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ABSTRACT

A NEW APPROACH FOR DEFINING THE CONSERVATION STATUS OF EARLY
REPUBLICAN ARCHITECTURE
CASE STUDY: PRIMARY SCHOOL BUILDINGS IN izMiR

Kul, Fatma Nursen
Ph.D., Department of Architecture
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Emre Madran
Co-supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Elvan Altan Ergut

March 2010, 246 pages

International discussions on the conservation of the twentieth-century architectural
heritage emphasize the diversity of the whole of the built environment of the entire
century, rather than limiting consideration to canonic examples of the architectural
historiography during the identification and assessment of the properties to be conserved.
In contrast to this international holistic and inclusive approach, the approach to the
identification and assessment of the properties in Turkey has in general been selective
and exclusive. The early Republican architectural heritage of Turkey is defined through
canonical examples drawn from the architectural historiography. On the other hand, more
modest, anonymous examples, which constitute the great majority of the built

environment of the period, are excluded from conservation status.

The main argument of this dissertation is that the current exclusive approach, which
selects only some important properties for conservation according to their physical
characteristics, is far from understanding the political, institutional and social
transformations of the early Republican period, as well as the role of architecture in this
transformation. On the basis of this idea, a new assessment approach is proposed in this
dissertation which could enable to gain conservation status to the whole diversity of early
Republican architecture including more modest examples as well as the canonical ones.
Contrary to the current exclusive approach which assesses the end product of a process
according to its physical characteristics, the proposed approach is inclusive, taking into
consideration the formation and usage processes with all their participating meanings and

values and considering these processes along with the final physical form of the building



itself. The proposed new approach is tested here on the specific case of the primary
school buildings of Izmir, the great majority of which are currently remain out of

conservation status due to their rather modest physical qualifications.

The dissertation concludes that these buildings are an integral part of the education
policies of the early Republican period, of the cultural and social transformations informed
by these policies, and of the role of architecture in this process, and that these buildings
are the tangible evidences of the meanings and values of this formation process. It then
goes on to reveal the necessity of understanding the formation process through extensive
research in order to be able to incorporate these meanings and values into the

assessment phase.

Keywords: early Republican architectural heritage, inclusive assessment approach,
primary school buildings, Izmir



0z

ERKEN CUMHURIYET DONEMI MIMARLIGININ KORUMA STATUSUNUN
TANIMLANMASINA YONELIK YENI BIR YAKLASIM
ORNEK CALISMA: ILKOKUL BINALARI, iZMIR

Kul, Fatma Nursen
Doktora, Mimarlik Bélum{
Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Emre Madran
Ortak tez yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Elvan Altan Ergut

Mart 2010, 246 sayfa

20. yUzyll mimarlik mirasinin korunmasiyla ilgili uluslararasi tartismalarda korunacak
yapllarin seciminde sadece mimarlik tarih yaziminin énemli &rnekleri ile sinirh
kalinmamasi ve bu dénemde Uretilmis yapi stogunun tim cgesitliligiyle temsil edilmesinin
gerekliligi Uzerinde durulmaktadir. Uluslararasi platformda yapilan tartismalarin bu
batiincul ve kapsayici yaklasimina ragmen ulusal platformda se¢meci ve diglayici bir
yaklasim oldugu gérilmektedir. Turkiye’de erken Cumhuriyet dénemi mimarlik mirasi,
mimarlik tarih yaziminda énemleri kabul gérmus canon &rnekler ile tanimlanmaktadir.
Donemin yapih gevresinin buyuk bir b8limund olusturan anonim ve mutevazi drnekler ise

bu tanimin disinda kalmaktadir.

Bu tez, mevcut segmeci ve diglayici koruma yaklasimi ile sadece 6énemli 6rneklerinin
temsil edildigi bir fiziksel ¢evrenin, Cumhuriyetin kurulmasi ve kurumsallagsmasi surecini,
bu sirecle gelen toplumsal ve kultirel déntstmleri ve mimarligin bu dénisimlerdeki
rolint yeterince anlatamadigi fikrini savunmaktadir. Bu dislinceyle bu tezde, erken
Cumbhuriyet dénemi mimarhdinin tim cesitliligiyle koruma altina alinabilmesine olanak
saglayacak kapsayici bir degerlendirme yaklagimi &nerilmektedir. Onerilen bu yeni
yaklasim, yapiyi fiziksel niteliklerine gére degerlendiren mevcut dislayici yaklasim yerine;
yapinin olusum ve kullanim slreglerini ve bu sureclerin tasidigi anlam ve édnemleri ortaya
koyarak buUtin bu verileri yapinin kendisi ile bir butiin olarak ele alan kapsayici bir

degerlendirme yaklagimidir. Onerilen bu yeni yaklagim, mitevazi fiziksel niteliklerinden

Vi



éturd blyik bir cogunlugu koruma kapsami diginda olan izmirde erken Cumbhuriyet

déneminde insa edilmis ilkokul binalari érnedinde sinanmigtir.

Calisma sonucunda, incelenen yapilarin dénemin egitim politikalarinin, bu politikalarla
bicimlenen politik, sosyal ve kultirel dénistimlerin ve mimarhdin bu siregteki roliiniin
ayrilmaz bir pargasini olusturduklari ve yapilarin bitiin bu sirecin tasidigi anlam ve
6nemlerin somut taniklar olduklari ortaya konmustur. Yapilarin olusum strecinin
anlasilabilmesi ve degerlendirme asamasina aktarilabilmesi icin ise bu slrecin kapsamli

bir arastirma ile ortaya konmasinin gerekliligi vurgulanmistir.

Anahtar sézclkler: erken Cumhuriyet dénemi mimarlik mirasi, kapsayici degerlendirme

yaklasimi, ilkokul binalari, izmir
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Definition of the Problem

The approach to the built heritage has evolved from the initial tendency to conserve
‘monuments” on the grounds of their physical characteristics, towards the conservation of
“cultural heritage”, a term embracing the whole range of human activities and achievements
over time'. This broadest scope is required in order to recognize wider-ranging and more
inclusive types of values, rather than limiting consideration to physical characteristics.
Consequently, today, although not entirely acted upon, all cultural products are identified as
a part of a culture’s heritage, and any attribute presenting a cultural context is accepted as

having a certain heritage value®.

Since the end of the 1980s, the approach of this theoretical framework, which developed and
expanded to include the whole of the built environment within its remit, has raised questions
regarding the recognition of twentieth-century properties as a part of cultural heritages. The
main agenda of these discussions concentrates on the identification and assessment
problems of the twentieth-century building stock. The general approach to identification and
assessment in these discussions incorporates a comprehensive understanding in the
evaluation process, which is not limited only to the individual masterpieces of this era but
also considers many other built forms, and regards the “whole collection” of the twentieth-

century to be as representative and as inclusive as possible4.

Eurocentric discussions on the recognition of twentieth-century properties as a part of

cultural heritage have been reflected on the national stage, and began to be discussed from

! Feilden, B.M. & Jokilehto, J., 1998, Management Guidelines for World Cultural Heritage Sites, Rome: ICCROM,
p.11.

2 Ucar, M., 2007, Assessment of User-Ascribed Values for Cultural Properties in Relation with Planning Process,
Case Study: Tarsus, Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, Middle East Technical University, Ankara, p.34.

® For detailed information about the international context of valuation approaches for assessment of the twentieth-
century architectural heritage, see Chapter 3.2.

* Qers, R.V., 2003, “Introduction to the Programme on Modern Heritage, in Identification and Documentation of
Modern Heritage, UNESCO World Heritage Papers 5, Retrieved in 23 May 2006 from
http://whc.unesco.org/documents/publi_wh_papers_05_en.pdf, p.10., Grementieri, F., 2003, “The preservation of
nineteenth-and twentieth-century heritage”, in Identification and Documentation of Modern Heritage, UNESCO
World Heritage Papers 5, Retrieved in 23 May 2006 from
http://whc.unesco.org/documents/publi_wh_papers_05_en.pdf, p.89.
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the beginning of the 2000s°. The main goal of these discussions has been the adaptation of
international debates to national conditions and the identification of the criteria that should
form the basis for conservation. These discussions are followed by a very limited number of
academics and NGOs, and thus the theoretical and legal frameworks and the practical

requirements have not yet been arranged to embrace the results of these discussions.

However, although these international discussions attach importance to all built forms of this
period besides the canonic examples of architectural historiography, the general
understanding in assessing the significance of twentieth-century properties in Turkey adopts
an exclusive approach which relies heavily on the physical qualifications6 of the properties in

question for the following reasons;

= architectural historiography generally attaches importance to particular architectural
products

= related articles of the legislative framework that refer to twentieth-century properties
mainly consider important buildings

= the current identification and inventory system primarily considers physical values

These factors all affect the theoretical discussions and the practical decisions of the
conservation field as an exclusive approach considering mainly some buildings the

importance of which are recognized by the architectural historiography.

Concerning historiographical studies, the architectural developments of the Republican
period are generally handled by focusing on the end product of a context and process,
highlighting its qualifications and aiming to ascribe values to it regardless of the context and
process that created it. The scope of this context-free and building-focused approach is
further reduced by stylistic, typological and geographical limitations”. Consequently,
architectural developments of the period are illustrated by representatives of certain
architectural styles, innovative examples in terms of style or period, examples of important
building types, designs by important architects, and prize-winning buildings, all of which are

found in city centers, especially in Ankara, Istanbul and Izmir. The physical qualifications and

® For detailed information about the national discussions on the conservation of the early Republican architecture,
see Chapter 3.3.

® Physical qualifications are derived from the physical characteristics of heritage based on art historical narratives
and aesthetic canons. The common approach of assessing significance rely heavily on these physical values which
are aesthetic, age (oldness), architectural, artistic (art and craft), authenticity, environmental (townscape, plurality,
group), rarity (scarcity, uniqueness), technological (technical) values. For detailed information, see Chapter 3.1.

7 Ergut, E.A., 2009a, “Cumhuriyet’in Mekanlari/Zamanlari/insanlari: Mimarlik Tarih Yazimi Uzerine Bir
Degerlendirme, in Ergut, E.A. & Imamoglu, B. (eds.), Cumhuriyetin Zamanlari/Mekanlari/Insanlari, Ankara, pp.11-
22.

For detailed information about the historiography of the period, see Chapter 2.1.



features attributed to the buildings in this selective historiographical narration are reflected as

assessment criteria in theoretical discussions and practical issues on conservation®.

The vagueness of existing definitions of cultural heritage, and value expansions in the
current legislative framework, are further problems in defining the conservation status of
twentieth-century properties. The exclusive approach of the current identification and
inventory system, which mainly considers the physical qualifications of properties, disregards
twentieth-century properties whose physical values are controversial when compared to
previous periods’ buildings. The limited number of articles of the current legislative
framework referring to twentieth-century properties in particular only covers buildings
considered important according to their association with the foundation of the Republic, while

excluding properties constructed after the 1950s completely from the scope of law’.

Consequently, mainly the canonical examples, the importance of which are recognized by
architectural historiography on the basis of their physical values can be conserved as a
result of all shortcomings and deficiencies of the selective and exclusive approaches of the
architectural historiography, the legislative framework and identification and inventory
system. On the other hand, the remaining majority of the early Republican building stock,
which consists of modest examples found in or out of city centers, anonymous buildings and
buildings that do not have or are not considered to have physical values, are mostly

excluded from conservation status.

However, early Republican architecture is not simply the indicator of the architectural
developments of the period, but also signifies the foundation and institutionalization process
of the Republic through political, cultural, social and spatial transformations as well as
architectural. The construction activities of the period, which comprise the whole country and
which consist of various new building types with different physical qualities, not only include
the introduction of public services to each citizen, but also represent the existence and
power of the new regime and helped ensure the adaptation of a modern understanding and
modern lifestyle that befitted the new Republicw. Consequently, the absolute understanding
of the modernization process of the country, the social and cultural impacts of the political
revolution, as well as of the ideological and pivotal role of architecture in this process, could
only be achieved by the conservation of early Republican architecture in all its diversity,

including more modest examples as well as canonical buildings.

® For detailed information about the current approaches to the valuation of early Republican architecture in terms of
legislative framework, theoretical discussions and practical issues, see Chapters 3.3.1, 3.3.2 and 3.3.3.

® For detailed information on the current legislative framework in Turkey with respect to the identification and
assessment of early Republican properties, see Chapter 3.3.1.

"% For detailed information about the early Republican construction strategies, which is intended to comprise the
whole country, see Chapter 2.1, footnote 19.
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1.2 Aim of the Study

As stated previously, the buildings of the early Republic are mainly evaluated on the basis of
the physical qualities of the end product, which is the individual building, without considering
the process and context that shaped them. This exclusive assessment approach results in
ignorance of those more modest examples of early Republican architecture out of
conservation status. However, the significance of these modest examples comprises
something more than simply their physical qualities. Their significance is rather hidden in
their formation process, comprising all design, construction and usage phases, as well as
their relation with the institutionalization process of the Republic and the ideological role they
were given. The end products, the buildings, are the tangible evidence of the meanings and
values concealed in their formation process. Thus, for a right and fair evaluation of this
building stock, all contextual factors and their contribution to the formation of the buildings

should be analyzed and integrated into the assessment process.

Consequently, in this study, it is claimed that modest buildings, which could not gain
conservation status according to the current exclusive assessment approach, can
only gain conservation status if their formation process is taken into account, along
with all its participating values and meanings. Therefore, this study aims to discuss a
new assessment approach as an alternative to the existing exclusive approach, which is
primarily based on the physical characteristics of buildings. The proposed new approach is
inclusive, taking into account the whole formation process with all the meanings and values
of the participating features, but without overlooking the end product; the building itself. This
approach will be tested on the specific case of the primary school buildings in I1zmir, with the

following objectives:

= To identify the whole formation process of primary education buildings, with all

participating ideological, institutional and architectural features.

= To examine the essentials of considering the formation process on national, local

and case-specific scales, without disregarding their interdependence.

= To discuss the necessity of integrating the formation process into the assessment

phase.

= To define the principles of the proposed inclusive approach for the assessment of

primary school buildings in Izmir.

= To discuss the adaptability of the proposed approach for the specific case of the

primary school buildings in Izmir to other cases.
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1.3 Definition of the Case Study

This research, due to its nature, should be tested on a specific case study. Thus the primary
school buildings in Izmir, constructed in the period 1923-50, are selected as this project’s
case study. The case study has three main limitations in terms of chronology, building type

and geography. The limitations of the study are as follows:

Chronological Limitation: Early Republican Period. The chronological context of this
study is limited to 1923-1950, which covers the foundation and institutionalization of the
Republic. This era, generally known as the early Republican period, is selected for the

following reasons;

= Today, the common opinion about the built environment of the early Republican
period is that there is a certain acceptance of the conservation of these properties
both in the legislative framework and by public opinion"". However, the buildings
which it is agreed should be conserved are canonic examples, whose importance is
recognized by architectural historiography on the grounds of their physical values.
The remaining majority of the building stock of the period is generally excluded
from conservation status due to its lacking physical values. These buildings are
subject to rapid demolition or at least extensive alterations as they come to the end
of their economic life-spans or come to be unable to meet the changing demands
of contemporary requirements, or simply to enable the construction of new
buildings in their place. For this reason, the priority for discussions on the
conservation of twentieth-century architecture in Turkey should be to focus on early
Republican architecture in order to be able to conserve whole diversity of this built

environment in line with an exclusive assessment approach.

= The era between 1923 and 1950 was a single-party period in which all institutional
policies were determined by a single decision-making authority. Thus, the year
1950 defines a breaking point not only in the field of politics, but also in all other
fields due to their close relations with politics, architecture included. Although
architecture before 1950 is handled with different approaches by different experts,
there is a common acceptance that architectural practice after 1950 is completely
different from that of the early Republican period12. The year 1950 also defines a
breaking point in the educational policies of the Republic. The goals and priorities

of education policies before 1950 totally differ from those after 1950". Thus, as a

" Omay Polat, E., 2008a, Tiirkiye'nin Modern Mirasinin Korunmasi: Kuram ve Yéntem Baglaminda Bir
Degerlendirme, Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, Yildiz Technical University, Istanbul, p.59.

"2 For detailed information, see Chapter, 2.1.
" For detailed information on the education policies of the early Republican period, see Chapter, 2.2.1.
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common breaking point both in the architectural and the educational field, 1950 has

been selected as the end date of this study’s scope.

Limitation Related to Building Type; Primary School Buildings: As mentioned in the
previous part, modest examples of early Republican architecture fall outside of legal
conservation status due to their rather modest physical values. However, these modest
buildings, which constitute the great majority of the built environment of the period, should
also be conserved in order to enable a comprehensive understanding of the foundation and
institutionalization process of the Republic, the political, cultural, social and spatial
transformations of this process, as well as the role of architecture in this transformation. The
prerequisite for the conservation of these modest buildings is the identification of the whole
formation process of every individual building type, considering national, local and case-
specific aspects, and the integration of the data derived from the formation process into the
assessment phase. However, due to its limitations, this study can only deal with one of these
building types”. The building type selected for this case study is education buildings, for the

following reasons:

= Several institutions were established with the proclamation of the Republic and
construction activities took place across the whole country to ensure the operation
of these institutions. All of these Republican institutions are important for their
undoubted contributions to the foundation and acceptance of the new regime.
However, the education institution, which was charged with the responsibility for
creating the new citizens of the new regime in accordance with Republican
ideologies, was considered especially important due to its key role. Particular
attention was given to the success of education policies and education buildings
are constructed country-wide. Thus, primary education buildings are the most
widely-constructed building type of the early Republican period. As a result,
educational buildings, which were constructed according to a comprehensive
approach intended to reach the whole country, are a suitable case for the testing of

the hypothesis of this study.

= Various primary school buildings differing in scale and quality were constructed
according to the education and school construction policies peculiar to this period.

The great majority of these schools, which can not be conserved on the basis of

" There are various modest building types or modest examples of building types which are not considered in
architectural historiography. For example, the health services of the period are exemplified through some well-
known hospitals in Ankara and in some other city centers such as Hifzisihha Health Complex, Ankara Numune
Hospital, and Izmir Behget Uz Hospital. However, there is no information about how the health services were
introduced in provinces and villages, and the role of architecture in this process. Similarly, there is very little
information about the modest examples of the communication, administration, education, public service building
types as well as rural planning activities. The majority of the limited number of surviving examples of these building
types is all excluded from conservation status.
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their rather modest physical values, are a suitable case for the testing of the

hypothesis of this study.

= Primary school buildings are not among the building types most often studied by
architectural historiography. Knowledge of the design, formation and utilization
process of these buildings is minimal. Education buildings are therefore a suitable
case for testing the hypothesis of this study, being examples of a less well-known

building type, the importance of which is not yet recognized.

Geographical Limitation; Izmir: This study’s initial research showed that Ankara, Istanbul
and lzmir are among the leading cities in which Republican education and school
construction policies were successfully initiated'®. The geographical limitation of this study is

determined as Izmir due to the following reasons;

= |zmir is a good example of an area in which Republican education policies were
successfully initiated at both an urban and a rural level. Thus, lzmir offers the

necessary information on the local dimension of school construction policies.

= |zmir is the second city in terms of the number of school buildings built in the early
Republican period. It thus has a significant number of schools that fall within the

scope of the case study.

= |zmir displays a homogeneous distribution of school buildings both in the city center
and in rural areas. Thus, it offers the possibility of studying a diverse range of

school buildings differing both in scale and in quality.

= |zmir is one of the cities which often has a significant part in architectural
historiographic studies. However, the studies on the early Republican architecture
of Izmir mainly focus on the city center and on important public and residential
buildings. On the other hand, the case study undertaken for this research project
covers the rural settlements in addition to the city center. This study thus
transcends the geographical limitations of the current understanding of the

architectural historiography.
1.4 Methodology of the Study

The terms “twentieth-century architecture”, “modern architecture”, “modern movement

buildings” are used to define the building stock of the twentieth-century in Eurocentric

' For detailed information, see Chapter 2.2.



discussions of the issue. In the case of Turkey, the beginning of the century also overlaps
with the foundation of the Turkish Republic. For this reason, the architecture of this period in
Turkey is defined as “Republican architecture”. The period before 1950, which covers the
foundation and the instutionalization period of the Repubilic, is labelled the “early Republican
period”. Accordingly, the architecture of this period is defined as “early Republican
architecture”. Consequently, there are various concepts used in national debates to define
the built environment of the last century, such as “twentieth-century architecture”, “modern
architecture”, “Republican architecture” and “early Republican architecture”. This study
focuses on the period 1923-50. For this reason, “early Republican architecture” is adopted
here. However, “twentieth-century architecture” is used in Chapter 3.2, where the
international context of the valuation approaches to the periods’ architectural heritage is

discussed.

This study is composed of four main phases. The methodologies of each phase are given in
detail at the beginning of the related chapters.The aim and content of the phases of the

study are as follows:

1. In the first phase, the architecture of the early Republican period, the
historiographical handling of the period, and the place of primary school buildings in
this historiography are identified. The primary school buildings, which the exclusive
approach of the historiography does not take sufficiently into consideration, are
researched in order to identify the full extend of the national context within which
they were planned and constructed. Primary and secondary literature and archival

sources are used in this research. The results are given in Chapter 2.

2. In the second phase, current approaches in assessing the significance of the early
Republican architecture are analyzed against a background of international valuation
approaches to the assessment of the architectural heritage of the twentieth century.
This analysis shows that although international discussions consider the
conservation of the whole diversity of twentieth-century building stock, all the
theoretical, legislative and practical processes of the national context rely heavily on
the physical qualities of the properties, rendering it impossible to gain conservation
status for modest buildings. Secondary literature sources are used in this research,

the results of which are given in Chapter 3.

3. The third phase of the study is composed of two parts. In the first part, the case
study research was carried out in Izmir with a view of understanding the whole
formation process of the primary school buildings studied. The buildings, the national
importance of which is identified in phase 1 in Chapter 2, are considered with

respect to their local and individual formation processes. Primary literature, primary
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archival material, secondary literature, site surveys and oral history research
methods are used in this phase. In the second part of the third phase, information on
the national, local and case-specific aspects influencing the formation processes of
primary school buildings is gathered through a comprehensive program of research,
and this and the information obtained through site surveys is integrated into the
assessment process. The implications and potential of integrating the formation
process into the assessment phase are evaluated and the proposed inclusive
approach for defining the conservation status of the primary school buildings in Izmir
is identified and defined. The results of the third phase of the study are given in
Chapter 4.

4. The fourth and final phase comprises the summary, evaluations and conclusion of

the study. The results are given in Chapter 5.
1.5 Sources of the Study

Studies concerning the field of education of the early Republican period generally focus on
the historiography of educational and pedagogical developments of the Ottoman and
Republican periodsm. Although these are very useful sources for understanding educational
developments, they include very little information on the physical reflections of these
developments, specifically the school buildings. The absence of information on the school
buildings in the current literature made it necessary to conduct this study through
examination of primary sources. These primary sources, as well as the secondary sources

examined and evaluated, are as follows:

1. Primary Sources: published and unpublished sources giving detailed information on
the design and formation process of school buildings, and on legislative frameworks

and construction policies covering national, local and case specific dimensions.

a. Primary literature sources
i) Books and articles
ii) Annuals and guidebooks of various cities

iii) Periodicals of Ministries of Education and Public Works

'® Some of the main literature sources on the subject are;

Basgoz, ., Wilson, H.E. 1968, Educational Problems in Turkey: 1920-1940, Indiana: Indiana University Publications.
Gok, F. (ed.), 1999, 75 Yilda Egitim, Istanbul: TC Is Bankasi Yayinlari.

Kaya, Y.K. 1974, insan Yetistirme Diizenimiz, Ankara: Nilve Matbaasi.

Kazamias, A. M. 1966, Education and the Quest for Modernity in Turkey, London.

Sakaoglu, N. 2003, Osmanlrdan Giiniimiize Egitim Tarihi, Istanbul: Istanbul Bilgi Universitesi Yayinlari.

Tekeli, I., 1985, “Tanzimat'tan Cumhuriyet'e Egitim Sistemindeki Degismeler”, Tanzimat'tan Cumhuriyete Tiirkiye
Ansiklopedisi, v.2, pp.456-475.

Unat, F.R., 1964, Tiirkiye Egitim Sisteminin Gelismesine Tarihi Bir Bakig, Ankara.



b. Primary archive sources
i) National archives
ii) Local archives

iii) Private archives

2. Secondary sources: published bibliographical sources giving information on the

legislative framework affecting the education system, and pedagogic developments.

It is necessary to explain the data included in the primary sources, which are the main
sources examined and evaluated to introduce the formation process of the education
buildings studied. The primary sources of the study, and brief definitions of the content of

each type of source, are given below.

Primary Literature Sources: Books, articles, annuals, guidebooks and periodicals

published in the period 1923-1950 are the primary literature sources used in this study.

Books and articles: Books and articles published in the period 1923-1950 give information on

the educational and pedagogical developments of the period, as well as on the design and
formation process of the education buildings, covering legislative and practical aspects as
well. These bibliographic sources are examined thoroughly in order to understand the aim
and scope of national education policies, the place of school constructions in these policies,
and the design and formation process of education buildings. In order to have a complete
awareness regarding the design and formation process of school buildings in Izmir, books
and articles giving information on a local scale were also studied. Thus, information on the
local organization of the education system and school constructions could be gained through

these bibliographical sources.

Various primary literature sources, composed of books and articles, which are given in the

bibliography in detail, are examined and evaluated, some of which are as follows:

- Anon. 1937, K6y Okulu Binasi, Ankara: T.C. Tarim ve Kultir Bakanliklari Koy
Egitmenleri Yetistirme Kurslari Negriyati.

- Anon. 1943, “Kdylerde Yaptirilacak Okul Binalari Hakkinda Tamim”, TC Maarif
Vekilligi Tebligler Dergisi, 6, 250, pp.69-70.

- lzmir lli K&y Burosu, 1946, “Izmirde Egitim Faaliyetleri’, Izmirde Kéyciiliik, 23.

- Lihotzky, M.S. 1939, Yeni K&y Okullari Bina Tipleri Uzerinde Deneme, Ankara:
Maarif Vekilligi.

- Tongug, i.H. 1944, ilk Okul Ogretmenleri igin Yaptirilacak Evier, np.
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Annuals and guidebooks: Annuals were published for various cities, especially at the 10"

and 15" anniversaries of the Republic. These annuals gave illustrated information on the
cultural, social and spatial transformations in these cities. The developments in the field of
education, which were one of the main tools of the Republican regime in transforming the
entire social fabric, have always had a place in these annuals. Numerical developments in
school constructions were always mentioned in these annuals, which also included rich
visual materials. Thus, these annuals and guidebooks were analyzed in order to gain
information on various types of school buildings constructed throughout the country. Various
annuals and guidebooks, which are given in the bibliography in detail, are examined and

evaluated, some of which are as follows:

- Anon, 1933, Cankiri’da 10 Senelik Cumhuriyet Eserleri, Cankiri.

- Anon., 1938, Cumhuriyetin 15. Yilinda Konya, np.

- Anon., 1938, Cumhuriyetin 15. Yilinda Manisa, Istanbul: Kemal Basimevi.

- Anon, 1938, Izmir Cumhuriyetin 15. Yilinda, |zmir.

- lzmir ve Havalisi Asariatika Muhipler Cemiyeti. 1934, Izmir Rehberi, Istanbul: Resimli
Ay Matbaasi.

Periodicals of Ministries of Education and Public Works: The Ministries of Education and

Public Works, which were the two institutions responsible from school construction, gave
regular information about their construction activities, the plans implemented, and the
responsibilities of the concerned institutions and people. Thus, the periodicals of these two
institutions were analyzed for information regarding their design and construction policies.

These periodicals are as follows;

- Nafia igleri Mecmuasi (Bayindirlik igleri Dergisi)
- Maarif Vekaleti Mecmuasi (Kultir Bakanligi Dergisi, Egitim Bakanligi Dergisi)
- TC Maarif Vekilligi Tebligler Dergisi

Primary Archival Sources: National, local and private archives were searched to obtain
visual and written data on the national, local and case-specific formation process of primary

school buildings.

National Archives: To obtain written and visual information on education policies, the place of

school constructions in these policies, and the design and formation process of education

buildings, the national archives were searched. These archives are:

- Basbakanlik Cumhuriyet Arsivi
- Milli KGtiphane
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Local archives: To obtain visual and written information on the local organization of the
education system, on school construction policies, on the types of school constructed in

Izmir, and on the current conservation status of these buildings, various local archives were

Bayindirlik Bakanligi Katiphanesi
Milli Egitim Bakanhgi Kitiphanesi

searched. These archives are:

Private Archives: To obtain visual and written information on school buildings constructed in

MEB Izmir il Milli Egitim Madirligi Archive

MEB Bergama lige Milli Egitim Mudirliga Archive
MEB Odemis ilce Milli Egitim Mudurlagi Archive
MEB Tire ilge Milli Egitim Midurlagi Archive
Izmir Cumhuriyet Mizesi Archive

Izmir 1 Nolu KTVKBK Archive

Izmir 2 Nolu KTVKBK Archive

Izmir various archives were searched. These archives are:

Bergama Ziibeyde Hanim iOO Archive

Bergama Yukaribey iOO Archive

Bornova Pinarbasi iOO Archive

Bornova Igiklar iOO Archive

Buca Tugsavul iOO Archive

Guzelbahge Vali Kazim Paga iOO Archive
Karslyaka Fevzi Pasa iOO Archive

Karsiyaka Ornekkoy Kazim Dirik iOO Archive
Konak Duatepe iOO Archive

Konak Vali Kazim Paga iOO Archive

Konak Inkilap iOO Archive

Konak Halitbey iOO Archive

Konak Topalti iOO Archive

Konak Yildirim Kemal iOO Archive

Konak Zafer I0OO Archive

Odemis Bademiye Siikrii Saragoglu IOO Archive
Odemis indnii iIOO Archive

Odemisg 3 Eylul iOO Archive

Odemig Konakli Sehit Er Kamil Akan iOO Archive
Odemis Kaymakgi Sehit Ogretmen Lokman Ceker iOO Archive

Tire Cumbhuriyet iOO Archive
12



- Tire Boynuyogun iOO Archive
- Tire Ataturk iOO Archive
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CHAPTER 2

AN OVERVIEW OF EARLY REPUBLICAN ARCHITECTURE WITH PARTICULAR
EMPHASIS ON PRIMARY SCHOOL BUILDINGS

Within the scope of this Chapter, the architectural developments of early Republican period,
the historiographic handling of these developments and the place of primary school buildings
in this historiography are identified in Chapter 2.1. The primary school buildings, which are
seen that not sufficiently considered in this historiography, are researched and analyzed for
identification of the whole dimensions of the process and context effective in their formation.

The results of this research are given in Chapter 2.2.
2.1. An Overview of Early Republican Architecture

The Turkish Republic was proclaimed on October 29, 1923, under the leadership of Mustafa
Kemal and revolutionary measures were taken in every aspect of life aiming to break all the
associations with the Ottoman past and to create a modern Republic in a western sense. To
be able realize the intended aims; a modernization project was put into practice comprising
the whole country for defining the identity of the new Regime and for realizing its institutional
organization”. This modernization project ought to introduce a new spatial order in which all
the public and civil spaces are transformed from top to bottom according to the spatial
strategies determined by the state'®. The purpose of all these spatial transformations was
primarily to ensure the operation of the Republican institutions and to make these
institutional services reach the whole country. The secondary but not least important goal of
these transformations was the ideological role they were attributed; to symbolize the new
against the old, the modernity against the tradition, thus the Republican Regime against the
Dynasty. Therefore, spreading of the spatial strategies which came with the Republic to the
overall country meanwhile means to be able to explain the Republic to the whole country and
to ensure its operation and to engrave the polity to the public memory and to secure its
acknowledgement. The government of the Republic, being aware of this, attached particular
importance to the spatial strategies and made meticulous effort to spread this “modernity

project” to the whole country19.

7 Aritan, ©., 2008, “Modernlesme ve Cumhuriyetin Kamusal Mekan Modelleri”, Mimarlik, 342, pp.49-56.
'8 Aritan, ©., 2008, pp.49-56.
" Tekeli, i., 1998, 75 Yilda Degisen Kent ve Mimarlik, Istanbul:Tarih Vakfi Yayinlari, pp.4-5.
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However, considering the architectural historiography studies of the period, it is seen that all
of these spatial transformations comprising the whole country were not included adequately.
Therefore, the architectural historiography of the period does not effectively explain the
political, social and institutional transformations of the period and the role of architecture on
these transformations. The exclusive approach of architectural historiography and its critical

evaluation is discussed in the following.

2.1.1. Historiography of Early Republican Architecture

The aim of this Chapter is the evaluation of the different researches which constitute the
architectural historiography studies of the early Republican period. As the methodology, the
approaches of different experts towards the period, sub categorization in terms of periodic
and stylistic approaches, the properties heeded for the selection of the samples have been
analyzed. In the study, the sources which approach the period between 1923 and 1950 as a

whole and through a complete building practice are used primarily. The sources, which

Within the outline of the spatial transformation which aims the foundation of the new Regime itself and its
institutions, modern understanding and modern lifestyle, many spatial strategies were developed and put into
practice. The major ones of these spatial strategies are as follows (Batur, A., 1984b, “Cumhuriyet Doneminde Turk
Mimarhi§r”, Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedisi, 5, pp.1383-1387., Tekeli, I., 1998, pp.5-6., Ural, S., 1974,
“Tarkiye’nin Sosyal Ekonomisi ve Mimarlik, 1923-1960", Mimarlik, 1-2, p.20):

-The construction of Ankara as the capital: The founding of new capital in Ankara and its construction with the new
building types those are necessary for the new institutions of the Republic such as ministries, banks, as well as
modern residential buildings according to an appropriate urban planning was a “prestige project” of the new
Republic. For this reason, the government forced its economic possibilities for the construction of her new capital.

-Public improvement works: One of the major goals of the new regime was an orderly human environment which is
the indicator of a contemporary society (Batur, A., 1984b, p.1384). To establish an urban life style which befits a
civilized country, the government made large scale urban planning efforts. Various experts were invited to Turkey to
provide the urban plans of cities. These planned, modern cities not only introduced good quality of urban
environment, paved roadways, sweeping, drainage, and lighting, but also new building types such as municipality
buildings, banks, schools, hospitals, post offices, mass houses as well as recreation venues such as parks, theatres
and cinemas.

The development actions aiming to create an orderly human environment has not been limited to only cities. The
practice of planning exemplary villages and immigrant villages is an important part of the construction program
which is carried out by the state of the period. The policy that Atatiirk put forth in 1935 saying “...One of the aims we
care first is making all of our cities-small or large- including villages, as duties of spaciousness and development,
each, in Turkish land... The spaces which are a household to the Turk will be an example of health, cleanliness,
beauty, and modern culture...” has been tried to be realized with the means of the period (Quoted from Ural, S.,
1974, p.39).

-Railroad network: Railroad construction became a political symbol of the Republic and “covering the motherland
with an iron web of railroads” became one of the main goals of the period. New buildings were introduced into
Anatolian cities such as railroad terminals and their service buildings and the provinces were connected to the
centre authority in Ankara by this web of railroads.

-Industrial buildings: The construction of factories was supported according to the first Five Year Industrial Plan and
factories were built throughout Anatolia. The locations for the factories have been selected as small Anatolian cities
on the path of the railroad. This decision is the most concrete evidence of the desire to spread the modernity project
throughout the country (Tekeli, I., 1998, p.5).

-Education buildings: The education buildings played a central role in transformation of the society from Eastern
oriented habits to Western ones. The education policy was shaped in order to create a new type of Turkish citizen
and society for the sustainability of the modern, democratic and secular state. The Ministry of Education gave
importance to education at all levels. But primary education formed the backbone of the education policy, as it
enabled the education of numerous young individuals in accordance with ideals of the Regime. In order to achieve
the primary education to all citizens, the main objective of primary education policy has been “a primary school in
each district and village”. This objective, is the indi