the intangible records contained

in memories, arts and customs.”

This may refer to values which are not specifically defined but remarked for
conditional interpretation; this definition reaffirms the ‘The Nizhny Tagil Charter’
value definition of article 2.3. (‘Nizhny Tagil Charter’, 2003:1-2; ‘Dublin
Principles’, 2011:3)

European Council’s Recommendation on industrial, technical and civil engineering
heritage do not cover the values of industrial heritage at a specific article however,
while describing the aim of the documentation the values that are mentioned are
technical, cultural and social values, the reasons to protect the industrial, engineering
and technical heritage as European identity and collective memory. In the third part of

this document historic and scientific values are cited (‘Recommendation’, 1990).

Oeverman and Mieg are stating that varying approaches for interventions about the
conservation of industrial heritage is caused by the different value understanding of
discourses (Oevermann & Mieg 2015:13). In the article the values and the appreciation
of them by corporation of ‘architectural production’, ‘heritage conservation’ and

‘urban development’ fields are listed as in Figure 3.5.
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Value Discourses

Accessibility Architectural production, Heritage
conservation, Urban development

Authenticity* Heritage conservation

Botrom-up . Heritage conservation, Urban
development,

Character Architectural production, Heritage
conservation, Urban development

Design* Architectural production

Development® Urban development

Economic value® Urban development

Environmental value® Urban development

Esthetics* Architectural production

Heritage values® {Denkmalwerte) Heritage conservation

Image Architectural production, Urban
development

Integrity* Heritage conservation

Re-use Architectural production, Heritage
comservation, Urban development

Sensitivity Architectural production, Heritage
conservation

Vision* Urban development

* = core value

Figure 3.5. List of values and discourses regarding the conservation of industrial heritage
(Oevermann & Mieg 2015:14)

Koksal proposes a model for evaluation of historic industrial buildings and sites in
Istanbul in her Ph. D. thesis. 17 criteria were determined under 10 titles for the
evaluation of industrial heritage in Istanbul (Koksal, 2005:181-182). The author sets
a value model which the sites that comply all the criteria can be a candidate for the
WHL of UNESCO. In addition, according to Canaran appropriate implications for the
conservation of industrial heritage can be decided considering ‘Type and Level of
Obsolescence’, ‘Constraints and Barriers of Intervention’, ‘Multi-Layer
Values/Benefits/Opportunities’ and ‘Industrial Character Assessment’ (Canaran,
2009:64). The urban context opportunities and multilayered values of industrial
heritage are listed by the author and criteria determined in Koksal’s study are shown

in Figure 3.6.
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Canaran, 2009

Urban Context Opportunities Multi-Layer Values

(Canaran, 2009, pp. 18-24) (Canaran, 2009, pp. 25-30)
Locational Advantages Socio-Cultural Value

Catalytic Benefits Historical Value

Public Realm Technological and Scientific Value
Identity and Collective Memory Educational and Academic Value
Ownership Architectural and Aesthetic Value
Sustainability Landscape Value

Spatial Opportunities Economic Value

Structural Advantage Resource Value

Visual Advantage

Koksal, 2005

Historical importance

Functional importance

Cultural importance

Symbolic importance

Architectural-artistic importance

Rarity value

Continuity in use

importance for industrial Archaeology

Originality Value (design, material, construction, technique, location, equipment)
Environmental importance(regional, urban, national, international)

Figure 3.6. Industrial Heritage Values grouped in sorted studies, produced by the Author, according
to Koksal (2005) and Canaran (2009)

Falser analyzes industrial heritage in ‘UNESCO World Heritage List’, in 2001 there
were 28 industrial heritage sites and landscapes®* with outstanding values of ‘Cultural
Criteria’ at the list mainly located in North America and Europe. The author also
examines the sites at tentative list and classifies as ‘industrial heritage’ and ‘heritage
with industrial heritage value’ (Falser, 2001:6-7). Through the years the number of
industrial heritage places is increasing in the list. In 2006 there were 43 industrial
heritage sites worldwide, and recently there are 61 sites just from Europe®®. The
industrial sites and landscapes in WHL are listed as cultural site category.

3.4. Assessment of Cultural Heritage in Turkey

Tekeli states that conservation of cultural heritage in Turkey is based on four types of
common approaches and aims. The first is that the interventions are done in order to

raise historical awareness. The second aim is to strengthen the national identity. The

8 QOut of 529 cultural sites of 610 total listed sites.
8 (‘ERIH’, 2019), https://www.icomos.org/18thapril/2006/whsites.htm
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third approach supports the wide range of values instead of just concerning the
historical value, and the fourth is to conserve the heritage with commercial concerns

by encouraging tourism (Tekeli, 2009:94-95).

As the first step of legalization of conservation of cultural heritage, determination and
registration of cultural heritage are done in the charge of ‘The Ministry of Culture and
Tourism’ in Turkey. The law in effect covering the conservation of cultural heritage
is 2863 numbered ‘Law on the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property” which
was declared in 1983 and has been revised several times latest in 2009. Until this law
there had been regulations and former laws which were in effect. Regarding previous
laws monuments to protect had been remarked of architectural and historical values
by 5805 numbered law in 1951. The ‘site’ concept to conserve was emerged firstly by

1710 numbered law in 1973 (Ozkiit, 2018:47-49).

Considering the law in force, definitions of cultural and natural properties take place

in Article 3.a. The ‘cultural property’ is defined as:

" movable and immovable property on the ground, under the ground or under the water
pertaining to science, culture, religion and fine arts of before and after recorded history or

that is of unique scientific and cultural value for social life before and after recorded history.”

This definition neither covers wide range of values nor a conditional or provisional set
of values with a broad definition. The ‘Immovable cultural and natural property to be
protected’ is defined in Article 6. The values are not covered and defined in this article,
“the immovable property not decided to be protected by the Conservation Councils on the
basis of their architectural, historical, aesthetic, archaeological, and other important
characteristics shall not be regarded as immovable cultural property to be protected.” This

statement just mentions the characteristics of cultural heritage to conserve.
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Moreover, in article 3a ‘conservation site’ is defined as “cities and remains of cities ...
with a concentration of cultural property and areas the natural characteristics of which have
been documented to require protection.” There is not a definition of groups of buildings
in the law. Turkey is a party of ‘Convention for the Protection of the Architectural
Heritage of Europe’ of COE held in 1985 and undertaken by Turkey legally in 1989.
The convention defines groups of buildings as “homogeneous groups of urban or rural
buildings conspicuous for their historical, archaeological, artistic, scientific, social or
technical interest which are sufficiently coherent to form topographically definable units”.

(‘Convention’, 1985)

Turkey is also a party of ‘Convention on the Protection of the World Cultural and
Natural Heritage’ held by UNESCO in 1972 and undertaken by Turkey legally in 1983
(Madran & Ozgéniil, 2005:80).

To sum up, considering the assessment of cultural heritage values in historical context,
there had always been attitudes towards historic structures to protect them. The values
of cultural heritage appreciated were mostly 'aesthetic' and 'historic' values. Moreover,
to protect a historic structure was also used as a tool to undermine or glorify a period
related to the dominant ideologies of the era.

There is not a single approach for eliciting heritage values, and it is essential for the
determination of decisions about the future of cultural heritage. So the heritage value
typologies of the organizations and scholars, legal documents in Turkey were
examined in this part of the study. In addition, values defined specifically for industrial

heritage were reviewed in order to guide the case of the study.

Since there is not a single value typology for the assessment of values, and heritage
values change from case to case, values of cotton-based factories in Adana were
determined and attributed at the next chapter after examining the city, and analyzing

the industrial heritage in study area.
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CHAPTER 4

CASE STUDY: COTTON-BASED INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE IN ADANA

4.1. General Information about Adana
4.1.1. Demography and Geography

Adana is considered as the center of Cukurova Plain, takes place in the Mediterranean
Geographic Region in the South of Turkey. Cukurova comprises of the lands of cities:
Osmaniye, Mersin and Hatay, the region of this plain is also called as Cilicia in history.
Adana lays between 36°32°° and 38° 23°” North Latitudes and 34° 42 and 36° 42
East Longitudes. The acreage of the city is 14.030 km? and it has 160 km coastline at
the Mediterranean Sea. The center of the city is 40 kilometers north of this sea (see
Figure 4.1).

Figure 4.1. Location of Adana (Google Earth Image)

Adana takes place in the east part of the Mediterranean Region of Turkey. There is the
Mediterranean Sea in the South part of the city. The neighboring cities with Adana
are; Mersin ve Nigde is at the east, Kayseri is at the North West, Kahramanmaras is at

the North East, Osmaniye and Hatay are at the East.
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Figure 4.2. Map of Adana®

Adana is the sixth highly populated city of Turkey after Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir, Bursa,
and Antalya. The city has 15 administrative districts (see Figure 4.2) and the central

ones are Seyhan, Yiregir ve Cukurova.

The districts and their population in 2017 from the most to the least are; Seyhan
793.840, Yiiregir 415.198, Cukurova 365.735, Saricam 173.154, Ceyhan 160.474,
Kozan 130.495, Imamoglu 28.239, Karatas 24.559, Karaisal1 22.308, Pozant1 20.683,
Yumurtalik 18.587, Tufanbeyli 17.667, Feke 17.555, Aladag 16.653 and Saimbeyli
15.338 (‘Adana Niifus’, n.d.).

Considering the geographical information about the city, landforms, rivers, lakes,

climate, and vegetation will be cited respectively.

8 Retrieved from http://cografyaharita.com/haritalarim/4l_adana_ili haritasi.png
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Figure 4.3. Geographical Map of Adana &

There are three main landforms of the city which are Mountains in the north, Plain
areas at the south and the middle lands in between these two landforms (see Figure
4.3).

The first landform mountains rise from south to north at the provincial land and form
peaks over 2500 meters high. Piedmonts of these mountains create lowlands through
the Mediterranecan. However, this mountainous areas’ common name is the Taurus
Mountains, the mountains have custom names from west direction to east Aladaglar,
Tahtal1 Mountains and Dibek Mountains which covers nearly the half of the lands of
Adana (Anonymous, 1981:9).

The second landform middle lands between the mountainous and plains are the lands
that have slope more than 5%. These lands also cover major parts and with the plain
areas create lands that are suitable for agriculture. Kozan and Karasiali districts which

are settled this type of landform. The last landform, plains of Adana has a common

87Retrieved from http://cografyaharita.com/haritalarim/2a-adana-ili-fiziki-haritasi.png
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name Cukurova. Cukurova is a delta plain shaped by the alluvial soil that is moved by
Seyhan, Ceyhan Rivers and Tarsus Stream and it had been identified with Adana. Its
total area consists of 5% land and the parts at Adana province borders consist the 2,2%
of Turkey lands. The important part of the Plain involves also the urban center of the
city. The plain takes place at the east of the Mediterranean Sea which is surrounded

by the Taurus Mountains at West, North and East parts (Anonymous, 1981:19).

Cukurova which had been subdivided and these division parts have various names at
different sources. The actual borders and these subdivisions are controversial. One
approach is to name the plain subdivisions by the district names at the lands such as
Tarsus Plain, Yiiregir Plain, Ceyhan Plain, Haruniye Plain, Osmaniye Plain,
Yumurtalik Plain, and Misis Plain. Another approach names the whole Upper Plain
and the lower lands as Cukurova which is widely used by the settlers (Anonymous,
1994:217). The first landform mountains cover the 49% of province lands, the second
middle lands 23% and the last plain lands cover 28% of Adana lands (Anonymous,
1981:10).

The two of the main rivers at Adana are Seyhan and Ceyhan Rivers. These two rivers
are the collectors of the alluvial soil of Adana lands. Both of the rivers rise from East
Taurus Mountains. Before reaching the plains and the sea level the smaller streams
meet the rivers. In addition to rivers, there are two types of lakes in Adana. Lagoons
are at the Mediterranean Sea coast of Adana. These lagoons are located in Yumurtalik
National Park, Akyatan National Park, and Tuzla National Park. In addition to these
natural lakes, there are dam lakes which are Seyhan, Kozan and Catalan Lakes. The

dam lakes are used for energy production and irrigation (Anonymous, 1981:10).

The climate at the Taurus Mountain areas on the North of the city is continental
climate while in the South and plain areas it is a typical Mediterranean climate. In the
Southern part, it is dry and hot during summer seasons warm and rainy which the

warmth is above zero Celsius degree during winter seasons. The continental climate
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at the northern mountainous parts is dry and hot during the summer season, cold and
snowy during winter seasons (Anonymous, 1981:19). The climate conditions on the
plain especially summer seasons are not healthy for people. It is not surprising that
forced settlement attempts of nomadic people to move south plain areas in the 19th
century faced with rebels of people. Even today, the majority of the population prefers
to move seasonally to summer houses in the mountainous areas during sweltering
summer (Halagogu, 2000:27).

The vegetation of Adana varies according to local climates. At the plain areas that the
Mediterranean climate is seen the agricultural lands form the majority of vegetation,
while at the middle lands maquis shrub lands are the main vegetation type. The Taurus
Mountains are covered with forests consisting Calabrian pine, black pine, cedar wood,
fir tree, and juniper trees from the skirts to the top hills reaching 2.000 meters, above

this limit, there are alpine meadows (Anonymous, 1981:15).

4.1.2. Brief History and Urban Development

In this part, the history of Adana will be cited briefly because the subject of this study
covers the last two centuries of the city rather than the earlier periods. After
mentioning the brief history of the city, more recent eras will be indicated in the
following parts focusing on the historical process that lead to the development of

industry in the city.

Throughout the history, the name of the city had been cited differently at the historic
sources and by the settlers at various periods of time as; Adanos, Ataniya, Adaniya,
Uru Adaniya, Ta Adana, Erdene, Edene, Ezene, Azana, Batana, Atana (Anonymous,
1981:21). The most age-long sovereignties at Adana had been Luvi Kingdom, Arzava
and Kizvatna Kingdoms, Kue Kingdom, respectively which ruled the lands more than
two hundred years before the Common Era. During the Common Era these
sovereignties are Roman rule, Armenian kingdom, Ramazanoglu principality, and

Ottoman Empire until the Republic of Turkey’s found. The settlements of the reigns
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had occurred at different parts of provincial lands (Anonymous, 1981:10). After the
separation of Rome lands into the East and the West in 395 CE, Adana took place at
East Rome (Byzantine). In this period Adana improved and became a trade center and
the famous 21 arched Tas Koprii (Stone/Ancient Bridge) was built and urban
development attempts were done in this period. The other rule in Adana,
Ramazanoglu Principality continued for a long time even during the Ottoman Period
which shaped the city center also. On January 5" of 1922, the French occupation ended
and it is celebrated annually at Adana as ‘The Independence Day of Adana’
(Halagoglu, 2000:11-12). The significant periods and changes between 1608 and 1909
can be cited as
e 1608 Adana becomes ‘miitesellimlik’ (ruled by a representative grand senior)
e 1691-1699 Forced Settlement Attempts
e 1833-1840 Egyptian Ibrahim Pasha Period
e 1865 Firka-1 Islahiye Army entered the city to consolidate the state authority
by settling the nomadic tribes
e 1864-1866 England and France started to interest in Adana
e 1867 Adana had been separated from Aleppo State and became an independent
State
e 1886 Adana-Mersin railroad had been constructed
e 1900 Germany started to interest in Adana
e 1-14 April clashes occurred between non-Muslim and Muslim people of
Adana (Anonymous, 1981:21).

During Ottoman Period, Adana was a county interdependent to Aleppo province and
sometimes it was an independent county under the administrative organization of the
Ottoman Empire. Between 1608 and 1833 it is governed with a representative grand
seignior (miitesellimlik) and in 1867 becomes a province. During the war of
independence, Adana was a province including three sanjaks (Celik, 2000:109). After
becoming a central province in 1867 Adana started to reconstruct. With the

involvement of Cebelibereket province lands in 1933, Hatay province’s foundation in
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1939, and Osmaniye becoming a city in 1998 Adana province takes its present-day
provincial borders (Saban et al., 2006:11).

The urban growth at the city center of Adana from the 16" century to 1960 is shown
in Figure 4.4 in this study. This map was produced according to 1918 Base Map of
Adana, 1950 Aerial Photo of Adana and from The Urban Development of Adana®®

article of Saban at Urban Cultural Inventory of Adana®.

Toks6z and Yal¢in summarize the urban growth of Adana city center until the last half
of 19" century as Adana takes place at the records with the construction of Tas K&prii
at the first century CE as a Roman Garrison Town on the Silk Road. In the 8™ century
by the Arabic incursions, Adana gains importance as a frontier town and in the 15"
century built as the capital of Ramazanogullar1 Principality. While compared with the
biggest cities in Turkey, the history of Adana following the three centuries after the
15" century occurs differently. Adana was not a trade or textile center like Ankara and
Bursa during these centuries, nor a trade center like Izmir. The Adana cotton clothes
are not mentioned in Ottoman textile history like Bursa silk or Ankara wools. The
cotton was only used for domestic needs in Cukurova. Adana was stable during these
centuries as an old garrison town of Rome and a capital of the principality of
Ramazanogullari. However, in the last quarter of the 19" century, this stability
changed in a short time by taking the attention of capitalist economy of the globe,
Adana firstly becomes agricultural and then turned into an industrial center. In the
following fifty years Adana became one of the biggest cities in Turkey (Tokstz &
Yalgin, 1999:435).

8 ¢ Adana’nin Kentsel Gelisimi’.

8 Adana Kentsel Kiiltiir Envanteri’ 2012. The information derived from the sources that are mentioned
was combined at the Base Map of Adana 2006. Since the urban growth after 1960s is extensive and
sites at the scope of this study were established latest in 1950s, the growth in the following years was
not illustrated on this map.
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Figure 4.4. Map of Urban Development of Adana from the 16™
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Figure 4.5. Map of Historical Development of Adana Urban Macro form (Say, Yiicel & Okten,
2011:3)

The extent of urban development after 1970 is seen at the development of Adana urban
macro form map on the areas with roman numbers of 111, IV and V in Figure 4.5 above.
In this map the outmost border with red color defines the boundary of the 2008
Additional Revision Master Plan. While the urban settlement area extends in the city,
similar to many urban areas, urban transformations occurred at the already built-up
areas starting from the historic and commercial city centres. To review the past and
continuing urban transformations in Adana is a far comprehensive issue, which may
be subject to further studies and exceeds the content of this study. However, it is
related to the destruction of industrial sites at the already built-up areas.
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Salman states that unfortunately the immovable architectural extant of the civilizations
settled at Adana city center is so limited. These architectural assets still present at the
city center are, Tepebag Mound, Tas Koprii (Stone Bridge), City Wall ruins from
Roman Period at the backside of Atatiirk Museum, City Wall ruins in Tepebag Mound,
another City Wall ruin in an apartment basement on Abidinpasa Avenue, Traditional
housing architectural examples at the center and around Tepebag, few monumental

buildings and urban fabric from Ramazanoglu Period and the basilica inside Yag Cami

(Yag Mosque) (Salman, 2012:12).

The earliest period extant of the architectural assets mentioned above is Tepebag
Mound, Saban quotes from Altay that according to the archaeological studies done in
Tarsus- Gozliikule, Mersin-Yiimiiktepe, Kadirli-Karatepe and the drillings were done
in 178 Mounds around including Tepebag Mound it is understood that Adana was a
borough of the Hittite Federation during the 16" century BCE (Salman, 2012:17).

The cultural-historical buildings including some of the extant mentioned are shown in

Figure 4.6.
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Figure 4.6. Map of Cultural-Historic and Governmental Buildings (Author, 2019)
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4.2. Cotton-based Industry
4.2.1. Cotton Agriculture and Industry in General
4.2.1.1. Cotton Agriculture

Until the 13" century, the cultivation of cotton and cotton textiles had been produced
by the East lands. The trade of cotton textile products is carried out by the Venetian
and Genoese merchants. During the 13" and 14" centuries, cotton as raw material was
taken from Asia and it started to be insufficient for weaving looms of the period. The
textile industry ingrained in Flanders (Belgium) in the 15" century and reached
England in the 16" century by the migration of the experts from Belgium. In the 1640s
before the industrial revolution at the time of more traditional production of textiles,
the textile industry in England was obtaining cotton as raw material from India, Asia,
Antilles, Peru, and Brazil. The drastic change in the cotton industry occurred in the
1750s due to the new inventions at the period which changed not only the technology
of cotton processing but also the history of the globe (Turgay & Bailleux, 1940:14-
15).

Figure 4.7. Cotton cultivation areas in the World between 1934-1935% (Turgay & Bailleux, 1940:27)

% On this map A represents the areas which are humid climate and the cotton cultivation is the least, B
is the areas that are humid climate and cotton plant can grow without agricultural irrigation, C is the
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During the end of the 1990s, six major cotton exporting countries are the USA, Greece,
Australia, Argentina, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan. Nine major cotton importing
markets are China, Indonesia, Thailand, Brazil, Republic of Korea, Italy, Japan,

Portugal, and Hong Kong (Polymeros & Mattas, 2000:285).

4.2.1.2. Cotton-based Industry

Cotton consists of mainly two parts, seeds and fibers surrounding these seeds. In the
cotton-based industry, the fibers are used mainly for textile productions and the seeds
are for oil. In addition, ingredients of the cotton plant are used for the manufacture of
many wares and substances (Turgay & Bailleux, 1940:2). The use of cotton as a raw

material in several productions is shown in Figure 4.8.

— Cotton Textiles, Fabrics

Mixed Textiles with Cotton: cotton-wool, cotton-silk...
Cotton Fiber Cotton Quilted Wares: pillow, bed...
Medical Cotton

Cotton Yarn,Rope,Felt, Candlewick

Artificial Silk
Celluloid
Smokeless Powder
Lacquer

Artificial Leather
Basic Alcohol

\——— Fibers close to seed(Linter)

© —
oo Animal Feed
c Cotton Seed Eﬁ;{llhzer
[ Shell .
e Papier-mache
‘6 Substitute of sawdust
o Edible Ol
. Oil for medicines and cosmetics
1st Pressed Oil Stearin
Margarine
Liquidated Oil
Stearin
. 2nd Pressed Oil Oil for Miners
Raw Oil Powder cleaners, soap s
0aps

Oleic Acids
Core of N i Oil cloth, oil-paint
Vicious Oil Gliserin, Nitrogliserin
Powder cleaners, soap

Animal Feed, Fertilizer

Figure 4.8. Cotton’s use in cotton-based industry®!

areas that are sub-humid climate and cotton plant can grow without agricultural irrigation and D is the
semi-desert areas that cotton plant can grow with agricultural irrigation.

% This diagram is the translation of the ‘cotton in industry’ table from Turgay and Bailleux’s (1940)
book.
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In the textile industry, at the end of the 18™ century, the fibers used in the European
textile industry for garment purposes were c. 1 million tonnes which reached 14
million tonnes in the 20" century. In the 19" century, the 78% of these fibers was wool
18% flax and 4% was cotton, during the 20" century, this ratio changed to 74%cotton,
20% flax, and 6% wool. Due to the innovations in the industry, the process of cotton
became easier and to meet the demands of textile production the cultivation of cotton
increased (Genger, 2000:592).

The textile mills of the industrial revolution era are densely located in Europe and
North America. While Europe was importing cotton, the cultivation of cotton was
present in today’s USA. Manchester and Lancaster had been the cities in which the
developments are directly related to the textile industry. (Cossons, 1975:259;
Girouard, 1985:258) In addition Manchester has been named as ‘Cottonopolis’
(Berens, 2011:4) In Europe Ghent had been named as ’the Manchester of Flanders’,
this naming is also used for other European cities that the textiles production had
played an important role at the growth of the cities like; £.6dz, the ‘Manchester of
Poland’, Bielsko-Biala, the ‘Manchester of Silesia’, and Gabrovo, the ‘Manchester of
Bulgaria’ due to Manchester’s importance and global recognition in textile

manufacture (‘The International History’, 2017).

TICCIH Textile Section documentation collects the discussions in several meetings in
Europe that the latest had been held in 2007 (‘TICCIH Textile’, 2007). The section
categorizes the internationally significant textile sites according to their scale. These

sites are:
¢ Individual mills and their content, and no single site of textiles are mentioned.

e Large textile complexes with workers’ settlement and varying facilities. Crespi
d’Adda and San Leucio in Italy and Saltaire and New Lanark in the UK are

some of the given examples of this kind of site.
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e Integrated textile landscapes that involve places of transport, power
infrastructure, housing and minor productions of agriculture, machine-making,
and soap in addition to major textiles manufacture. Derwent Valley Mills in
the UK is one of the given examples of cotton textiles and Shirakawa-go in

Japan is for silk.

Textile mill typology examinations were done regarding the ‘Domestic workshops,
the multi-story mill, the roof types, weaving sheds, the multi-story mill, power systems
and gardens’. Considering the domestic workshops for cotton, the cotton needs a
degree of humid air, so earthen grounds or basements were the proper places for early
cotton workshops. The earliest multi-story mills were the 3-7 storey Arkwright’s mills
that were built in 1772 in Derwent Valley, the first cast-iron frame was built in 1797
in Ditherington Flax Mill UK. The window sizes are increased in the 19" and 20"
centuries and reinforced concrete in used few in UK while its use is compared to other
parts of Europe. The roof types and weaving sheds are mainly related to the
machinery, power systems are changing in time according to technical developments
and gardens are related to the locations of the sites (‘TICCIH Textile’, 2007).

The internationally significant textile sites are classified regarding the ‘universal
value criterion’ as ‘Pioneers, Flagships, Giants, International Interchange, Time
Capsules, Urbanism, and also Textile Landscapes’. The textile landscapes are divided
according to the use of raw material as ‘lace-linen, jute, wool, silk, tailoring, and

cotton’. Some of the internationally important cotton textiles landscapes are:

e Derwent Valley Mills, in the UK, is a cotton mill colony around the river with
settlements and railway.

e Parc Fluvial Navas-Berga, in Catalonia Spain, is a landscape of 15 colonies

with housings, church and currently used as museum.
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e Melrose and Magnolia plantations in Louisiana USA are the slave plantations

including cotton ginneries.

These three examples above are ‘rural cotton’ landscapes, concerning the ‘urban

cotton’ textiles sites, some of the given examples are:
e Puebla, Mexico La Constancia Mexicana
e Lowell National Park, USA
e Mumbai, India
e Ghent Cotton Harbor
e Tampere, Finland

e Ancoats in Manchester, Oldham, Bolton, and Wigan Pier in Lancashire in the
UK (‘TICCIH Textile’, 2007).

While considering Turkey, the domestic textile production between 1300 and 1532
before the industrialization was developed in Denizli, Alasehir, Adana, and Sivas.
Until the end of the 17" century the textile production was advancing and the fabrics
of Istanbul, Bursa, Diyarbakir, Malatya, Urfa, Mardin, Musul and Baghdad were
famous at the Ottoman Empire surrounding. Due to the industrial innovations in the
17" century in Europe, the export of the Ottoman fabrics decreased and imports had
started. This situation became more noticeable in the 18™ century and the regression
of the textile industry in the Ottoman Empire started while in Europe it was
progressing due to industrialization (Anonymous, 1958:4). The further developments
of the industry in Turkey related to industrialization are being cited in Chapter 2 of
this study, and cotton agriculture and industry in Adana as the case of this study will
be mentioned at the following pages.
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4.2.2. Development of Cotton Agriculture and Industry in Adana

In Turkey, cotton cultivation was concentrated at four regions in historical process;
Aegean Region, Cukurova, Antalya and some parts of South East of Turkey. During
the last decade, an important decline occurred at the production of cotton at Antalya
and Adana due to the low price of cotton at the global markets and the decrease at the
state support for the cotton manufacturers. However, in Aegean and southeast regions
some provinces still continue to manufacture large amounts of cotton (Keyder &
Yenal, 2013:79).

Bascetingelik cites that Cukurova had been an arable land by its earth properties and
the transportation opportunities created by Seyhan and Ceyhan rivers. The cotton
cultivation started to gain importance in these lands in the 15" century by the
systematic interventions done in the Ramazanogullar1 Principality period. The author
quotes from Evliya Celebi that it was mentioned in the 17" century about the plenitude
of Adana plains planted with orange, lemon, olive, fig, pomegranate, sugar cane, and
the lands are cultivated with cotton and the people earn money mostly from this
(Bascetingelik, 2000:584).

Later the cotton cultivation prioritized by Ibrahim Pasha the son of Egypt Governor
Mehmet Ali Pasha during the 1830s. The Egyptian rule at Cukurova between 1832
and 1840 started after the Kiitahya agreement between Ottomans and Egyptians. The
agreement signed on 29 March and with this agreement, Adana was given to ibrahim
Pasha as a ‘muhassillik’ (tax collector authority) with Aleppo and Damascus (Tokséz,
2010:42). ibrahim Pasha brought seeds from Cyprus and Egypt also skillful farmers
on cotton cultivation were brought from Egypt and settled in Adana. The labor
relations were organized for the first time and measures are taken for better and
healthy conditions of the workers in this period (Genger, 2000:593). These attempts
and organizations are still appreciated by the workers. The workers at the croplands
for picking cotton pray before the meal to Pasha in Cukurova (Yigenoglu, 2000:254).
This prayer is called ‘/brahim Pasa Fatihasi’ and it is quoted by Toksoz as:
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“Respecting the night, waiting the morning we pray to Muhammad our prophet, May God
damns the devil and blesses our arms with strength, our landlord with authority, our pocket

with earnings, and may God bless the deceased Ibrahim Pasha with compassion.” (Toksoz,
2010:41).

The picking of cotton at the croplands creates demand for numbers of workers and it
ties people to the settlements. However, it is picked in October season generally and
labor for picking the cotton needed in this season, the arrangement of the soil for the
coming seasons and harvest works requires the labor force too. The cotton was an
important agricultural product in Egypt as it is in Adana. The crop rotation in the fields
of Egypt and Cukurova mainly in Tarsus-Adana was similar. The cotton-sesame-
wheat and cotton-wheat rotation cultivation were done in Adana-Tarsus from the 16"
century onwards. With these similarities, Ibrahim Pasha chose Adana to make the
urban center of Cukurova. The sedentary life occurring around cotton cultivation was
the most remarkable and continuous gain of the attempts of Ibrahim Pasha. However,
cotton was produced earlier than the 19" century in Adana; his attempts resulted in
the commercial manufacture of cotton which took Ottoman state’s attention to these
lands (Toks6z, 2010:45-51). As a consequence of this consideration, the forced
settlement attempts occurred that started to change the demography and settled life in

and around Adana.

Yigenoglu underlines the demographic changes in Adana in the last 150 years in three
main striking periods as the first, second and third ‘liberal waves’. The drastic
demographic change between 1860 and 1950 is referred to as the first liberal wave
and named as ‘forced immigration’ and the second liberal wave after 1950 is named
‘voluntary immigration’. In this first liberal wave period starts from Ibrahim Pascha
rule’s end, the forced settlement of tribes is mentioned. This period was a forced
settlement to gain labor for agricultural production by Firka-1 Islahiye army of
Ottoman State. The second liberal wave was the voluntary immigration of people to
Adana as a consequence of the opportunities created by the cotton agriculture and

industrial developments. The third wave is described as a wave that never came to
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change the city as a development, on the contrary, a migration of investors from Adana
to Istanbul (Yigenoglu, 2000:254-255).

Toksoz remarks the formation of the Adana-Mersin region between 1850 and 1908 as
‘the making of this region is characterized by five parallel developments; settlement,
Egyptian conquest, Ottoman reforms, the foundation of a port city and cotton
agriculture’ (Toksoz, 2010:10).

As a raw material supplier at first, the workshops of ginneries started to emerge in
Adana first. In 1890 there were several textiles and painting workshops, a factory
producing military garments, 7 ginneries were present. The purchase and sale of cotton
were done in primitive conditions at the beginning of the 19" century. There wasn’t
any stock market building, which later established in 1894, the vendors were bringing
the cotton taken from the ginneries inside the baskets and the trade was taking place
at today’s Sabancit Merkez Mosque area. In 1922 and 1926 two cotton congresses were
held and attempts were made for the foundation for a business school (Genger,
2000:595).

Quataert mentions the raw material and yarn manufacture of Adana region in Ottoman
Period at the end of 19" and at the beginning of the 20" century as “Despite severe
labor shortages, the Adana region rose to occupy the second rank among mechanized
Ottoman yarn producers.” The first was the Macedonia and Salonica region. And the

author cites the first mechanized yarning factories established at Adana region as:

e The Mavromati family founded the first spinning mill as early as 1878.
Located at Tarsus, it was water-powered.

e By 1900, the Tripani brothers had founded a second steam-powered mill, at
Adana.

e Cosma Simyonoglu owned another factory at Adana.
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e Rasim Dokur a Muslim Turk from Egypt founded the last spinning mill at
Tarsus in 1911 (Quataert, 1993:44).

The author also gives information about the labor as “At one of the combined spinning
and weaving mills at Adana in c. 1907, the spinning section employed 550 persons,
who averaged 5 piasters silver per day 12 hours. The headman earned 15-20 piasters.
Female and child labor also was common at the cotton gins scattered throughout the
area.” (Quataert, 1993:47)

Moreover, at the beginning of the 20™" century, the reach of the Baghdad railway to
Mersin and purchase of Mersin-Tarsus railroad from England by Germany, lead the
interest of Germany in Cukurova. On the other hand, migrant labor from distant places
such as Harput, Bitlis, and Musul was coming to Cukurova to pick cotton (Pamuk,
2007:220).

Varlik, Emiroglu, and Tiirkoglu cite that there had been numbers of ‘masara ® in
earlier periods and producing oil from the cotton seeds were not a conversant
production until the first years of Republican Period. After ginning the cotton, the
cotton seeds were separated as seeds for cultivation and other parts were used as
animal food by the earlier cotton processing technologies (Varlik et al., 2008:107).
The cotton-based industry mainly consisted of ginneries and yarn-weave textile
factories before the 1920s.

During 1925 the consideration of the Cukurova cotton raised. Foreign interest was still
continuing and the new regime also promoted production. A Manchester company
established a ginning factory close to Adana in order to retrench the cleaning costs.
Sicmat, an Italian company from Trieste dealing with cotton textile and commerce

opened an office in 1924 at Adana. Soon this company became a monopoly in Adana

92 Masara: Workshops producing oil from sesame.
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and Mersin, and then controlled the commerce that ensured the raw material of the
factories of Trieste. The main position of foreign capital from European countries
proceeds during the 1930s and 1940s (Toksoz, 2010:203-204).

In the 1960s there were more than 70 ginning and press factories alone or within
integrated industrial sites. These factories’ manufacture was seasonal and the most
important of these were Cukobirlik’s plants. In 1940 ginneries were the pillars of the
industry in Adana; however, due to broader production in the 1970s the ginneries
started to be part of integrated plants of textile and oil industry (Varlik et al.,
2008:173).

After WWII, the Turkish capitalists occurred with the advantages of the ‘Varlik
Vergisi’ (Wealth Tax) proclaimed in 1942. This tax collected at least 350 million
Turkish liras generally from non-Muslim minorities of the company owners. During
the 1950s the 33% of the cropland and 19% of the large landholdings of Turkey was
in Cukurova. In addition, 30% of the entire tractors of Turkey and the most populated

seasonal wage laborers were present at Cukurova (Toksoz, 2010:204).

Emiroglu (2012:270-300) divides the development of industry in Adana, in three
periods. The first is between 1860 and 1920 when the cotton agriculture was done for
foreign market and owned by foreign investors. The ginning and yarn factories were
vast majority in this period. The second is between 1920 and 1950 when foreign
owned factories were bought by the encouragement of the state. The third is 1950s

when investors of family corporations built and bought factories in Adana.

Adana is one of the cities in Turkey that experienced the developments during the
Republican Period conspicuously states Genger. The city came a long way with the
economic field during and following the 1950’s. These improvements mainly arise
from the cotton agriculture and cotton-based industry that dates back to the middle of

the 19" century. Therefore, the people of Adana chose the cotton also named ‘Koza’
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(boll) as a symbol and organizes the national Golden Boll (4/tin Koza) Culture and
Arts Festival since 1969 (Genger, 2000:595).

The period after the 1950s is also interpreted by Toksdz as “In short, trends in
commodity production, mechanization, urbanization, land area, and output continued
into the Republican period and underwent dramatic increases. The 19"-century
process of commercialization in fact culminated in the 1950s, and cotton became
acknowledged ‘the white gold’®® in the Turkish vernacular. Turkish large landholders
of Adana, building on a century of development, had established the Aga (landlord)
image of wealth stemming from agricultural surplus for the first time in Anatolian
social history.” (Toks6z, 2010:204).

Moreover, agricultural and industrial production of cotton and social alterations had
been treated by the artists in their work of arts such as; Yilmaz Giiney®* in the field of
cinema, Yasar Kemal and Orhan Kemal in literature and Abidin Dino in painting
(Oymen & Oral, 2018:65). Celik highlights the reflections of the relation between
cotton and Adana at Orhan Kemal novels®. The author suggests that Adana at the
1930’s and 1940’s can be sensed in Kemal’s novels which ‘the cotton’ is everything
at that decades for the people of Adana (Celik, 2012:50). As he worked as a cotton
picker at the lands, Yasar Kemal’s novels treat in a different way in his novels (Oymen
& Oral, 2018:68). The cotton even has been used at the symbols of certain institutions
of the city as logos®®.

% (Ak Alti) ‘White Gold’ term is used for salt, in the brochure of ERIH, while the blue gold is for
water and the black gold is used for coal. (‘The International History’, 2017) As a profitable raw
material it is used for cotton in Turkey also.

% For instance, the scene around the 10" minute of the movie ‘Endise’ (Apprehension-1974 movie of
Yilmaz Giiney) shows the migrating people to Adana for picking cotton on the trucks. The images of
the cotton cultivation lands and factories like Eski BosSa and BosSa 1 are shown in these scenes.
(‘Endise’, n.d.)

% Orhan Kemal had worked at Milli Mensucat Factory (Saban et al., 2006:102).

% The logos of certain institutions are shown at the Appendices B part of this study.
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In the last decades, the agriculture and the industry of cotton decreased remarkably in
the city. Yigenoglu (2000) relates the decline of the agriculture and industry in Adana
with the process after the 12 September 1980 coup. With the decline of agricultural
production, the large scale industry firms are collapsed one by one. After the collapse
of the cultivation production, the agriculture-based industry companies bankrupted.
The large scale companies such as Paktas, Gliney Sanayi and Milli Mensucat were
closed or were sold under their price (Yigenoglu, 2000:258). The author adds that the
developments started from the 1950s in Adana lasted in 30 years the neoliberal
policies laid by the decisions of 24 January 1980 was the beginning of the end of the
economy of Adana. The rich businesses people of the 1950s transferred their savings
from fertile agricultural lands as an industrial capital to Marmara region. The decline
of the agricultural industry is also related to the transfer of cotton cultivation to Harran
(Sanlurfa). The collapse of agriculture as the locomotive of the economy in Adana

turned the city upside down (Yigenoglu, 2000:255).

The state of the cotton-based industry and cotton agriculture all over Adana in the year
2000 as; there are 117 ginning and press factories, 14 oil factories, several linter
workshops, and 29 yarn, 30 textiles, and 49 garment plants. The cotton cultivation is
done 9 of the 13 towns of Adana and 80% of the total farmers deal with cotton
agriculture (Genger, 2000:596-597).

By the time the production had decreased and the industrial sites ceased production.
In addition, ‘Organize Sanayi Bolgesi’ (Organized Industrial Site) had been founded
in 1998 at Adana. The site is at Ceyhan Road on the outskirts of the city (Varlik et al,
2008:202).

It is seen that the cotton-based productions are decreased in Adana during the last
decades. The graphic of the change of the textile industry share at the manufacturing
Industry in Adana in 1964, 1978 and 2019 are given below. However, the numbers

have raised the share decreased. And it should be added that the textile industry
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counted in these graphics is not only the textile factories that are based on cotton
(Varlik et al., 2008:173, 179; Karakus, 2019).

Percentage of Textile's Share in Adana
Manufacturing Industry
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Figure 4.9. Graphic of textile’s share in Adana manufacturing industry, produced by the author
according to (Varlik et al., 2008:173, 179; Karakus, 2019)
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Figure 4.10. Graphic of number of textile firms in Adana, produced by the author (Varlik et al.,
2008:173, 179; Karakus, 2019).

Related with the decrease in the textile industry, in 1969 Adana shares the 39% of the
cotton cultivation area and 82% of the cotton production in Turkey, while in 1999 this
percentage decreased to 6% of the cultivation area and 15% of the production as seen
at the graphic below (Genger, 2000:596).
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Figure 4.11. Graphic of percentage of cotton cultivation area and cotton production, produced by the
author (Genger, 2000:596)

As it is cited before, the cotton agriculture and based industry have been started to go
into a decline since the beginnings of the 1980s. The decline of cultivation of cotton
and related to cotton-based industry downturn should have global, countrywide and
local reasons. As a result of these downturns having multiple reasons, the industrial
sites located at the urban center of Adana ceased production which resulted in the
demolishment and deterioration of the buildings on sites.

The sites taking place at the city center of Adana as a matter of this study will be

mentioned and analyzed at the following pages thoroughly.

4.3. Cotton-based Industrial Heritage in Study Area

The historical process of the cotton agriculture and cotton-based Industry in Adana
were cited at the previous pages. In the 20" century, the number of industrial sites
increased. The information about the names and numbers of the factories that were
present in 1931-32 (see Table 4.1), 1944 (see Table 4.2) and 1949 (see Table 4.3) are
given below. The first table includes the machinery and the power used in the
factories. The second table includes the names and the third includes the names and

the districts of the factories.
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Firstly, itis seenin Table 4.1, the factories in Adanain 1931-1932 that all the factories

manufacture was cotton-based production. 5 of 23 ginning factories include the press
machines for bailing and it is seen that there were factories only including press
machines. The total workers at these factories were 3.677 at that time (Varlik et al.,
2008:140-145) 9 of the 23 factories are determined that are analyzed in this study.

Secondly, it is seen in Table 4.2 that there were 23 ginning factories in 1944 at Adana.
8 of these 23 factories were analyzed in this study. (Varlik et al., 2008:131) Thirdly,
in Table 4.3, there are 14 factories mentioned in 1949 at Adana. (Kurtulus, 1949: VII)
5 of these 14 factories were analyzed in this study. It will be wrong to say that these
factories all took place at Adana city center. Moreover, some of these may be other
names of the industrial sites that were mentioned in this study. As it is seen the

locations of the factories are lacking or not precise in these tables.

In addition to analyzed sites, there are industrial buildings of different functions
around the cotton-based industry sites. These are shown in Figure 4.13 with the
cultural and governmental buildings on the map. These sites are Old Train Station,
Sakirpasa Airport, Adana Bus Terminal, SaSa Factory, TemSa Factory, Imsa
(CocaCola&Elvan) Factory and Cukobirlik Headquarters and Factory at Seyhan
District. Kanara (Abattoir), Algan Brick Factory, Adana Brick Factory, Adana
Cimento at Yiregir District. Also in Figure 4.13, 34 cotton-based industrial sites’
locations are shown with certain buildings in Adana. Figure 4.14 is the map of these

sites with the names.
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Table 4.1. Table of Factories at Adana in 1931-1932 (Varlik et al., 2008:140-145)

. Names of the Analyzed

Name of the Factory I;/lrodu'ctlon- factories analyzed in this

achinery in this study Study
Eski Belcika Ginning, Press Eski Cukobirlik X
Meto zade Ginning - -
Salih Efendi Ginning, Press, Flour Eski BosSa X
Sagas Ginning, Press - -
Ziraat B. Mensucat F. | Ginning, Press, Flour, Tripani Factory -
Milli Mensucat F. Ginning, Press, Linter Milli Mensucat X
Brazzafoli Press - -
Miirsit Ef. Ginning, Flour - -
Halk Ginning, Flour - -
Kalag zade Ginning, Flour, Ice - -
Kokanaki Ginning, Flour, Ice Cokinaki X
Is Ginning, Flour - -
Dogruluk Ginning, Flour
Mahmut Pasa Ginning -
Pabugcuoglu Ginning, Flour Pabugcuoglu X
Eski Sinasi Ginning, Press Eski Siimerbank X
Asim Bey Ginning, Flour, Ice - -
Abidin Bey Ginning, Flour - -
Aziz Efendi Ginning - -
Cifci Ginning, Flour, Ice - -
Elhadef Press - -
Gilodo Press, Linter MarSa X
Cumhuriyet Ginning, Flour Cumbhuriyet Un X

87




Table 4.2. Table of Ginning Factories at Adana in 1944(Varlik et al., 2008:131)

Name of the Factory Notes from 'the main source, !\Iames Anglyzed in
of the factories analyzed in this study | this Study
Yeni Circir Fabrikasi - -
Ziraat Bankas1 Pamuk Tirpani F. }
Miiessesesi
S.R. Gilodo MarSa X
is Fabrikast The factory of Karabucak family in ]
Resatbey Quarter
Suphi Pasa - -
Asim Ozbilen - -
Salih Bosna Eski BosSa X
Kalagoglu - -
Ibrahim Burduroglu Boduroglu Factory X
Ergirler Ulas Cir¢irYag Prese X
Ahmet Miirsit Gorgiin -
Milli Mensucat Milli Mensucat X
Ciftci - -
Adana Mensucat - -
Cumhuriyet Cumbhuriyet Un Cirgir X
Isa Sakir - -
Kisacak Kol. Sirketi In Oymakh Village -
Nuri Has In Incirlik Village -
Halis Koyutiirk In Hacthansan Village -
Toros Old Dimitri Kokonaki Factory, X

Aziz Pamuk¢u

Unal

The factory of Mustafa Karabucak in

Doseme Quarter

M.Culpan

In Zeytinli Village
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Table 4.3. Cotton Industry Firms at Adana in 1949(Kurtulus, 1949: VII)

Address from the main

Name of the Eactor source, Names of the Analyzed in
y factories analyzed in this this Study
study
. X X
Isletmesi TAS Milli Mensucat
Cukurova Dokumacilari Around Yagcami )
Kiiciik San’at Kooperatifi
Salih Bosna Kollektif Sirketi Karsiyaka, Eski BosSa X
T.C. Ziraat Bankas1 Pamuk Doseme Neighborhood, X
Miiessesesi .
Tirpani F.
Abidin Ramazanoglu Evlatlari
Eshamli Pamuk Cirir Around Old Station -
Fabrikacilig1 Tiirk Komandit
Sirketi
Stimerbank Cir¢ir ve Prese Around New Station X
Fabrikast Eski Stimerbank
Toros Fabrikasi Saydam Avenue, Cokinaki X

Ali Karabucak ve Evlatlari ve
Kardesleri Is Fabrikasi

Resatbey Neighborhood

Mustafa Karabucak Unal
Fabrikasi

Doseme District

Ahmet ve Emin Demirci

Zeytin Yeni Factory

Riza ve Hiiseyin Kisacik

Oymakl Village

Asim Tamerli

Doseme Neighborhood

Abdurrezzak Sayan ve
Ortaklar1

Saydam Avenue

Ismail Burduroglu

Across Ugak Square
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Figure 4.12. Map of cultural-historic, governmental, certain industrial and transportation buildings in
study area (Author, 2019)
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Figure 4.13. Map of certain buildings and cotton-based industrial buildings in study area (Author, 2019)
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Figure 4.14. Map of the location of cotton-based industrial heritage in study area (Author, 2019)
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Name of the Factory: Ulas Cir¢ir Yag Prese, Ulas Ginning Oil Press (1)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 18.000
m2 located in the Seyhan district. The south and entrance part of the site faces
Cumhuriyet Street which across a neighborhood exists, the east and north elevations
are adjacent to two-three storeyed high houses and at the west side of the site, there is

a private hospital called Ortopedia Hospital.

Historical and Technical Development: In Tiiliicii’s study (2007:159), it is cited as
the factory stopped its production during the 1990s and works as storages partially
having 70 roller-gin machines, 1 bail press. The factory was established in 1900 by
Germany “Deutsch Levantiniche Baumwolle Gesellschaft” (German Levantine
Cotton Society) as a ginning and press plant. In 1923 the factory had taken by France
from Germany after WW 1, as war damage compensation and changed the name to
Adana Istikbal Pamuk (Adana Istikbal Cotton) T.A.S. (Varlik et al., 2008:90) The
factory continued its production as with the names Ergirler Kolektif Sti between
1925 and 1966. The oil workshop building on the site had been opened in 1971 and
the factory continued its production as Ulas Kolektif Sti between 1966 and 1985.
(Tilticii, 2007:159) During the field study, it is observed that this factory is also still
called as “Alman Fabrikas1” (German Factory).

Current Situation-Field Study Notes: The factory is not continuing its production. It
is not totally abandoned, there is a security officer and the open spaces of the factory
are being used for car parking. The site was not allowed to visit during the field

study by the officer.

Name of the Factory: Eski Cir¢ir, Old Ginning (2)

Area and Location: The rectangular shaped floor space of the site is 7.500 m2
located in Seyhan district. The south and entrance part of the site faces Turhan
Cemal Beriker Boulevard (D400, Tarsus-Mersin/Adana Road). The east and west
sides of the factory are adjacent to small scale production buildings and the north

elevation faces street 55002 near the railroad.
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Historical and Technical Development: The factory had been built after the 1950s;
the information about the factory derived from 2006 Adana Base Map, was not
present at any other source and the factory can have another name.

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: The factory is not continuing its original or any
other production. The site is derelict with a locked entrance.

Name of the Factory: Sengiil Circir Prese, Sengiil Ginning Press (3)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the site is 8.000 m2 located
in the Seyhan district. The north side of the site faces 59011 Street across Giiney
Sanayi and Park Adana Mall (Former Eski Cukobirlik site); the east and entrance
part faces Esas 01burda Mall building with Dede Korkut Avenue between. The
south side faces Tiirk Telekom, Courthouse additional service building and a gas
station. The west part faces an open parking area.

Historical and Technical Development: The factory had been established in 1950-51
as a ginning factory. After it’s bankrupt in 1966 the site is used for rice milling for a

while and it has not been continuing any production since 1992.

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: The information about the factory was gathered
from 82 years old Nurettin Bey who was working as a security officer during the site
visit and he stated that he had worked at the factory since its establishment and

retired from the firm.
Name of the Factory: Cumhuriyet Un Cir¢ir, Cumhuriyet Flour Ginning (4)

Area and Location: The L shaped floor space of the industrial site is 30.000 m2
located in Yiiregir district. The east and entrance side of this site faces Karatag
Boulevard (D815, Karatas Road), at the west side there is an empty land in front of a
neighborhood, at the north there is street 24 which across commercial buildings exist
and there are a school and housing apartment having shops at the ground floor on the

south part of the site.
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Historical and Technical Development: In Tiiliicii’s study, it is cited that the factory
established in 1920 as a flour factory processing the wheat in Adana which the ginning
workshops added later in 1938. (2007:185)

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: The factory is not continuing its production. It is
not abandoned; there are small scale different manufacturers at the built and open areas
of the site. Such as vehicle repair shops and wooden palette workshops. The site was
not allowed to visit during the field study by the officers. It is observed from the
entrance open part of the site that some parts are demolished due to new productions
taking place at the site and annexes are being built to the open areas. There are many

signboards of manufacturers at the entrance of the site.

Name of the Factory: Cukobirlik Mihmandar (5)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the site is 53.000 m2 located
in Yiregir district. The entrance and the east side of the site face Karatas Boulevard
(D815, Karatag Road), On the west side, there is planted land, the north, and south
parts are neighboring commercial buildings and planted area.

Historical and Technical Development: The industrial site had been established in
12.02.1956 as storage which the factory parts are developed later (Tiiliicii, 2007:153).
Cukobirlik is a Union of Cooperatives with 275 partners founded in 15.10.1940 by
Adana, Ceyhan ve Tarsus Agriculture Sales Cooperatives. The union has cooperatives
from in many cities such as Mersin, Sanliurfa, Mardin, Hatay, Adana... The union has
6 saw gin plants: Mihmandar, Headquarter, Ceyhan, Misis, Reyhanli, and Yemisli in
Cukurova, 4 roller gin plants in Adiyaman, Diyarbakir, Kirikhan and Nusaybin in
other parts of Turkey as accorporated by Mihmandar Cooperatives and an Oil Factory
at the Cukobirlik Headquarters (‘Cukobirlik Tarih¢e’, n.d.). The headquarters of
Cukobirlik is at 19th km of Adana-Tarsus road, approximately in the middle of these

two towns.
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Present Situation-Field Study Notes: In Tiiliicti’s study, it is cited as the factory was
continuing its production; however, it is observed at the field study that there are small
scale different manufacturers at different parts of the site rather than the original

products such as wooden palette workshops, building material storages.
Name of the Factory: Sadakat Circir Prese, Sadakat Ginning Press (6)

Area and Location: The rectangular shaped floor space of the industrial site is 15.000
m2 located in Yiiregir district. The north and the entrance side of the site face Kozan
Avenue (D815, Kozan Road). The east and west sides are adjacent to houses except

the north parts facing the main road which are commercial buildings.

Historical and Technical Development: The factory was established in the 1950s, it
was continuing the production and included the saw-gin machines in 2007 (Tiilici,
2007:155).

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: During the field study, the machinery of the
industrial site was not present at the ginning workshop. The parts of the industrial site

are used as storage of different manufactures rather than the original production.
Name of the Factory: Pati Cir¢ir, Pati Ginning (7)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 11.000
m?2 located in Yiiregir district. The south and the entrance part of the site face Girne
Boulevard (D400, Ceyhan Road) which across Asri Cemetery exists. The east and
west sides are adjacent to commercial areas. The north side faces Kadife Avenue

which commercial areas exist across.

Historical and Technical Development: The factory established in the 1950s with the
name Adana Cirgir, the ownership and the name changed to Pati Cir¢ir in 1980s. The

factory was continuing its original production in 2007 (Tiiliicti, 2007:171).

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: The parts of the industrial site are being used as

storage of different manufacture rather than the original production.

96



Name of the Factory: Tas Magaza Cir¢ir, Tas Magaza Ginning (8)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 12.800
m?2 located in Yiiregir district. The south and the entrance of the site there is an empty
land facing Girne Boulevard (D400, Ceyhan Road. The east side is an empty lot and
the west is adjacent to houses. The north part faces Kadife Street which has a

neighborhood across.

Historical and Technical Development: The factory had been established in the 1950s
before 1956. The ownership changed in 1982 and the factory's name became Yeni Tas
Magaza. In 1990 cube sugar production had been added, in 2002 the ginning machines
are taken down and the yarning workshop had been added (Tiiliicii, 2007:161).

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: During the field study, there was not any security
officer and it is observed that the site was abandoned and not safe to visit the whole

parts.

Name of the Factory: Seyhan Un, Seyhan Flour (9)

Area and Location: The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 30.000
m?2 located in Yiregir district. The south and the entrance part of the site face Kozan
Avenue (D815, Kozan Road). The west side is adjacent to commercial and housing
areas. The east side is facing commercial areas near Akincilar Water Channel. The

north side faces street 3958 which housing areas exist across.

Historical and Technical Development: The production plant was established in 1961
as one of the first four flour factories of Adana. The ginning and oil factories were
active between 1961 and 1995. Due to the decline of the agricultural cotton production
in Adana, the cotton-based production areas are closed and flour production had
continued (‘Seyhan Un’, n.d.). This industrial site contains built areas as Storage
Buildings, Porch Storages, Weighing Machine and Weigh Building, Ginning
Workshop, Flour Workshop, Oil Workshop, Lodgments and Administrative Building.
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The storages which are one-storied exist on the east and west side parts of the parcel,
the five-storied flour factory is in the north part and the ginning building is in the
middle which is two-storied (Tiiliicii, 2007:187). There are green areas in the open

area parts of the industrial site.

Present Situation-Field Study Notes: It is told that the factory is not continuing its
production. It is not totally abandoned, there is a security officer. The site was not

allowed to visit during the field study by the officer.
Name of the Factory: Milli Mensucat, Milli Textile (10)

The trapezoid-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 52.200 m2 while in 1918 it
was 28.000 m2 at Seyhan district. The industrial plant’s entrance and west side face
street 60064 which has neighborhood and Acibadem private hospital (from south to
north) across. The south part of the site face street 60012 which has Cukurova
Development Agency, Adana Chamber of Industry and an empty lot (from west to
east) across. In the north part of the factory, there is street 60097 which has apartment
neighborhood and Adana Maternity and Children Hospital (from east to west) across.
At the west part of the site, there is Erdal Acet Street which has MarSa QOil Factory

across.

The industrial site was producing textiles while the plant was active. It was founded
in 1907 by Aristidi Kozma Simyonoglu; the factory had been rented to Milli Ticaret
T.A.S. by a French company after the ownership transferred to the company from the
first owner. The ownership shifted to Milli Emlak Idaresi (National Real Estate
Directorate) and named after Milli Fabrika. In 1927 the factory named Milli Mensucat
and in 1983 named Milsan Mensucat due to changes of proprietorial. Orhan Kemal
had worked as an officer in this factory and his famous novel “Bek¢i Murtaza” Guard
Murtaza takes place in this factory and residential areas around this factory (Saban et
al., 2006:102). The industrial site has been transformed to Adana Archaeology
Museum at the present time, the project of the whole site has not been finished yet.

The project is continuing.
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Name of the Factory: MarSa (11)

The rectangular-shaped industrial site is 90.000 m2 at Seyhan District. The north and
west parts are adjacent to Giiney Sanayi’s empty site, the south side faces 59011 street
having Esas 01burda Mall and the east part faces Erdal Acet Avenue having Adana

Maternity and Children Hospital across.

The industrial site had been established in 1926 to produce cottonseed oil. It was
known as ‘Rus’un Fabrikasi’ (The Factory of Russian) at that time of foundation, the
owner was Salamon Rafael Gilodo a Russian citizen. The ownership had passed to
Sabanci Family in 1945 and named after Toroslar Yag Fabrikasi. The factory was
producing both cottonseed oil and soap in 1958. The company changed its name to
MarSa (the combination of the first two letters of Margarine and Sabanci) in 1973.
The factory changed its name with a new partnership as MarSa KJS after 1993 (Varlik
et al., 2008: 108,111,183). Today the factory is continuing its production and the

buildings are completely renovated since the establishment.
Name of the Factory: Emeksizler Nebati Yag, Emeksizler Oil (12)

The L shaped floor space of the site is 13.500 m2 located in Seyhan district. The south
and the entrance part of the site face Turhan Cemal Beriker Boulevard (D400, Tarsus-
Mersin/Adana Road) which has Adana-SakirPasa Airport across. The east and west
sides are adjacent to commercial sites. The north side faces street 59011 having

neighborhood across and railway at the northwest direction of the industrial site.

The factory was established in 1953 and continues its production periodically with a
lower capacity than the earlier dates. The industrial plant produces oil and animal food
from cottonseed. In addition, the lint bales are being sold to be used in different

industries such as gunpowder production.

This industrial site contains built areas as Storage Buildings, Porch Storages,
Weighing Machine and Weigh Building, Linter Workshop (with no machinery),
Administrative Building, Oil and Press Workshop, Oil Storage, Soap Workshop and
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Barrels. The storages which are one-storied exist on the east and west side parts of the

parcel. There are green areas in the open area parts of the industrial site.

During the field study, the production was continuing. The site and the production
process has taken place and the basic cotton industry was introduced as verbal
information for this study by the manager who did not want his name to be mentioned.
It is also mentioned that one linter machine from the linter workshop was given as a

decoration for ‘Bek¢i Murtaza’ theatre play adaptation of Orhan Kemal’s novel.
Name of the Factory: Paksoy Yag, Paksoy Oil (13)

The floor space of the factory is 80.000m2 located in Yiregir district. The east and
entrance part face Karatas Boulevard (D815, Karatas Road); the north and south parts
are adjacent to neighborhoods having small scale manufacture buildings in the east
part. The west and back elevation face Hasan Tugal Avenue having a neighborhood

of two-storied houses with garden across.

The industrial site had been established in 1951 for the production of vegetable oil and
soap from cotton seeds. The factory also has been producing biodiesel fuel since 2013
(‘Paksoy Yag’, 2019).

This industrial site contains built areas as Storage Buildings, Porch Storages,
Weighing Machine and Weigh Building, Oil Workshop, Soap Workshop, Linter
Workshop, Cottonseed Silo, Cotton paste Storage, Raw Qil Storages, Feed Storages
and Administrative Building (Tiiliicii, 2007:210).

The factories below mostly demolished and some are standing partly.
Name of the Factory: Polat Cir¢ir, Polat Ginning (14)

The rectangular-shaped floor space of the industrial site is 4.300m2 in Seyhan district.
The building was present in 2007 (Tiiliicti, 2007:173) however the site is empty now.
The factory established as a ginning factory in the 1940s, and continued production

until the 1970s. After the 1970’s it was used as storage before the demolishment.
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Name of the Factory: Ozbucak Tekstil, Ozbucak Textile (15)

The industrial site’s floor space is 45.000 m2 located in Seyhan district. The buildings

were demolished between 2010 and 2011. (Oziidogru, 2011:74) Now, the factory’s
buildings are demolished except the administrative building which is composed of
only concrete walls and the roof and there is not any new building at the site. The
factory was founded in 1928 and took Ozbucak name in the 1950s, the textile
production was continuing in 2007. The site consisted of 58 units including social
buildings (Tilict, 2007:147). In Adana Architecture Handbook it is cited as the
factory was founded in 1974 (2006:100).

Name of the Factory: Giiney Trafik Iplik, Giiney Trafik Yarn (16)

The industrial site’s floor space is 40.000 m2 located in Seyhan district. All the
buildings of the industrial plant had been demolished and now, there is an amusement
park on the site. The site had been established in the 1960s. The buildings were one
and more storied, and the cotton-yarn production of the site was continuing in 2007
(Tiiliicii, 2007:143).

Name of the Factory: Eski Cukobirlik Fabrikasi, Old Cukobirlik Factory (17)

The industrial site’s floor space is 48.000 m2 located in Seyhan district. In 1940 map
the site exists with 20.000m2 floor space cited as Belgika Fabrikasi (Belgium Factory.
There is a mall named Adana Park on the site and no remaining left from the industrial
plant. The Belgika Fabrikasi had been established in the first years of the Republican
Period. It had been transferred to Ziraat Bankasi1 (Agriculture Bank) and then in 1951,
the factory was sold to Cukobirlik. Ginning and press processes had taken place at the

factory. (Varlik et al., 2008:159) The factory also exists in 2006 Adana Base Map.
Name of the Factory: Giiney Sanayi, Giiney Industry (18)

The industrial site’s floor space is 160.000 m2 located in Seyhan district. In 2007 the
plant was still active with the highest production of Lycra fabric in Europe. (Tiiliicii,

2007:141) At the present only remaining of the site is administrative building from
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the 1950’s which some walls are demolished during the destruction at the site. The

buildings are demolished after 2011 (Oziidogru, 2011:74).

The site had been founded in 1953 as a yarn and textile factory which was one of the
biggest textile plants in Turkey at the time of establishment. In 1967 new buildings
added to the site which are designed by Zeki Yiiziiak and Ertugrul Arf (Saban et al.,
2006:105) The industrial plant does not contain lodgments on the site. However, at
Emek Neighborhood, that is at the east side of Sakirpasa Airport and approximately
600 meters away from the industrial site across Giiney Trafik Iplik Factory, houses for
the employees of Gliney Sanayi had been built during 1960’s and 1970’s (Durukan et
al., 2009:51). The two-storied houses with gardens were built in 1967 and the four-
storied blocks were built in 1976 (Saban et al., 2006:15).

Name of the Factory: Sinasi Factory (19)

The name of the factory in the 1940 map is Sinasi Factory and its floor space was
40.000 m2. The factory had been located at today’s Adana Governer’s Building site.
The factory was built in 1924 processing cotton as a ginning factory (Varlik et al.,
2008: 97,142). The Governorate had moved to this old Siimerbank Factory site during
the 1980s (Saban et al., 2006:23). The site of the factory is also known Eski

Stimerbank area.
Name of the Factory: Hact Mehmet Aga Factory (20)

Its floor space was approximately 4.600 m2 and the ice factory near was 1.700m2 in
Seyhan. The factory had been located at today’s crossways of the Seyhan Municipality
Building site. The factory had been established in 1902; it was processing the cotton
by ginning factory and producing ice (Varlik et al., 2008:76).

Name of the Factory: Tripani Factory (21)

Its floor space was approximately 15.000 m2. The factory had been located at today’s
Seyhan Municipality Building site and some part of the Turhan Cemal Beriker

Boulevard before this road was built.
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The factory was founded in 1885 for ginning. In 1901 the yarning workshops added,
in 1919 the factory had been rented for a short period of time by Rasim Dokur who
had a textile factory in Tarsus-Mersin which do not exist today (only the chimney had
left). The factory had been bought by Siimerbank in 1946; Stimerbank factory later
founded Adana Bez Fabrikasi (Cloth Factory-Cotton Mill) and in 1949 Adana Pamuk
Satin Alma ve Cir¢ir Fabrikasi (Cotton Purchasing and Ginning Factory) affiliated to
Stimerbank Kayseri Pamuklu Sanayii (Varlik et al., 2008: 70,157)

Name of the Factory: Pabugcuoglu Factory (22)

The floor space of the factory was nearly 2.000 m2 in the Seyhan district. The factory
was established before 1918 for processing cotton as a ginning factory and producing
flour (Varlik et al., 2008: 97,143). The site of the factory is empty today.

Name of the Factory: Kath Cir¢ir, Katli Ginning (23)

The floor space of the factory was nearly 13.000m2 at Seyhan district. It was founded
between 1944 and 1950. The factory is not included in the table of 1944 Adana Factory
and it is apparent in 1950 aerial photo of Adana. The industrial site had worked until
1975; it was used as storages in the following five years. The buildings were used as

carpenter’s shop before it was demolished around 2007 (Tiiliicii, 2007:169).
Name of the Factory: Sapmazlar Circir, Sapmazlar Ginning (24)

The factory’s floor space was 11.000 m2 located in Seyhan district. The factory exists
on the 2006 Adana base map. The factory had been demolished and today there is a
multi-storeyed commercial building on this site. Tiiliicli states that Sapmazlar Cirgir
had been established in 1937, and nearly half of the Factory had been bought by
Sabanci family and used as yarn and textile storage named PolSa Iplik (Yarn). Later
between 1975 and 1984, the factory had been used as storage by Board of Regie (Tekel
Idaresi). Originally the site contains ginning workshop at the center and storages
around however the factory had been rented piecemeal and the buildings changed a
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lot. (2007:165) There is Giilbenikan Factory having 5.000m2 floor spaces at the site
of this factory on the 1918 map.

Name of the Factory: Boduroglu Factory (25)

The factory floor space was 4.500 m2 in the Seyhan district. The factory is also
referred to as Burduroglu Factory, Asim Bey and Muhtar Bey Factory. There is
Cakmak Plaza named shopping mall which was built during 1990s on the site of the
factory at the present time. The factory was built before 1918, producing flour and ice

also processing cotton as a ginnery (Varlik et al., 2008:97, 143).
Name of the Factory: Cokinaki Factory (26)

The floor space of the factory was 2.500 m2. The factory is also referred to as
Kokonaki, Habib Efendi and Toros Factory. There is a building at the site with trade
use at the present time. It was built before 1918, producing ice and flour also
processing cotton as a ginnery (Varlik et al., 2008:97, 143, 149).

Name of the Factory: Acikyan Bakalyan Factory (27)

The floor space of the factory was 3.500 m2 in the Seyhan district. There are small
scale food manufacturers on the site at the present time. The factory is built before

1918 also named Askiyan, was producing ice and flour also processing cotton as a

ginnery. (Varlik et al., 2008:97).
Name of the Factory: Eski BosSa, Old BosSa (28)

The floor space of the factory was 15.000 m2 in Yiregir district. There is HiltonSa
Hotel at the site of the factory at the present time and the chimney of the factory still

remains.

Eski BosSa (Old BosSa) is the first flour factory founded by Bosnali (Bosnian) Salih
Efendi in 1902. The ginnery function added later and then in 1950, the company
participates with Sabanci with the name BosSa, the combination of the first letters of
Bosnal1 and Sabanc1 (Varlik et al., 2008:97).
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Name of the Factory: BosSa 1 (29)

The floor space of the site is 130.000 m2 in Yiregir district. The factory is present at
the 2006 base map and now it is demolished and the whole site is empty. The industrial
plant was producing yarn and textiles which was active in 2007. It was demolished
between 2010 and 2011 (Oziidogru, 2011:74; Tiiliicii, 2007:151). The site was
remarkable with administrative buildings and lodgments in addition to production
buildings (Saban et al., 2006:107).

Name of the Factory: Baser Tekstil, Baser Textile (30)

The entire site floor space was 14.000 m2 at Yiiregir district. The corner part of the
prior site had been left with a 5.000 m2 floor space nearly half of the site. At the
demolished part of the site, there are housing apartments. The parts left were originally
weaving workshops and storages which now used as small manufactures rather than
its original production. The site was producing weave and yarns as a textile factory
(Tiliict, 2007:149).

Name of the Factory: Akdeniz Nebati Yag, Akdeniz Oil (31)

The site floor space was 66.000 m2 at Yiiregir district. The entire buildings are
demolished and the site is empty at the present time. The factory was founded in 1953
producing oil and soap from cotton seeds and textiles. It continued its production until
the 1990s (Tiiliicii, 2007:183). The buildings of the site were demolished after 2011
(Oziidogru, 2011:74).

Name of the Factory: Aksantas (32)

The site floor space was 112.000 m2 at Yiiregir district. The buildings are demolished
and at the present time, there are TOKI (Housing Development Administration of
Turkey) houses and Yiiregir Municipality building at the site. The buildings were
demolished between 2010 and 2011 (Oziidogru, 2011:74). The factory was established

in 1951 as PAKTAS name. It was ginning the cotton and manufacturing textiles. It
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had been sold to Siimerbank in 1985 and then continued its production for a while
with the name Aksantag (Varlik et al., 2008:164).

Name of the Factory: Seyhan Cir¢ir Prese, Seyhan Ginning Press (33)

The site floor space was 4.500 m2 at Yiiregir district. The buildings had been
demolished between 2010 and 2011 (Oziidogru, 2011:74). At the present time, there
is a private hospital called Altin Koza (Golden Boll). The factory had been established
in the 1950s, it was a ginning factory (Ttlici, 2007:157).

Name of the Factory: Siimerbank (34)

The floor space of the industrial site was 85.000 m2 in Yiregir district. There are
TOKI (Housing Development Administration of Turkey) housing apartments and a
park on the site of the factory at the present time. The information about the factory is
derived from the 2006 base map.

These industrial sites were analyzed in the following parts of this study according to

this information about the sites collected from the sources.

4.4. Analyses of Cotton-based Industrial Heritage
4.4.1. Area Size

The areas are the lot sizes of the industrial sites which were derived from the base map
of 2006. The area sizes of the buildings which do not take place at this map were
determined according to 1918, 1940 maps and 1950 aerial photo. The areas are the
total areas of the industrial sites’ lots which contain open and semi-open and porch
areas in addition to the built areas. On the following mappings, circles are used rather
than the original site shapes because of these varying measurements of the sites (see
Figure 4.16) in order to follow the classification presentations on the mappings (see

Figure 4.17 for mapping).
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Table 4.4. Table of Area Size Classifications (Author, 2019)

AREA SIZES ACRONYM
Between 2.000m? and 15.000m? A-1
Between 15.000 m?and 60.000 m? A-2
Between 60.000 m?and 160.000 m? A-3

4.4.2. Period of Emergence

The actual construction dates of all of the factories were not certain at the sources.
Due to this, the construction dates are divided into time zones of three and they are
acquired both from the sources and maps. The first period consists of industrial
buildings that are built between the 1850s and the 1920s. The second period is between
1920’s-1950 and the third one is between 1950°s-1970 (see Figure 4.18 for mapping).

Table 4.5. Table of Period of Emergence Classifications (Author, 2019)

PERIOD OF EMERGENCE ACRONYM
Between mids of 19t century and 1920 P-1
Between 1920 and 1950s P-2
1950’s P-3

4.4.3. Type of Production

The production took place on factory sites were classified into five types in this study.
The first type of production which is called basic is detaching of the cotton from its
ingredients. These ingredients are mainly Cotton Fiber and Cotton Seeds. This is
called ginning. After the ginning process fibrous parts used for textile production and
the cottonseed parts used for animal nutrition and vegetable oil production are
segregated. (Giizel, 2010:26) The cotton’s industrial process after picking from the

croplands is shown in the figure below. This figure is adapted from Giizel’s study
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(2010) considering the production of industrial sites in this study. Figure 4.15 is the
scheme of cotton’s use in industry and types of production determined at the sites in
Adana.

AGRICULTURAL
Unseeded Cotton|
from L | COTTON CULTIVATION PROPUCTION
Croplands
~
GINNING
prOcess |1 WHEAT CULTIVATION

J, T3

COTTON STAPLE
(FIBER)

FLOUR PRODUCTION

i

L COTTON SEED

Cotton Seed Cake
( Livestock Food )
Cotton Seed Oil
(Vegetable Oil or/and Soap,
Linter
(Gunpowder, cellulose ...)

Other
Industries

Yarning
or/and
Weaving
( Textile Industry )

ICE PRODUCTION

Other
Industries

Figure 4.15. Types of production determined at the studied sites in Adana (Author, 2019)

The first three types may exist alone or coexist with other types of productions
mentioned above. The fourth type is the flour production and the fifth type is ice
production which also seen with ginneries. Due to these coexistences, the types are
visualized and shown on the mappings. The symbols are influenced by ERIH’s
symbols of the categories of industrial heritage (see Figure 4.19 for mapping). The
cotton is generally covered under textile production, however in this case there are
different manufactures other than textiles. According to ‘HAER classification’ stated
in the second chapter of this study, the production types determined below are under

‘bulk production’ title. According to this classification,

e the ginning (T-1) takes place under ‘agricultural and rural’ (AGRI)

subcategory,
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o textiles (T-2) takes place under ‘textiles’ (TEXT) subcategory,

e soap production (T-3) under ‘chemical industry’ (CHEM), and

e flour production (T-4) under ‘food processing’ (FOOD) named as ‘grains and
cereals’.

e Ice (T-5) and cotton-seed oil (T-3) production have not been found on the list.
(Falser, 2001: Appendices)

Table 4.6. Table of Type of Production Classifications (Author, 2019)

TYPE of PRODUCTION ACRONYM
Ginning, Pressing, Storage- Basic T-1
Cotton Seed based: Oil, Lint, Soap T-2
Cotton Fiber based: yarning /weaving, Textile T-3
Flour production T-4
Ice Production T-5

It would be misleading say that all of the factories of these production buildings were
built at the same time on their sites and factories continued these manufactures while
they were functioning. To illustrate Giiney Trafik Iplik (16) was producing synthetic
textiles instead of cotton in 2007, and Eski BosSa (28) was built as a flour factory at
the beginning and ginning facility was added later. Also Paksoy Yag was both

producing cotton seed oil and sunflower oil.
4.4.4. Zones

The factories are in different parts of the city®”. Four zones are determined according
to the location and density of the sites for this study (see Figure 4.20 for mapping).

%7 Certain buildings in these zones can be seen in Figure 4.14
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Zone 1 is located in Seyhan District. A large part of this zone is inside the boundary
of ‘Adana Conservation Development Plan’ area which is first planned in 1998, and
after revision plan is approved in 2016. Saban Okesli cites that this area had been
registered with 21.04.1994 dated 1807 numbered decision as ‘Urban Conservation
Site’ by ‘Adana Regional Council for the Conservation of Cultural and Natural
Property’. The first ‘Conservation Development Plan’ of this site was approved with
30.06.1998 dated 3106 numbered decision of the Council, however, this plan had
problems with the implementation due to the earthquake occurred in 27.06.1998 in
Adana (Saban Okesli, 2015:52). The other part of Zone 1 includes Old Station building
and surrounding area which is in ‘Urban Renewal Area’. This transformation area’s
large part is at the west part of Zone 2, according to ‘1/25.000 2017 Revision Master
Development Plan of Adana’. In addition to these parts, there are areas planned as
commercial-residential and central business district neighbouring this renewal area
and Turhan Cemal Beriker Boulevard. The south part of these areas is planned as

dense residential areas.

Zone 2 includes the west industrial development area of Adana 1940 Jansen Plan®,
located in Seyhan District. There were already built industrial sites on this plan. In
addition to this planned area, the zone includes the areas reaching Turhan Cemal
Beriker Boulevard and its west side extent. This zone involves planned areas as
commercial-residential and public service areas (governor’s office) at the north part,
urban renewal area at the west part, cultural area (museum) and, central business
district at the Turhan Cemal Beriker Boulevard side according to the master plan.
Moreover, this zone includes one of the oldest neighborhoods developed between Old
Train Station, Milli Mensucat (10) and Ulas Cirgir (1) factories at the beginnings of
the 20" century, ‘Old Déseme’ district (neighborhood)®. The east part of this zone is

% As indicated on the Urban Growth map (Figure 4.4) in this study.
9 Déseme Mahallesi, also called ‘Istaston Mahallesi’ (Station District) related with the old train station,
Retrieved from http://www.yeniadana.net/kose-yazilari/doseme-mahallesi-1428.html
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in ‘Urban Transformation Area’ which involves the neighborhood!®. There are 20

registered residential buildings in this neighborhood.

Zone 3 includes the south part of the east industrial development area of 1940 Adana
Jansen Plan, as indicated on the Urban Growth map in this study, located in Yiregir
District. In addition to this planned area, the zone includes the areas reaching Girne
Boulevard in south. This zone involves planned areas as commercial-residential areas
around Kozan Road, central business district around Girne Boulevard. The rest of the
zone is planned as middle dense residential areas except from the low-density
residential area at former BosSa 1 (29) site and highly dense TOKI residential area

according to the master plan.

Zone 4 is the area between Seyhan River and Karatas Road starting from the north of
Ancient Bridge, located in Yiiregir District. This area and the factories in this area
continue to the south side. This zone involves planned areas as tourism area at the
north of Ancient Bridge (Tas Koprii) which is former Eski BosSa (28) areal®
educational areas, and commercial-residential areas around Karatas Road. The areas
at the inner parts of this road are planned as low and highly dense residential areas

according to the master plan.

Table 4.7. Table of Zone Classifications (Author, 2019)

ZONES ACRONYM
Adana historic city center part Z-1
Jansen Plan’s West part and its extension Z-2
Jansen Plan’s East part and its extension Z-3
Between the Seyhan River and Karatas 7.4
Road

100 The plan of the registered sites was taken from KUDEB Seyhan Municipality.
101 present HiltonSa Hotel site.
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4.45. Current Condition

Current Condition defines the physical conditions of the factories regarding
demolishment and presence of the buildings on sites. (see Figure 4.21 for mapping).
This is classified into four types. The first named C-1 defines the sites that the
buildings are still standing on site. The second C-2, the sites that the buildings are
demolished and no construction took place yet, and some buildings or parts are still
standing from the former industrial buildings. The third C-3 defines the sites which
buildings are demolished largely and new construction took place however some parts
of buildings are left on the site. The fourth and the last C-4 describe the sites that all
the buildings are demolished and no buildings or parts left on the site and other

buildings are built at the site.

Table 4.8. Table of Current Condition Classifications (Author, 2019)

CURRENT CONDITION ACRONYM
Buildings existing on the site C-1
Buildings demolished, no new building on-site yet, some C-2

parts of the buildings are left

Buildings demolished, new building on-site, some parts of
the buildings are left

C-3

Buildings demolished, new buildings on-site or no building C-4
on-site

4.4.6. Current Use

This classification was done regarding the industrial sites that are still present, (C-1).
The demolished sites are not considered in these classifications. (see Figure 4.22 for
mapping). The first group includes factories that are no longer used for any purpose.
The second group is the use that is seen in the factories which are not used for their

original cotton-based manufacture. The third is the factories that still continue their
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original cotton-based manufacture. The fourth one is the other adaptive reuse of the

factories which is only seen at one site.

Table 4.9. Table of Current Use Classifications (Author, 2019)

CURRENT USE ACRONYM
Derelict U-1
Some parts are used for small scale different U-2

manufacture rather than the original production

Continuing the original production U-3
Other (museum) U-4
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Figure 4.16. Map of site shapes and areas of the sites (Author, 2019)
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Figure 4.22. Mapping of Current Use analysis (Author, 2019)
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4.4.7. Evaluation

The earliest examples of cotton-based industrial sites in Adana had been densely
located in Zone-1 which is the current historical-commercial center of the city at the
south part of Old Train Station. These buildings in this zone were producing ice,
processing cotton as ginneries and processing wheat as flour mills. All of these sites

demolished earlier than the other analyzed sites in this study*°?.

The earliest examples were also established in Zone 2, close to Old Train Station.
These earliest examples in this zone were mainly textile factories producing yarn when
they emerged and ginning factories. The first factories in this zone were Tripani
Factory (21) which is not present now, Simyonoglu'® (10) which is now a museum,
Ulas Circir'® (1) The cotton seed oil production had emerged the latest within the
types of production determined in this study. The first cotton seed oil factory was
Gilodo (11) which later became MarSa that the buildings on site were mostly changed
in time. Alongside these earliest examples, Eski Cukobirlik'® and Sinasi Factory were

present on sites that are planned as industrial areas by Jansen Plan.

Later the factories in this zone expanded to the west part of the planned area parallel
with Mersin-Adana railroad, and current Adana-Mersin road. In the planned area
during 1950s one of the largest textile factories of Adana, Giiney Sanayi (18) was
emerged. Other largest factory in this zone was Ozbucak Textile (16) at the expansion
of planned area, which both are demolished during 2010. 6 of the 12 analyzed sites
are demolished in Zone 2. Two of these 6 sited are continuing their production, both
of them are cotton seed oil factories®. Milli Mensucat (10) is being used as Adana
Archaeology Museum, which is a part of the whole site. This is the completed first

stage of the conservation project that implemented. The on-going restoration project

10220, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26 and 27 numbered factories on mappings and building sheets.
103 Milli Mensucat.

104 German Factory.

105 Also named Eski Belgika/ Old Belgium Factory on Jansen Plan 1940.

106 Emeksizler Nebati Yag (12) and MarSa (11).
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includes TESKY7 at the other parts of the site. (Ozgoniil et al., 2017:35) The other
parts are under restoration. The other three factories are Ulas Cir¢ir (1), Eski Cirgir (2)
and Sengiil Cir¢ir (3) are ginning factories that are not continuing their original

production and these sites are derelict.

In Zone 3 all the buildings were emerged at the beginnings of 1950s. The north part
of this zone was planned as industrial area in Jansen Plan, the other parts were
expanded around Adana-Kozan road at the north-east and Adana- Ceyhan road at the
east part. This zone included 4 of the largest of the analyzes industrial sites which
were BosSa 1 (29), Aksantas (32), Akdeniz (31) and Siimerbank (34) which were all
demolished between 2007 and 2011. One of the present sites Seyhan Un (9) is
continuing to produce flour, which was before oil, ginning and flour factory. The other
3 ginning factories Sadakat (6), Pati (7) and Tas Magaza (8) are not continuing their
original function and small scale manufactures are being done at the buildings of the

site.

Zone 4 is the area that is between Seyhan River and Adana-Karatas road, in this zone
there had been 4 cotton-based factories determined in this study. Eski BosSa (28) was
producing flour and ice and processing cotton as a ginning factory. This factory was
near the ancient bridge (Tas Koprii). One of the present sites Paksoy Yag (13) is
continuing production. Cumhuriyet Un (4) is a flour and ginning factory built in 1920
and Cukobirlik Mihmandar is a ginning factory with cotton-seed silo which is located
on a large site. These two site are not continuing their original function and there are

small scale different types of manufactures taking place on these sites now.

According to these analyses 8 cotton-based industrial sited (Figure 4.24) that buildings
on sites are mostly remaining*®® and ceased functioning'® were examined at the next
title.

197 Tarim, Sanayi, Etnografya ve Kent Miizesi — Agriculture, Industry, Ethnography, and City Museum.
108 C-1 at current condition mappings.
109 U-1 and U-2 at current use mappings.
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Figure 4.23. Mapping of classifications of selected sites (Author, 2019)
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4.5. Analyses of Eight Cotton-based Industrial Heritage

In this part of the study, the eight of the factories were analyzed concerning the
functions, construction techniques and materials of the buildings on sites. In addition,
the land uses assigned and registration status, as the future decisions!'® were stated.

The functions of the buildings on sites are shown on the mappings.

Ulas Cirgir (1) is the earliest example of present ginning factories which cottonseed
oil production structures are added later. The site includes a chimney and takes place
at Zone 2. Ginning and storage buildings had been constructed by composite structure
system, concrete skeleton and brick tile infill. The ginning factory is two-storied while
storages are single. Weighing building was constructed by masonry brick tiles. The
ginning factory and storages at the north east part of the site are plastered while the
other storages are not. There are later additions of concrete brick walls. The chimney
has a rectangular plan and built by brick tiles and plastered. The roofs of the buildings

and porch storages were removed during the field study.

1-Ulas Cirgir Yag Prese

The function of buildings

[] storage Buildings

\ - Porch Storage

/t [l Ginning Factory

I Administrative Building

Il Weighing Machine & Building
S ’; Oil Factory & Storage

I Chimney

-‘J Il Entrance & Security Building
Unidentified

Period of Emergence: P-1

Area Size: A-2
Type of Production: T-1, T-2

Current Use: U-1
Zone: Z-2

Figure 4.24. Mapping of analysis of Ulas Cir¢ir Yag Prese (Author, 2019)

110 Images of land uses assigned by 1/1000 implementary development plans and registration sheets
take place at Appendices B part of this study.
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It is planned as a central business district without any height limit. Nearly half of the
lot is planned as green area. (‘Development Plan Seyhan’, 2019) The site is registered
as a cultural property. In addition to this, the site is inside the urban transformation
area of Doseme District Urban Renewal Area by 08.06.2015 dated 71 numbered
decision of Seyhan Municipal Council and approved by Adana Metropolitan
Municipal Council 08.09.2015 dated 263 number decisions.

Eski Cireir (2) is the example of ginning factories that built in 1950s at Zone 2. Unlike
other ginneries, due to elongated site shape the ginning factory building takes place at
the side of the site.

Except for the porch storages, ginning and storage buildings had been constructed by
composite structure system, concrete skeleton and brick tile masonry infill. Weighing
building was constructed by masonry brick tiles. The walls of the buildings are not
plastered but painted. There are entrance buildings on other sites (i.e. security,
administrative...) however in this site there is not any. The roofs are pitched and roof

covering material is corrugated iron.
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Figure 4.25. Mapping of analysis of Eski Cir¢ir (Author, 2019)
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The site was unable to visit so that the machinery inside was not examined. The site
is not registered and is planned as non-residential urban project area with 30.50m

height limit with its surrounding manufacture area in Seyhan.

Sengiil Circir (3) is an example of ginning factories built in 1950s at Zone 2. It has a
typical ginning factory arrangement. There is not any machinery left at ginning
factory. However, the original waterways at open areas around the ginning factory and

the places of the machineries are observable.

Two storied ginning factory is constructed by composite structure system, concrete
skeleton. The first floor is built with stone masonry infill and the second floor is brick
tile masonry infill. The pitched monitor roof is covered with corrugated iron and built
with timber trusses. The storage buildings are constructed by stone masonry with
concrete bond beams. In this buildings gable walls are built with brick tile masonry.
The roofs of the storages are pitched roof with timber trusses and covered with
corrugated iron. These buildings are not plastered while the buildings at the entrance

(i.e. housing, weighing building...) are plastered.

A.R.Yiiredir Quarter / Seyhaqﬂlﬁd A‘
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Figure 4.26. Mapping of analysis of Sengiil Cir¢ir (Author, 2019)
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The site is not registered and the future decision provides the division of the site. The
land use assigned is central business area without height limit and half of the site is

planned as green area in Seyhan.

Cumbhuriyet Un Cireir (4) is flour and ginning factory, firstly built as flour factory

in 1920 and ginning function added later, the site is located at Zone 4.

The flour factory and silo buildings are nearly 8 storied. These buildings are plastered
and pitched roof covering materials are roof tiles. There are pointed arch openings at
the first floors of Administrative, Ginning Factory and Flour factory. The two storied
ginning factory was constructed by composite structure system, concrete skeleton. The
roof of this factory is pitched monitor roof covered with corrugated iron material. The
storages, which are partly observed from the entrance, are constructed by stone

masonry with concrete bond beams
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Figure 4.27. Mapping of analysis of Cumhuriyet Un Cir¢ir (Author, 2019)
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The site is at the first stage of Yiiregir implementary development plan. This stage has
been approved by Adana metropolitan municipal council with 14.05.2018 dated 313
number decision and Yiiregir municipal council with 05.09.2018 dated 58 numbered
decision latest. This site is planned as a social facility area; it is registered as a cultural
property. This site is at risk because of the damages caused by small scale
manufacture’s taking place at the buildings. While compared with the photos at the
registration sheet, the pointed arch openings of the ginning factory had been closed by

an additional wall that is plastered.

Cukobirlik Mihmandar (5) is an example of ginning that was built in 1950’s at Z-4.
However, it has a typical ginning factory arrangement; it is different at size as the
largest. Also it is a more complex site with the social and administrative buildings,
than the other ginneries in Adana. It is one of the sites of Cukobirlik Cooperative’s

cotton network around the region.
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Figure 4.28. Mapping of analysis of Cukobirlik Mihmandar (Author, 2019)
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The two storied ginning factory, administrative building and social buildings are built
with composite structure system with concrete skeleton. These buildings are partly
plastered and some walls are exposed brick tiles. These buildings are flat roofed. The
storage buildings at the north part of the site are constructed by stone masonry with
concrete bond beams. In this buildings gable walls are built with brick tile masonry.
The other storage buildings are constructed with concrete skeleton and brick tile infill

with flat roofs. There are cotton seed silo and the bunker at the site.

The site is not registered and the small scale manufactures poses risks for the
buildings. In addition, the future decision provides the division of the site. is also at
the first stage of Yiiregir plan. In this plan the parcel of the site is divided and the part
close to the road is planned as commercial-residential while the other parts are planned
as a low-density residential area with 12 storried height limit. This is the only site that
has unity concerning the design of weighing building and entrance building, also
ginning factory, social and administrative building and storages at the south are

designed in unity.

6- Sadakat Cirgir Prese
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Figure 4.29. Mapping of analysis of Sadakat Cir¢ir Prese (Author, 2019)

Sadakat Circir (6) is the example of ginning factories that was built in 1950’s at Zone

3. There is not any machinery left except for the weighing machine, however in 2011
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there were the saw-gin machines at the ginning factory, it has a typical ginning site

arrangement and also different from other ginneries there is a mosque at the site.

Two storied ginning factory is constructed by composite structure system, concrete
skeleton. The first floor is built with brick masonry infill and there are additional
concrete block additions at the second floor. The pitched roof is covered with
corrugated iron and built with steel trusses which was seemed as a later addition. The
storage buildings are constructed by stone masonry with concrete bond beams, in some
parts the walls are changed with concrete blocks. The roofs of the storages are pitched
roof and covered with corrugated iron. These buildings are not plastered while the
buildings at the entrance (i.e. administrative and weighing building, mosque...) are

plastered.

The site is not registered and the future decision does not provide the division of the
site. is at the Kozan Road stage of Yiiregir plan. This stage has been approved by
Adana metropolitan municipal council with 14.05.2018 dated 328 number decision
and Yiregir municipal council with 05.09.2018 dated 57 number decision. This site is
planned as a high-density residential area with 13 storey limit and at the roadside as
commercial-residential area. There are roads at the east and west side of the site on

the plan.

Pati Cirgir (7) is the example of ginning factories that was built in the 1950°s at Zone
3. There is not any machinery left except for the weighing machine and it has a typical
ginning site arrangement except the weighing machine and building are outside the

entrance.

Two storied ginning factory is constructed by composite structure system, concrete
skeleton. with brick masonry infill. The pitched monitor roof is covered with
corrugated iron and built with timber trusses. The storage buildings are constructed by
brick tile masonry with concrete bond beams, in some parts (storages at the west) the

walls are stone masonry. These buildings are not plastered but painted, while the single
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storied buildings at the entrance (i.e. administrative and weighing building, dorm...)

are plastered.

| Yiregir District — }
i - el _ \
i — 4

7- Pati Cirgir

The function of buildings

== Commercial & L
| —Manufacture Buildings =~ N :’ Storage Buildings

7 [ IH Ginning Factory
= l/’ l,/:/——’/*"' . 2 Il Social Building

gy

: Conwn.e}clal& |

-
‘ ‘ || |EE Administrative Building
i—_Marjufacture Buildings ‘ ml i
1] = | Il Weighing Machine & Building |
| |
’_’"19':31' &Bu” [/l Engine Room
l o 14 Entrance & Security Building |

crs b “F‘ @ Housing / Dorm
M ) I
"1 Period of Emergence: P-3
- Area Size: A-1
Type of Production: T-1

Current Use: U-2
Zone: Z-3

Figure 4.30. Mapping of analysis of Pati Cir¢ir (Author, 2019)

The site is not registered and the future decision does not provide the division of the
site. is at the sixth stage of Yiregir plan. This stage has been approved by Adana
metropolitan municipal council with 14.05.2018 dated 327 numbered decision and
Yiiregir municipal council with 05.09.2018 dated 61 numbered decision. The site is

planned as a commercial area without height limit.

Tas Magaza Circir (8) is the example of ginning factories that was built in 1950’s at
Zone 3 with later yarning workshop addition. The site was not able to visit all the

buildings.

Two storied ginning factory, single storied yarn factory, administrative, dorm and
entrance buildings are plastered with flat roofs. Storage buildings are constructed with
composite structural system with stone infill and have flat roofs. The site is not
registered and the future decision does not provide the division of the site. It is at the
sixth stage of Yiiregir plan. This site is planned as non-residential urban project area
with 30.50 m height limit.

131



8- Tag Magaza Cirgir

The function of buildings

[] storage Buildings

3 I Ginning Factory

| I Yar Factory

I Administrative Building

! B unidentified

- Entrance & Security Building

Construction Area
@ Housing

Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Size: A-1

Type of Production: T-1
Current Use: U-2

Zone: Z-3

| LA ||
.. Small s mainulécvhue\ | Girne Bivd_D-400 |
Yol s
om rctat—ﬂ‘\r,e‘af\ 'é";f‘l‘ W 1om 50m 100m

Figure 4.31. Mapping of analysis of Tag Magaza Cir¢ir (Author, 2019)

4.6. Value Assessment for Cotton-based Industrial Heritage

The values can be embodied or represented in the materials or elements of buildings
and sites, though some values can be immaterial to be linked to a specific physical
element (Mason, 2002:24; Orbasli, 2008:38). Some of the values stated below were
linked physically and particularly to structures or buildings, while some were less

tangible and attributed to all.

The values of the sites were grouped mainly as; Historical Values, Environmental
Values, Social-Cultural Values and Economic (Re-use) value. Some of the values
stated below may seem similar however, a wide range of values may encounter
different stakeholders, experts, institutions or groups of people. So that further studies
and decisions of conservation may differ and enhance. (Mason, 2002:11)

Historical Values of cultural heritage is being the testimony and record of past
because of a specific event or change, experience and progress (Madran& Ozgéniil,
2005:62). The historical value of industrial heritage is cited as being records of actions

that caused and still causing thorough historical results (‘The Nizhny Tagil Charter’,
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2003:1). In this case, all of the eight factories are the physical remains, which are the
testimonies of progress of cotton-based industry and development of the city in the
past. They can also be interpreted as a component of industrial history of Turkey. The

values grouped as historical values are:

e Technical Value of industrial heritage defined as being important in
construction, production and engineering history (‘The Nizhny Tagil Charter’,
2003:1). In this case, as stated while defining the group value below, the
process of production can be seen with the arrangement of buildings on factory
sites. However, there is not machinery left at most of the sites except for the
weighing machines, the places of ginning machines are apparent. The present
sites are from every period, that were determined at the period of emergence
analysis in this study. This is also important to be able to follow the
development of industry and construction techniques in time regarding all of

the sites.

e Documentary Value is related to the archival, documentary and research
potential considering the technical-scientific and socio-cultural qualities of the
sites, as being the records of the past developments and experiences to be
studied (Mason, 2000:11; Madran & Ozgéniil, 2005:74). In this case, the
textile buildings in the city had been studied before, also they are being
planned to be studied by DGA Lab’s inventory project which is stated in the
second chapter of this study (see Figure 2.16 at page 38).

e Educational Value is value based on gaining knowledge about the qualities
and significance of the cultural heritage of the past which is related to the
documentary value. (Mason, 2000:11; Madran & Ozgoniil, 2005:73) In this

case, the factories offer the cited opportunities.
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Age Value, defines the oldness of cultural heritage (Orbasli, 2008:40). In this
case this value can be attributed to Ulas Cir¢ir (1) and Cumhuriyet Un Cirgir
(4). The former had been emerged in 1901 and the latter in 1920. These sites
are the earliest built factories that are present, while compared to the other
present cotton-based factories in Adana according to the period of emergence
analysis. There had been 10 factories determined at study area which had been
built at the same period with Ulas Cir¢ir (1), however only remaining site from
this period is this site. There had been six factories from the same period with
Cumhuriyet Un (4), four of them were demolished. Other present site from this
period is MarSa (11) ! which the buildings on site were mostly modified in

time.

Authenticity in Design involves the significance of cultural heritage in design
of planning and architecture. In this case authenticity in design is determined

as group value, and architectural-aesthetic values.

- Group Value defines the heritage value of co-existence of structures or
layers of remains of cultural heritage; in this case this is related to the
industrial production processes (Madran & Ozgoniil, 2005:170). The
varying type of production at the factory sites was analyzed in this study.

The buildings on sites are the places that production processes occurred.

This process can be examined by the arrangement of structures on sites, according to
the analyses of the selected sites concerning their functions, as: The unseeded cotton
from the croplands enters the site by passing from weighing machine and buildings.
The unseeded cotton is stored at the storage buildings which are mostly located at the
sides of the sites until ginning. The unseeded cotton is processed at the second floor
of ginning factories by ginning machines which is detaching the fibers and seeds for
different manufacture purposes. Later the fiber parts are pressed at the first floors of

these buildings. The pressed cotton as bales and cotton seeds are stored at porch

111 Established as Gilodo name.

134



storages and exit the site for other processes of manufacture by passing from the

weighing machine and buildings.

These arrangements of the buildings as a group are seen at factories with ginning
functions. At Sengiil Cir¢ir Prese (3), Sadakat Cirgir Prese (6) and Pati Cirgir (7) the
ginning factories are located at the center of the site. At Eski Cir¢ir (2) the ginning
factory is located at the side of the site due to elongated parcel shape. At Ulas Cirgir
Yag Prese (1) site, there are oil storage structures that are built later. Tag Magaza Cirgir
(8) includes yarning factory built later. Cukobirlik Mihmandar (5) site involves also a
cotton seed silo and bunker as being the largest site with ginning facility. Cumhuriyet
Un Crirgir (4) includes both flour factory and silo building and ginning factory and
storages. This co-existence of flour and cotton based production is seen also at the
demolished Eski BosSa (28) and present Seyhan Un (9) factory that is functioning.
This co-existence of ginning and flour factory can be caused by the seasonal work of

the ginneries or crop-rotation system (cotton-wheat) of the agricultural lands.

The coexistence of building categories related with the production types, and also the

coexistence of factories at the zones are the group values of all factories.

- Architectural-Aesthetic Value, architectural value defines the qualities of
buildings or elements of architectural features, and aesthetic value is one of the
most personal values that is related with the observed qualities (Mason,
2002:12). In this case, not all of the buildings on factories were constructed by
aesthetic concerns. Most of them were built related with the needs of the
industrial production taking place at the buiildings. The material, construction
techniques and the arrangement of the buildings produce their distinctive
qualities, while compared to other buildings of commercial or residential
functions. These characteristics of the buildings define the architectural and
aesthetic values of the factories.
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All of the factories have both open areas and built areas. The architectural qualities
are changing according to function of the buildings. To illustrate, ginning factories
have monitor pitched roofs'*? due to the need of light for processing cotton, and these
buildings are two storied due to the press machines take place at the ground floor. Flat

roofed ginning factories!'® have clerestory windows on the walls.

The storage buildings mostly involve openings of large storage doors except from the
window openings. These buildings have pitched roofs and composite structure system
of concrete skeleton or bond beams, filled with brick tiles or/and stone masonry. The
back walls of the storage buildings also determine the boundaries of the factories

except entrance.

The arrangement of ginning factories represents a typological organization due to
processes occurring on sites. They also have peculiar qualities. To illustrate,
Cukobirlik Mihmandar (5) is a ginning site built on the largest area, most of the
buildings of on this site were built in unity concerning the material and forms of the
buildings. Also the pointed arched openings at the ground floor facades of flour
factory, administrative building and ginning factory are in unity in design at

Cumbhuriyet Un Cirgir (4) site.

There are some distinctive buildings on factories. Such as Sadakat Cirgir (6) involves
a mosque which can be entered from the outside and inside of the site. Pati Cirgir (7)
involves dorm, and the weighing machine and building is outside the entrance of the
site. At the small scale ginning factories in addition to typical elements, the entrance
buildings (i.e. security, weighing machine, administrative rooms or buildings) are
more elaborated while compared to storages. The entrances of the factories are large

for the entrance of the vehicles.

112 pati Cirgir (7), Sengiil Cirgir Prese (3) and Cumhuriyet Un Cirgir (4).
113 Tag Magaza Cireir (8) and Cukobirlik Mihmandar (5).
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Since the architectural assets remaining from the older civilizations are limited at the
historic city center and the newly built areas present uniformity of apartment blocks,
the architectural and aesthetic values of these factories enriches the appearance of the

city as the industrial buildings of 20" century modern architectural heritage.

Environmental Values are in the most general sense, the significance of this
production both in the agricultural and industrial processes for the urban and the rural

areas of Adana and Cukurova region.

Unlike the other cities of Turkey such as the ones that are shaped by the republican
regime or the ones that are developed in usual progress, Adana owes its development
to the international market that American Civil War activated when it's focused on the
urban development histories of the cities. The acceleration acquired with this
development, Adana shaped quickly between the last quarter of the 19th century and
Republican Period. The development of the urban area around the industrial district
that is shaped near Old Train Station in the 1880s is a piece of evidence for this.
Cukurova region turned into the most important region of cotton ‘monoculture’ and
industry investments during 1950s in Turkey (Toks6z &Yalgin, 1999:446, Toksoz,
2010:1) This also changed people’s life and altered civic life socially and culturally.

¢ Regional Significance: Regionally cotton manufacture of agriculture at first
and then industry had changed the demographic structure of the region from
‘the forced settlements’ to the ‘voluntary’, from the ‘seasonal migrations’
(Figure 4.32) to the ‘permanent’ at the urban area and around the city. In
addition to the examined factories in the study area, there have been other
cotton-based industrial heritage around the city. Some of them, such as
Cukobirlik Headquarters on the road of Tarsus-Adana and ginning factory at
Tarsus which is now used as Gozliikule Research Center were mentioned in
the previous parts of the study. Also it shoud be noted that Cukobirlik

Mihmandar (5) is a large ginning factory that is one of the factories of the
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Cukobirlik Cooperative network. There are 10 ginning plants of Cukobirlik,

114

which are also located beyond the boundaries of Cukurova.

Figure 4.32. The illustration®® of Oral, cotton-picker’s seasonal migration (Oral & Oymen,
2018:68)

e Urban Significance: Adana is a city formed on the fertile lands of Cukurova,
for a long period of time the economy of the city hinged on agriculture and
agricultural industry that the vast majority was cotton production. Largest
factories like BosSa 1 (29), and Giiney Sanayi (18), which are not present now,
had been factories'!® that thousands of people labored with 3 times work shifts
a day, nearly for 55 years. The life inside and around all of the cotton-based
factories were experienced by many people in the city. Even with their
physical presence, these sites cover large fields during the 1960s urban area of
Adana and the emergence of the periods of the factories are parallel with the
urban growth (Figure 4.33). The cotton-based industrial heritage should also
have impacts on people who worked and experienced the factories and also the
residents of the city. Madran states about the urban identity of Adana as, the
city is multilayered and multicultural, one of the first cities that was planned,

acity of river, agriculture and industry. (Madran, 2011:532-533) These cotton-

114 There are ginning plants of Cukobirlik in Adiyaman, Diyarbakir, Reyhanli... ( Cukobirlik Tarihge,
n.d.) One in study area Eski Cukobirlik (17) had been demolished, the others are not known.

115 It is cited ‘Adananin yollar’, ‘Roads of Adana’.

116 http://blog.milliyet.com.tr/dev-fabrikalar-alisveris-merkezine-donusuyor/Blog/?BlogNo=114750
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based factories as the places of agricultural and industrial production are also

an important component of urban identity.

Rarity Value defines the uncommon and rare elements or buildings (Orbasli,
2008:40). This value can be assessed by comparison. In this case, the
comparison can be done within the analyzed factories in the study area. The
chimney of Ulas Cir¢ir is the only chimney observed at the analyses of eight
factories. As the oldest factory within the industrial heritage, at the earlier
periods the factory was producing power while electricity power was used at
the other sites for manufacture. The chimney is square planned; chimney of
Eski BosSa (28) factory is another structure left in studied area which has round
plan and still standing at the site of HiltonSa Hotel. The ginning factories
having typical building arrangement also have distinctive buildings as stated in
group value. Cumhuriyet Un Cirgir (4) as the earliest remaining flour and

ginning factory is rare in fagade design.

Multiplicity Value defines the plurality of typical elements or structures of
cultural heritage in a setting or a place (Madran & Ozgéniil, 2005:171). In this
case, even the number of present sites is fewer than the quarter of the factories
that were once present; there are examples of different periods, at different
zones with different type of cotton-based production according to the analyses.
The plurality of industrial heritage also represents distribution and intensity of
the zones they emerged, related with the urban planning of the past of the city.
The factories have common and and distinctive characteristics. To illustrate,
the arrangement of ginning factories is common, however their construction

techniques and materials may differ.
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Figure 4.33. Map of urban development and period of emergence of the factories (Author, 2019)
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e Location and Setting Significance: The remaining factories are located at
the zones where once cotton-based and other types of industrial buildings
were densely present. These factories also shaped the settings and
neighborhoods where they were built. The industrial heritage can also be
interpreted as the reflection of industrial characteristics of the zones (Zone 2

in Figure 4.34) they emerged.

Figure 4.34. An old photo of a part of Zone 2 (Anonymous, 2014:45)

Social-Cultural Values of industrial heritage is defined as being evidence of the way
of life of ordinary people of societies that also creates the impression of identity. (‘The
Nizhny Tagil Charter’, 2003:2) In this case, social-cultural values can be attributed to
all factories as they are the tangible remains and industrial places of a production that
created social and cultural impacts. These impacts were cited above while defining the
environmental values, and social-cultural values are determined as political and

memory value.

e Political Value of cultural heritage can be defined as the possibility to be used

as a political tool to enforce political ideologies by the symbolic meaning of
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the heritage. In addition, industrial heritage reflects the political processes at
work. These political reflections can be physically apparent at the places of
work or surroundings. The industrial sites as the places of labor also reveals
the class ideologies. (Barthel, 1998:346, Mason, 2002:11; Orbasli, 2008:42)

In this case, the development of cotton-based industrial heritage reflects the political
shifts in historical context. To illustrate the earliest built factory that is present Ulas
Circir (1), had been established as German Factory when foreign capital was dominant
at production and cotton was broadly exported. The factory was bought by France
after WW!1 as a war compensation, after the foundation of the Republic of Turkey the
factory was bought by the state and later sold to a private company. (Varlik et al,
2008:90) The political shifts can be seen at the ownership transfers or establishments
of the factories.

Moreover, while industry created labor force, it also created rich investors. The
characters of the 1950s and 1960s Turkish movies were landlords and factory owners
from Adana. In addition, the struggles that labor of cotton agriculture and industry
faced were treated by the movies and novels. (Emiroglu, 2012:268; Toksoz, 2010:204;
Oymen & Oral, 2018:65)

This can also be seen at Oral’s illustrations that the first treats the ‘cotton’s evolution’
(Figure 4.35). The other is the illustration (Figure 4.36) of general image of Adana in
1980st’, which remarks the dominance of countrywide famous capitalist holding

118>

Sabanci°’s buildings and factories’ in the city.

e Memory Value of the cultural heritage is anchoring the collective memory of
people as concrete testimony of the past. (Barthel, 1996:345) Studies showed
that individual and collective memory is not like the storage of computers, for

remembering indicator is needed. (Neyzi, 2014:1) Collective memory has a

117 The book covers the observations and interviews done by the authors at the beginnings of 1980s as
a serial of Cumhuriyet Newspaper. (Oral & Oymen, 2018)
118 The companies and factories were including the first two letters SA, such as: BosSA and SaSA.
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strong relationship with places and urban spaces, and spatial images that forms
and shapes recalling. (Halbwachs, 2017: 152-153) Also forgetting is related to
places and the rapid transformation of urban architecture is one of the reasons
that lead societies forget. (Connerton, 2009:15)

Figure 4.35. The illustration!'® of Oral, ‘Evolution of Cotton’ (Oral & Oymen, 2018:67)

Figure 4.36. The illustration'? of Oral, a general view from Adana in 1980s (Oral & Oymen,
2018:67)

119 The local names given to cotton plant’s growth stages are cited at the illustration, tarak: rake, beyaz
cigek: white flower, pembe ¢igek: pink flower, tosbaga burnu: tortoise nose, elma: apple, koza: boll.
And also iplik: yarn, kumasg: fabric, kostiim: suit and ...

120 ‘Bilhassa’ means especially and exclusively in Turkish.
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In this case, the impacts and importance of industrial and agricultural production for
the city and people of the city were cited. The cotton-based industrial heritage, as
being the production and workplaces of this importance can be interpreted as the
anchors of the past and indicators of remembering also. The physical appearance, the
work inside and life around these factories were experienced by people live in the city.
These experiences and the places should have left marks on people’s mind. In
addition, the cultural imprints of the cotton agriculture and based industry can be seen
at the works of art. 2! This is also acknowledged by people by these novels and
movies. This acknowledgment associated with Adana and Cukurova should also have

impacts on people’s mind, who also inhabit outside the city and the region.

In addition to these values, economic value can be elicited by different tools of
methodologies rather than the ones of this study used. (Mason, 2002:15-22) The value
is classified by Mason as, use, non-use and bequest value. While different tools are
used in this study, the economic value can be interpreted as the re-use value of cotton-
based industrial sites because they ceased their original function. The factories offer
this opportunity due to their location, which are also accessible to urban infrastructure.

To sum up, in this chapter firstly the general information about Adana, development
of the urban area, cotton-based agriculture and industry were examined. The
emergence of the cotton-based industry in Adana was strongly related to the
commercialization of cotton cultivation in the city around the 1850s. The cotton
agriculture created the necessity of labor, until this era people were not living in
Cukurova plain, they were mostly nomads living in the mountainous areas. The city
and the plain was 'almost inhabited marshland in 1800°1%2, The people started to settle

in the plain area related to this agricultural production.

121 As stated in ‘4.2.2. Development of Cotton Agriculture and Industry in Adana’ part of this study,
the agricultural and industrial production and their socio-cultural impacts were treated by the artists,
and the cotton is used as symbols of local institutions and annual film festival of the city.

122 (Toksdz, 2010:1)
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While considering the emergence of industry in Adana, as a raw material supplier to
the 'English cord' 2 and foreign markets for textiles, the ginneries established in
today's historical-commercial city center at first. During this era, the inventions in the
textile industry had been advanced in western Europe. Later at the beginnings of the
20th century first large textile factories have emerged Milli Mensucat and Tripani
around the old train station in Adana. Between 1908 and 1923, occupation and wars
occurred and ethnicity of bourgeois elements started to change!?*. Until the 1950s
there were factories established producing oil from cotton-seed and also ginning
factories continued to be built. Some of the factories were bought by the state. To
illustrate Tripani factory was bought by Stimerbank. In 1950s large integrated textile
factories'?® were emerged, in different parts of the city. The decrease in the industrial
and agricultural production of cotton, related to global and national changes in the
economy caused the sites to cease functioning. Furthermore, with the extension of
urban area the factories remained in the center of the city.

Secondly, the information about the 34 factories were were cited and these sites were
analysed in urban context. There are 13 remaining factories at the study area and eight
of them ceased functioning. These eight factories*?® were analyzed in site scale
regarding the function, construction techniques and material of the buildings on sites.

Finally, the heritage values of the industrial heritage determined. These values are:

e Historical Values (Technical, Documentary, Educational, Age Value
Authenticity in Design involving Group and Architectural-Aesthetic
Values),

e Environmental Values (Regional Significance, Urban Significance
involving Multiplicity and Rarity Values, Location and Setting

Significance),

123 (Emiroglu, 2012:270).

124 (Toksoz, 2010:202).

125 Such as: BosSa, Giiney Sanayi, Aksantas.

126 Ulas Cirgtr, Eski Crrgir, Sengiil Cirgir Prese, Cumhuriyet Un Cirgir, Cukobirlik Mihmandar, Sadakat
Circir, Pati Cirgir and Tas Magaza Cirgir factories.
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e Social-Cultural Values (Political and Memory Values),

e Economic (Re-use) value

It should be noted that the heritage values assessed are outcomes of the research and
analyses that this study covered for the case. These heritage values are relevant with
the studied cotton-based industrial heritage in Adana. The heritage values were
reffered to the values sorted by the scholars and organizations, which is illustrated in
Figure 4.37 below.

Heritage Values of Cotton

1) Burra Charter, 1999
(1988)

Based Industrial Sitesin - 4) Nizhny Tagil Charter, 2003
Adana 1

: : Historical Value
1

Aesthetic [ 1 Social Value

Historic Value 1 Historical Values 1 Technological and Scientific
Scientific Value : (1’2’3’_4’5’6) 1 Value

Social Values I Technical Value (4,6) : Aesthetic Value (architecture,

: Documentary Value (1,3,6)
: Educational Value (3,6)
Age Value (4,6)

2) Koksal, 2005 Authenticity in Design (3) 5) Mason, 2002
- Group Value (3)

: design and planning)
I Age Value...

Historical - Architecture-Aesthetic 1 Socio-cultural values:
Cultural Value (1,2,4,5,6) e Historical Value
Architectural-Artistic e Cultural Value
Rarity Environmental Values (2) e Social value
Environmental Regional Significance (2) e Aesthetic Value

e Regional Urban Significance (2) -

e Urban - Multiplicity Value (3) Econom;; Values

° .. - Rarity Value (2,3,6)

T N IR R ocationand Setting 6) Orbasli, 2008
Significance

| Historic Value : ) = Age and Rarity Value

| Memory Value - Social and Cultural Valves | Architectural Value

| Authenticity Value - (1,I2.,.3,4I,5,6I) | Cultural Value

: Rarity Value : Folitica \(? :’e (1,5,6) I Historic Value

: Group Value Memory Value (3) 1 Political Value

: Multiplicity Value : Scientific, Research and
1 Educational Value 1 Knowledge Value

= Documentary Value... : Technical Value...

Economic (Re-use) Value (5)

| CE S ———
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Figure 4.37. Heritage values of cotton-based industrial heritage and referred sources (Author, 2019)
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

The industrial revolution is a phenomenon that leads developments afterward, which
created impacts by shaping landscapes of urban and rural environments. Moreover,
due to industrial revolution and industrialization, our present culture evolved and way
of livings changed throughout the world. Economic shifts and rapid urban growth
affected the situation of industrial buildings and sites. Industrial heritage which ceased
functioning mainly due to financial, environmental and technical reasons started to be
at the risk of demolishment and decay. Thus industrial heritage became a matter of

conservation of cultural heritage.

Considering the appreciation of 'industrial heritage’ in Turkey, the legislative
framework can be cited as insufficient, that ‘the law on the conservation of cultural
property’ does not cover a definition of industrial heritage and heritage values. In the
case study, cotton-based industrial sites in Adana were covered. 34 factories were
determined during field studies and research. 13 of the sites are present now, 3 of these
sites are legally listed as cultural property, only one of these is being conserved. This
situation showed that the heritage values of these sites were ignored or not appreciated.

The assessment of cultural heritage values in historical context, there had always been
attitudes towards historic structures to protect them. The values of cultural heritage
appreciated were mostly ‘aesthetic' and 'historic' values. Moreover, to protect a historic
structure was also used as a tool to undermine or glorify a period related to the
dominant ideologies of the era. Conservation of cultural heritage had become
scientific field, and there are studies of scholars and organizations about the

assessment of cultural heritage. In this study, these publications were examined and
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referred to determine the heritage values of the case!?’, after understanding the case

by research, field study and analyses.

The case of this study was conducted after examining the two conceptual frameworks
to search the answers of the questions leaded at the ‘aim of the study’. The information
collected at literature survey and field studies were cited, and treated by analyses. In
order to understand the context, general information about the town, recent history
related with the agricultural and industrial development of cotton production, and
urban development of the city were cited and examined. The information collected
about the factories according to field studies and literature survey were stated, and
treated by the analyses. The common and distinctive features, distribution and
intensity of the industrial heritage were determined by the use of mappings of analyses
in urban scale. By use of these tools, the sites were evaluated and present eight sites
which ceased production were analysed in site scale concerning the buildings at

factories.

Therefore, finally heritage values assessed to the cotton-based industrial heritage.
These values are: Historical Values (Technical, Documentary, Educational, Age
Values, and Authenticity in Design involving Group and Architectural- Aesthetic
Values), Environmental Values (Regional Significance, Urban Significance involving
Multiplicity and Rarity Values, Location and Setting Significance), Social-Cultural

Values (Political and Memory Values), and Economic values (Re-use value).

The ‘understanding cultural significance’!?® of a place is the first stage of ‘Burra
Charter Process: steps in planning and managing a place of cultural significance’?°.
According to this process after assessing the cultural significance, the following steps

should be ‘develop policy’ and ‘manage in accordance with policy’. It is also

127 See Figure 4.37.

128 This first step is widened as ‘understand place’ (explained in Article 5-7, 12, 26 of the Charter) and
‘assess cultural significance’ (explained in Article 26 of the Charter).

129 Burra Charter, 2013.
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recommended to involve ‘community’ and ‘stakeholders’ in every stage of the

process.

The heritage values elicited were widened under main groupings stated above, because
conservation process may interest different stakeholders, institutions, people and
disciplines. Historical values were widened as the values are related with historical
context and each may concern diverse disciplines about documentation and
conservation decisions. Within the social values, political and social values may
concern different groups of people or specialists in documentation and conservation
practice. Environmental values were classified related with the scale of places,
because regional value may interest regional institutions or stakeholders, while urban
values may produce engagement of others. To illustrate, in case of conservation
implementation in regional scale such as Ruhr Region®°, the stakeholders to involve
in the conservation process may differ. Economic values can be elicited by other
methodologies and tools rather than this study conducted, however it is interpreted as

the re-use value for developing conservation policies.

Regarding these values, age, authenticity in design (group, and architectural-
aesthetic), multiplicity, and rarity values were physically linked to specific sites or
structures according to the analyses done in urban scale*! and site scale'® in this
study. At the previous chapter, while defining these values the analyses that were
utilized were refered. Technical, documentary, educational, political, memory, and
environmental values were attributed to all sites and some determined immaterial. By
further studies with the involvement of methodologies of diverse disciplines such as:
measured drawings, interviews, and archival studies, these values may be linked to a
specific site or an element, and also definition and range of values may enhance. The
cotton-based industrial heritage in Adana is also modern architectural heritage of the

20" century.

130 Stated in Chapter 2 of this study.
181 Area, type of production, period of emergence, current condition and current use analyses.
132 Analyses of selected 8 sites.
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Moreover, the heritage values of demolished factories!®® which are not present now,
may be revealed and reclaimed related with urban identity and memory. By further
through examinations, these factories can be to be integrated and presented by future

cultural heritage conservation implementations and studies.

In conclusion, the assessment of cultural heritage determines the approaches of
implications of protecting the heritage, and guides 'how' and ‘why' to conserve. The
wide range of heritage values of a landscape, buildings or a structure may interest
different institutions and disciplines. As the effects of industrial revolution and
industrialization had been in many ways, the multidisciplinary characteristic of
industrial heritage also creates the need of diverse disciplines to involve in the
processes of value assessment and conservation of industrial heritage. Recently, it is
underlined by Sevilla Charter 34, as 'avoiding the predominance of one single

disciplinary focus'.

It should be noted that there is no single heritage value of a place or only one authority
to determine heritage values. The significance of cultural heritage and values may
change in time according to people, amount of information*3®, and disciplines. Broader
examinations, studies, and definitions of cultural heritage values procure the richness
of cultural heritage. Moreover, the assessment of values shape decisions, management,
and approaches of conservation of cultural heritage. Furthermore, unnoticing or
unbalancing heritage values may result in wrong implications or destructions, which

may imperil the values of cultural heritage and cause permanent damage.

The values determined, documentation and analyses done in this study for cotton-
based industrial factories in Adana are a preliminary study, that should be further
developed or treated by specialists from diverse disciplines, for future cultural heritage

conservation practices, and studies.

133 21 sites determined in this study.

134 https:/fticcih.org/sevilla-charter-of-industrial-heritage/, the article 4.2. covers the methodology and
tools of conservation of industrial heritage.

135 (‘Burra Charter’, 2013).
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APPENDICES

A. BUILDING SHEETS

No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block

District: Date:

1 Ulas Circir Fabrikas1 / | Number:
Alman Fabrikasi, Ergirler | 1891/1,
Kollektif Ltd.Sti., Adana | 1882/705,
Istikbal Pamuk 5514/18

Seyhan 1900

Registration Status: decision dated 28.12.2018 and humbered 10606

General Layout (Google Earth Image)
'!:

3'.'
7

s
—(-..-._
kb

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: AV|ew fro entrance F. 20 , 2: A view from the roof of next
building F. S,2019, 3: Storage building from out5|de F. S 2018)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: Period of Emergence:
C-1 T-1 P-1

Area Size: Zone: Current Use:

A-2 Z-2 U-1

Field Study Notes: Additional buildings and roof covrings

were dismantling on site.

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: Date:
2 Eski Cir¢ir Fabrikas1t | 1486/295 Seyhan 1950°s

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

— . Period of
Current Condition: C-1 Type of Production: T-1 Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-2 CL:Ju_rlrent Use:
Field Study Notes: The entire site was not able to visit; it is observed | Field Study dates
from the entrance only. June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names

Lot/ Block Number:

3

Sengiil Circir Fabrikasi

District Date:

1159/7

Seyhan | 1950’s

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Storage Building 2: Entrance buildings, view from inside the site

3: Ginning Factory, F.S, 2019)

B

T

Analyses Classifications:

Period of
Current Condition: C-1 Type of Production: T-1 Emergence:
P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-2 Current Use: U-1
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: M Date:
4 Cumhuriyet Un Cir¢ir | 9371/5 Yiiregir | 1920

Registration Status: decision dated 09.11.2009 and numbered 5503

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Google Earth »

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1&3: Flour Factory, Silo and administrative building 2: Ginning
Factory, F.S, 2018)

T =
N = |
B S -

Qs
=X

3

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: T-1, Period of Emergence: P-2
C-1 T-4
Area Type: A-2 Zone: Z-4 Current Use: U-2
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No:
5

Name/ Other Names
Cukobirlik Mihmandar

Lot / Block Number:

District:

Date:

11331/1-2

Yiiregir

1950°s

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Cotton seed silo, 2&3: Storage buildings and porch storage F.S,
2018,)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:

C-1

Type of Production: T-1

Period of Emergence:

P-3

Area

Type: A-2 Zone: Z-4

Current Use: U-2

Field Study Notes:

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: Date:
6 Sadakat Circir Prese | 10824/29 Yiiregir | 1950’s

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Ginning Factory 2: Storage buildings 3: Sadakat Mosque
F. S,2018)

Analyses Classifications:

gL_J{rent Condition: Type of Production: T-1 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-3 Current Use: U-2

Field Study Notes: The ginning machinery had been Field Study dates
removed nearly 7-8 years ago April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: Date:
7 Pati Circir / 10875/2 Yiiregir | 1950’s
Adana Cirgir

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Ginning Factory 2&3: Entrance Buildings from outside of the site
& Storage Buildings: F.S,2018)

Analyses Classifications:

gL_J{rent Condition: Type of Production: T-1 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-3 Current Use: U-2
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates

April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: | Date:
8 Tas Magaza Cir¢ir 10894/? Yiiregir | 1950’s

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Ginning Factory 2: Housing Building F. S, 2018, 3: Tiliicd,
2007:160)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: . _
C-1 T-1 T-3 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-3 Current Use: U-2

Field Study Notes: The site was not safe to visit, it is | Field Study dates
observed that it is not derelict and used for small scale | April 2018, June 2019
manufacture.
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No: Name/ Other Names

9 Seyhan Un

Lot / Block Number:
765/304-346

Date:
1950°s

District:
Yiiregir

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

2007:186)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: View from entrance, 2: Entrance buildings F. S, 2018, 3: Tiilici,

HAN

BRIKASI

- ) curg

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-1

Type of Production:
T-1,T-2, T-4

Period of Emergence: P-3

Area Type: A-2

Zone: Z-3

Current Use: U-3

Field Study Notes: The factory continues only flour
production with a lower capacity.

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: Distric | Building
10 Milli Mensucat, 12373/2 t Date:
Simyonoglu Factory, Seyha | 1906
Milli Factory, Milsan n
Mensucat

Registration Status: decision dated 29.09.2006 and humbered 1701

General Layout (oogl Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Storage Buildings under restoration F.S, 2018, 2: View from
outside F.S, 2019, 3: Ozgoniil et al., 2017:39)

KORUMA / RESTORASYON MUDAHALELER]

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: . )
C-1 T-1.7-3 Period of Emergence: P-1
Area Type: A-2 Zone: Z-2 Current Use: U-4

Field Study Notes: The buildings of the completed Field Study dates

parts of the project are being used as Adana April 2018, June 2019
Archaeology Museum.
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: | Date:
11 MarSa KJS, Gilodo 12990/1 Seyhan | 1926
Factory, Toros Qil
Factory,
MarSa

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

n.d.:99)

ADANA-G\LODO FABRIKASI .GM 2!

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
E-1

Type of Production: T-2

Period of Emergence: P-2

Area Type: A-3

Zone: Z-2

Current Use: U-3

Field Study Notes: Most the buildings of the factory
had changed since the establishment.

Field Study dates
June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:
12 Emeksizler Nebati 8441/266
Yag

District
Seyhan

Date:
1953

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

55006~

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Linter Workshop, F.S, 2018, 2: Linter Bale F.S, 2018, 3:

Tiiliicii, 2007:162)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-1

Type of Production: T-2

Period of Emergence: P-3

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-2

Current Use: U-3

Field Study Notes: The factory continues its production

with a lower capacity and seasonally.

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District | Date:
13 Paksoy Yag - Yiiregir | 1951

Registration Status: not Registered

General Layout (Google Earth Image)

YERLESIM PLANI

Analyses Classifications:

gL_J{rent Condition: Type of Production: T-2 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-2 Zone: Z-4 Current Use: U-3
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
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No:
14

Name/ Other Names

Lot / Block Number:

Polat Cirgir

944/44

District | Date:
Seyhan | 1940°s

Demolition Time/Period: After 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production: T-1

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-2

Field Study Notes: The site is empty

Period of Emergence: P-2

Field Study dates
April 2018
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:

District:

Date:

15 Ozbucak Tekstil 1237/86

Seyhan

1950’s

Demolition Time/Period:

Between 2010-2011

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1& 2: Administrative building Field Study 2018, 3: Tiiliict,

2007:147)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-2

Type of Production: T-3

Area Type: A-2

Zone: Z-2

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-3

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No:
16

Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:
Giiney Trafik iplik | 11157/2

Giiney Polgat Trafik
Iplik

District | Date:
Seyhan 1950°s

Demolition Time/Period: Between 2007-2010

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

YERLESIM PLANSS 9

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:

C-4

Type of Production: T-3

Area Type: A-2 Zone: Z-2

Period of Emergence: P-
3

Field Study Notes:

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No:

17

Name/ Other Names

Eski Cukobirlik
Fabrikasi,

Belgika Fabrikasi

Lot / Block Number:

11151/4

District: | Date:
Seyhan | Between
1920-1940

Demolition Time/Period: Between 2007-2010

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2 (1: Field Study 2018, 2: The north of the photo includes some parts of

the industrial site, at east there is Sengiil Cir¢ir, Tiiliicti, 2007:143)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:

C-4

Type of Production: T-1

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-2

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-2

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: | Date:
18 Giiney Sanayi, 12991/1, 12992/1, Seyhan | 1953
12989/1-2

Demolition Time/Period: Between 2010-2011

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Administrative Building F. S, 2018, 2: The place of
Administrative Building F. S, 2019, 3: The photo involves Giiney Trafik Iplik and
Parts of Sengiil Cir¢ir and Eski Cukobirlik, Anonymous, 2014:45)

Analyses Classifications:

ggrent Condition: Type of Production: T-3 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-3 Zone: Z-2

Field Study Notes: The administrative building was Field Study dates
standing on Field Study 2018 however it was April 2018, June 2019
demolished on June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: | Date:
19 Eski Siimerbank, 5520/9 Seyhan | 1924
Sinasi Fabrikasi

Demolition Time/Period:1980’s

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

CurrentCondition: Type of Production: . b
C-4 T-1 T-3 Period of Emergence: P-2
Area Type: A-2 Zone: Z-2
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates

April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other

20 Names
Haci Mehmet Aga
Fabrikasi

Lot / Block Number:

The original block/plot is
unable to detect due to
alterations such as: former land
excreting and amalgamation,
road constructions

District
Seyha
n

Date:
Before
1918

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production: T-1,

T-5

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-1

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-1

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019

180



No: Name/ Other Names

Lot / Block Number:

21 Tirpani Fabrikasi,
Tripani, Stimerbank

The original block/plot is
unable to detect due to
alterations such as: former
land excreting and
amalgamation, road
constructions

District:

Date:

Seyhan

1885

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2 (1&2: Current buildings of Seyhan Municipality on site Field Study

2019)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production: T-1,

T-3,T-4

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-1

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-1

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:

22 Pabuccuoglu
Fabrikasi

1365/152

District | Date:
Seyhan | Before1918

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production:
T-1,T-4

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-1

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-1

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No:
23

Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:
Kath Cirgrr, 1515/707-708

Katl Crrerr Iplik

Fabrikasi

District
Seyhan

Date:
Between
1940-1950

Demolition Time/Period: After 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production:
C-4 T-1, T-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-1

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-2

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:

24 Sapmazlar Cirgrr, 1287/2, 323/36

PolSa Iplik,

Gilbenkian Fabrikasi

District | Date:
Seyhan | Before
1918

Demolition Time/Period:

After 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2 (1&2: Field Study 2018)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production: T-1

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-1

Period of Emergence: P-1

Field Study Notes:

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019

184



No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: | Date:
25 Boduroglu Fabrikasi, | 2548/1 Seyhan | Before
Burduroglu 1918
Fabrikasi,Asim Bey ve
Mubhtar Bey Fabrikasi

Demolition Time/Period: 1990’s

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1, 2, 3 (1: Field Study 2019, 2&3: photos from 1953 and 1960’s Uygur &
Baltaci, n.d.: 200,207)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: . .
C-4 T-1 T-4 T-5 Period of Emergence: P-1
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-1
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates

June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:
26 Cokinaki Fabrikasi, | 52/ the original plot
Kokonaki Fabrikast, number is unable to detect
Habib Efendi due to alterations such as:
Fabrikast. Toros former land excreting and
Fabrikas1, amalgamation, road
constructions...

District
Seyha
n

Date:
Before
1918

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: Period of Emergence: P-
C-4 T-1,T-4,T-5 1
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-1
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District Date:

27 Acikyan Bakalyan 98/ the original plot Seyhan Before
Fabrikasi, Agkiyan number is unable to detect 1918
Fabrikas1 due to alterations such as:

former land excreting and
amalgamation, road
constructions

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production:
C-4 T-1,T-4,T-5
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-1

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-1

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District | Date:

28 Eski BosSa, 9517/2-3 Yiiregir | 1902
Salih Efendi Factory

Demolition Time/Period: Before 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: F.S:2019, 2&3: Old Photos from 1940’s and 1900’s Uygur &
Baltac1:161,97)

o e

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: . ]
C-3 T-1 T-4, T-5 Period of Emergence: P-1
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-4
Field Study Notes: Field Study dates

April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names

Lot / Block Number:

29 BosSa TAS,
BosSa 1

792/62

1160/1560-1941,

District:
Yiiregir

Date:
1951

Demolition Time/Period: Between 2010-2011

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Field Study 2018, 2: Old construction photo Anonymous,
2014:42, 3: Tiliicii, 2007:151)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-4

Type of Production: T-3

Area Type: A-3

Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-3

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names

30 Baser Tekstil

Lot / Block Number:

9660/20-21-22-24-27

District
Yiiregir

Date:
1950°s

Demolition Time/Period:

Between 2007-2010

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1,2,3 (1: Remaining parts on site F.S, 2019, 2: Remaining parts of the site
F. S, 2018, 3: A view from entrance F. S, 2019)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition:
C-3

Type of Production: T-3

Area Type: A-1

Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes:

Period of Emergence: P-3

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names

Lot / Block Number: | District: Date:

31 Akdeniz Nebati Yag -

Yiiregir | 1953

Demolition Time/Period: Between 2010-2011

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

» )
,,

Analyses Classifications:

007:183)

*s

Current Condition: Type of Production: . b
Ca T2 T-3 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-3 Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes:

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District Date:
32 Aksantas, - Yiiregir | 1951
Paktas

Demolition Time/Period: After 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1 (1: Current Residential buildings on site Field Study 2018)

Analyses Classifications:

Current Condition: Type of Production: Period of Emergence:

C-4 T-1, T-3 P-3

Area Type: A-3 Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number: District: Date:
33 Seyhan Cirgir 9860/34 Yiiregir | 1950’s

Demolition Time/Period: After 2007

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Visual Data 1 (1: Current Hospital Building on site named Altin Koza (Golden Boll)
Field Study 2018)

Analyses Classifications:

gtﬂrent Condition: Type of Production: T-1 Period of Emergence: P-3
Area Type: A-1 Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes: Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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No: Name/ Other Names Lot / Block Number:

34 Eski Siimerbank The original block/plot is
unable to detect due to
alterations such as: former
land excreting and
amalgamation, road

constructions...

District: | Date:
Yiiregir 1950°s

Demolition Time/Period: After 2006

Current Condition of the Site (Google Earth Image)

Feature Classifications:

Existence Condition: Type of Production: T-3 Period of Emergence: P-3
E-4
Area Type: A-3 Zone: Z-3

Field Study Notes:

Field Study dates
April 2018, June 2019
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B. VISUAL SOURCES

1. 1918 Base Map of Adana- https://architekturmuseum.ub.tu-
berlin.de/index.php?p=51&SID=15757511977752

2. 1940 Adana Jansen Plan https://architekturmuseum.ub.tu-
berlin.de/index.php?p=51&SID=15757511977752
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3. Physical Development of Adana in 16th century (Saban, 2012:20)

4. 1950 Aerial Photo of Adana — obtained from Adana Metropolitan Municipality
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6. 2016 Conservation Development Plan -obtained from KUDEB Seyhan Municipality
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ADANA BUYUKSEHIR BELEDIYESI
1725000 OLGEKLI
NAZIM IMAR PLAN REVIZYONU

1140000

7. 1/25.000 Master Development Plan of Adana 2017 acquired from Seyhan Municipality, KUDEB
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8-a. Land uses assigned for the cotton-based industry sites /. Ulas Cur¢ir, 2. Eski Cirgir, 3. Sengiil
Cirgir, 4. Cumhuriyet Un, 5. Cukobirlik Mihmandar, 6. Sadakat Cirgir, 7. Pati Cur¢ir, 8. Tas Magaza
Crrerr (Seyhan Kent Rehberi’, (n.d.); ‘Yiiregir Uygulama Imar Plan1’)

‘mation a
pay

8-b. Déseme Neighbourhood Urban Transformation area, produced by the Author according to map

obtained from KUDEB Seyhan Municipality
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9. Registration Sheet of Ulas Cir¢ir (Alman Fabrikasi) from Adana Regional Council (No:1 at the
building sheets and mappings in this study)
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10. Registration Sheet of Cumhuriyet Un from Adana Regional Council (No:4 at the building sheets
and mappings in this study)
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11. Registration Sheet of Milli Mensucat from Adana Regional Council (No:10 at the building sheets
and mappings in this study)
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ADANA

TICARET ODASI

12- Certain logos of governmental, municipal and NGOs that include cotton image in Adana

Governorate of Adana, retrieved from http://www.adana.gov.tr/ last accessed on 20.08.2019
Metropolitan Municipality of Adana, retrieved from http://www.adana.bel.tr/ last accessed
on 20.08.2019

Yiiregir Municipality, retrieved from http://www.yuregir.bel.tr/ last accessed on 20.08.2019
Ceyhan Municipality, retrieved from https://www.ceyhan.bel.tr/kurumsal-logo/ last accessed
on 20.08.2019

Adana Chamber of Commerce, retrieved from https://www.adanato.org.tr/#!/sayfa/logolar
last accessed on 20.08.2019

Adana Commaodity Exchange, retrieved from
https://www.adanatb.org.tr/index.html#openModal last accessed on 20.08.2019

Law Society of Adana, retrieved from https://www.adanabarosu.org.tr/ last accessed on
20.08.2019

Adana Medical Association, retrieved from http://www.adanatabip.org.tr/ last accessed on
20.08.2019
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0. EXTRACTIVE INDUSTRIES (EXTRAC)
01. Iron Mining (IRON)

02. Anthracite & Bituminous Mining (COAL)
03. Crude Petroleum & Natural Gas (OIL)

04. Non-Metalic Minerals (UNEL)

0 Dimension stone, 1 Crushed and broken stone, 3 Sand & Gravel, 4 Chemical and fertilizer minerals, 5 Gemstones, 6 Salt, 9
Other
05. Non-Ferrous Ores (NON-FER)

0 Copper,1 Lead and Zinc, 2 Gold and Silver, 3 Bauxite and Aluminum, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
06.0 Surface
07.0 Subsurface
08.0 (BLANK)

09.0 Other
1. BULK PRODUCTS INDUSTRIES (BULK)
10. Agriculture and Rural Industries (AGRI)

0 Agriculture engineering, 1 Farm buildings and machinery, 2-3 (BLANK), 4 Ginning,5 Tobacco products, 6-9 (BLANK)
11. Thermally produced products (THERM)

0 Brick & structural clay works, 1 Pottery, 2 Glass works, 3 Cement plants, 4 Charcoal Kilns, 5 Lime Kilns, 6 Coke ovens, 9
Other
12. Chemical Industry (CHEM)

0 Industrial organic and inorganic chemicals, 1 Plastics & synthetics, 2 Pharmaceuticals, 3 Soaps, detergents, and animal
products, 5 Paints and varnishes, 7 Agricultural chemicals
, 8 Petroleum products, 9 other
13. Food Processing (FOOD)

0 Meat, fish, and poultry products, 1 Dairy and bakery products, 2 Grains and cereals, 3 Sugar (beet and cane), 4 Beverages
(breweries, distilleries, and bottling plants), 5 Food preservation (refrigeration and canning), 6-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
14. Primary Metal Industries (METAL)

0 Stone-based iron furnaces, 1 All other iron furnaces, 2 Steel works and rolling mills, 3 Iron and steel foundries (cast ferrous
products), 4 Tron and steel forges, 5 Non-ferrous metal smelters & refineries, 6 Rolling, drawing, and extruding works (non-
ferrous metals), 7 Non-ferrous foundries, 8 Non-ferrous forges, 9 Other
15. Textiles (TEXT)

0 Cotton spinning and/or weaving, 1 Wool spinning and/or weaving, 3 Silk spinning and/or weaving; man-made fibers, 4
Knitting, 4-5 (BLANK), 6 Handloom weaving, 7 Textile finishing (printing, dyeing, etc.), 8 Twine, cordage, netting, and bagging,
9 Other
16. Lumber, Timber, and Paper Industries (WOOD)

0 Logging, 1 Millwork, veneer, plywood and other wood products, 2-3 (BLANK), 4 Paper making, 5 (BLANK), 6 Sawmills
and/or planing mills, 7-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
17. (BLANK)

18. (BLANK)

19. (BLANK)

20. (BLANK)

2. MANUFACTURING -INDUSTRIES (MFG)
21. Machine Manufacture (MACH)

0 Engines, turbines, pumps, and compressor manufacturers, 1 (BLANK), 2 Agricultural implements and machinery
manufacturers, 3 Construction, mining, and materials handling equipment manufacturers, 4 Metal and woodworking machinery
manufacturers, 5 Paper making machinery, manufacturers, 6 Textile machinery manufacturers, 7 Printing trades machinery
manufacturers, 8 Electrical generating manufacturers, 9 Other machinery manufacturers,

22. Fabricated Metal Products Manufacturers (FABR),

0 Cutlery and hand tools, 1 (BLANK), 2 Metal containers, 3 Plumbing fixtures and equipment, 4 Fabricated structural metal
products, 5 Metal Stampings, 6 Wire and screw machine products, 7-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
23. Transportation Equipment Manufacturers (TEQUIP)

0 Automobiles and trucks, 1 Air and space equipment, 2 Ships and boats (including repairs), 3 Railroad locomotives and rolling
stock, 4 Motorcycles and bicycles, 5 Carriages, wagons, and accessories, 6 Fire engines and equipment, 7 Auxiliary and control
equipment, 8 (BLANK), 9 Other
24. Professional,-Scientific, and Precision Instrument Manufacturers (INST)- 0 All
25. General Manufacturing (GENHFG)

HAER INDUSTRIAL STRUCTURES CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM-1

13a- Produced by the Author, 2019 according to Falser, 2001: Appendices
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0 (BLANK), 1 Publishing and allied industries, 2 Rubber products manufacturers, 3 Leather and other animal skin products
manu acturers, 4 Cooking and heating equipment manufacturers, 5 Toys, games, and novelties, 6 Paper and plastic consumer
products manufacturers, 7 Craft industries, 8 (BLANK), 9 Other
26.0 Ordnance, Munitions, and Explosives (ORDAN)

27.0 Finished Wooden Product Manufacturers (furniture, spools, barrels, baskets, etc.) (FNWOD)
28. (BLANK)

29. (BLANK)

30. (BLANK)

3. UTILITIES (UTIL)

31. Municipal Water Supply (WATER)

0 Collection storage, | Treatment, 2 Distribution and transportation, 3 Pumping, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
32. Sanitation (SANI)

0 Sewage collection, 1 Sewage treatment, 2 Sewage disposal, 3 Storm drainage systems, 4 Pumping, 5-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
33. Gas (GAS)

0 Manufacture, 1 Storage, 2 Distribution, 3-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
34. Electricity (ELEC)

0 Generation, 1 Municipal distribution, 2 (BLANK), 3 High-voltage transmission, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
35. (BLANK)

4. POWER SOURCES AND PRIME MOVERS (PS&PM)
36. Human and Animal Power (MUSL)-0 All. types
37. Water Wheels (WW)

0 Horizontal (tub flutter), 1 (BLANK), 2 Undershot-, 3 Overshot, 4 Breast, 5 Pitch back, 6-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
38. Water Turbines (WTURB) 0 All types
39. Wind (WIND)

0 (BLANK), 1. Smock, 2-8 (BLANK), 9 All other
40. Steam Reciprocating (STEAM RECIP)

0-5 (BLANK), 6 Industrial/mill, 7 Agricultural/portable 8 Marine/pumping, 9 Other
41. Steam Turbine (STEAM TURB)

0-2 (BLANK), 3 All types — vertical, 4 All types — horizontal, 5-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
42. Internal Combustion (INT COMB)-0 All types
43. (BLANK)

44. Electric Motors. (ELEC)-0 All types
45. (BLANK)

46. (BLANK)

5. TRANSPORTATION (TRANS)
47. Railroads (RR)

0 Construction & engineering: non-sheltering such as cuts, fills, revetments, bridges, and tunnels, 1 Structures: sheltering (for
maintenance of route & rolling stock), 2 Passenger stations & sheds, 3 Freight facilities, 4 Objects (such as locomotives, rolling
stock, and other mechanical artifacts), 5 Street railways, subways, and elevateds, 6 Incline- planes, 7-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
48. Roads (ROADS)

0 Systems, 1 construction, 2 Structures, 3 Objects: milestones, signposts, etc., 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
49. Canals and Inland Navigation (CANAL)

0 Systems, 1 Construction, 2 Structures, 3 Objects: canal and river boats, 4 Navigational aids, 5-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
50. Marine and Harbor Works (MARINE)

0 Docking facilities and structures, | Navigational aids, 2 Coast protection works, 3 Objects: ships and other marine related
artifacts, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
51. Air (AIR)

0 Airport facilities & structures, 1 Aircraft, 2-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
52. Pipelines (PIPE)- 0 All
53. (BLANK)

54. (BLANK)

6. COMMUNICATIONS (COMM)

55. Telephone and Telegraph (T&T) - 0 All types.
56. Radio and Television (R&TV) - 0 All types
57. (BLANK)
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7. BRIDGES, TRESTLES, AND AQUEDUCRS (BT&A)
58. Beam or Girder (BEAM)
0 Wood, 1 Stone, 2 Cast iron, 3 Wrought iron, 4 Steel., 5 Mass and reinforced concrete, 6 Cast & wrought iron, 7-8 (BLANK),
9 Other
59. Arched (ARCH)
0 Wood, 1 Cast iron, 2 Wrought iron, 3 Stone, 4 (BLANK), 5 Mass and reinforced concrete, 6 Steel, 7 Brick, 8 (BLANK), 9
Other
60. Trussed (TRUSS)
0 Wood, 1 Cast iron, 2 Wrought iron, 3 Steel, 4 Covered, 5 Cast & wrought iron, 6-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
61.0 Suspension
62.0 Aqueducts
63. Viaducts and Trestles (VIAD or TRES)-0 All types
64. Cantilever (CANT)-0 All types
65. Movable Bridges (MOVE)
0 Bascule, 1 (BLANK), 2 Swing, 3 Vertical lift, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
66. (BLANK)
67. (BLANK)
68. Miscellaneous (MSC)- 0 Pontoon
8. BUILDING TECHNOLOGY (BLD TECH)
69. Foundations (FOUND)-0 All
70. Framed Superstructures (FRAME)
0 Wood, 1 Cast iron, 2 Wrought iron and steel, 3 Stone and brick, 4 Mass and reinforced concrete, 5 Ferro-vitreous
71. Floor Systems (FLOOR) - 0 All
72. Roof Systems (ROOF) -0 All
73. Fenestration (FENES) - 0 Cast-iron facades
74. Mechanical and Electrical Systems (IECH) -0 All
75. Ancillary Components (ANCIL) - 0 All
76. (BLANK)
77. (BLANK)
78. (BLANK)
9. SPECIALIZED STRUCTURES AND OBJECTS (SPEC STRUC)
79. Dams (DAM)
0 Masonry 1 Earthfill, 2 Rockfill, 3 Arch, 4 Flat slab or Anberson, 5 Multiple-arch, 6 Tainter (movable), 7 Rolling (movable)
8 Gravity, 9 Other
80. Tunnels (TUNLS)
0 Cut & cover, 1 Rock-cut, 2 Earth-cut, 3 Subaqueous, 4-9 (BLANK)
81. Hydraulic Works (HYDRA) See also 31: Water Supply, and 49: Canals
0 Flood-control works, 1 Drainage works, 2 Power canals, 3 Irrigation works, 4-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
82. Specialized Construction (CONST)
0 Underground structures, 1 Rocket launch facilities, 2 Facilities for reactors and particle accelerators, 3 Fortifications, 4
Towers, 5 Observatories
83. Thermal Structures (HEAT)
0 Chimneys and smokestacks, 1 Ovens, 2 Kilns, 3 Furnaces (see also 14.0), 4 Glass cones, 5 Refrigeration plants, 6-8
(BLANK), 9 Other
84. Materials Handling and Equipment (MMH)
0. Excavating and dredging machinery, 1 Lifting and hoisting, 2 (BLANK), 3 Conveyor systems, 4 Combined systems, 5
Processing, screening, and separating equipment, 6 Aerial tramways, 7-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
85. Materials Storage (MATS)
0 Elevators & Silos, 1 Tanks & towers, 2 Gas holders, 3 Warehouses, 4 Reservoirs, 5-8 (BLANK), 9 Other
86. Power and Energy Transmission (P&ET)
0 Mechanical, 1 Electrical, 2 Hydraulic, 3 Pneumatic, 4 Steam
87. Workers Housing, Communities, and Other Related Artifacts (HOUS)
88.. Adaptively Used Industrial and Engineering Works (ADAPT)
89. Museums of Technology (MUSEUM)
90. Land Surveying Landmarks (LAND)
91. Amusements
92. (BLANK)
93. (BLANK)
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