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ABSTRACT

URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY: AS THE BASIS FOR THE STUDIES
ON THE FUTURE OF THE TOWN
CASE STUDY: BERGAMA

Bilgin, A. Glliz
M.S. in Restoration, Architecture
Supervisor: Inst. Nimet Ozgénul

Co- Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Cevat Erder

January 1996, 249 Pages

Towns that have been continuously inhabited are faced with
the danger of loosing the remains of the historical stratification which
constitute to their identity. The worldwide increasing interest in the
problem during the last decades, gave rise to a new concept called 'urban
archaeology'. Similarly, the concept of urban archaeology, has recently
started to be discussed in Turkey as well. Due to its complexity and
newness, urban archaeology is still very equivocal and there are different
approaches to it in the world and in Turkey. This study aims to introduce
one of the most common approaches to the concept and tries to find out

its possible reflections for Anatolian towns, both in meaning and method.



The thesis is handled in two parts; a conceptual part and a
case study. In the conceptual part the definition and purpose of urban
archaeology are discussed as well as its methodology, evaluation and
basic principles for intervention with respect to the accepted approach.
For the case study, a preliminary study of urban archaeology and its
evaluation based on the methodology defined in the conceptual part is
prepared for Bergama as a sample of such towns from Turkey.
Consequently, the appropriateness of urban archaeology for Anatolian
towns is examined and phases of the study are outlined departing from

the example of Bergama.

Keywords: urban archaeology, historical stratification, identity, continuity,
sustainability, utilizable documentation, diachronic documentation, equi-

property zone, identity area, risk area, reserve area, relationing.
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KENTIN GELECEGI iGIN YAPILACAK CALISMALARA ESAS
OLARAK KENT ARKEOLOJJISI
UYGULAMA ORNEKLEMESI: BERGAMA

Bilgin, A. Guliz
Yuksek Lisans, Restorasyon Ana Bilim Dali, Mimarlik B8Iimu
Tez Yoneticisi: 0F. Gor. Nimet Ozgonul

Ortak Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Cevat Erder

Ocak 1996, 249 sayfa

Surekli olarak yerlegilmis kentler kimliklerini olugturan tarihi
tabakalagmanin kalintilarini yitirme tehlikesiyle ylUz ylzedirler. Son
zamanlarda probleme karsi dinya capinda artan ilgi yeni bir kavram
olarak ‘kent arkeolojisi'nin dogmasina neden olmustur. Karmasikligina ve
yeniligine baglt olarak, dinyada ve Turkiye'de, kent arkeolojisi hala gok
belirsizdir ve kavrama farkli yaklagimlar vardir. Kent Arkeolojisi kavrami
Tarkiye'de de yeni yeni tartisiimaya baslanmigtir. Bu g¢aligma, kavrami
ortak yaklasimlardan biri dogrultusunda tanitmay! amaglamakta ve onun,
anlam ve metod olarak Anadolu kentlerine muhtemel yansimalarini

bulmaya ¢alismaktadir.



Calisma iki bdélimde ele alinmigtir; kavramsal bdlim ve
uygulama orneklemesi. Kavramsal bdélimde kent arkeolojisinin, kabul
edilen yaklasim dogrultusunda, tanimi ve amacinin yani sira metodu,
degerlendirmesi ve miidahale icin ana ilkeleri tartisiimistir. Uygulama
oérneklemesinde ise bir kent arkeolojisi 6n c¢alismasi ve onun
degerlendirmesi kavramsal boélimde tanimlanan metod dogrultusunda
Tarkiye'deki bu tir kentlere érnek olarak Bergama icin hazirlanmigtir.
Sonug olarak, kent arkeolojisi kavraminin Anadolu kentlerine uyguniugu
ve calisma agamalarnnin ana hatlari Bergama 6rneginden yola cikarak

incelenmisgtir.

Anahtar Sozciikler: kent arkeolojisi, tarihsel katmanlagsma, kimlik,
sureklilik, surdrebilirlik, yararlanilabilir ddkimantasyon, diakronik
dékimantasyon, es nitelik bélgesi, kimlik alani, risk alani, rezerv alan,

iligkilendirme.
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and Scope:

The town is a complex and heterogeneous organism,
the result of a collective creation process over a
period.of time. Consequently urban morphology is
the product of a historical development process that
has determined its present configuration through the
persistence or transformation of a physical reality
and the use of space, encompassing not only the
historic centers but also metropolitan development
areas, which are subject to an intense urban growth.
(1990c; 2)

As the most important part of our everyday life, towns shelter
all our social and physical actions and needs. Besides responding to the
needs of today's chaotic life, most of them support the traces of the

ceaseless habitation since the early ages.

"The townscape is the visual and aesthetic aspect of an urban
composition which reflects and provides the framework of urban
experiences and social activities." (Papageorgiou, 1971; 32) Thus, the

present configuration of the townscape and the urban morphology are the



results of the continuity and change of the physical existence and the use
of space through a historical development process. Being a mirror of the
society, the townscape and urban morphology refiects the aesthetic
attitudes and combines different elements that are the representatives of
the period or periods in which they were created. In certain rare cases
townscapes are the products of a single historical epoch, but in the vast
majority of cases they are the outcome of the gathered achievements of
successive epochs, thus reflecting the historical continuity of human life
and that of man's cultural development. As a result, every epoch
introduces new elements into the townscape, which then contribute to the
morphological plurality of the urban conception, configuring the total living
composition of the town. Each town is unique with its historical
background, physical qualities, townscape and contemporary living
composition. It supports physical, sociological or even psychological
traces of a distant past, which all together, give the town its identity and

character, thus, setting it apart from other places.

...the unknown or little known past represented the
‘memory’, or record, not of the urban phenomenon in
general but of a given town, which brings us back to
its identity. (1990e; 2)

Continuity of the identity and culture is supported by the
physical environment, or vice versa, the physical environment is
supported by the continuity of identity and culture. The urban centers
which have been inhabited since the early ages, carry the traces of this
continuity over and under ground. These traces are the witnesses of the

history which is vital both as a scientific need and as a humanistic need.



While stability may also be suggested by the survival
of traditons and institutions and the continued
appreciation of literature, painting and music of
centuries ago, nothing gives more tangible
assurance of stability than bricks and mortar.

...One of the more disturbing realizations in life is
that the human lifespan is very short and it is some
comfort to know that human society is less
ephemeral than we are. Our lives are more
meaningful as member of a society that existed
before us and will continue to exist after us. (Cherry,
1975;7-8)

In spite of the rich variety of their past, towns are faced with
problems arising out of the pace of economic and urban development. In
urban settings, a great number of examples of destruction of remains can
be found as a result of absence of protection. These losses are caused
simply by immoderate and disorganized urban development and growth,
speculation in urban land, economic difficulties, lack of interest in the
protection of remains, lack of collective awareness and social conscience
and the weakness of legal machinery. Projects of the future development
for the towns can be made only with the knowledge of their own historical
backgrounds which can be derived from the vestiges of the material
existence of the town. Under these circumstances, urban archaeology is
introduced in order to obtain a balance between the urban development

and the continuity of the history.

Most of the towns in Turkey are inhabited continuously since

the early ages, carrying the traces of this continuity over and under



ground. However, the urban development seriously threatens this
continuity, giving way to a probable danger of their extinction, in the near
future. In this regard, it seems necessary to make a study on urban

archaeology and Turkish towns respectively.

The thesis departs from a hypothesis that, for the towns with
historical continuity, historical research that is based on urban
archaeology provides more objective evaluations and synthesis which
result in better solutions when compared to the current methodology of
the historical research which is a part of the planning process. Moreover,
it completes a gap between historical continuity of the city and different
scale projects in the city by providing a systematic approach. In a way, it
organizes the studies carried on the city and distributes the information

obtained from the historical continuity of the city to different studies.

The purpose in selecting the subject of the thesis is twofold.
Firstly, it attempts to introduce the concept of urban archaeology, the
recent achievements and studies made about. Secondly, it tries to find out
its possible reflections and sufficiency for the case of Turkish towns, both

in its meaning and method.

1.2. Methodology:

Due to the purpose, the thesis is handied mainly in two parts.
The first part is the conceptual part where the definition, purpose, criteria
and methods of urban archaeology are discussed. The second part

includes the case study where the theories put forward are applied on



Bergama, as an example of such Turkish towns. The main criteria in
choosing Bergama, as a sample town from Turkey, are its historical
continuity, existence of sources and studies made on its historical
background. Last but not least, the existence of a recent planning study in
practice gives the opportunity to make a comparison of the results of two
different approaches in historical research which use the same

information as a starting point.

The conceptual part of the thesis is in the form of a general
introduction to urban archaeology. Urban archaeology is a subject which
is still being discussed and it is not possible to define a single approach to
the subject. In this study, the recent approach which is commonly
accepted, will be taken as a base. The aim and the methodology of the
study and its evaluation and reflection to interventions will be discussed
with respect to the accepted approach. In the theoretical part, the main
questions such as “What is urban archaeology?, What is the purpose of
urban archaeology?, What kind of information does it provide?, Where
can this information be used?, What kind of methods are used to achieve
its purposes?, Who should work in the studies of urban archaeology?,
What should be the role of architect/restorer in the studies of urban

archaeology?” are answered.

The second part is based on the case study carried on
Bergama. In this part not only the urban archaeology of Bergama is
studied, but also the conceptual part is extended and discussed in detail

on the example.



In the second part, the main body of knowledge comes from the
studies done by other disciplines, such as, archaeology, urban planning,
urban, architectural and civil history for the research on the continuous
historical development, that makes the fundamental part of urban
archaeology of Bergama itself. What changes is the manipulation of
‘existing knowledge’, and graphic documentation and presentation of it.
So, the methodology is formed in order to achieve the pre-stated

purposes in a better way.

Through the research process on the past of Bergama, the
primary sources are the documents about its general history, specific
periods of its historical continuity and the resuits of the excavations made
by the archaeologists. The secondary sources are the writings, drawings
and sketches of the travelers who had visited Bergama in different
periods, that give information about the image of the town in these
periods. By overlapping the graphic presentation of the information about
different periods of the town, including the present situation, the urban
archaeological study of the town is achieved. The research is supported
by the methods used in the studies done by different disciplines on urban

archaeology and by the documents about the towns in general.

In the following part, an evaluation of the historical continuity of
the town, and its problems, potentials and values are discussed. in doing
this, additional theoretical discussion about these issues are made. Again
the evaluations in the studies done by different disciplines on urban

archaeology, the documents about the towns are made use of. As a result



of the evaluations, the basic criteria for the studies on the town's future

are determined.

The second part of the case study is about the planning and
conservation studies in Bergama. In this part, the conservation and
planning studies in Bergama and the resulting site decisions are studied
under the light of the general approaches and developments in Turkey.
The case study ends with the evaluation and comparison of the
conservation and planning studies, especially the last planning study
initiated in 1991 and the final situation of the site decisions, with the

results derived from the evaluation of urban archaeology.

The conclusion part of the thesis covers the results of different
aspects of the study such as; the criticisms on the case study: Bergama,
urban archaeology and Anatolian towns with respect to it and
recommendations for the future studies. The thesis finalizes with the

questions that this study brings to mind for further research.

As Kostof emphasizes, "Urban form is never innocent of social
content: it is the matrix within which we organize daily life..."(Kostof, 1992,
p.8). Social structure of a society shapes the physical environment in
which the social actions take place. That is, the social structure and the
physical structure cannot be separated from each other. However, for the
limitations of this thesis, the historical continuities and discontinuities are
not examined sociologically. Instead, the thesis focuses on the physical

reflections of the social structure during the town's historical development.
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CHAPTERII

A GENERAL LOOK AT URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY

2.1. The Development of the Concept of Urban Archaeology

it will be helpful to look back at the situation in the past and the
gradual development of urban archaeology, to place today's conservation

efforts and urban archaeology in a historical perspective. (figure 2.1)

The destruction of the town centers in central and eastern
Europe by the aerial bombardment in 1930-1945 during the Second World
War is followed by the large-scale redevelopment of the town centers
under the demand for the renewal of buildings. This attracted the attention
of the archaeologists to the towns. (Barley, 1977; vii) Some questions
began to arise about the origins and historical continuity of European
towns, causing an increasing interest in the archaeological studies in
urbanized contexts. This introduced a new approach named as rescue or

salvage archaeology.

The aim of this new approach was to gather as much
information as possible by rapid and partial excavations. These studies in
towns were not 'planned actions'. They were directed towards the

location, excavation, and ‘on occasion’. This resulted in the conservation



of remains of specific periods in a town's history. That is, a special
attention was given to zones likely to produce material remains of a
specific type and the rest of the urban area was released from any

constraint relating to the archaeology below ground. (Cleere, 1984a; 4)

The notion of urban archaeology has developed in 1970s as a
response against the pressure of intense urban redevelopment especially
in 1960s. In the late 1960s and early 1970s, the conservation movements
had gained considerable momentum and identification. A phenomenon of
those years was the creation and the development of new approaches

such as, integrated conservation and urban conservation.

The greatest collision of urban archaeology was seen in Great
Britain. Already in the late 1960s, the destruction of early fabric and urban
archaeological layers in British towns were considered as ‘the most
serious problem' facing the British archaeology. (Ward, 1968; 155) Urban
archaeology was formulated during the studies in the historic city of
London by Professor W. F. Grimes, with its concept of town as an organic
entity in time and space, which was first demonstrated fully in the work of
Martin Biddle at Winchester in the 1960s and early 1970s. (Cleere,
1984a; 4) The term ‘urban archaeology’ was spread afterwards from Great

Britain to the rest of Europe and other parts of the world.

In 1975 under the auspices of the Council of Europe, European
Architectural Heritage Year (E.A.H.Y.) was designated . This event,
perhaps more than any other, can be seen as a landmark in the growth of

the conservation movement. (Haskell, 1993; xiv)

10
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Under these circumstances, a conference was held in Oxford
as a meeting of scholars from several disciplines, providing a unique
opportunity to formulate views about the relation between the archaeology
and urban change. As a result, a resolution on urban archaeology,
adopted at Oxford, was presented at E.A.H.Y. Conference at Amsterdam
in October 1975. This has probably been the initiator of the concept of
urban archaeology in the international platform which introduced the

involvement of archaeologists in the planning process.

Urban archaeology, in those years, was taken as ‘archaeology
in urban areas’. The aim was to get rid of the arbitrary character of the
archaeological studies in towns and to make them a planned action by the
integration of the archaeologists in town planning, at least at the level of

advice.

1980s and 1990s gave rise for new approaches which were
effected by the radical changes caused by socio-economic developments
in many towns and their surroundings and the growing interest in a global
approach to the continual history of the towns. Besides, an ideological
change in the principles of many of the specialized disciplines forming
the framework of archaeology occurred in those years. This generated a

new approach to the aim of archaeology in a wider sense."

! For further information about the changes in the discipline of Archaeology see:
Dyson, S. L., 1993. “From New to New Age Archaeology: Archaeological Theory and
Classical Archaeology - A 1990s Perspective”, American Journal of Archaeology, No.: 97,

pp.: 195-206.
Wiseman, J., 1980. “Archaeology in the Future: an Evolving Discipline”, American Journal

of Archaeology, No.: 84, pp.: 279-285.

Renfrew, C., 1980. “The Great Tradition versus the Great Divide: Archaeology as
Anthropology?” American Journal of Archaeology, No.: 84, pp.: 287-298.

Pouilioux, J., 1980. “Archaeology Today’, American Joumal of Archaeology, No.: 84, pp.: 311-312.
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The aims of research, which starting from a purely
scientific basis, is gradually coming to grips with
reality by absorbing socio-economic values in which
the ancient and modern no longer conflict.
(Sommella, 1984; 16)

Parallel to all these changes, there also occurred a change in
the concept of urban archaeology. It began to be taken as the
‘archaeology of urban life’ instead of the ‘archaeology in urban centers’.
This resulted in the integration of many disciplines to urban archaeology

making it an interdisciplinary concept.

Especially beginning from 1980, a series of meetings and
conferences started to be held on urban archaeology both in national and
international platforms. The theme began to be studied in the international
platform, by Council of Europe, sometimes as ‘archaeology and planning’

and sometimes, as ‘urban archaeology’, especially.

2.2. The tendencies about urban archaeology and variations in

definitions:

The problem is to define the exact purpose of what is
called, in shorthand form, urban archaeology:
archaeology in urban areas? archaeology of towns?
special methods of excavation in urban areas?
special requirements relating to excavations in
towns? legal and administrative problems?
conservation and enhancement of remains in the
urban fabric? (Sommella, 1984b; 27)
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it is impossible to define a single approach in methodology,
meaning and scope of urban archaeology due to the object of its interest -

urban- which brings its complexities together.

As Bocchi said, “like in the case of history or in that of project,
also in case of archaeology, the adjective ‘urbar’, instead of specifying
and limiting the subject adds more complexities to its complexities.”
(Bocchi, 1988; 170) The ‘globality’ attached to the concept of ‘urban’
which involves physical, social, economical, political motivations, causes
the transformation of each disciplinary approach into an interdisciplinary

problem.

The differences in the approach to the meaning and scope of
urban archaeology is caused by this complexity and interdisciplinarity of
the subject itself. Archaeologists, urbanists, architects, urban and
architectural historians, and many other disciplines find something related
with themselves in the studies on urban archaeology. In fact, as an
interdisciplinary subject, urban archaeology needs a team-work in which
all those related disciplines co-exist. However, it has always been quite
difficult to achieve such a team-work. As a result, a number of different
definitions, applications and approaches to the subject occurred because
of the different formations of the people participating in the study.
Architects, urbanists and archaeologists have approached differently to
urban archaeology, physical city and the analytical aspects of its history.

(figure 2.2) -
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The main differences in the approaches are related to the time
limitation of the subject. There still exist a number of approaches changing
in the range between ‘archaeology in urban settings’ and ‘archaeology of
urban settings’. As a result, there is an intention to define urban
archaeology as either a particular sector of archaeology or as a totally

separate discipline.

As the most intimate approach to the extremity of ‘archaeology
in urban settings’, some of the archaeologists who are basically
excavators, define urban archaeology as the occupation of the
archaeological remains by the modem city, a special and particularly

difficult technique. (Carver; 9)

While for some others it is a sub-discipline of archaeology
which prepares information for many other disciplines to understand the
development of the city with all its aspects and to base the future
archaeological studies in the city as a part of its development plan, in

order to make the past an integrated part of the future. (Carver; 9)

This particular sector of archaeology, which have
developed also in relation to an ever growing
question of urban history, tends to investigate the
transformations of urban tissue and to analyze the
modifications and stiratifications. (Teti, 1993; 31)

Most of the urbanists, architects and historians approach the

subject as archaeology of urban life as a separate discipline than

archaeology, without forgetting the important role of the archaeology, as
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the source of the basic knowledge obtained through a direct contact with

the archaeological stratifications. (Teti, 1993; 31)

Urban archaeology -from the view point of urbanists- is the
discipline which is occupied with the delicate relation between the ancient
city and the modern city which is developed with the continuity of space in
time. (Insolare, 1984; 28) It is the research of the history of the city
partially using the specific technical instruments of the discipline of
archaeology, without loosing the objective vista of the more general which
is interested in an environment absolutely “pluridisciplinary®. (Bocchi,

1988; 171)

For most of the historians, it is the study of the city and the
phenomenon of urbanism by also making use of the archaeological

methods as far as they are applicable.

For the architects, the attention towards past, is based on the
history disciplines connected to the interpretative criteria and to a
transformative intention. (Infussi, Ischia, 1987; 6) It is seen as the
archaeological return to the source of the city which finds its place in all
kinds of studies for its future.

The archaeological retumn to the source of the city

and architecture is reduced to a search of

elementary components, much the same as the

quest primordial matter in experimental sciences, or

the primary bases to behavior in human sciences.
(Crotti, 1987; 36)
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Urban archaeology signifies, then, the digging out in
the cultural thickness of constructed, in the
settiements of a memory of potentiality put, revealed
or still contained in characters of persistence and of
variability. (Crotti, 1987; 37)

Some of the definitions on urban archaeology even emphasizes
the social, economical and cultural aspects of the city which must be
considered with all these aspects together in order to achieve a full
understanding of the urban development. This brings urban archaeology

closer to another new concept called ‘territorial archaeology’.

Urban archaeology is the archaeology of the city, |
also believe that a city, as a particular kind of
product of human activity, can be best understood if
considered in relation to the natural and cultural
environments in which that activity occurred. It
should therefore be helpful, in studying the
development of the city, to know as much as
possible about all of the culture and environment
interactions that occurred at the scene - prehistoric,
pre-urban, and urban. (Salven, 1978; 455)

In the intemational platform, the theme has been studied under
the heading of ‘Archaeology and Planning’ and ‘Urban Archaeology in
Today's Towns’ in the meetings organized by the Council of Europe. In
the result reports of the meetings, the meaning is defined stressing the
main aspects of it as, working in and for the town, understanding the
historical development with all its aspects, combining the dynamics of
growth and renewal, harmonizing the past with the future, reinforcing the

role of the past in the design and configuration of the future.
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The definitions given in the intemational meetings are more or

less the same. Some of these definitions are as follows:

...urban archaeology has grown up as a discipline
which seeks to acquire knowledge of the historical
development of a town through analysis of material
remains which must be studied, appreciated at their
true value and, frequently, conserved.

...urban archaeology works in and for the town,
reinforcing the role played by the elements of the
past in the design and configuration of the town of
the future. (1990c; 3)

Urban archaeology ... is concemed with towns
themselves and with urban life generally rather than
with a specific period (or periods) in a towns history
or a specific aspect (or aspects) of its activities.

The purpose ... must be to achieve a comprehensive
understanding of an urban environment by means of
horizontal and vertical cross-sectional analyses and
thematic studies presenting the full history of the
civitas, including its relations with its hinterland.
(Sommella, 1984c; 26)

. successfully combines the dynamics of growth
and renewal with the study, documentation and the
conservation of these last remaining elements for the
history of urban centers. (1990c; 2)

As a result, it is not possible to give a complete definition even
now and urban archaeology is still implemented with many different
criteria. Throughout the thesis, urban archaeology will be taken as the

‘archaeology of urban settings’ which is the definition accepted by the
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majority as a result of the developments in the field and the discussions
about it. Urban archaeology, in short, is the research into the gradual
development of a town in order to achieve the full understanding of the
town and to form a framework for the dynamic integration of its past with
its future. it is a systematized historical research which tries to analyze
the whole development of the town, attempts to derive main data coming
from the development and historical continuity of the town and evaluates
the data in order to obtain principles and guide-lines for the future of the

town.

In fact, urban archaeology is the study of an already existing
section of the planning process, that is the historical research. The
difference is that, by the help of urban archaeology, the emphasis of the
historical research is increased, making it a more detailed and
systematized study and even separating it from the planning process, like
a primary study and preliminary evaluation about the town and its history.
Afterwards, this study can be used for different purposes and different
scale projects in the town by overlapping with other kinds of analyses and

evaluations according to the purpose.

2.3. The purpose and use of urban archaeology for different

disciplines:

Urban archaeology should be the first step of all kinds of
studies that will be made for and in the town. With this approach, all the
studies related with the town should follow, in a way, a deductive method.

That is, the town should be understood with all its aspects first, even for
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the smallest scale project, so that the totality, identity, continuity and the
informative character of the town could be conserved for the future as
much as possible. It is necessary to have a complete knowledge of the
town's past in order to design its future. This archaeological approach to
the city brings new perspectives to every kind of study in the town which

is based on a full understanding of the town's historical development.

For the new buildings, urban archaeology derives guide-lines
to design which serves for the architects. This does not mean that all the
new building actions will be based on the history of the town. One can
respect or refuse the ‘ancient and the old’ more intelligently and
aesthetically, the greater the degree is to which it has been assimilated
and understood within its own three-dimensional succession of

chronological stages. (Carandini, 1987; 10-12)

...This is the new purpose that we can attribute to
urban archaeology - a means of looking through the
eyes of a conscious contemporaneous world, which
draws history into the present as the building
material of design. On a second level, its purpose is
to inquire into the settlement morphologies, taken as
materialised diagrams of the mechanism of the
urban production and reproduction, far more
complex far-reaching, in order to decipher what
Thom called "the enigma of form". And thirdly, it is a
means for following the path of the structural
modifications carried out on the settlement pattemns,
in order to grasp the profound essence that gives
rise to the morpho-genetic matrix that involves
preceding structure patterns within the most recent
arrangements, without ever repeating them. (Crotti,
1987; 37)
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The re-look at the city with an archaeological eye is a
contribution towards the history of urban transformations, in a further
complex view. This attention to the history of the city feeds town planning

and architectural projects with new meanings and new responsibilities.

...in this case, the role of the project cannot be
limited to the display of the various objects deposited
on the territory, but must attribute a new significance
to the finds, selecting amongst them what must and
can be revealed. This raises bigger questions which
involve the meaning, the role and the function that
objects from the past play in the construction of an
attitude towards history which every collective spirit
built in each period, and therefore the new sense
which concepts such as memory, relationship and
transformation might play. (Infussi, Ischia, 1987; 9)

‘Archaeology in urban areas’ is only one of the aspects of
urban archaeology. Archaeological excavations cannot be isolated from
its context, that is, the urban life. The duty of archaeology, is to encourage
an understanding of a social fruition by the archaeological findings which

contributes to the compensation of the city.

...And even the ambitious dream of excavation can
come through and translate itself into good collective
memory only in so far as it understands how to co-
exist in harmony with the living, changing habitat,
reinstating those elements of the past that are
necessary for its future in a comprehensive form.
(Carandini, 1987; 10-12)

Urban archaeology is used by the archaeologist for the

integrated planning of the future archaeological studies in the town,
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without disturbing the daily life of the inhabitants appreciated by the public
and attributing to the identity of the town.

Urban archaeology obtains information, not only for the
architects, restorers, urbanists, and archaeologists, but also for the other
disciplines related with the town. The historians, the sociologists, and

many others can make use of these studies.

As urban archaeologists consider the archaeology of
ancient town planning and civic administration, or of
group perceptions within the town, they can find
useful parallels in sociological studies of the same
subjects in modern settings. (Schofield, 1987; 6)

Urban archaeology is working in and for a 'multi-aspected’
concept, that is, the town. This 'multi-aspectednes' has shown its direct
reflection in urban archaeology, figuring out its aims according to each
discipline related with the town separately. That is, the purpose of urban
archaeology is to derive out main pﬁnciples coming from the historical
continuity of the town as a guide-line for different uses by different
disciplines. By this way, it can be possible to achieve the organic
integration of the past, the present and the future of the town which is the

primary objective.
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CHAPTER Il

UNDERSTANDING AND EVALUATING THE TOWNS:
CONCEPTS AND APPLICATIONS

3.1. Procedures and Programmation of the Study:

Depending on the different eras in the continuity of the town,
the information of the historical research, which is the fundamental part of
urban archaeology, comes from different disciplines and is prepared by
the specialists of each era. However, the defining the way of preparation
and its contents is under the responsibility of the disciplines that will make
use of it. At that point, the historical research that will be prepared, that is
the urban archaeology, is in the concern of the architect-restorer. As a
matter of fact, one of the main things that an architect-restorer should be
aware of is the programmation and the procedures of the studies of urban

archaeology. The studies of urban archaeology has basically four phases:

e research
e documentation
e evaluation

e principles for intervention
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Research is the main source feeding urban archaeology. The
main body of knowledge comes from two basic types of researches: the
results of archaeological excavations, which is a continuing process, and
the survey of the historical documents. This part of the study is mainly
prepared by the archaeologists, civil, urban and architectural historians.
However, the urbanist, architect and architect-restorer, who will make use
of these researches, who will evaluate them and prepare the guide-lines
for future studies, should also be aware of the type and quality of the

information that will be the outcome of this research.

Documentation is the most important part of urban
archaeology. It should be emphasized that ‘utilizable documentation’ is
the first and main step of conservation. Documentation is under the
responsibility of the archaeologist and historian as the disciplines
preparing the research as well as the architects, restorers and urbanists
as the disciplines using the documents. It is a sort of demand and supply
relation; if the demand which is the needed information, is properly stated,
the supply which is the document, will be efficiently prepared. At that point
urban archaeology gains importance for an architect-restorer as well as

for other disciplines working in and for the town.

Evaluation of the urban archaeological patrimonio is the way to
obtain the relation between the history of the town and its future. In this
step the responsibility belongs to all of the disciplines taking part in the
studies of urban archaeology, that is, the research and its documentation.
The aim of evaluation is to look at the city as a whole with all its vertical

and horizontal developments, and to derive the main data coming from it.
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As a result of the evaluation, the principles for future studies on
the city are obtained. These principles serve for all the disciplines
working on the town by overlapping them with other types of studies
according to the field of use. They are used by the urbanist for the
development plan and the conservation plan;, by the architect-restorer for
the restoration of single monuments, group of buildings as well as the
conservation plan; by the architect for the new buildings in the new
development or as an infill in the historical part of the town; by the
archaeologist for the planning of the future studies in the town; by the

researchers such as historians and sociologists, and so forth. (figure 3.1)

The program relies on an interdisciplinary study which consists

of assistance group of specialists and operational groups.

A further specification takes place still, in relation
between disciplinary areas, up to now separated,
which today present a lot of points of convergence in
praxis of intervention in urban area; (Teti, 1993; 32)

This disciplinary field -urban archaeology- brings different
groups from different disciplines and specializations together. A lot of
academic specializations , the technical and humanistic disciplines get
closer to each other. After all the recent developments of historiographical
and of urbanological problematics, urban archaeology has brought the fall

of the existing barriers between them, also in the field of research.
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3.2. Understanding the Towns by Means of Urban Archaeology:

3.2.1. A General Look at the Elements of the Town:

Urban form is the outcome of the combination of the
fundamental elements of city, common to all settlement patterns. These
elements can change in pattern, arrangement, form and qualities, and
even disappear or re-emerge, as shaping the settlement pattem of
different periods. When analyzing a city, in order to achieve a full

understanding, these main elements should be searched for.

Relation with the natural environment:

Natural features of a site play a very important role in the
development of the city, formation of its general layout and inner
organization. Topography, together with the rivers, hill, mountains, plains,
breakes in the terrain, is the most effective one of these natural features,
the one which always exists and which is the part of the tissue built on top

of in every phase of the town'’s development.

Geographical conditions, such as the ground type, earthquake
zones, are effective in the layout of the city as well as being the reason for
the breakes and re-buildings throughout the history. Climatic conditions
show their reflections on the cities in the formation of the city with the
building types and orientation. Looking for the natural features of the site
and their relation with the city helps to understand the city and its tissue in

a better way.
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Edge of the city:

Cities are places that have some physical
circumscription, whether material or symbolic, to
separate those who belong in the urban order from
those who do not. Even without any physical
circumscription, there is a legal perimeter within
which restrictions and privileges apply. (Kostof, S.,
1991; 38)

Cities have boundaries which change in time. These
boundaries are not rigid elements as they are an integral part of an
organic entity. There can be sometimes shrinkages and sometimes

overflows with respect to the previous ones.

As Kostof points out, the city edge does not need to have a
physical boundary even, which defines it. The city edge can be a soft
edge or open edge as well as being defined by a solid boundary like the
city walls, legal boundary like the customs boundary, natural boundary

like the topography, the sea, the rivers.
Entrances to the city:

The entrance to the city is formed depending on the edge of the
city. It can be a controlled approach in the form of a city gate in the case
of a city with solid boundaries. Sometimes, even without any other
defenses or solid boundaries, “free-standing gates might be set up to play

their assigned role in urban life”. (Kostof, 1992; 37)
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Approaches and entrances to the cities with open edges are
through the main streets connecting the city with other settlements or in
the form of fringes. The entrance to the cities with natural boundaries

such as the sea or the river can be through a port.

Whatever the type or the shape of the entrance to the city is,
which may change according to many different factors in different periods,
it is an important factor effecting the inner organization of the urban form
as well as the outer relations as a link with its hinterland and with other

settlements.

Periphery:

The phenomenon of outside settlements, either domestic or
productive, is almost as old as cities. It can be a planned or unplanned
extension feeding the city with the activities and the productions taking
place. As a factor effecting the city, the peripheral area should be studied

as well, to understand the town with all its aspects.

Urban divisions:

As an outcome of the social structure of the urban population,
the structure of the urban form is consummated. Differences in the social
structure result in the formation of urban divisions, sometimes as evident
preplanned intentions on the city's structure, and sometimes as a
reflection of fortuitous social changes. According to Kostof, four kinds of

specialized partitions of urban territory can be recognized in general:
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e the administrative district; where the ruling authority resides
¢ the religious district; as a reflection of God in the city
e the district of business and commerce

e the residential component of the urban structure

There are other types of divisions as well, like the temporal
distinction: old town-modemn town, cultural segregation; religious and

ethnic, economic segregation and so on.

Main buildings and open spaces:

Urban form has identifying minor elements such as the main
buildings, monuments and open spaces which change throughout the
history. These are more or less similar to the urban divisions in general.
These buildings and open spaces have been very important in shaping
their close surrounding as well as the whole development policy of the

cities.

Like the urban divisions, they can also be generalized as the
administrative buildings, the religious buildings, the commercial and
business buildings, the residents as well as other public spaces and

buildings.

The type, the form, and the name of them change from era to
era, but their important role in the development of the urban formation is

always evident.
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Streets:

More than a mere traffic channel ensconced within
the city's solid mesh, the street is a complex civic
institution, culture-specific and capable of dazzling
formal variation and calculated nuance.

Used as public thoroughfare and residential meeting
ground, linear market and vehicular track, streets
demand delicate compromises between
contradictory functions... (Kostof, 1992; 189)

Streets are complex elements of the cities as urban forms or
institutions. They have economic and social significance as well as their
architectural identities. The street is one of the most important elements

defining the tissue of the town.

There are many different types of streets which are variable in
a town as well as from town to town or era to era. They can take the name
as colonnaded avenues, boulevards, alleys, covered streets, dead-end
streets, the ceremonial or processional axis, the river side walk and so

forth, according to its type.

The degree of a street is also very important in the urban
formation. The main axis or streets have always been a defining factor in
the arrangement of the inner organization of the town, the placement of
the main buildings, and the urban divisions. Whereas the smaller ones
are the integral part of the tissue of the town outlining the physical

structure of the town.
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3.2.2. Methodology of Urban Archaeology in Analyzing the Town with

its Main Elements:

Urban archaeology is a discipline put forth to achieve a full
understanding of the historical development of the town. So that, the
continuity in this development process can be conserved and sustained
without neglecting any of the successive phases which all together

constitute the identity of the town.

The first step in studying and understanding the town is
compilation of all kind of information and data about the town through the

available sources.

The interdisciplinary character or at least the
pluridisciplinarity of interventions on urban tissue in
antique centers require the disponibility of the free
circulation of information, which can’t remain divided
or reserved by any body. (D'Agostino, 1983; 26)

The information about the continual historical development of
the town can be obtained through the primary and secondary sources
related with the town. There are two kinds of studies that obtain
information and data about the town, that feed the study both as primary

and secondary sources. These are:

e data obtained from over and underground surveys, archaeological

studies and excavations, that feed the study as primary sources,
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e data collected through localized information drawn from archival,
library sources, historical documents that feed the study both as

primary and secondary sources.

As a result, all the data about the town is compiled which is a

primary requirement of urban archaeology.

The protection of the city with its all underground
and overground values is not impossible. The
important thing is that, it needs an obvious definition
of the problem, elaboration of a utilizable
documentation, definitions of the choices and the
creation of the platform where it can be
discussed.(D'Agostino, 1984; 25)

When analyzing the city and its historical development, the
primary phase of the studies of urban archaeology is the formation of
utilizable documentation which will be serving for different disciplines
and purposes. An essential step in the formation of utilizable
documentation is composing and shaping the collected information in the
research process in such a way that, it can be used directly in the future

studies and interventions on the city.

The utilizable documentation is achieved through a diachronic
documentation in the studies of urban archaeology. It should not be
forgotten that the formation and development of the city is a continual
process and successive stages of this continuity are inseparable parts of
a whole. While working on urban archaeology scheme involving a global
cultural and interdisciplinary approach and the use of appropriate

methods, it is impossible to isolate archaeological research of ancient
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levels of habitation from the study of settlement stratification as a whole,
~ as stressed by D’Agostino-Stazio' in the urban archaeological studies of

Naples:

...it is impossible to consider archaeological
evidence from the site of Acropolis at Neapolis as
having no connection with the residential district of
medieval times or the monastic citadel built above it
during the Counter-Reformation. The exceptional
nature of urban phenomenon as historical and
cultural evidence is, precisely, constituted by this
compactness, wherein what is recent is created out
of and on what is ancient, the various elements
forming an inseparable whole.” (Sommella, 1984b;
28)

Urban archaeology aims to achieve a synchronic whole
through a diachronic method. That is, each phase in the continual
development process is studied separately as a result of which the whole
historical continuity of the city with all its horizontal and vertical
development is understood. Urban archaeology, in that sense, even
though analyses the city with each of its development stage separately,
treats these stages as an integral part of a whole at the end of which 3-
dimensional plan, or in other words, plano-volumetric view’ of the city is
consummated. Through the diachronic documentation of different phases
of the city, a synchronic whole is obtained in which the contribution of
each of the different stages is equal and in which none of the phases are

underestimated or neglected.

! See D'Agostino, 1983; 23.
? Plano- volumetric is a terminology used by P. Sommella in Sommella, 1984b; 28.
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There are a lot of different types of studies used in order to
achieve the diachronic documentation of the city which is the way to
obtain the utilizable documentation that can be studied, evaluated and
transferred to different future actions and interventions in the town. (table
3.1a, 3.1b) In order to procure this, first of all, transfer of the data obtained
through the historical research to visual documents should be obtained,

besides presenting it in the narrative form.

Studies of urban archaeology starts from macro scale in which
a schematic study is prepared giving a general information about the
periods of inhabitation, the historical stratification, types and qualities of

the stratification for a number of cities.

This gives the chance to understand the historical stratification
of a city with its general aspects and place it in to a right position with
respect to other towns through the similarities and differences in the

historical stratification.

This kind of a preliminary study is prepared for 40 cities at the
Southwest of France. (figure 3.2) In this study of urban archaeology,
which is presented in the form of a table, besides a schematic section
showing the stratification, the types of sources about this stratification

and the existing city are defined.
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figure 3.2 Table of schematic documentation of 40 cities of Southwest
France with the indication of their urban archaeology

from Carver, M. O. H.,?. “Archeologia Urbana in Europa®, heologia Urbana in Lombardia: Vi e _doi
Depositi Archeologic e Inventario de] Vincofi, Edizioni Panini, Modena, p. 10.

Following a study in macro scale, that includes a number of
cities, it is easier to begin with a more detailed study of urban

archaeology of these cities separately.

The use of ‘diachronic reconstruction plans’ can be observed
as a primary study of diachronic documentation in the majority of

examples observed. (figure 3.3) (Appendix A)
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When studying the urban archaeology of a single town, as
Sommella stresses, the point of reference is the town’s beginnings.
(Sommella, 1984b; 27) The town should be analyzed with its main
elements® beginning from the first phase of its continual development
onwards, in order to achieve a full understanding and evaluation of its

development and historical continuity.

In case of ancient towns, the obvious point of
reference for an appropriate program of urban
research aimed at ascertaining changes in, or the
survival of, monuments and functions in the various
stages of development is such towns’ beginnings.
These beginnings are apparent not only in the
architectural remains but also, and above all, in the
original urban pattern and zoning. This method of
investigation should be repeated for each phase of
a town’s development, and it is through a historical
analysis of the formal and substantial aspects of
specific periods that a complete picture is built up.
(Sommella, 1984b, 27)

By this way, the plan of the city should be prepared for each of

its development stages until today and the diachronic reconstruction of

the city is obtained.

The diachronic reconstruction plans are prepared in different
scales and details. They can be about the general layout of the city and
the changes taking place through different phases in its general layout, by
defining the relation of the city with the natural and man-made
environment, city edge, entrances, periphery and main axis in each of the

different phases and by overlapping them with each other. They can

®See Chapter 3.2.1
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contain more detailed information by defining the tissue of the city, street
system, main buildings, open spaces and urban divisions, that makes
possible to view the spatial, and functional continuities and discontinuities

of its inner organization in the historical development process.

The diachronic plans should include the studies carried on
about different eras, such as the findings in the excavations. Different
information can take place in separate sets of diachronic plans like the

diachronic plans of findings or diachronic plans of reconstruction of the

city. (Appendix A)

In fact, the most proper is the existence of a diachronic plan in
which the reconstruction of the city is prepared by showing and
differentiating the existing structures and findings belonging to the period

of concern as well as assumptions all together. (figure 3.3)

‘Old plans of the city’ prepared in different periods are
important documents in urban archaeology. They give information about
their period and obtain the chance of observing changes occurred before
and afterwards. Old plans are used as a part of the diachronic
reconstruction plans and superimposed with other periods so that the
vertical and horizontal development of the city is achieved properly.

(Appendix A)
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figure 3.3 Diachronic plans showing the development of London.

These plans are prepared in the form of transparent sheets. By superimposing them
‘plano-volumetric’ view of the city's historical development is achieved.

from Biddle, M., end Hudson, ., 1973. T of Lo 's Past. Worcester.
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Besides diachronic reconstruction plans, ‘altimetric plans and
stratigraphic sections’ are prepared as an important step of urban
archaeology. Altimetric studies in the form of plan or sections, are
arranged to define the altitude of different eras depending on the over and
underground surveys of the city. They are important in the understanding
of the relation of successive epochs with eachother and with the existing

town. (Appendix A)

‘Documentation of the construction phases of the edifices’ is
another type of study that helps to understand the continuities in single

structures as a part of the urban tissue.

The studies in the city and their results are documented in the
form of tables called ‘table of findings’. These also help to systematize

and collect all the information in a single document. (Appendix A)

There are other types of studies in analyzing the historical
stratification of the city such as, the documentation of historical,
archaeological, monumental and paesistical elements of suburbs and

typological studies on the main structures of each era*.

“See the study on the city of Torino for further information in Viglino, M. and Comoli, V.
{eds.), 1986. Storia e Architecttura della Citta’, Atti delle Giormnate di Studio (3 e 20
maggio1985), Beni Culturali Ambientali nel Comune di Torino, Edizioni dell’Orso, Torino.

43



220 2 et mare Dasaments os ever 10 storeyy

= &
D t bavemant . = e

Madern river tront

Apgrozimate death ol archaealogical deposits
Baiow present-aay Jevsl

U $2m

oo Z 14

0778 Acass whare duvelopment in
// tikaly i the next § years

Aress te be dovaioped
in 1he nasr {uture

figure 3.4 Analeis on the existing situation and future condition of London.

These plans are prepared in order to superimpose with the transparent sheets. By
superimposition, present and future condition of the city’s historical development is
achieved.

from Biddle, M., and Hudson, D., 1973. The Future of London's Past Worcester.

44




Besides the analysis of the city in previous periods, in some of
the examples like in the case of London, analysis of the existing situation
and future proposals of the town are also prepared as a part of its urban

archaeology.

These analysis include information about the structural system,
construction material and number of floors of the existing urban fabric as
well as future development areas. They are prepared with the aim to
understand the condition of the historical stratification with respect to the

existing situation and future proposals. (figure 3.4)

All these analysis are prepared through the study of primary
sources, either as the results of field studies or projects or the resuits of

the studies of archival, library or historical documents.

Besides the primary documents, the secondary documents
such as ‘travelers’ books, engravings, and sketches’ are also made use of
during the studies of urban archaeology. These narrative and visual
information should be treated carefully as they can reflect wrong or
unexisting information about the town. They give only an image about the
different aspects of the city in the period of preparation. However, their
degree of reliability should always be in mind while making use of them.

(figure 3.5)
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figure 3.5 A sketch of the city of Milan. It is used to visualize the axis of that period.

from Carver, M. O. H.?. “Archeologia Urbana in Europa”, Archeologia Urbana in_Lombardia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincol, p. 135, Edizioni Panini, Modena.

In addition to the macro scale and city scale studies, smaller
scale diachronic documentation, that is, the diachronic documentation of
the historical stratification of a region of the city, are used for the
determination of the historical continuities of buildings, building groups or
spaces. This reaches till the study of single structures diachronicly, so
that the full understanding of the building throughout its historical
continuity can be achieved which brings another concept called buildings

archaeology.’

®See Wood, J. (ed.), 1994. Buildings Archaeology, Applications in Practice, Oxbow
Books, Oxford.
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As a result of all the analysis about the past and the future of
the town, utilizable documentation of the city is achieved. All these studies
consummate with the formation of an urban data bank, through which
scientific knowledge can be increased, a full understanding of the town
could be achieved, and guide-lines and principles for future studies can

be derived.

Besides the preparation of all the documentation studies, the
systematic supervision of documentation is essential. That is, the analysis
should be revised systematically and every kind of new information, or
corrections, should be reflected to the diachronic documentation of the

town.

In the studies of urban archaeology, the operational
contributions with ‘up-to-date technologies’, such as computer aid, are
used as important tools. Likewise, in the presentation phase, the
diachronic plans are prepared on ‘transparent sheets’. These are
important tools in the studies of urban archaeology, as they give the
chance to superimpose the diachronic studies reflecting the
documentation of each phase of the city separately and obtain a 3-
dimensional plan of the city by superimposing them and obtaining a

synchronic whole.
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3.3. Evaluating the Studies of Urban Archaeology for the Future

Actions in the Town:

The plano-volumetric view of the town obtained through
different types of analysis, not only helps to achieve the full understanding
of the vertical and horizontal development of the town through its
historical continuity, but also makes possible to derive principles and

guide-lines from them for future actions.

Continuity is the primary value and sustainability is the
primary aim for the towns with historical stratification in the studies of
urban archaeology. The evaluations are based mainly on these criteria.
Continuity, as a value, introduces identity areas to the evaluations of
urban archaeology. The term attached with the aim of urban archaeology,

that is, sustainability, is the risk area.

VALUE ——————| CONTINUITY |—>IDENTITY AREAS

|
AIM —————————| SUSTAINABILITY | —>RISK AREAS

figure 3.6 Relations between aims, values and their results in the evaluation of the
studies of urban archaeology
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Identity areas can be interpreted in two ways. The areas of
structures which can be treated as a ‘symbol’ of its period reflect the
identity of the period of concern in the townscape of the town. These are
generally monumental or existing structures in the urban fabric. The
choice of identity areas in this aspect needs a complex process of

evaluation and a detailed knowledge of each period of the city.

Identity areas, in the sense of use in urban archaeology, is
more related with the value of continuity. They define the zones of the city
where the maximum superimposition of the periods of the city are
concentrated. These zones are the witnesses of the historical continuity of

the city and play an essential role in the formation of their identity.

Risk areas are the zones defined with the increase in the
stratification. In this sense they somewhat intersect with the identity zones
as well, but they have another aspect which is related with the
contemporary city. The existence of contemporary urban settlement is the
most important factor in the determination of risk areas besides the
amount of the historical stratification. The amount of the stratification and
the periods it contain differ from zone to zone in a city. There some zones
in the city which have the maximum stratification and which are still in the
urban area today. Such zones constitute the ‘highest risk’ areas of the
city. These areas are the most fragile areas that should be carefully
treated. On the other extreme, there are the zones where the historical
continuity had been interrupted at an era, and since then no kind of
inhabitation has occurred. These zones, where the urban development

pressure is hardly felt, are called reserve areas; the areas ‘reserved’ for
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scientific studies and excavations to be carried on today or in the future,
far from the danger of disturbing the contemporary urban life. In the range
between these two, there are various zones with differing gradations of
historical stratification which results in the formation of various risk areas

of differing gradation.

In the example of urban archaeology of Atri, the definition of
these ‘fragile zones’ played an important role in the formation of the

methodology of the study.

The implementation of such a method of analysis is
thus represented by research on the historic center
of Atri covering both the urban pattern and the
specific study of ancient features through later
developments. This research conducted over several
years has made it possible to identify significant
historical and architectural tuming points which
enlighten us as to functional changes in the town.
From the location of buildings and the infrastructure
network it has also been possible to establish which
are the most “fragile” areas that need to be carefully
monitored during interventions which daily disturb
the subsoil of a modern town. (Sommella, 1984b, 30)

Determination of risk, identity and reserve areas compute an
important basis for the future actions in the town, so should be prepared

as a preliminary step of evaluation.

Studies on the ‘archaeological, monumental, and environmental

values of structures, spaces and rectorial axis® are also carried on as a

®See Viglino, M. and Comoli, V. (eds.), 1986. Storia e Architecttura della Citta’, Atti delle
Giornate di Studio (3 e 20 maggio1985), Beni Culturali Ambientali nel Comune di Torino,
Edizioni dell’Orso, Torino.
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part of the evaluation of the historical development and continuity of the

towns like the example of Torino. (Appendix A)

Potenzialita dei Depositi Archeologici
di Brescia
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figure 3.7 Zoning showing the stratification, identity and risk areas of Brescia in Italia

from Carver, M. O. H.,?. “Archeologia Urbana in Europa”, Archeologia Urbana in {ombardia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincoli, p. 90, Edizioni Panini, Modena.

Besides the evaluations related with values and problems,
there are a number of evaluations aiming to determine the potentials of
the historical stratification. They are achieved by evaluating the historical
stratification together with the analysis of the existing urban fabric as a
result of which totally destroyed areas, partially destroyed areas, totally
preserved areas and areas with probable stratification are determined.

(Appendix A)

There are also examples such as Cremona, Milan and London

where the future state of historical stratification is evaluated depending on
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the relation of the proposals for the future of the city and its historical

stratification. (Appendix A)

The types of analysis and their evaluation are shaped
according to the aim of use. These purposes can be; constitution of a
base for the future development and conservation plans, organization of
archaeological studies in the city and determination of the strategy,
integration and presentation of existing stratification, design of infills or
new developments. Besides, there are also some studies which are not
prepared for a single purpose but left open to use for different purposes,
like the case of London. As a result of all these studies, the principles and

guide-lines are obtained according to the aim of use.

Through such studies in the analysis and evaluation process,
the full understanding of continual development of the town, both
horizontally and vertically, is aimed to be achieved; So that, their proper
reflections in the implementation process can be realized through the
basic principles and guide-lines produced. However, as Sommella
indicats, at that point it seems quite hard to obtain the reflections of these

evaluations in the studies relating the town.

It is, however, difficult to establish a common
methodology which not only guarantees that account
will be taken of all data useful in urban science (i.e.
the scientific and interdisciplinary side of research)
but also is capable of supplying immediate, and not
simply passive, replies to specialists working on
urban fabrics. (Sommella, 1984b, 29)
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In fact, even though obtaining ‘immediate’ reflections of the
studies of urban archaeology seems to be hard to achieve, there are
examples -in the form of proposals or applications- in which urban
archaeology is taken as the point of departure. Especially, the examples
in Rome show the integration of urban archaeology in various steps and
types of studies in the city, beginning from the city scale reaching to the

projects about single structures. (Appendix A)

Looking at the city, as a whole, through the eyes of urban
archaeology, makes possible to derive history into the future as a design
material; as a factor that constitutes the plurality and enrichment of every
scale and kind of project, besides obtaines the sustainability of the town’s

identity, continuity and existing plurality.

In the wide range of the studies of urban archaeology, which
begins from ‘understanding of the development of the town’, through
research and documentation phases, and ends with the ‘reflection of the
understanding achieved’, through the phases of evaluation and
determination of principles and guide-lines, aim is to obtain the
sustainability of its historical continuity in balance and harmony with its
future. There on, comes the implementation phase, which brings new
concepts and key words to be discussed such as, integration,

reinterpretation, presentation...
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CHAPTER IV

A PRELIMINARY STUDY OF
URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY AND ITS EVALUATION
CASE STUDY: BERGAMA

Bergama, chosen as a model town from Turkey, will be the

point of reference for a preliminary study of urban archaeology.

Bergama is a town that has been continuously inhabited
beginning from very early ages onwards. It carries the traces of this

continuos habitation over and under ground.

It is located at 105 km. Northeast of izmir and surrounded with
Candarli at 30 km Southwest, harbor town of Dikili at 20 km. West, and
Soma at 45 km East of it and is very closed to main transportation routes.
(Akman proje Ltd. Sti., 1992; 3) With 5 sub-districts and 116 villages
connected to it, Bergama is the biggest district of Izmir . (Kutay, 1993; 83)

The data about Bergama is presented in a selective approach
according to the aim of use. That is, the main elements of the town which
are discussed in the conceptual part' are searched for and tried to be

presented in a systematic way, as much as possible. The information

' See Chapter 3.2.1
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about each of its development phase is arranged and presented in two
different sets: One is about the general characteristics of the town, that is,
its general layout. In that set, relation with the environment, edge of the
city defining the urban area, entrances to the city, periphery, and main
axis are shown. The other set is about a more detailed analysis of its
microform, that is, its inner organization. This set includes, the tissue of
the city and the street system, and main buildings, open spaces and

urban divisions.

The thesis focuses on the physical reflection of the historical
development of the town, however, a brief information about the socio-
economic situation of each era is given as a factor effecting the physical

formation of the city in the period of concern.

4.1. A Study of Urban Archaeology - Understanding the Town -

Research and Documentation:

4.1.1. Topographical, Geological and Climatic Conditions as

Important Factors in the Formation and Development of the City:

The natural features of the site, which are, topography, geology
and climatic conditions, play a primary role in the modeling of the site,

and the determination of the layout of the city and its boundaries.

The settlement area of Bergama is situated about twenty miles
inland from the sea, between two arms of Kaikos Creek (Bakirgay):

Selinus(Bergama Cayi) and Cetius(Kestel Cay!).
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figure 4.1 Regional location of Bergama

from Ministry of Forestry, 1970. Bergama Historical National Parks Long Term Development Plan, sect. 5-6,
Ankara.
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Acropolis Hill of 331m. height defines the North part of the
settlement area, where as, at the West, Boztepe of 358 m. height and
Geyikli Mountain of 1051 m. height surround the settiement area. (Akman

proje Ltd. Sti., 1992; 3)

The area consists, mainly, of a valley section and elevations
surrounding it. The valley section, called the Bakircay Plain, is the
sinkage area of this geomorphologic system. It is a fertile meadow
consisting of a large plateau filled with alluvium from Kaikos Creek.
Bakirgay Plain is flanked at the East by the Cetius Creek and through the
middle of it, passes the Selinus Creek. Just at the edge of Bakirgay Plain
an elevation starts both in the North and South. In the North there is the
Madra Mountain of 1338 m. height. It consists mainly of volcanic tuff. In
the South exists the 1080 m. high Yunt Mountain, which is of andesite-

basalt. (figure 4.2)

Bergama is tectonically, in the first degree earthquake zone.
Fault lines follow a Southwest - Northeast direction and the existing fault

line system is continuously in motion. (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; 15)

The area has the typical climatic conditions of Aegean Region
with cold-humid winters and hot-arid summers. The average yearly
temperature is 20.9° C. The average temperature in winter is 8° C and in
summer is 26° C. Maximum temperature difference is 14° C for winters
and 15° C for summers. The average rainfall per year is 755.9 mm>. The

main wind direction is from Northeast.
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figure 4.2 Topography of Bergama

Prepared by A. G. Bilgin on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische
Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xll); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP XI2)
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4.1.2. Historical Development of the Town

4.1.2.1. Pre-Historic Ages:

Bergama is a very old settlement dating back to Prehistoric
Ages. In the vicinity of Bergama a number of findings belonging to pre-
historic ages are discovered which proves the existence of habitation in

this region from very early ages onwards.

During the excavations on Acropolis some stone axes and
ceramic pieces probably belonging to Neolithic ages were found. Same
kind of stone axes and ceramic pieces were also found in the valley
section, during the construction of storehouses between Emir Sultan
Mosque and Uckemer Bridge. Similar findings are situated at the skirts of
Yund Mountain. (Eris, 1985; 18) In the Deg@irmentepe and Baklatepe
excavation area close to Bergama, Bronze Age findings, such as
ceramics, vases, bronze needle belonging to the first half of 3000s BC
were discovered. (Erig, 1985; 19) There are also some traces of rock
settlements and tombs, which can belong to prehistoric ages in the rocks

around this region. (Erig, 1985; 20)

Due to the fact that findings are all movable pieces, it is
impossible to talk about their exact places. However, they somehow
show the traces of certain kind of settlements in Bergama and its
surrounding in the prehistoric ages. For a proper information on the
prehistoric ages of Bergama, further detailed studies should be carried

out, considering Bergama a part of the Bakirgay Cultural Environment.
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4.1.2.2. Archaic and Classical Ages:

During the Archaic Era, Bergama continued to be a settlement.
There exist vases, ceramic and sculpture pieces retrieved from various
parts of Acropolis, and traces of an archaic building of 6th century BC was
unearthed. Although most of the material found belong to late archaic
period of 6th century BC, depending on the information coming from Hugo
Prinz that in 7th century BC Milesienne Creed lived in Bergama, existence

of an earlier Archaic settlemént can be accepted. (Erig, 1985; 23)

During the Classical Era, Bergama was one of the important
cities of Mysia, which was then passed to the Lydian domain and
afterwards was occupied by Persians. The first time Pergamon’s name
starts to be mentioned in historical texts is around 400 BC. In the book
called “Anabasis” by Xenophon, Pergamon’s citadel is noted as a well-
guarded citadel used by Persians. After 354 BC, Bergama started to be
ruled by Greek tyrants who were extorted by the Persian Kings until 334
BC, the time of Alexander the Great. (Erig, 1985; 32) We can not make
assertions about the settlement of Pergamon before the early Hellenistic
period as nothing is known about the inner organization, limits and shape
of the settiement during Archaic and Classical times. The only information
about the settlement area of these ages can be derived from the city walls
that carry the traces of the Archaic and Classical era city walls in the East
and South. (Radt, 1993; 204) The city had nearly the same expansion as
it had during the Philetairan city and in the 5th century BC new city walls
were built on top of the previous ones. (Wulf, 1994; 171)
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4.1.2.3. Hellenistic Era:

4.1.2.3.1. Early Hellenistic Era - Establishment of Pergamon Kingdom
and Philetairan City:

After the death of Alexander the Great in 323 BC his domain
was. divided among his generals. Lysimachos, one of the generals of
Alexander, took notice of the lands of Western Anatolia including
Bergama. Already existing citadel was captivated from the Persians and
restored by Lysimachos. Later on, he confided Philetairos the treasure he

gained from the Persian siege and the city.

With the death of Lysimachos, Philetairos established the
independent Kingdom of Pergamon. Philetairos was followed by Eumenes
| and Attalos |, Pergamon was contrived into a science and art center and

lived one of its most respectful state of Hellenistic world.

Pergamon, under the reign of Philetairos in the first quarter of
the 3rd century BC, prospered as an early Hellenistic ruler’s capital, an

energetic, ambitious dynasty.

The Kingdom was composed of Attalids, a Greek colony, who
thought over themselves as the forebears of Classical Athens and
intended to transfigure the city into a showcase of Hellenistic urbanism.

(Kostof, 1985; 182)
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4.1.2.3.1.1. The General Layout of the City:

Relation with the Natural Environment: The site was settled
around an easily guarded hill pushed out over a plain. In this aspect it had
a pattern similar with many fortified Greek settlements, like Priene, as a
“dry land peninsula”. At the skirts of the hill there was the fertile plain of
Bakirgay, from which city could obtain all the necessary agricultural

products.

Bergama was not a port city but it was connected to the sea by
the help of the river through which the shallow boats could travel easily
even when loaded. Besides, it was succeeded by cities in more favorable

location such as Smyrna. (Radt, 1993; 202)

Edge of the City Defining the Urban Area: The city had city
walls as a solid edge defining the limits of the settlement area. The city
walls followed almost exactly the lines of the archaic and classical periods
in the East and South. The space encircled toward the Southwest was
rather more extensive. The citadel was remarkably enlarged toward the
North. City walls were contrived more or less horizontally, approximately

following the contour lines.

The city can be identified mainly in two parts as the Acropolis,
which was placed at the hill's crown and the settlement area. A strong
enclosing wall was obtaining the separation between the Acropolis and
the settlement area that was constructed consciously instead of a

separation in the ground like the case of Priene. The ratio of the areas
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between citadel and city in early Hellenistic times was approximately 1:4.

(Radt, 1993; 203)

Entrances to the City: Main entrance of the city was from the
South Gate. This gate was opened to the main road which was thought to

combine the city with the settiement area at the Asclepion.

There are traces of other two entrances; one in the West and
other in the South both giving entrance to a road coming from the South

as well as from the Demeter Sanctury. (Wulf, 1994; 172)

Periphery: Belonging to early Hellenistic era there are the
traces of two outside settlements at the periphery of Pergamon. From the
studies carried on, it is known that there was a kind of construction at
Asclepion of which the function is still unclear. (Wulf, 1994; 172) Along
with these, the Demeter Sanctury, an earlier construction, was situated

outside the city walls. (Radt, 1984; 10)

Main Axis: The only street for wheeled traffic in Pergamon was
the main street that was also the connection with the outside. It was
running from the East Gate, more or less following the hill’'s contour line a

little above the city wall with a great curve. (Radt, 1993; 204) (figure 4.3)
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A. G.Bilgin

~ figure 4.3 General layout of the city in Early Hellenistic Era
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on (Radt, 1988, 78) and (Wulf, 1994, 172) on the base map produced from
(Ministry of Forestry, 1970); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xii); Gesamtpian von Pergamon (AVP

Xi2)
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4.1.2.3.1.2. Inner Organization of the city:

Tissue of the city and Street System: The Philetairan city
was composed of parts that were formed gradually, settled and renewed
on top of eachother. It is impossible to make the proper dating of the

buildings and street system because of the continuous use of the area.

From the studies and the existing ruins, two main phases can
be observed in the building activities and the street system: The main
structure of the town dates back to 3rd century BC and there had been a
considerable re-building activity and change in the 2nd century BC. (Waulf,
1994; 140) In the street and building system of the Philetairan city, the
frames of the pre-existing streets played an important role. The
irregularities in the settlement area could be explained by the old existing

buildings and terraces as well as the reuse of the area. (Radt, 1993; 204)

With reference to Kostof, in the Hellenistic era, though grid was
the favorite layout, “a new school of planning introduced a more dynamic
organization for hilly sites based on the vertical three dimensional alliance
of major building groups that gives its most remarkable product in the
Attalid capital of Pergamon”. (Kostof, 1985; 174) In Pergamon, a
systematic plan can be observed only in a limited way. Even though the
street system of Pergamon was not as strict as to the degree of a grid, it
was quite regular. Although there was not a precise alliance to the rule,
there was a tendency toward straight lines and right angles. The grid

comes to an end as a result of the terrain. (Radt, 1993; 205)
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In the determination of the street system, the main point of
reference is the sewage drains built into the rock underneath the paving
slabs of the streets. The sloppy southeast-northwest streets had sewage
drains connected to the main channel beneath the main street. Due to the
lack of sewage drains, cross streets are hardly known for it is quite hard
to find them by means of test holes. (Wulf, 1994; 137) The drainage
system indicates that, the streets must have been laid out at the very
beginning of the early Hellenistic building program, since it would have
been impossible to build the deep channels in such a systematic and

straight way once the fabric was structured. (Radt, 1993; 203)

Main Buildings, Open Spaces and Urban Divisions: The
Acropolis was the place where the rulers of Pergamon resided. It also
included several shrines, a barrack and a store house for agricultural
implements. (Radt, 1993; 203) The area in front of the citadel gate had
always been favored for markets in ancient Anatolia. Quite possibly there
existed an area of market activity, in front of the citadel gate since the
time of the new endowing under Philetairos, or perhaps earlier. However,
the buildings were not specifically arranged as market structures. (Radt,
1993; 208) Toward the end of the same century, during the reign of
Philetairos’ successor Attalos |, a monumental two or three storey market
hall was constructed on the slope between the apsidial building and the
citadel gate. During the early Hellenistic era, Pergamon’s Agora lay in the
zone, later occupied by the Pergamon altar and proximity. The structure
that forerunning the great altar was an apsidial building, probably the
Heroon for Telephos established in the first half of the 3rd century BC.
(Radt, 1993; 207) (figure 4.4)
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figure 4.4 Inner organization of the city in Early Hellenistic Era.
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on (Radt, 1993, 202} and (Wulf, 1994, 172) on the base map produced from

(Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xif); Gesamtplan von Pergamon
(AVP X12)
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4.1.2.3.2. High Hellenistic Era - Glory Years of Pergamon Kingdom

and Eumenian City:

After Attalos I, Eumenes [1(197 BC-159 BC) became the ruler.
With the reign of Eumenes Il, Pergamon Kingdom started to live its golden
years. During this period the Kingdom politically got stronger and
enlarged its soils in Asia Minor. As a result, there was an increase in their
prestige and had better relations with other kingdoms. Besides, scientific
and cultural activities gained importance that had its reflections in
planning, architecture and art of the period. (Kutay, 1993, 87) Eumenes |l
aimed to change the structure of the small irregularly built Philetairan city

by extending the settlement area and forming a new city.

Eumenes |l was followed by Attalos 11(159 BC-138 BC) and
Attalos Il (138 BC-133 BC). During their kingdom, in spite of the
beginning of a gradual decline, the city maintained its importance as an
art center. On the political platform the accompaniment of Pergamon and
Rome could be felt strongly. After the death of Attalos lil, with his will,

Kingdom was left to Romans.

4.1.2.3.2.1. The General Layout of the City:

Relation with the Natural Environment: The Acropolis
continued to be the highest point of the hill. Depending on the topography
the structures on the Acropolis were placed in different leveled terraces
along the curvature of the hill, giving them a fan shaped formation with the

theater at the center.

68



The settiement area, extending the limits of the Philetairan city,
flew down the hill reaching the plain during the development of the new
city of Eumenes Il. As a result of the topographical conditions, which are
the existence of stepenings and fissures, no extension could be observed
towards the North. The expansion towards East and West were also
limited with the stepenings and fissures. In the Southwest, the city
reached the Selinos River. Towards the South and Southeast, the limits of
the extension were defined by the end of the hill and the beginning of the

plain at its feet. (figure 4.5)

Edge of the City Defining the Urban Area: The city edge was
defined by 'city walls which followed the contour lines of the topography.
They were designed as a part of the general structure of the development
of the city surrounding the Philetairan city as a ring. With the
redevelopment in this era, the Eumenian city, besides growing in the limits
of the narrow boundaries of Philetairan city extended down the hill to the
new settlement area reaching to a total of 90 hectares, 4.5 times larger

than the Philetairan city.

Entrances to the City: The long city walls had a lot of towered
entrances that were, in a way, giving a weak character. These entrances
were elements combining the city walls with the inner organization of the
city making the edge of the city a planned part of the whole. Although
there were a lot of entrance gates, some were more important than the
others for they gave entry to the main roads coming from outside,
connecting them with the inner main axis. These were three entrances at

the South and one at the West. (figure 4.5)
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Periphery: There were three different types of groups of
structures in the periphery of Pergamon. First one was the Asclepion that
was redeveloped and extended to a two times bigger building structure
within the general redevelopment approach of the first half of 2nd century.
The second one was the Yigmatepe Tumuli that probably dates to the 2nd
century BC. The last one was an outside settlement at Northwest at
Musalla Mezarlidi. From the remains, it is also thought to be from the 2nd
century BC. All of them were at the other side of Selinos connected with

bridges placed probably as shown in the plan. (figure 4.5)

Main Axis: The main outside axes were connected to the main
axes in the city. The main Philetairan street, the sacred road leading to
Asclepion, and the streets leading to the temples played an important role

in the determination of the extension of the city. (Wulf, 1994, 140)

The road coming from Northwest is connected to East-West
directioned street passing through the West entrance of the Philetairan
city ending with the main Philetairan street. The other East-West axis is
the one coming from Musalla Mezarli§i, entering from the Southwest gate,
passing from the North of Gurnellia and South of Lower Agora city ending
with the main Philetairan street. The two important North-South axes were
the one which connected the two East-West axis, beginning from the
West gate of the Philetairan city, ending at Gumellia and the one which
was beginning from the Philetairan street, passing between Demeter
Temple and Gymnasium, ending with the North gate which confronts the

sacred road coming from Asclepion. (figure 4.5)

70



LATE HELLENISTID ERA
FRAL LATIUT

T3 SUBURAS

e STILID EDBCGE-CITY WALLS
&7 GPEN EDGE
=3 MAIN AXIS

S A. G.Bilgin

figure 4.5 General layout of the city in Early Hellenistic Era.
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on (Radt, 1988, 78) and (Wulf, 1994, 172} on the base map produced from

{Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xli); Gesamiplan von Pergamon
(AVP X12}
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4.1.2.3.2.2. Inner Organization of the City:

The Tissue of the City and the Street System: In the
Eumenian City expansion till the Selinus Creek, Hippodamus plan could
be realized like other cities of Hellenistic era close to Pergamon such as
Milletos and Priene. During the city expansion of King Eumenes Il (first
half of the 2nd century) the new city districts and large building complexes
were also internally systematized following the grid system. However the
demands of the terrain could not be disregarded so it is not possible to

talk about a city wide scheme in Pergamon.

The grid system and its dimensions are derived from the traces
of the streets surrounding the Lower Agora, the peristyle house near it
and the Gurnellia. The entrance gates also fit to the assumed grid system
and dimensions connecting the city walls to the Hippodamus plan. There
should be an indispensable relation between the Philetairan city and the
grid system of the new extension of the Eumenian city. Such relations
were essential because the sewage drains beneath the streets of old city
should have been combined to the sewage drainage system of the
Eumenian city and pass through it. The connection points with the old city,

that is, the node points also relate to the grid system.

Main Buildings, Open Spaces and Urban Divisions: The
Eumenian Period consisted of the rebuilding activities in the old city and
the establishment of the new extensions. During his reign, Temple of
Athena and Agora were renewed while Zeus Altar was built in the old

settiement area. Moreover, the theater that was a reflection of the
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spectacular character of Hellenistic era was built following the contour
lines of the topography and being the center of the fan shaped
organization of the upper city. Temple of Dionysos, Library, palaces and
Temenos of Hereon were the other structures of the rebuilding activity in
the old city. The apsidial building disappeared under the Great Altar. The
market hall was removed in order to open up the view from the terrace of
the altar and the Agora to the temple of Athena. The functions of this hall
were partly transformed to a row of stores at the high end of the main
street. By means of an expansion across the main street, the sanctuary of
Zeus became the upper Agora, an almost rectangular square framed by
the market halls. The new eastern end of this square was lined up so that
one could see not only to the great altar, but all the way to the temple of
Athena. The stoa on the north side of the sanctuary of Zeus had also -like
the great market hall- been torn down opening up an impressive view over

terraces and structures rising level by level.

The most important element of the Eumenian expansion was
the Gymnasium. Although it does not fit to the plan with its location, its
main entrances probably define the ends of streets. Lower Agora, which
generally followed the previous street system and made use of the old city
walls, was another important structure of the new expansion. The new
extension emphasized the existence of a magnificent core in the upper
city with Great Altar at its focus. The new center of old city consisted of
the upper Agora and the great altar. Together they presented a kind of a
state market, while the commercial market was shifted downward in
Eumenes’ new city, to the Lower Agora at the lower siopes of the hill.

(figure 4.6)
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figure 4.6 Inner organization of the city in High Hellenistic Era
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on “Pergamon-Rekonstruktionsversuch des Stadtplanes” by U.Wulf (WU,
1994) on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von

Pergamon (AVP Xll); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP XI2)
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4.1.2.3.3. A General Look at Hellenistic Era:

With the establishment of Kingdom by Philetairos that survived
its glory for two hundred years, Pergamon turned out to be the capital city
of the Kingdom and was re-structured on top of the previous settlements.
The city reached its peak point during the reign of Eumenes |l becoming
the showroom of the Attalids and the Hellenistic urbanism. The slow
decline, beginning after the reign of Eumenes Il ending with the death of

Attalos lll, resulted with the Kingdom’s passing to Rome.

The Philetairan city, situated at the Acropolis Hill, grew down
the hill reaching to the plain during Eumenes . This resulted in the
existence of two main phases in the building activities and street system:
The main structure of the town dates back to 3rd century BC. and there
had been a considerable re-building activity and change in the 2nd
century BC (Wulf, 1994; 140) With the extension under the reign of
Eumenes ||, the re-organization of the upper city in relation with the new
extension was realized and the city structure of the Hellenistic Pergamon
was set right. In the following centuries few small changes occurred only

inside the quarters. (Wulf, 1994; 173)

Finally, the plan of Hellenistic Pergamon showing the general
layout of the city can be given as in the figure 4.19 and the inner
organization as in the figure 4.20, for utilization in the process of the

evaluation of urban archaeology of Bergama.
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4.1.2.4. Roman Era:
4.1.2.4.1. Early Roman Era:

Pergamon became one of the important provinces of Rome in
Asia after the death of Attalos lll. With the establishment of Roman
Empire in 30 BC it was legally united to the Empire. New building activity
continued in the city during Roman era giving the city a new form besides

preserving the Hellenistic city.

Although 'Wars of Mithridates in the 1st century AD were
followed by a period of collapse for the following 50 years, the city was
bounced back quickly, and showed a quick economic progress. 1st
century AD can be accepted as the period of re-establishment and

richness. (Wulf, 1994, 154)

The eras of Trajan and Hadrian can be considered to be the
era of ascent. Even though the buildings around Acropolis were
neglected, the reorganizations observed during the excavations show that
the fortress was still important as a settlement area. Larger buildings,
increasing room numbers, private bath additions and decorations show

the luxury of the period. (Wulf, 1994; 154)

The greatest development of the city is thought to be during the
2nd century AD, considering the buildings that play an important role in

the city development.
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4.1.2.4.1.1. The General Layout of the City:

Relation with the Natural Environment: The city that reached
to the skirts of the hill at the end of the Hellenistic era, extended to the
plain passing across the Selinos river during the Roman era. The
Acropolis was still the highest point of the city, the extension was towards
the South and the city was not exceeding the limits of Acropolis at the

North.

Selinos River was no more an obstacle for the extension of the
city, for the two sides of the river were combined to each other with the

Red Hall, a man-made construction, more than small bridges.

Edge of the City and Defining the Urban Area: In the Roman
Era, the city had open edge flowing out of the Eumenian city walls. The
edge of the city was defined not by solid boundaries but by main
structures and graveyards. Although the Eumenian city walls had lost their
function, they were still existing physically especially in the East, West
and North directions. The city did not extend the limits defined by the city

walls in these directions, resulting also from the topography.

With the Roman expansion, the limits of the city were enlarged
so that no temple was left outside the city limits. With this planned
development the city was stretching towards Asclepion at the Southwest.
(Wulf, 1994; 158) The city was not extending Theater, Amphitheater and
Musalla Mezarhi§i at West, whereas, Koca Mezarlik at East and the

remains of a necropolis, probably belonging to the 2nd century AD at the
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South, were drawing the limits of the city. This means that even during the
greatest development, the city did not reach to the Tumuli at the South.

(Wulf, 1994; 166)

The new city in the plain was 140 hectares and it was totally
230 hectares including the Hellenistic city. If the theater, amphitheater,
gymnasium, baths, sacred places and stadium are eliminated 200

hectares are left to the settlement area. (Wulf, 1994; 166)

Entrances to the City: Despite the lack of exact information,
there should have been of two main roads reaching to the city, one
coming from the North, the other from the South passing near Maltepe
due to the existing traces. These roads should have been the entrances to
the city, which were no more defined by gates but obtained by a gradual

approach through the road as an entry. (figure 4.7)

Periphery: No settiement area or big structures wefe left
outside the city in the Roman era other than the Tumuli, Yigmatepe and
Maltepe, which were important structures in the general scheme of the
city, never included in the urban area even during the greatest expansion
of the city. There were also graveyards outside the city that were defining

the limits of the extension. (figure 4.7)

Main Axis: There were two main roads in the Roman city:
cardo and decumanus. Decumanus was the central street in the East-

West direction whereas cardo was the one in the North-South direction.
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Cardo was generally slightly closer to one side of the city and it could lead

to the Forum. (Erder, 1986; 39)

Even though exact data is missing about which of the axes
were cardo and decumanus in Pergamon, some assumptions can be

made depending on the existing traces.

The axis going to the South was extending till Maltepe,
combining it with the plan system. The North extension of the axis should
be ending with Temple of Athena. As W.Hoefner assumes that Trajaneum
was built in the same axis with the biggest Hellenistic Tumuli “Yigma
Tepe”, same kind of relation could exist between “Maltepe” and Temple of

Athena. (Wulf, 1994;158)

This axis passing from the middle of the city, the sacred road
coming from Asclepion, was intersecting in front of the Red Hall, probably
forming the center of the city as Forum. (Wulf, 1994;157). This brings forth
the possibility of this axis’ being “cardo’. The existence of inscriptions in
the street at the North of “probable Odeon” ending with the node at the
intersection of the Theater and sacred road has the biggest possibility to
be the main street of the city in East-West direction, that is, decumanus.

(Wulf, 1994;158)

Besides, the main axes of the Philetairan and Eumenian cities

were still keeping their importance in the Roman Pergamon. (figure 4.7)

79



EaRLY RO
GENERAL LaYOUT

| EER AKROPOLIS
ISETTLEMENT 4

N
M
o
"'4-,.~

o
g

N

N

g

N

Bead N
gl

X

4

N

A. G.Bigin

figure 4.7 General layout of the city in Early Roman Era.

Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on ( (Wulf, 1994, 173) on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry,
1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xil); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP Xi2)



4.1.2.4.1.2. Inner Organization of the City:

The Tissue of the City and the Street System: The Roman
expansion of the city out into the plain, far beyond the city walls of the
Hellenistic period, appears to have been subjected to a far reaching
scheme. The existing ruins of the structures at the plain such as Red Hall,
Roman Theater, Amphitheater, Stadium which are probably dating to the
2nd century AD with their material and building technique, define the
layout of the settlement in this era. As these structures are built
perpendicular to each other, a planned Roman extension can be thought.

(Wulf, 1994;156)

Romans made use of square or rectangular blocks called
insulae as a primary unit of the composition of the plan. Big structures
such as Forum could include several insulae. (Erder, 1986; 39) According
to the assumptions, there could be Forum in front of the Red Hall. The two
entrances of the Red Hall show that the two streets reaching to the Red
Hall were ending with these entrances. The road passing in front of the
scene of the theater, the length of Red Hall, the placement of the Stadium
and Amphitheater, which are thought to be included in the plan, give the
clues about the grid system and the dimensions of the insulae in the
Roman Pefgamon. As W. Hoephner discovered, Trajan Temple was

connected with the lower town with its central axis. (Wulf, 1994, 157)

A great rebuilding and restoration activity started at the hill part
in the 1st century BC. In this century no development can be seen in

Asclepion as well as in the Acropolis which gives the impression that in
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that century the imposing parts of the city were completed and the
building and renewing activity was continuing in the residence area of the
Philetairan and Eumenian City. (Wulf, 1994, 153) After a period of time,
another rebuilding activity was started partially on top of the Hellenistic
buildings and city layout. Although there was not a great change in the
plan of the Eumenian city, as an expression of the economic welfare of
the society, reorganization of the buildings with decorated big rooms
occurred. (Wulf, 1994; 154) In the 2nd century AD Acropolis was still the
center with the temples. There was a densed settlement inside the

Eumenian city walls in this era as well.

Main Buildings, Open Spaces and Urban Divisions: In the
1st century AD no great change can be observed in the tissue of the city.
There were only bath additions to the houses and Gymnasium along with
some additions of rooms. (Wulf, 1994; 153) In the 2nd century AD, with
the construction of Trajaneum at Acropolis, imposing Red Hall, Roman
Theater, Amphitheater, and Stadium, the development of the city gained

another dimension. (Wulf, 1994; 174)

The new development of the city was not only consisting of
new structures and temples, but also Asclepion temple, the old habitation
on top of Musalla Mezarli§i, and Trajaneum at the highest point of
Acropolis were included in the city plan, enabling the combination of the
old imposing center with the new part. (Wulf, 1994; 168) Gurnellia was a
structure symbolizing the passage from the Eumenian city system to the

Roman city system. (Wulf, 1994; 158)
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ﬁg‘u”r"éq 4.8 Inner organization of the city in Roman Era.
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on “Pergamon-Rekonstruktionsversuch des Stadfplanes” by U.Wulf (Wuff,
1994) on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von
Pergamon (AVP XI); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP X/2)
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4.1.2.4.2. Late Roman Era’

The reign of Caracalla (211-217) has been the last great
building era of Acropolis. The Goth occupations in the second half of the
3rd century AD, had an important role in the developmeht of the late
antique cities including Pergamon. Besides, the earthquakes in 178 AD
and 262 AD had been effective in the development of Pergamon in the
late Roman era. Still, during the 2nd and 3rd centuries, it is not possible to
talk about a general fall of the city life. There are rich houses dating to the
late Roman era in the center of Pergamon, industry and crafts were still
continuing. Christian society of Bergama reached to a great power in the
mid of the 3rd century and the city was proclaimed as a bishopric. In
these years, one of the first seven churches was built in Pergamon.
Together with the development of the Christianity in the lower city, only
very few small scale repairs were continued to be held in the upper one.
As a result, the upper city started to become desolated and served only
for some of the bookless religions. Even at the end of the 4th century,
Pergamon was one of the rich metropolises of Asia like Ephesus, Smymna,

and Tralleis. There are the traces of the settlements outside the late

2There are different acceptances about Late Roman and Early Byzantine Eras. Clive
Foss defines the period between Diocletian to Heraclius(284 AD- 610 AD) as Late
Antique Period and 610 AD- 1453 AD as Byzantine Period in his article “Archaeology and
the Twenty Cities of Byzantine Asia”, 1977; 469. Simon P. Ellis basis the distinction
between Late Roman and Byzantine on the changes in the urban culture and its
reflection on Physical structure especially on houses. He defines the period from 4th
century to Arabian attracts in 7th century as Late Antique Period in “The End of Roman
House™”, 1988. In AVP XV2, 3rd and 4th centuries are accepted as Early Byzantine
Period for Pergamon where as Ulrike Wulf defines the same centuries as Late Roman
Era in Wulf, 1994. According to Ellis 4th to 5th century was a period of social changes
and beginning from 5th century classical Roman Culture disappeared.(See Ellis, 1988)
Despite the emergence of Christian Culture, its definite impacts in Roman city can not be
seen till 5th century. (See Wulf, 1994) As a result, Late Roman Era will be used for 3rd
and 4th centuries and Byzantine Era will be used for 5th - 13th centuries, without making
the distinction of Early and Late throughout the thesis.
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Roman city walls in most of the Aegean towns in this era. The building of
temporary and quick city walls can be related to the short term
acceptances of the society as well as to the defense of administrative

centers like the case of Pergamon.
4.1.2.4.2.1. The General Layout of the City:

Relation with the Natural Environment: The topographical
condition of the old city center is the reason why the settlement area of
the late Roman era was totally outside the city walls. Due to the
geographical conditions of the sité, two important earthquakes, in 178 AD
and 262 AD, caused the gradual collapse of the settlement on the hill. The
reason of the hill's loss of attraction for settlement can be related with the

damages of the water supply systems because of the earthquakes.

Edge of the City Defining the Urban Area: In the upper city,
the late Roman city walls, probably against Goths, were built by infilling
the remains of the abandoned structures affected from the earthquake.
There were the city walls which were built for short term defense of the
public, cultural and administrative institutions that were still being used.
There was not a permanent settlement inside the walls on the hill. (Wulf,
1994;170) With the extension of the settlement area in the plain during
Roman Reign, the settlement area on the hill started to collapse. The
people gradually went down to the plain and only a few workshops on the
main road were left as well as the public buildings and the temples at the
Acropolis. The late Roman city walls were surrounding this area leaving

most of the ruined buildings outside. (Wulf, 1994;174) The expansion of
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the city till the Asclepion in the West and the Tumuli in the South did not
show any shrinkage till 270 AD.

Entrances to the City: The settlement area of the late Roman
era was down on the plain without any solid boundaries. Its entrance, was
through the main roads combining the city with the other settlements.
These roads should have been the same anes that existed in the previous
period.®> The entrance to the upper city which was re-walled in this era

was through the main gate of the Philetairan city.*

Periphery: Just as in the early Roman era, the structures left
outside the urban area were the Tumuli of Maltepe and Yigmatepe. The
Necropolises surrounding the city were also outside the city defining its

boundaries.’

Main Axis: Although the upper city inside the city walls lost its
prestige and was abandoned during the late Roman era, the main street
of the Philetairan era still kept its importantance as a connection of the
lower city with the upper city. Even after Christianity was accepted, the
main roads leading to the Temples such as the sacred road of Asclepion
did not disappear. Probably the main streets were also keeping up their

importance.®

3This is not an information coming from a written source but derived from the plan
gresented in Wulf, 1994; 173.

See the reconstruction plan of the city by U. Wuif in Wulf, 1994.
This is not an information coming from a written source but derived from the plan
gresented in Wulf, 1994; 173.

See fig.7 of Wulf, 1994;173. The axes shown in the plan of the late Roman era are the
same with those of the early Roman era.
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~ figure 4.9 General layout of the city in Late Roman Era.

Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on (Radt, 1988, 78) and (Wulf, 1994, 173) on the base map produced from
(Ministry of Forestry. 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xil); Gesamtplan von Pergamon

(AVP Xi2)
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4.1.2.4.2.2. Inner Organization of the City:

The Tissue of the City and the Street System: The general
layout of the Roman city was structured in the 1st century BC. (Waulf,
1994; 154) The street system of the late Roman era was the same with

that of the early Roman era.’

Main Buildings, Open Spaces and Urban Divisions: During
the 3rd century AD, no big structures can be observed. Besides, the
structures at the Acropolis were started to be demolished and abandoned.
The private baths of the houses were closed, room numbers were

decreased, Heroon Cult was desolated in this century.

After the abandonation of the Hill, Lower Agora was left at the
North limit of the city. In this period Agora did not have that much of
commercial importance that in the 4th century AD a church could be built

there. (Wulf, 1994;169)

Although Bergama was considered to be one of the
metropolises of Asia in the 4th century AD, the city life was continuing
only in the lower city at the plain. In a short time, with the early Christian
basilicas and especially with Red Hall, this part became the center of the

city. (Wulf, 1994; 170) (figure 4.8)

" See the reconstruction plan of the city by U. Wulf in Wulf, 1994,
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4.1.2.4.3. A General Look at Roman Era:

After the death of Attalos Ill, Pergamon became a province of
Rome in Asia, and with the establishment of the Roman Empire in 30 BC,
was legally united to it. Roman Pergamon continued its development in
1st. and 2nd centuries AD, until a socio-economical decline beginning in

3rd century AD, which was reflected to the physical structure of the city.

The Roman town, spread out to the plain and passed across
the river, reaching to its maximum extension with the Amphitheater and
Musalla Mezarh§ at the West, Asclepion at the Southwest, and Koca
Mezarlik at the East and a Necropolis at the South, leaving the Tumuli out
of the urban area, in the 2nd century AD. This was a planned extension

with main buildings, open spaces and axis perpendicular to eachother.

The Hellenistic city was connected with the Roman extension
by some major structures at the intersection and by some visual axis. The
Hellenistic settlement and its main axis were used until the 3rd and 4th
centuries BC, when the settlement area was totally transferred to the plain
and the upper part, with the late Roman city walls, was used only for

defense purposes.

As a result, Roman Pergamon was molded with its general
layout(figure 4.19) and inner organization(figure 4.20) in the 2nd century
AD. Afterwards no great building activity took place, except the Late
Roman city walls. The tissue remained the same all through the Roman

era, even though some parts of it were desolated in the later periods.
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4.1.2.5. Byzantine Era:®

As a result of the alteration period from 4th to 5th century,

physical form of the Roman city changed. (Ellis, 1988; 573)

Social and economic changes in the Empire as a
whole meant the several types of Roman public
buildings lost their traditional roles in the urban
community. (Ellis, 1988; 566)

Acceptance of Christianity in late Roman Era and
establishment of Theodosian Laws at the end of 4th century, played an
important role in the reflection of the cultural and socio-economic changes
in the physical city. As Constantinople was open for a new religion and
the Goths danger was over, the basis for the economic welfare was
obtained and the great building activities took place from the beginning of

the 5th century till the 6th century. (AVP XVz; 243)

Justinian Era was the beginning of some radical changes for
Anatolian cities. The plague in 542 resulted with the decrease of the
population reaching to 60 % which showed its reflections in the desolation

of some of the urban area. (AVP XVz; 244)

The Persian attracts showed their effects in Anatolia beginning
from 7th century onwards though its direct effects on Pergamon which
was still a religious and administrative center with great importance in this

period when compared with other settlements, are not known exactly.

8 See the explanation at p.84
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Beginning from 640 AD Pergamon was faced with Arab invasions till 737
AD (AVP XVz; 245) As a result, like many other cities, Pergamon lost its
urban character as well. (AVP XV2; 245) Beginning from S9th century
Pergamon was an attractive settlement area for the feudal rulers because
of its strong fortress and fertile plain. The authority of Church increased
once more in Pergamon. This can be understood from the church built in
old Acropolis as the place of the bishop. (AVP XV2; 245) Pergamon was
still one of the settlements which could be a “polis” as well as a protection
center relatively. (AVP XVz;, 248) Pergamon was under the reign of
Laskarids during the 13th century. This had been a redevelopment era till
the end of the century for Pergamon, which is observed from the

increasing population and buildings. (AVP XVz; 249)

The socio-economic decline, and problems about inner political
systems besides the disasters such as earthquakes of 13th century and

plague, gave way to the gradual collapse of the city. (AVP XVz; 251)

4.1.2.5.1. The General Layout of the City:

Relation with the Natural Environment: Byzantine settlement
area was reduced to the fortress at the summit of the acropolis hill
because of the outer attracts during 5th to 7th centuries. Later, the
settiement area was scattered whole the hill as well as the plain. That is,
during Byzantine era it is not possible to talk about the direct relation
between the topography and the figuring of the settlement area. Infact,
there had not been a well defined outline of the Byzantine Pergamon

which was in the form of scattered separate settlements. (figure 4.10)
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Edge of the City Defining the Urban Area: Early Byzantine
fortress was enclosing the summit of the hill leaving most of the late
Roman settlement area outside. The fortress was including a small area
of about 8.5 hectares and it was just a protection zone for the inhabitants
during attracts. It would have not been possible to encircle the city in the

plain which was composed of separate settlement zones. (AVP XVz; 244)

In the 7th century new city walls were built against the outer
attracts. This wall was enclosing the lower city on the slope and it was
more or less following the late Roman walls. During this time Pergamon
was reduced into the fortress like Sardis. (Foss, 1977; 481) During the
late Byzantine era the city flew once more out of the city walls in the form
of separate scattered settlements and in a way, lost its urban character

thus making it impossible to define an edge to the settiement.

Entrances to the City: It is not possible to define an entrance
to a settlement which did not have definite edges. The case of Byzantine
Pergamon was the same. Only the entrances to the fortresses of early

and late Byzantine eras can be defined as shown in the figure 4.10.

Periphery: The Byzantine settlement was scattered separate
zones outside the fortress which were themselves forming the periphery,

that is, outside settlements.

Main Axis: The main road leading to Asclepion and the one at
the acropolis were still used as main axes. However, like all of the topics

of Byzantine city, this needs a further study.
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A. G.Bilgin

figure 4.10 General layout of the city in Byzantine Era

Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on (AVP XV2; 16) and (Radt, 1988, 322) on the base map produced from
(Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xii); Gesamtplan von Pergamon

(AVP Xi2)
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4.1.2.5.2. Inner Organization of the City:

The Tissue of the City and the Street System: In order to
understand the inner organization of the Byzantine Pergamon, first the
change in the urban culture of the era should be known. Ellis defines the

general picture of the early Christian society as:

Urban degradation had lead to the abandonment of
many fine architectural monuments; they were
occupied by squatters generally from poor classes;
besides richest provincials were erecting magnificent
town houses and \villas like independent
communities. (Ellis, 1988; 572)°

Though the bishops of Bergama were a part of the strict
religious activities during the 5th and the 6th centuries, it is not possible to
see the changes on the city structure. The colonnaded road of Asclepion
was continuing its function though its original form was disturbed a great
deal by the repairs and the new structures surrounding it. So, the upper
city structure was suffering of carelessness but still the characters of the
older structures were not lost totally till the beginning of the 6th century.
Besides, there are notable traces of decrease in the population. (AVP
XVz; 243) However, even though the frame of the city, main buildings and
streets did not change, their meaning and content became totally
different.’Consequently, with the subdivisions of earlier monumental
structures ‘Acropolis was built over to form a crowded walled settiement of

small houses on narrow streets’ in Byzantine era. (Foss, 1977, 481)

? For further information about the urban culture and housing of the era see Ellis,1994.
19Theodosian Laws of late 4th century was the reason of this approach. See Ellis, 1994.
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Main Buildings, Open Spaces and Urban Divisions:
Christianity and Theodosian Laws were very effective in the structure of
the city besides the socio-economic factors. Resulting in small
communities settling within the shells of great Classical monuments by the
help of subdivisions.!! (Ellis, 1988, 567) The Acropolis became a
residential area with houses built in and on top of the Classical
Monuments transformed for new uses. Two small churches were built
over the ruins of Athena Temple and Theater terrace. There was another
one in former Gymnasium. Asclepion was also partially re-occupied by
houses and a church. The churches were surrounded by dwellings and
graveyards forming cluster of separate settiement zones. (Foss, 1977,
480-481) Christian structures of Pergamon were generally modest, except
were the church built in the Lower Agora and the late Roman Basilica of
Red Hall which was converted into a church in the Byzantine era. It was
the center of Bergama and the throne of the bishop. Probably the other
religious and administrative institutions were sited around it. The Red Hall
and the church at the Lower Agora were together forming a noteworthy
building group. (AVP XV2; 243-244) Christianity growing in the plain,
resulted in the negligence of the Acropolis and attracts towards the
paintings, sculptures and structures realized beginning from 6th century.
(AVP XV2; 244) As Ellis says, all kinds of entertainment buildings such as,
baths, theaters, circuses and amphitheaters were criticized by clergy with
varying effect. Large public baths and theaters seem to have largely
disappeared by mid 6th century. Public squares in several cities were

filled with small houses. (Ellis, 1988; 566) (figure 4.11)

' Theodesian Laws aimed to prevent the degradation of abandoned public monuments,
they were designed to preserve at least the facades of major public monuments, interiors
were of less concem.
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figure 4.11 Inner organization of the city in Byzantine Era.
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on “Topographische Karte des Byzantinischen Pergamon (AVP XV2}, (AVP

XV2; 16) and (Radt, 1988, 322) on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect 5-6);
Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP XIl); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP Xi2)
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4.1.2.6. Principalities Era and 14th Century Bergama:

At the end of 13th century, the living conditions were growing
worse in Bergama and Constantinople was indifferent to the situation
leading the inhabitants of Bergama to a gradual conversion into a
muslimased society. This opened the way to Turks and the reign of Karesi
Principality. Bergama was under the reign of Karesiogullar for 30 years
between 1306 and 1336 till it transformed to Ottomans. During
Karesiogullari Period no aggressive attitude towards the remains of the
previous cultures can be observed. The new Turkish village of Bergama
was settled in the plain at the skirts of the hill. It was a small and modest
settlement contrasting with the desolated Acropolis at the top of the
hill.(AVP; 252) 14th century is important as the period of formation of the
Turkish city in Bergama. There is not much information about the 14th
century city layout and tissue of Bergama. The only structures left from
the Principalities Period are Selguklu Minaret and a Tomb. The other 14th
century structures are, Ulucami, Ulucami Bridge and Tabaklar Bath. From
these structures, two main axes of 14th century can be identified: First
axis is the North-South axis that follows the Ulucami, Ulucami Bridge, and
Selguklu Minaret. Second axis is the East-West axis that is parallel to the
River following Tabaklar Bath, Red Hall ending with the Tomb. If it is
considered that Ulucami is generally placed at the center of the Ottoman
cities, then, the commercial center of Bergama should be around the
Ulucami and Tabaklar Bath. The East of Red Hall could have been the
cemetery including the Tomb structure. With these information, the

general layout of 14th century Bergama is drawn. (figure 4.12)
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Prepared by A. G. Bilgin on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische
Carte von Pergamon (AVP XlI); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP X12)
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4.1.2.7. Ottoman Era:

4.1.2.7.1. Early Ottoman Era - 15th -17th Centuries:

Bergama was a strategically important city in the Ottoman Era
due to its location on the way to Menemen-izmir. Agricultural production
was important for the city. From the fertile plains around the city cotton
was produced and it was treated by the weavers in the city. So,
commerce was active in Ottoman Bergama. Like the 14th century
Bergama, there are not much studies made on 15th-17th Century
Bergama. The general layout of the city can only be estimated depending

on some information coming from different sources.

Depending on the main characteristics of the Ottoman city',
some estimations are made on the general layout of the early Ottoman
city. As G. Tankut stresses that it is not correct to explain the Ottoman city
structure only through religion, however its definitive role in the city layout
and its having the gravity for development, cannot be neglected. (Tankut,
1975; 247) So, the main point of departure has been the existing mosques
and mescits from 15th-17th century. Each mosque and mescit, with an
approximate radius of surrounding area, is thought to refer to a ‘mahalle,

that is, a ‘quarter. Second point of departure in determining the quarters

2‘Mahalle’ in the Ottoman city is a closed living unit that is generally formed around a
mosque or Mescit and defined with the clusterings around the dead-end streets. It has its
own Mescit, Coffee Shop, Koran School, fountain and little square. (Tankut, 1975; 259)
The Ottoman city has a concentric formation of rings surrounding one another. There are
mainly three zones: First one is the commercial center of the city where the mosques,
hans and baths are placed. the second ring is the residential ring that is formed from the
‘mahalle’s and clearly separated from the central zone of trade and craft activities. The
final ring is of the Cemeteries surrounding the city as a buffer zone. (Tankut, 1975; 253)
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of that period was ‘Tapu Tahrir Books’ in which the names of some 16th
century quarters are written. These names when compared with the
names of existing quarters or streets names, give clue about the
approximate placement of the 16th century quarters. (figure 4.13) After
determining the quarters and drawing an approximate area of expansion
for them, a line that passes from the outside of these quarters, is defined
for an approximate boundary of the city. The edge of the early Ottoman
Bergama was an open edge and like the other provincial Anatolian towns,
it was keeping the Byzantine fortress walls in order to use during the

wars. (Tankut, 1975; 253)

The core of the city, that is the market area, can be determined
from the concentration of the buildings such as Hans, Bedestens and
Baths besides the Mosques. In the Ottoman city, religious buildings stress
certain axes. (Atay, 1987; 128) Market area is effective in the street
pattern as the main streets are oriented towards it. (Tankut; 1975; 252)
Followingly, two axes can be seen in Early Ottoman Bergama. One is the
continuation of the 14th century North-South axis and the other is another
North-South axis combining the Red Hall with the commercial center. Both
of the axes meet with each other at the commercial center and extend
towards South as single axis. The East-West axis of 14th century did not
develop in the following years. As a result, a conjectural picture of the
15th-17th century Bergama is drawn. (figure 4.14)This picture only gives
information of the general layout of the city. Further researches and
studies by the specialists are obligatory for a complete picture of the

early Ottoman Bergama.
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figure 4.13 15th-17th century main buildings and quarters
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1870; sect. 5-6); Topographische
Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xii); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP Xi2)
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A. G.Bilgin
figure 4.14 General layout of the city in 15th-17th century
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische
Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xil); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP X/2)
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4.1.2.7.2. Late Ottoman Era - 18th -19th Centuries:

18th century Bergama became the center of Arabogullar who
were the voivode of the region. As a reflection of this, in this century there
had been an increase in the building activities and it had been a period of
revival. The city was a crowded and important city at the beginning of
19th century. The disasters of 1830s and 1840s resulted in a great
decrease of the popuilation of Bergama. This was followed by a big fire in
1853 in which nearly the whole market area and a lot of dwellings were
burnt. Together with the cotton gin factory built in 1861, a re-progress era
started in Bergama.” The general layout and inner organization of the
city in Late Ottoman Era can be derived from the main buildings,
mosques, mescits, hans, baths and Bedesten of 18th-1Sth century.
Following the same procedures of the study of Early Ottoman City, it is
found out that, the city center enlarged towards the Northeast. The main
axes of the previous period were the same in this period with some
extensions towards North and South due to the development of the city. In
this period the city reached to the hill with the development of non-muslim
quarters at the edge of the hill. The city edge was open like it was in the
previous era. The primary document about this period of the city is the
plan of the city of 1904." This document gives all the information of the
general layout and inner organization of the city at the end of the Ottoman
Era. Further studies of the plan as well as other written documents such
as, ‘Tapu Tahrir Books’, ‘Seriye Sicilleri’ and ‘Salname’ should be carried

on by the related disciplines to obtain a full and correct image of the city.

'3 Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi, Cilt:5, pp. 492-495, istanbul, 1992.
' Plans of Bergama 1:2500, 1:5000, 1:25000 by Otto Berlet in 1904. (AVP |, 1913) See

Appendix 2.
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Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on 1904 plan by O. Berfet (AVP I) on the base map produced from (Ministry of
Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP XlI); Gesamtpian von Pergamon (AVP XI2)
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4.1.2.7.3. A General Look at the Ottoman Era:

The early Ottoman Bergama grew in the valley section like the
Principalities settliement. In the Ottoman Era the settlement area
developed towards the South through the North-South axis of the
Principalities era. This axis was developed during the Ottoman era as
well. The axis coming from the South was dividing into two at the
commercial center, one directioning towards the Northwest and the other
towards the Northeast. The core of the city of Principalities era shifted
from the edge of the river towards the south of it placed more or less at

the center of the Ottoman settlement area.

In the following centuries, 19th and 20th centuries, the city
continued to extend mainly towards the South but also towards the North
till the edge of the Acropolis Hill. The central market area with Hans,
Bedestens, Baths and Mosques also grew towards the Northeast, around
the Red Hall. The settlement area at the North of the River was resided
mainly by non-muslims where as, the South of the River by Muslims.
There were the graveyards defining the edge of the settlement area,

which was an open edge during the Ottoman era.

The plan of Bergama which was prepared in 1904, nearly at the
end of the Ottoman era, makes possible to observe the limits that the city
reached and the final form of its inner organization. Through the
comparison of this plan with the existing situation, it is possible to follow
the continuities and discontinuities of the tissue. However, it needs a

detailed study in order to be evaluated in that sense. (figure 4.19)
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4.1.2.8. Republican Era of Bergama:

There is a lack in the researches and the documentation about
the Republican Bergama. The only source of knowledge about the
development of the city during the Republican era is the planning studies
starting from 1940s onwards. As a result, it is not possible to have a

detailed information about the structures built in this period till today.

In the Republican era Bergama continued to develop through
the North-South axis same with that of Principalities and Ottoman eras.
The tissue of the previous stages did not change notably, except the main
streets those are widened, so that even it is not possible to see the
structures it is possible to observe the narrow Ottoman street pattern in
most of the town. The change in the tissue of the historical town occurred
in the form of renewals and infills. Some of those were brought by the

planning studies of different periods.

The earliest document that could be reached was the plan of
Bergama in 1943, which was prepared during the earliest planning study
of Bergama. Superimposition of it with the existing situations obtains the
chance to visualize the changes and developments that occurred since
then. (figure 4.17) Today the settlement area of Bergama extends towards
the South, including the Tumuli in the settiement area. The growth
towards the other directions are limited with the conservation areas.
There is also redevelopment inside the historical center of the city though

it is tried to realized under control. (figure 4.18)
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figure 4.17 The superimposition of the plan of the city in 1943 and the existing situation.

Prepared by A. G. Biigin using the 1943 plan in Bergama Sehri imar Plam Raporu on the base map produced from
(Ministry of Forestry, 1870; sect. 5-6); Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xll); Gesamtpian von Pergamon
(AVP Xi2)
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figure 4.18 The city today
Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6);
Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xil); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP Xi2); official plan by ‘fler
Bankasy”
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4.1.3. Travellers’ books as secondary documents in urban

archaeology:

In the studies of urban archaeology secondary documents such
as travellers’ books are also made use of. These documents are not
reliable, however they still give an image of the city in the period of

concemn.

The type and the quality of the information given in the
travellers’ books depend on the interest field or profession of the traveller.
The information given is generally in the written form, sometimes
supported by visual materials such as plans, sections or sketches.
However, these drawings generally contain wrong, unreal or exaggerated

information, even though they reflect realities at some points.

The travellers’ visit to Bergama begins from the 14th century
and continues till the end of the 19th century. The information they give
can be classified under the main headings as, physical, demographical,
socio-economical. The physical information can be about the city edge or
the whole city as well as single structures from different periods of the
city. Demographical information can contain the population of muslims,
non-muslims or both. The information concerning the socio-economic
situation can be general or specified on different ethnic groups. Besides

the type of the information, the period of concern differs from one traveller
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to another. Some focus on the Hellenistic or Roman period, where as
others on the Christian or the Ottoman Bergama. The following table is
made to classify the type of information given by the travellers who had
visited Bergama. In urban archaeology, it can be possible to make use of
the information on the related topics. the visual documents, the physical
information and the demographical data can be used especially in the

drawing of the ‘image’ of the town from the view point of different people.

table 4.1 Types of information about Bergama in the travellers’ books

Travellers Year Visual Physical Demography | Social
Material
Ibn-i Battuta 1333 - 4c. b.
Th. Smith 1678 - b. 2c. 3a. 4a. 4c. b. b.
Ciriaco Pizzecolli A. 1431
J. Spon & G. Wheler 1675- 76 - 3a.4a. 4c. a.b.
J. Dallaway 1797 - 2a. 3a. 3b. 4b.
M. G. Choiseul - Gouffier 1809 P 1a. 2a. 3a.
C. R. Cockerelle ? - 1b. 2b.
O. M. V. Stackelberg 1811 - 1a. 2a. 2b.
O. F. V. Richter 1822 - 1a. 1b. 1c. 2a. 2b.
Hugot ? lost 1b.
Fr. V. J. Arundelis 1826 - 1b. 2a. 2b. 3a. 3b. 4a. a. b.
A. Frh. von Prokesch- Osten 1826 - 1b. 2b. 3b. 2a. 3a. 4a.
Ch. Mac Farlane 1828 - 4c. 4a. a.b. a.
D. L. Miller 1894
Ch. Texier 1838- 49 P.S.Skt | 1b. 1¢.2a. 2b. 3a.
Ch. Fellows 1838 - 3a. 4a. 4c. a.
A. Baratta 1840 - 2a.3a. 4a.
F. G. Welcker 1842 - 3a.
Th. Allom & R. Walsh ? - 4a. a.b
A. D. Mordtmann 1850- 54 - 2a.3a.4a. 2b. b.
A. Baumeister 1854 - 2a.
E. Curtius 1871 P 1a. 1b. 2a. 2b.
W. Turner 1816 - 4a. 4c. a.b.
Physical structure: Visual Material:
Hellen.(1), Roman (2), Byzan. and Christ.(3), Ottoman (4) P: plans
single str.(a), city edge (b), general (¢) S: sections
Demographical/Socio-economical structure: SKT: sketches

ottomansiurks (a), ethnic groups (b)
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A detailed study of the travellers’ books can contribute to the
understanding of the historical development of the city. However, this
study should be carried out without forgetting that they are only helpful for

an image, more than a being a scientific studies.

figure 4.19 Plan of Pergamon in 1809 by M. G. Choiseul-Gouffier

from Altertdmer Von Pergamon{AVP) XV2, Die Stadtgrabung - Teil 2 - Die Byzantinische Wohnstadt, p. 4.
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figure 4.20 A sketch by Ch. Texier who had visited Bergama in 1833-1837

1837), Paris, p. 122.
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4.2. Evaluation of Urban Archaeology and Principles for Future

Studies:

Each phase of the continual development of Bergama has been
. studied in two different sets of diachronic documentation, as the general
layout and inner organization, in the previous section. The information
coming from different sources and studies are gathered in a systematic
way and transferred into visual documentation, that is, the diachronic
plans which constitute an important part of the ‘utilizable documentation’.
Through the diachronic documentation and their superimposition, a
synchronic whole -3-dimentional plan of the historical development of the
city with its general layout (figure 4.22) and inner organization (figure

4.23)- is achieved.

The ‘plano-volumetric’ view of Bergama, consummated through
this diachronic study including each phase of its continual development
process, not only helps to achieve a full understanding of the horizontal
and vertical development of the town, but also makes it possible to
evaluate the physical reflections of this continuity in order to derive main

principles for the future actions.

The diachronic study of the historical development of the city is
prepared through insufficient material for some phases of the city. So,
some assumptions started to occur, especially about the inner
organization of the city, which lead to blanks in the plano-volumetric view
of the city. As it is not appropriate to achieve evaluations and principles

through insufficient material, the evaluations of the inner organization of
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the city are not studied in the thesis. If it had been prepéred properly, it
would have been possible to observe the continuities and discontinuities
in the spaces, structures, rectorial axis and streets, as well as the
functions. This would have obtained a base for the studies especially in
smaller scale. However, this set about the inner organization of the city, is
only prepared to reach the aim of putting forth the methodology of the
study as well as understanding the development of the inner organization
with its general aspects. In any case, further studies by specialists are
necessary in order to evaluate and use them as a base for obtaining

principles for the town’s future.

On the other hand, through the second set of studies, the
general layout of the city, the territorial look at the superimposition of
different phases is achieved which gives an understanding of the
reductions and expansions through historical continuity. This makes
possible to visualize the intersections of different eras and their relations

with each other.

It is observed that the whole city constitutes of zones each
having different stratification with the phases they contain. Following this
method, ‘equi-property zones'® are achieved. ‘Equi-property’ zones are
the areas of same historical continuity, that is, the areas that carry the
traces of the same phases and that are equivalent in that sense. (figure

4.24)

'3 See Chapter 3 for the detailed explanation of the concept.
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Even though the inhabitation in Bergama dates back to
prehistoric ages, the regular information about the city starts from the
Hellenistic era onwards, that results in the determination of five main
phases in the town’s historical development process. Through the
succession of these five eras -Hellenistic, Roman, Byzantine,
Principalities and Ottoman- twelve equi-property zones including different

combinations of hitorical sratification.

table 4.2 Equi-property zones

Hellen. | Roman Byz. | Princip. | Ottoman| modern

At ®

A2 ° °
B1 °

- o | o

G ® o ® ®
H ® ® ° o
I ) ® ® ®
J ® ) ® ) )
X e ® ® ® ®
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figure 4.24 Equi-property zones

Prepared by A. G. Bilgin depending on the base map produced from (Ministry of Forestry, 1970; sect. 5-6);
Topographische Carte von Pergamon (AVP Xll); Gesamtplan von Pergamon (AVP XI2); official plan by “Mer
Bankasr”
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From these twelve different zones only two are the products of
single eras. These are zone A, of Roman era, and zone B, of Ottoman
era. The rest of the city have been settled for Zones C, D and E are
constituted of two layers of inhabitation; where as, zones F, G, H and |
have three layers. In fhe zones J, K, and L, maximum stratification is
achieved which is of four layers. (table 4.2) Some of these zones are the
zones where there is no settlement today. However most of them are still

in the urban area.

Equi-property zones bring ‘equi-action zones' together with
them. That is, the types of interventions within the same zone should be
based on similar criteria with respect to the historical continuity of the
town. These zones give the clue about the factors that care should be
given during the interventions. At this point, the most important criterion is
‘relationing’. The term ‘relationing’ is used to define 3D compatibility and
unification of the actions in the zone with the historical continuity of the
zone. In this sense, two types of relationings can be mentioned: horizontal
and vertical. In any kind of intervention, care should be given to protect
the horizontal and vertical stratification of the town and to obtain a
harmony among them. In this sense horizontal relationing means defining
the criteria for interventions where ‘over ground’ heritage exist and
vertical relationing means defining the criteria for interventions where the

stratification is underground.

The five main periods in the historical continuity of Bergama,
sometimes exist on top of eachother and sometimes near to one another.

Even though there is the lack of altimetric plans and the stratigraphic
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sections of the city, it can be said that generally thé remains of Hellenistic,
Roman and Byzantine Eras are -totally or partially- underground where
as, Principalities and Ottoman remains are over ground. As a result, for
the zones A, C and F where there had been only Hellenistic, Roman and
Byzantine settlement, vertical relationing should be the primary critera.
For the zones B and E where only Principalities and Ottoman Eras
existed, the care should be given for horizontal relationing. The rest are
the zones that have both over and under ground stratification and all
interventions should be based on both horizontal and vertical relationings.
From this view point, an areal approach, wider than one that is an
approach based on visible -and generally monumental- remains, is aimed
to be developped while defining ‘equiproperty zones’. By way of this
method, a synchronic whole is consummated in which each different

phase, given the same importance, is studied diachronically.

Continuity is the primary value and sustainability is the primary
aim for the towns with historical stratification in the studies of urban
archaeology as mentioned in the conceptual part in Chapter 3. The
evaluations are based mainly on these criteria. Continuity, as a value,
introduces ‘identity areas’ to the evaluations of urban archaeology,where
the maximum superimposition of the periods of the city are concentrated.
For Bergama these zones are prepared and presented as shown in the
figure 4.25. Zone 1 is the zone with maximum stratification with four layers
.Zone 2 with three layers, zone 3 with two layersand zone 4 with single

epoch constitute the identity areas.
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The term attached with sustainability which is the aim of urban
archaeology is called the ‘risk area’. Risk areas are the zones with
historical stratification and in the urban area today. While determining risk
areas, the concern is about the epansion of the city in different eras and
contemrorary urban settlement. Some of the zones in the city are not
settlement areas today where as the majority, have the modern settiement
on top of them. The areas that have been abondened since an era
onwards and are not still in the urban area, are called reserve areas. In
Bergama, the reserve areas include either single epoch or a stratification
of different epoches. Acropolis, Asklepion and Musalla Mezarli§: with
three layers; the lower parts of the Acropolis Hill at the East and West
with two layers; and the West of the city towards Asclepion with single
layer; constitute the reserve areas of Bergama. These areas with differing
identity degrees, are not under the pressure of contemporary urban

development, so, available for scientific studies and excavations.

The rest of the areas with historical stratification, are included
in the contemporary urban area. The areas with maximum sratification,
with four layers, are also a settlement area today. As a result, they are
the ‘highest risk areas’ in the city, which need to be carefully treated as
the most fragile areas in the city. Besides, their integration to the town will
contribute to the town’s identity. In the range between these two zones,
reserve areas and highest risk areas, there exist a gradation of risk areas
depending on the stratification they have. The distribution of risk areas

are presented in figure 4.26.
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4.3. A Critical Look at the Planning and Conservation Studies in

Bergama:

4.3.1. A Concise Look at the Development of Site Decisions and

Studies in Turkey:

The 1st Conservation Act, Ancient Monuments Act no: 1710,
was in force in 1973. Together with this, new definitions as well as
restrictions were introduced and site conservation approach was
legalized. Site was defined as “the topographical areas which are the
products of nature or man and which must be protected due to their
historic, scientific, ecological, ethnographical, literary or mythological
importance” and was differentiated in three types as historical, natural,
and archaeological sites. The definition of archaeological sites were given
as, “the areas where ruins of an ancient settlement or a civilization under

water or ground are located. (Karagéz, 1988; 20)

The 2nd Conservation Act, Act for Conservation of Immobile
Cultural and Natural Entities No: 2863, replaced Act No: 1710 in 1983. In
this act, “site” was redefined as “the remains of the cities, places of
important historic events and areas of conservation necessity with
registered natural properties, that are the products of different civilizations
from pre-historic ages till today and refiect the social, economical,

architectural and similar properties of their period”. (1990k.;3)

The Act No: 2863 was enhanced by the Regulation About

Listing and Scheduling of Immobile Cultural and Natural Entities of
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10.8.1984. The regulation gave rise to a new type of site that is called
“urban site”. (Karag6dz, 1988; 41) The definition of “urban sites” were
made as the areas where cultural and environmental elements(buildings,
gardens, vegetation, settlement tissue, walls) that have architectural,
local, historic, aesthetic, and artistic properties and have altogether more
value than they have one by one, coexist. (1990k.;176) With these
additions, the basic concepts of conservation were set. In this regulation
the previous definition of archaeological site, with three different degrees,

was accepted again.

1st degree archaeological sites were the sites that are to be
conserved exactly the same where only the scientific studies for
conservation purposes can be permitted. In the first degree
archaeological sites, no kind of building activity and excavations, else
than the scientific ones, are allowed. Besides, afforestation and
agricultural activities are limited. The already existing buildings in these
areas should be pulled down and carried away from the protection area
gradually. Everything including the necessary public services in these
areas, should be under the control of the High Council for the

Conservation of Immobile Cultural and Natural Assets.

2nd degree archaeological sites are the areas that are
necessary to be conserved and, the criteria and type of usage should be
determined by Conservation Councils. In 2nd degree archaeological sites
all kinds of excavations, except the scientific ones, and the new
constructions are forbidden. The simple repairs of the existing buildings

and seasonal agricultural activities can continue under Museum control.

127



The 3rd degree archaeological sites are the sites that the
permission for the plan decisions of conservation-usage for development
can be given by the Conservation Councils. In these sites the new
building activities can only be permitted after the foundation excavations
under the control of the specialists from the Museum. In case some kind
of a ruin is found, the construction should stop and the Conservation

Council should be informed about it.

In the Principle Decision of the High Council in 30.11.1993 , a
new concept occurred in the legislations, that is, “urban archaeological
sites”. The definition of urban archaeological sites were made together
with the redefinition of the third degree archaeological sites. According to
it, the areas where the archaeological sites exist together with the sites
including the immovable cultural properties that are defined in Act
N0:2863 and the urban tissues that should be conserved according to the
same act, are named as “urban archaeological sites’. In the urban
archaeological sites, necessary planning studies in every scale should
urgently prepared in which the scientific methods that bring out
archaeological values, repair, exposition and extensive archaeological
inventory are taken as basis and before the approval of which no
application can be carried on in parcel scale. During the planning studies
care should be given to the appropriateness of the functions of the area,
conservation of the cultural strata in the construction of necessary public
services and the pertinence of the new buildings with the traditional ones
in facade, construction technique and material. The projects of the

buildings which are cultural heritage according to the act, should be under
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the control of the Council, where as the simple repairs of the others can

continue under the control of the specialists from the museum.

The 3rd degree archaeological sites were defined as the
archaeological areas that do not show an urban property composed of the
immovable cultural properties included in Act No: 2863 and where
organizations for development according to conservation-usage decisions
can be made. In these sites, protection and evaluation of the
archaeological properties which exist or supposed to exist should be
respected. Besides care should be given to the application of the public
services, compatibility of the proposed functions, facade, construction
material and technique of the proposed buildings. The applications can be
realized after the decision of the Council depending on the results of the

excavations made by the specialists from Museum.

4.3.2. Conservation Studies and Site Decisions in Bergama:

The first conservation activities about Bergama began in 1976.
with the declaration of the city as “antique city” by the Committee of
Ancient Real Estates and Monuments (Gayrimenkul Eski Eserler ve
Anitlar Yuksek Kurulu). As a result, site boundaries were set in such a
way that they would enclose the whole settlement area of that period.
(figure 4.27) However, soon, the difficulties of conserving the whole city
were realized because of the increasing demand for new buildings, the
economical and technical insufficiencies as well as the lack of specialists.
This resulted in the weakening of the control mechanism which gave rise

to the destruction of the tissue especially at the center and its surrounding
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Under these circumstances Bergama Museum and Municipality requested

the review of the site boundaries.

In 1982, Municipality of Culture and Tourism High Council for
the Conservation of Immobile Cultural and Natural Assets (Kultir ve
Turizm Bakanlidi Taginmaz Kultir ve Tabiat Varliklari Koruma Yuksek
Kurulu), charged a team with the documentation and listing of cultural
properties in Bergama, in company with Bergama Museum. The Following
year, with 9.9.1983/A-4601 decision of the Committee of Ancient Real
Estates and Monuments archaeological and urban sites of Bergama were
registered. As a result of the examinations made on these site areas, with
26.10.1984/466 decision of the High Council for the Conservation of
Immobile Cultural and Natural Assets, the site boundaries were renewed
and a list of the cultural properties to be conserved according to Law No:
2863 was prepared. (figure 4.27) The boundaries and the degrees of the
sites determined in 1984, played an important role in the conservation
studies of Bergama. With this decision the general layout of the sites was
configured and the changes were made by taking it as a point of
departure in the following studies. The decision was based on analyzing

the historical and its archaeological properties in three main divisions:

eAcropolis; remains of the best examples of Hellenistic era.
eAsclepion; the second big ruin, the health center of its period.
eDifferent zones of the city which did not have any special
building peculiarities of pre-Roman Era but carries the remains

from Ottoman period. (MATU, 1986)
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In the light of this three types of zones two different site
conservation zones were decided: first degree archaeological site and
urban site. Urban sites were the areas where the concern was about the
conservation of over ground cultural properties, that is, mainly Ottoman
Heritage. As a result, the limitations in these areas were about the new
building activities such as, heights of buildings, facades, roofs, street

materials and fountains as well as about the restoration principles.

In 1989, a proposal to re-degree the existing site and new site
areas was made. (figure 4.27) The proposal was accepted by the
Conservation Council in 1990. As a result, the central urban site was
defined as ‘urban site and third degree archaeological site’. Besides two
new areas were added to the urban sites and the zones in the first degree
archaeological site remained the same. In the same decision the
necessity of a new Conservation and Development Plan was stressed and

till then, these site decisions would be valid.

As a result, the first site decision which included the whole city
into a single type of protection zone, was gradually divided into different
zones and got smaller in time with the elaboration of different site types
and degrees. This lasted till the 1990 decision which aimed to re-enlarge
the site areas.(figure 4.27) This attempt was followed by a decision about
the necessity of a ‘Protection and Development Plan’ which had been the

beginning of a still continuing process.
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4.3.3. Planning Studies in Bergama:

The planning studies in Bergama can be analyzed in four

planning periods as 1943, 1969, 1988, 1991:

1943 - 1948 Master Plan Studies: The first master plan of
Bergama was prepared between 1943 and 1948. In 1940s Bergama was
developing in the Southwest direction and the settiement area was about
36.5 hectares. The necessity of planning occurred as a result of the
requests for development and conservation of the ‘museum like city’.
(1943; 3) The report prepared before the beginning of the master plan,
defined the aim of the plan as giving importance to tourist values of the
city along with the historic ones. The plan does not refer to any kind of a
protection zone but to single ‘monuments’ (except the Acropolis), without
differentiating their construction periods and even including the official
buildings of the time. This approach can be observed in the legend of the
plan where the antiquities and official buildings were shown alike. (1943;
28) The plan had two main points of departure: First, the historical
properties of the town was a strong attraction. Second, the town had a
continuously increasing population in those days. The plan proposed the
conservation of the existing town, as well as the renewal and completion
of the necessary public services. Social services were also proposed to
be developed. The growth of the town was proposed in Southwest

direction.
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Later, this plan passed through two revisions, one during the
foundation of the textile factory and the new Soma road, second as a

result of the demands on the growth of the town and new building rights.

1969 Pergamon Historical National Park Master Plan for
Protection and Use: This plan was prepared by Ministery of Forests in
cooperation with USA National Park Service. Its aim was the development
and management of Antique Bergama, as a national park. The main
factors in the study were defined briefly as; physical and visual protection
of the archaeological and historical properties of Bergama; exposition and
interpretation of these cultural remains in an interesting, simplified, correct
and logical process; realization of a national park action that is compatible
with the local public, obtaining a perceptible, controllable and aesthetic
park area manageable and utilizable by the public. (1970; 21) According

to these factors three zones were defined:

oZone 1. The area that has the main archaeological and
historical elements related with Bergama and which should be
in the public property.

eZone 2: Transition area for the protection of the movable and
immovable values of the first zone.

eZone 2-A: The area, when looked from Acropolis is under the
dominant view of Temple of Serapis and offers an attractive
panorama to the tourists and therefore must be protected. The

restrictions in this zone are mainly about architectural control.

(1970; 21)
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1988 Revision Master Plan: 1988 plan was the planning study
of the areas that were taken out of the urban site area. The plan was
based on the threshold limits of the city. These thresholds were achieved
by the interpretation of three main lines dividing the city in different zones.
First line was about the site decisions. The upper side of the line was
including the first degree archaeological site with Acropolis and Asclepion
as the attraction point where no constructions were permitted. The second
line was dividing the existing and developing settlement areas. Upper part
of the line defined the urban area of existing settlement including the
traditional center and dwellings where as lower part was the area for
development. The third line was about agricultural areas. The lower part
of the line showed the areas of 1st and 2nd degree agricultural land
where the protection was urgent for a city like Bergama with an important
agricultural production. (Akman, 1991; 31) However, the synthesis of
these zones gave way to a plan incompatible with the urban and
archaeological sites and resulted in a irrelevant, high rise constructions

especially in the city center.

1991 Preservation and Development Plan: In order to replan
the changing and decreasing site areas and to obtain the totality of the
planning studies, preservation and development plan was adjudicated in
1991. This had been the beginning of the planning process which is still
continuing. In the planning study, Asclepion, Red Hall, and the other
archaeological areas were taken as important potential areas that have
significant roles in the macroform of the city. The other areas that played
an effective role in the planning decisions were the historical city center

and the conservation of the traditional tissue as a whole.
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In the light of these two factors, three different types of sites
were defined in the first proposal of 1991. (figure 4.28) These were the
1st degree archaeological site, 3rd degree archaeological site and urban
site. Except the 1st degree archaeological site, site definitions and
restrictions were the same of the previous ones. A new terminology, that
is ‘archaeo-park’, occurred for the 1st degree archaeological sites that
brought some minute differences in the approach. These areas were
defined as the areas of which a comprehensive urban design and
landscape design would be prepared following the scientific

archaeological excavations.

The plan went through some changes, including the site
decisions, since 1991. In 1993, involvement of a new type of site called
‘urban archaeological site’ in the legislations, resulted in the review of the
existing sites. After the emergence of this new concept, the zone which
was defined as ‘urban and third degree archaeological site’ in the first
proposal was converted into ‘urban archaeological site’. Besides, some of
the 1st degree archaeological sites, on which there were settlements,
were converted to 2nd degree archaeological sites and two 1st degree
archaeological sites, the one including the Acropolis and the Red Hall
were combined with each other by defining the area in between as 1st
degree archaeological site as well. Moreover, the area at the North of
Selinos River, nearby the new 1st degree archaeological site was defined

as 3rd degree archaeological site. (figure 4.28)

The site boundaries have reached their final forms in 7.7.1995.

(figure 4.22) Accordingly, 1st and 2nd degree archaeological sites of 1993
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decision remained the same. The urban archaeological site was enlarged
by converting the urban site at the north of the river to urban
archaeological site and the area in between these two sites as well as the
area at the West of the previous urban archaeological site were declared
as urban archaeological site. Besides, the area at the East of the previous
urban archaeological site and at the South of Red Hall was defined as 3rd
degree archaeological site. Consequently, the undefined areas in

between different sites were all defined as site area of different types.

1991-1995 plan had two different area definitions other than
the site areas. These were the ‘excavation areas’ and ‘special project
areas’. The places where the primary step is to make scientific studies
and excavations were called as ‘excavation areas’. The Roman theater
and amphitheater, the northern part of Red Hall and some areas where
ruins of monumental or large scale structures, though their exact function
is not known, are unearthed during the excavations for the foundations of
new buildings, are included in the proposed excavation areas. Where as,
the ‘special project areas’ are defined as, the areas with special
importance where any kind of intervention can be executed after 1/200
scale urban design, landscape and urban furniture projects are prepared
and accepted by the Conservation Council. These areas are; (1) Historical
Commercial Center, (2) Red Hall, (3) Gurnellia, (4) Topgu Kiglast Open Air
Museum, (5) Asclepion Entrance, (6) Pedesterian Area Design -
Synagogue / Museum, (7) Acropolis Entrance, (8) Archaeo-parks, (9)

River Bank
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4.3.4. Evaluation of Conservation and Planning Studies in Bergama:

The conservation and planning studies in Bergama are directly

related with the progress of the conservation approaches in Turkey.

Together with the appearance and legalization of the term ‘site’
in the Act of 1973 No0.1710, in which ‘site’ was not differentiated into
several types, the whole city covering a large area was defined as ‘site’ in
1976. When the new Act of 1983 No0.2863 replaced the previous one, and
with the additions of 1984, ‘site’ was ramified into different types. As a
result, new definitions occurred as ‘i1st degree archaeological site’, ‘2nd
degree archaeological site’, ‘3rd degree archaeological site’ and ‘urban
site’ which brought different types of treatments and restrictions together.
These subdivisions were reflected as the divisions of the single and wide

‘site’ of 1976 into smaller and scattered diversified sites in Bergama.

This resulted in the reduction of the site areas and the
convergence of a great amount of area open to development. With the
attempt of 1989, a renewal in the site areas occurred aiming to combine
some scattered sites and make some additions. Though it was an attempt
of extension and re-unification of the sites it was far beyond the first site

limits of 1976.

In the planning studies of Bergama, as a general approach, the
city was treated mainly in three parts: Acropolis Hill, plain and Asclepion.
Accordingly, Acropolis, Asclepion , Red Hall, and Roman Theaters played

an important role in the formation of the city development together with
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the topography. This is the reason why the city development was

generally in the South direction.

As the first planning study in Bergama, 1943-48 plan was
dealing with the conservation of single buildings or monuments more than
sites. This plan was aiming to protect and conserve at the same time, so
the development was proposed towards the South. Together with the
development of the concept of ‘tourism’ in 1960s, ‘Master Plan for the
Protection and Use as a National Park ‘ was prepared. This plan was
structured according to tourism potential and needs, and aimed to expose
the city to the tourists as a whole. Though there was no site definition in
Turkish legislations in those years, protection zones were defined in the
plan. The main point of concern in the decision of these zones was the

important and large scale existing remains and their surrounding.

1988 was the period of revision development plan, after the
1983-84 decisions, for the planning of the areas that were left out of site.
Following the reduction and division in the site areas in 1984, a large
amount of previous site areas were open to development. This caused the
development of the city generally in its existing limits, so that momentum
was gained in the destruction of the heritage with the building of high-rise,

incompatible new buildings and wide roads in the core of the city.

As a reaction to this rapid destruction, ‘Protection and
Development Plan’ was instituted in 1991. This had been the beginning of
an ongoing process till today. In the first proposal of the plan, the ‘patched

sites’ were same with those of the previous one. In this approach, main
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buildings or pieces of land, such as the Red Hall and the traditional
commercial center, were surrounded by site boundaries as if they were
sharply isolated from their contexts. Different site areas brought the

differences in the interventions and the restrictions of similar areas.

With the acceptance of a new concept ‘urban archaeological
sites’, the site decisions were revised in 1993, in such a way that the sites
restarted to expand and combine with each other. However, it could be
possible only in 1995, with a recent decision. Together with 1995
decision, the ‘non-site’ areas in-between different types of sites, were
defined as sites as well. This way, a certain region was totally in site area,
even though divided into pieces for different treatments and restrictions,

without any obvious explanation and reason.

The other novelties that were brought with the 1991-95
planning study were the renaming of 1st degree archaeological sites as
‘archaeo-park’ -an unclear term- as a reflection of the aim of putting
forward the worry about the scientific, archaeological excavations, and
making these areas a part of the city instead of isolated places.
‘Excavation areas’ were the areas where important remains could be
found prior to scientific archaeological studies. ‘Special project zones’
were aimed to be the nodes and landmarks in the city after necessary
organization and projects. However, it is obvious that the decisions of
both excavation areas and special project zones are not an outcome of a
detailed scientific study but the result of a somewhat arbitrary selection,
depending on the already existing, visible and monumental remains. This

approach is not based on a scientific pre-assumption depending on the
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history of the city but formulated according to the contemporary situation

and daily evaluation.

As a result, it can be concluded that, from the beginning
onwards, only perhaps excluding the 1976 decision, the site decisions
and project areas do not seem to be coherent and logical decisions. They
are easily changeable choices according to the approaches and demands
of the period as they are based on the existing situation and important

structures of especially certain periods, instead of a scientific study.

4.4. Comparison of the Evaluations on Urban Archaeology of

Bergama with Site Decisions of the Current Planning Study:

Site areas comprise regulations determined in order to serve
the purpose of conserving the existing heritage, and harmonizing the new
interventions with the existing one. According to the ‘existing heritage’, the
types and degrees of site areas are determined. That is, basically,
‘archaeological sites’ contain restrictions and regulations shaped
according to the aim of conserving the underground or partially over
ground remains of ancient eras where as the regulations of urban sites
aim to conserve the above ground heritage, mainly of Seljukian or
Ottoman eras, and harmonize the new actions with them. The urban
archaeological site, in that sense, deal with both when they occur

together. In fact, all these represent a kind of ‘relationing’.

The evaluation of urban archaeology, makes possible to obtain

zones with same stratifications, called equi-property zones, which is in
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fact, a way of defining the ‘existing heritage’. As an outcome of the equi-
property zones, the ‘relationings’ in these zones, which can be vertical or
horizontal or both, are determined. In that sense, the equi-property zones
of Bergama, that is obtained through the evaluation of the diachronic
study of its historical development process, should have been somewhat
in harmony with the conservation site areas in the city. The Conservation
Plan of Bergama, is a recent, continuing process and in a way the last
point of the planning and conservation studies since 1940s. At that point,
it gives the chance to make a comparison between two approaches about

the historical research and its evaluation. (figure 4.29)

The first proposal of the planning study, in 1991, was bringing
out scattered areas and different relationings. The areas with the same
stratification, that is, in the same equi-property zones, could be included
in different site areas. As a result, similar areas were faced with different
regulations and restrictions which directly effects the interventions to them

and their conservation.

In 1991 site areas; the area defined as ‘urban site’ has no
difference from the area outside the urban site boundaries at the North.
Similarly, the three areas around the ‘traditional commercial center’ were
differentiated in the site decisions. Accordingly, the ‘traditional commercial
center’ was defined as ‘urban and 3rd degree archaeological site’, where
as the area with more or less the same kind of stratification that needs
horizontal and vertical relationing, was defined as ‘urban site’ only.
Besides the area nearby both is not included in any of the site areas, that

is, not due to any conservation effort, though it has a similar stratification.
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It is also attractive to observe the Red Hall separated from its
surrounding with strictly defined boundaries in the form of a rectangle.
Red Hall, in a way, with a reconstructivist approach based on the shape
of the structure when it was built, was defined as ‘Ist degree
archaeological site’ where as the East, West and South of it was left as
‘nothing’. Besides, at the North of it, there was the ‘urban site’ which
results in totally different approaches to similar areas. In fact, it is known
that, there was a Forum at the West of the Red Hall which was a node in
Roman era and the Red Hall was in the middle of the settlement area,
which means that all around the Hall there should be remains, probably
underground, which needs vertical relationing as does the Red Hall itself.
It is not an acceptable approach to draw limits departing from the existing
monumental structures. Through the study of urban archaeology, every
element in the historical stratification of the city is given the same
importance, does not matter if it is visible or not, monumental or not,

belonging to a specific era or not.

The conservation plan and its site proposals have passed
through some changes since 1991 which are, in some aspects, positive.
The occurrence of ‘urban archeological site’ in terminology and its
acceptance by Conservation High Council in 1993, resulted in the

redefinition of some parts of the previous proposal.

In the 1993 site area decisions, the ‘commercial traditional
center’ was defined as ‘urban archaeological site’, instead of ‘3rd degree
archaeological and urban site’. Still and all, it was left isolated by leaving

its surrounding out of any site area even though the stratification is the
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same at many parts. In that proposal the East part of Red Hall was also
defined as ‘“Ist degree archaeological site’ like the Red Hall and they
were connected to eachother. However, the West of the Hall, where there
should be Roman Forum, was not included into any kind of site area.
Besides, the South part of Red Hall was defined as ‘3rd degree
archaeological site’; its being included into the site area is a positive
development but it is not understandable why it is defined as
‘archaeological site’ and ‘3rd degree’, as it is a zone that has the
stratification of Roman, Principalities and Ottoman eras, that means, it is
an identity area with risk, and needs to be relational both horizontally and
vertically. At the North, some part of the ‘1st degree archaeological site’
which has Ottoman settlement on top, was converted into ‘2nd degree
archaeological site’ leaving the questions like; why this part is
differentiated from its Northern part which is ‘urban archaeological site’, or
from its Eastern part which is just ‘nothing’. Also, the South of this zone is
not included in any kind of site area, though it has the superimposition of
Roman and Ottoman settlement which needs a vertical and horizontal

relationing.

The proposals took their recent form in 1995. Together with the
1995 site decisions, in between the site areas no area as ‘nothing’ is left.
This was achieved by the widening of different types of sites and
connecting to eachother. Besides, all the ‘urban sites’ are converted into
‘urban archaeological site’, so that all through the site area the necessity
for vertical relationing is accepted. However besides the positive aspects,

there are still equivocal points relating with the differentiation of degrees
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and types of sites as the site decisions are not based on the detailed

analysis of the historical development of the city.

As a result, the areas with same stratification are exposed to
different regulations and interventions as they are defined in different site
areas. Besides, the areas which are left outside the site boundaries both
at the North and South, have the same stratification with the areas inside

and at the edge of the boundaries; however they continue to be ‘nothing’.

The evaluations of urban archaeology of Bergama, resulted
also in the determination of ‘identity areas’ and ‘risk areas’ which are very
important for the city. The identity and risk areas are the areas which
should be carefully and specially treated. At that point, they should be
somewhat in relation with the ‘special project areas’ proposed by the plan.
Yet, it is obvious that the selection of the ‘special project areas’ is based
on the ‘monumental’ or ‘important’ structures and ruins, generally. The
special project areas intersect with the identity or risk areas; but this
intersection is only seen when there is an important structure exists in the
area, that is the intersections do not correspond to any conscious

decision.

Consequently, when the site decisions of the last planning
study in Bergama are compared with evaluation of the urban archaeology
of the city, it is observed that the site boundaries and types as well as site
‘special project areas’ do not correspond to the historical development of

the city. Neither the equiproperty zones have a conscious relation with the
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site decisions, nor the identity and risk areas with the special project
areas proposed by the plan. They are defined arbitrarily depending solely
on major monuments and existing situation which is totally the opposite

approach of urban archaeology.

148



CHAPTERV

CONCLUSIONS

5.1. Criticisms on the Case of Bergama:

When selecting Bergama as a model town from Turkey for the
case study, existence of a lot of studies and researches prepared on it
had played an important role besides its historical continuity. However,
still, problems about the insufficiency of the studies and the divided
information had been faced with in different phases of the study which

had always been a restriction factor.

Some of the phases of the city had been studied a lot where
as, there is nearly no information about the others. About the Hellenistic
and Roman Eras of Bergama there are a lot of information derived from
the excavations. Besides, the historical documents generally focuses on
these phases. Last but not least, the settlement pattern and general
organization has recently been studied by U. Wulf and W. Radt that had
been the primary sources during the study. There are quite a few studies
carried on the Principalities and Ottoman Periods of Bergama. The

sources such as ‘Tapu Tahrir Defterleri’, ‘Seriye Sicilleri’, and ‘Salrame’
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should be studied in detail by the specialists and should be reflected to
the plan of the city. Besides such primary sources, secondary documents
such as travellers' books, drawings and engravings should be studied and
evaluated. No information could be achieved about the Republican Era
Bergama. The only source is the plan of 1943 master plan study which
makes it possible to visualize the development of the city in this era. as a
result, the urban archaeology of Bergama is achieved by using the limited
existing information. Even in doing this, suppositions and interpretations

had to be made.

Primary aim of urban archaeology is to achieve a full
understanding of the town. Its 3-dimensional development is achieved
through two different plan sets; one about the general layout of the city

and the other about the inner organization and tissue.

The second aim of urban archaeology is to evaluate and reflect
the 3-dimensional development of the city to the future studies in the
town. Evaluation of urban archaeology and principles for future
interventions, are experienced only on a general scale which deals with
the expansion of the city in different phases. This is due to the lack of
information to make a detailed evaluation of other topics. Through this
evaluation, equi-property zones, identity and risk areas are determined.
The comparison of the results of urban archaeology with the planning and

conservation studies gives the chance to see the differentiation.
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When the site decisions in Bergama are evaluated together
with the urban archaeology of the city, it is observed that the site
boundaries and types as well as site ‘special project areas’ have no
relation with the historical development of the city. They are defined
arbitrarily depending solely on major monuments and existing situation.
As a result it is observed that, neither the equiproperty zones are
somewhat be in harmony with site decisions, nor the identity and risk
areas are in relation with the special project areas proposed by the

planning studies.

The urban archaeology of Bergama prepared in the thesis is a
preliminary study which is in the form of a sketch. It has conjectures in it
and its evaluation can only be made in a general framework. However, it
is important that even a preliminary study like this derives important
results about the site boundaries which is in fact a primary step in the
conservation of the historical continuity of the cities. In order to achieve a
full understanding of the town and correct evaluations, further research

that should be carried on by the specialists, is obligatory.

The existence of the information or research is not enough
alone, but the unification of the data collected in one place and its
conversion to a utilizable documentation is the most important process to
obtain the relation of the town's history with its future. In that sense, the

studies that the lack of which are felt strongly are listed below :
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o Revised plan of the existing situation of the settlement.

« Diachronic plans: obligatory to have not only single plan showing the
remains from different phases and existing situation all together but
also diachronic plans of each phase of the historical continuity of the
town. In these plans all the information, archaeological findings and
results of the studies about each phase of the stratification, should be
added and they should be renewed frequently.

e Altimetric plans and sections: the codes of the stratification should be
shown on plans and sections.

e Construction phases of the edifices.

e« Existing built- up zone: structural system and material of construction.

If such information had been ready for use, it could have been
possible to obtain more detailed evaluations about the physical, spatial

and functional continuities and discontinuities of the city.

5.2. Urban Archaeology and Anatolian Towns - Promises:

Urban archaeology is a quite complex and new concept. It is
still impossible to give single and complete definition as it is implemented
with many different criteria. Urban archaeology was taken as ‘archaeology
in urban settings’, in the years when it first emerged and started to be
discussed. However, later on, it is accepted as ‘archaeology of urban
settings’ in the international platform and by the majority as a result of

recent discussions and developments in the field. It is the research into
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the gradual development of the town in order to achieve a full
understanding of its historical development to form a framework for the
dynamic integration of its past with its future. It is a diachronic study of the
historical continuity of the city in order to obtain a synchronic whole for the
basis of all kinds of future studies in the city. Its aim is to achieve a plano-
volumetric picture of the city through a diachronic study and to derive
main principles and guide lines from the synchronic whole achieved, in
which each layer of this whole equally valualized. It is a primary study and
a preliminary evaluation of the historical continuity of the city, separated
from the planning or other processes, by which the emphasis of a detailed

and systematized historical research is increased.

The term urban archaeology has started to be discussed in
Turkey as well, during the last years and entered into the terminology with
the ‘principle decision’ of High Council in 1993, which is quite recent.
However, in Turkey it is still accepted as ‘archaeology in urban settings’
instead of a research to understand the whole development of the city till
today. This can be because archaeology is still seen as the studies -
especially excavations- dealing with the remains till the end of Byzantine
era. This is reflected to the general approach towards urban archaeology

which is determined with the time limitation.

Most of the Anatolian towns have been inhabited continuously

since the early ages onwards. In spite of the rich variety of their past,



Turkish towns are faced with many problems causing the loss of their
stratification because of improper study and evaluation of their historical
continuity. In this respect, urban archaeology in the meaning accepted
through the thesis, seems to be apprropriate for the Turkish towns with
continual history and which needs a detailed research systematic
documentation urgently. In the regulations of Protection and Development
plans historical research and its methodology is defined, however, as it is
a subheading under the planning process it is just prepared to fulfill a
regulation but no true study and reflections of it can be observed in the

projects and practices.

Even a preliminary study of urban archaeology realized through
insufficient research and documentation has proved that such a
systematic historical research results in great differences with respect to
current approaches, if evaluated properly. This has also shown that the
history of the city is reflected to the planning studies in Turkey, variable
due to different attitudes of historical researches reprepared in each of the
studies. That is, every planning study prepares its own historical research,
with the methodology and contents wanted, in order to fuffill a regulation
in the planning process; then evaluates and uses it (or not) according to
the personal attiaudes. As a result, in each different study the decisions
about the history of the city, mainly the conservation site areas, their types
and degrees, change from one to other. This frequent change always

oceur as a restriction factor for conservation purposes and activities. In
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fact the variability of the principles coming from the historical continuity of
the town should not be related with the approaches and attitudes of the
people preparing the planning study but could only be related with the
new information coming from the ‘research’ which is a continual process.
In that respect, urban archaeology should be a primary process seperated
from the planning or the others. That is, urban archaeology should not be
dependent on and limited with the planning studies or any other but, the
planning or other studies in and about the town must be strictly dependent
on urban archaeology. Consequently, it is for certain that, a study of
historical continuity based on urban archaeology in the sense it is
accepted in this study, is appropriate and urgent for the Turkish towns
This way it will be possible to provide objective and systematic reflection
of historical continuity to all kinds of studies about the future of the towns.
However it needs time to form the framework of such a study. The
formation of this framework can start as quickly as possible because it will

be a separate study and no more be dependent on planning process.

The program of urban archaeology relies on the assistance
groups of specialists and operational groups. It has four main phases as
research, documentation, evaluation and deriving principles for future
actions. These can be determinant in the definitions of the steps that
should be followed in order to reach a proper study of urban archaeology

of Turkish towns in time.
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Step 1: up-dating:

Revising the plan of the existing situation

Step 2: research

Continuing and completing the research of available documents and
archaeological studies - data collection

Step 3: documentation

Converting the results of all kinds of historical and archaeological
researches into 'utilizable documentation' : formation of a data bank and
diachronic plans

Step 4: evaluation

Evaluating the studies of urban archaeology: determination of equi-
property zones, identity areas, risk areas, reserve areas

Step 5: principles for future

Deriving principles for different purpose, scale and type of projects so that

the historical continuity of the city is reflected to its future properly.

The data derived from the documents and excavations as well
as the existing situation of the city entail systematic supervision of the

development schemes.

After the phases of research, documentation, evaluation and
deriving principles and guide-lines, in order to obtain proper reflections of
the studies legal, administrative, organizational and financial aspects of

urban archaeoogy should be studied. First of all, these should be adopted
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in a proper model which does not contradict with the existing model.
Then, comes the implementation phase, through which urban archaeology
is utilized for different purpose and scale projects, reflecting the history of
the city in its future so that sustainability of historical cotinuity can be
achieved. Hence, there are many other dimensions of urban archaeology

that open way to further studies, discussions and promises.

« How could be the organizational framework of the urban archaeology?

e What are the legislative and administrative aspects and solutions for
such a study?

e How can the financial problems be solved?

e How can the integration of different layers with the existing urban
fabric be achieved?

¢ Refunctioning?

e Presentation?

o Interpretation? ...
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EXAMPLES OF METHODS USED IN THE DIFFERENT PHASES OF

APPENDIX A

THE STUDIES OF URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY

Research and documentation:

BRESCIA - Tabella riassuntiva degli scavi e dei ritrovamenti
(a cura di C. Quilleri)
Anno Ubicazione Descrizione Qualita scavo Documentazione| Ritrov.
esistente
1484 c.| P.za Loggia Scavo per fondamen- ‘ L Lapidi
ta |
1543 | Rua Sovera Scavo sotterraneo o Lapide
1610 c.| via Musei scavo archeologico ® |® | Tempio d’Ercole
| (Capitolium)
1820 | Via Calini 24 ! Mosaico
1822 | Via Antiche Mura, ‘el L] e'e Framm. arch.
Via Mazzini |
1823 |c.so Magenta, Via i. l Mosaico
S. Martino d. batta- Lalll
glia i
1823 | Via Musei scavo archeologico e LK 4 Capitolium
1826 |S. Eufemia Lavori agricoli L] Tomba
1834
1876 | Via Piamarta scavo cortile L] ° Edificio (?)
1876 | P.zza T. Brusato i L] Strada
1878 | Via Cattaneo scavo fondazioni ° Lapide
1879 |P.za S. Alessandro |scavo interno alla | @ Mosaico
chiesa
1879 | Via Tosio, Via Gal- | scavo cortile ° Pavimento
lo
1880 | Borgo Pile scavo interno ° Tombe
1884 | Via B. Avogadro scavo stradale (] Framm. arch.
1885 | P.za Labus saggio arch. [ ] Basilica
1887 | Fraz. S. Alessandro | Tomba
1890 | P.zza Duomo scavo fondazioni ‘e Colonna, capitello

figure A.1 Example of table of excavations and findings in Brescia, Italy
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figure A.2 Stratigraphic section of the city Brescia, Italy
It helps to visualialize the relations of different phases of the city with eachother.

from dle Archeologica della L (S.A.L.),?. Arche: na Jo} ;. Valutazione dei
MMEHM. p. 53, Edizioni Panini, Modena
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figure A.3 Altimetric pian of the city of Brescia, Italy
Example showing the relation of Roman town with existing situation
from Soprir heclogica della L dia (S.A.L.).?. Archeologia Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincel, p. 87, Edizioni Panini, Modena.
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figure A.4 Construction phases of structures of Pavia, Italy

The hatched zones indicate the area in which there is stratification . The phases of the
stratification is presented by a circle divided into four quadrants each representing a
period of time: the first quadrant at the right from Ist to Vth centuries, second quadrant
at the right from Vth to Xth centuries, the lower quadrant at the left from Xlth to XVth
centuries and the upper left quadrant from XVth till today.

from i a ica della Lombardia (S.A.L.),?. A ja_Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei

Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincoli, p. 149, Edizioni Panini, Modena
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figure A.5 Plan of Milano by Marcantonio Dal Re (1734-Raccolta Stampe Bertarelli)
Old maps are primary sources that give information about the period they belong to.
According to the scale, the detail of the information they contain change. However, in
any case, they can be transferred to the diachronic documentation or can be a part of it
with the adaptation of the scale.

from Soprintendenza Archeologica della Lombardia (S.A.L.),?. Archeologia Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Arche: ici e Inventario dei Vin: p. 128, Edizioni Panini, Modena.

figure A.6 Renaissance plan of Cremona rielaborated on modern topographical map
from intend Archeologica della Lombardia (S.A.L.),?. Archeologia Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei

Deposit L] ici e Invent: incoli, p. 111, Edizioni Panini, Modena.
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figure A.7 Diachronic plan of the findings from Medieval era of Cremona

gica della Lombardia (S.A.L.),?.
i Archeologici e Inventario dei Vi

Archeclogia Urbana in Loml ¥ jone dei
it p. 110, Edizioni Panini, Modena.
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figure A.8 Diachronic reconstruction pian of the Roman Brescia reflecting inner

organization of the city with the urban tissue and main structures
from Soprir Archeologica della L ia (S.A.L.).?. Archeologia Urbana in Loml ia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincol, p. 83, Edizioni Panini, Modena.
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Evaluation and formation of principles and guide-lines:

COMUNE DI BERGAMO
piane particolareggiato di citta alta 1974 le cinte murste
seala 15000

progettista arch S Augelini

v 006

ni medivevali

figure A.9 Bergamo, the edge and the expansion of the city in different
phases of its historical continuity

The development of the city in different eras and their superimposition allows us to
visualize the horizontal and vertical development of the city as well as the relations of
different phases with eachother. Through this study it is also possible to determine the
risk and identity areas in the city.

from Soprir gica della Lombardia (S.A.L.),?. Archeologia Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei
Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincoli, p. 151, Edizioni Panini, Modena.

175



figure A.10 Existence and continuity of antique structures of environmental value, Rome

from Ministero per i Beni Culturali Ambientali C.N.M.H.S. Soprintendenza Archeologica di Roma, 1985.
ica et Projecl De Luca Editore, Roma.
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figure A.11 Evaluation of the actual and future state of the stratification

from de Archeologica della Lombardia (S.A.L.).?. Archeologia Urbana in Lombardia: Valutazione dei

Depositi Archeologici e Inventario dei Vincoli, p. 87, Edizioni Panini, Modena.
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LA STRUTTURA STORICA DEI BENI CULTURALI
AMBIENTALI NEL COMUNE DI TORINO

(da: Beni culturali [...], vol. |, tav. TC 7)
Insediamenti ed ambiti urbani
Nucleo storico di pii antica acculturazione urbana

Primi ampliamenti neoclassici ottocenteschi

Borghi extramuranei di antico impianto incorporati nella
pianificazione dell'Ottocento

Part dell'impianto urbanistico preunitario pianificato
secondo assi storici

Insediamenti settoriali del primo periodo postunitario
Tessuti minori ¢ lottizzazioni esterne alla Cinta Daziaria

Iy

- Borghi operai tipici della fase di industrializzazione della
citt

- Tessuti della espansione residenziale del Novecento

Borgate di originario impianto rurale (Bertolla)

Nuclei storici collinari (Cavoretto)

W Piccoli nuclei ¢ complessi di edifici, con

valore di bene culturale o segnalati
Assi rettori della composizione urbanistica e direttrici storiche di svi-

e Assi rettori dells composizione urbanistica,
con valore di bene culturale, o segnalati

Direttrici storiche di sviluppo, con valore di
bene culturale, o segnalate

Aree Auviali
B e coeierizan dalla presenza di interventi archite
tonici ed urbanistica, su una o su entrambe le sponde

BEE /e disisimazione costruita per la regolazione dei corsi
d'acqua e per il decoro dell'affaccio urbano

R e Arec di recente sistemazione
‘- Arec degradate e con suscettivith di recupero ambientale
e fuviale
KNND)  Frammeni di termitorio agricolo interessati dall'ambiente
— fluviale

: Aree con valore di bene culturale o

segnalate

Complessi, aree e percorsi collinari
BB Corone verde di pogei e piccole conche dominani sul Po,
con ville, «vigne» ed edifici di elevato decoro

V1 Versand solivi («indrittix), gib prevalentemente agricoli,
strutturati a « vigne»

= Pianori ¢ conche in testata alle valli principali e nelle valli
secondarie, ad ampi prati e frutteti

Parte rurale del territorio storico dell’antico Comune di
Cavoretto

Boschi e radure

Corona ambientale di Superga

[C75]  Aree con valore di bene culturale o
segnalate

____________ Percorsi storici collinari

figure A.13 The evaluation of the historical structure of Torino

from Beni Culturali Ambientali nel Comune di Torino (B.C.A.C.T.), 1986. Storia e Architettura della Citta’, p. 140,
Edizioni del'Orso, Torino.
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Implementation:

Cinguesent®

P

L Ll : |

figure A.14 National Archaeological museums of Rome, Project for ‘Terme di Caracalla’
and the systemization of ‘Piazza Republica’, project by Arch. G. Bulian

The studies on the determination of the historical stratification, even though not called
‘urban archaeology’ in the period of concern, dates back to quite early ages in Rome.
The plan prepared by Rodolfo Lanciani, between 1893-1901, Forma Urbis, had been a
basis for the studies carried in Rome. Today, the evaluation of urban archaeology of
Rome, and the determination of identity and risk areas, are accepted as the basis of a
current study which is a ‘museumising project’ all through the city. The placement of the
proposed museums are determined according to the identity areas, so that, different
museums will reflect the historical continuity of Rome with their location, stratification as
well as with their subjects of exhibition. Piazza Republica and Terme di Caracalla is one
of these zones. The project area has a stratification that has been taken as a material of
design into the projecting process. The project proposes some kind of a multi-layered
structure where the stratification of the city is presented in the museum including the
underneath of the piazza in front as well. Some parts of the project were already realized
and some were under construction in 1994.

from Bulian, G.. 1985. “Terme di Diocleziano - Museo Nazionale Romano: Ipotesi di Sistemazione dellArea di Via
Cermnaia”, Roma: Archeclogia nel Centro - Tomo Il - La "Citta’ Murata”, pp. 508-524, De Luca Editore, Roma
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figure A.15 Project of systemization of Roman baths of Reggio Calabria by Sara
Rossi(coor.), Cladio Rosetti and Vincenzo Bellantoni

from Tefi, M. A., 1993. La Pianificazione delle Aree Archeologiche - Carta dei Vincoli Archeologici delle Calabria
(1912-1992), p.39, Gangemi Editore, Roma.
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figure A.18 Parc Archéologique de Saint-Jean

The archaeological areas are integrated to the city through archaeological parks

from Ministero per | Beni Culturali Ambientali C.N.M.H.S. Soprintendenza Archeologica di Roma, 1985.
Archéologica et Project Urbain, p. 151, De Luca Editore, Roma.
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APPENDIX B

ANCIENT REMAINS OF PERGAMON

1

Fig. 23— General plan of Pergamon. 1) Upper city (see the caption of Fig. 24).
2) Middle city (see the caption of Fig. 34). 3) Gate of Eumenes (197-159 B. C.).
4) Serapis Temple, 2nd century A. D. 5) Stadium, Roman Period. 6) Amphitheatre,
Roman Period. 7) Roman Theatre. 8) Ancient road leading to the Asklepieion.

figure B.1 A schematic plan of Bergama showing the general layout
of the remains in the city.

from Akurgal, E., 1989. Anadolu Uygariiklan, p. 70, Net Turistk Yaynlan, Istanbul.
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1. Arsenals 8 Librar I5. Hercon

2. Barracks . 9. House 16. Great Altar
3. Watchtower 10. Propylon 7. Upper Agora
4. Hellenistic Cult Site IIl. Sanctuary of Athena - 18. Temple of the Agora
'8, Officer's (?) Houses 12. Gate of the Upper City 19. Theatre Terrace
'6. Royal Palace - Attalos | : 13. Double-sided Stoa 20. Theatre
_..7., Royal Palace - Eumenes 1 14, Shops 21, Temple of Dionysos

figure B.2 An axonometric drawing of the upper city of Pergamon in the High Hellenistic
Era, 2nd century BC

from Kostof, S., 1985. A History of Architecture: Settings and Rituais, p. 187, Oxford University Press, Oxford.
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figure B.3 Model of the upper town of Pergamon, Staatliche Museen, Berlin

from Kostof, S., 1985. A History of Architecture; Settings and Rituals, p. 183, Oxford University Press, Oxford.

JUUSUPRIN PRTOTPPrPEY ST
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Fig. 26 = Pergamon.
T Pron of the vppe- city.

Fig. 24 - Acropolis (upper city) of Pergamon. 1) Heroon, a peristyle building
probably dedicated to the worship of the Pergamene kings Attalos I (241-197
8. C.) and Eumenes Il (197-159). The andesite structure dates from the Hellenistic
period; the Roman alterations were made of morble and are now lost. 2) Shops
built in the Hellenistic age. 3) Main entrance of the Acropolis (the upper city).
It dates, together with the city wall, from the time of Eumenes Il. Parts of the
fortifications on the right were repaired in Byzantine times. 4) Outlines of the
foundations of the Propylon, constructed by Eumenes I (see Fig. 27). 5) Flight of
steps feading up to the palaces. 6) Sacred precinct (temenos) of Athena, surrounded
by three stoas (colonnades) of the Doric order, built during the time of Eumenes 1.
7) Temple of Athena in the Doric order, constructed at the beginning of the third
century. 8) The r d library which ined 200,000 volumes. It was erected
by Eumenes 11, but earlier than the north stoa of the temenos of Athena. 9) A house -
complex dating from Hellenistic times. 10) Palace of Evmenes Il in the form of ¢
peristyle house. 11) Palace of Attalos 1, also of peristyle type. 12) Remains of
some Hellenistic houses, possibly belonging to officers. 13) Barracks and command
tower, built in the Hellenistic age. The view of the east side of the city wall
behind the barracks, seen from the acropolis, is magnificent. 14) Arsenals, erected
in the 3rd century B. C. and altered in following periods. The andesite balls found
in the Arsenals are now to be seen in the lower agora (Pl. 37 b). 18) Trajaneum,
a temple of the Corinthion order, erected to Trojan by his successor Hadrian
{A. D. 117-138). In fact, both emperors were worshipped here, for colossal heads
of two marble statues were found within the temple. 16) Theatre, built during the
third century B, C. and altered in Roman times. IT) Temple of Dionysus (see also
Figs. 29, 33 o), constructed in the second century B. C. and renovatéd by Caracalla
{A. D. 211-217). 18) Theatre terrace, second century B. C. There was, stretching

for 250 m. along the west side of the narrow terrace, a Doric stoa with a splendid

view overlooking the Kaikos valley. ltwasanideal place for promenades (Pl 32).

19) Two-aisled stoa, late Hellenistic in date. 20) Altar of Zeus, buift by Eumenes i1,

It was adorned with reliefs (now in Berlin) representing the battle of Gods and
Giants but symbolising, in fact, thevictory of the Pergamene people over the Galat-

ians, 21) Agora, built in the Doric order, third century B. C. The altar of the agora
was in the western part of the courtyard. 22) Temple of the agora, built in the

Doric order but intermixed with lonic elements (see alsa Fig. 33 b). It was erected
in the second century B. C. and probably dedicated to Zeus or Hermes. The build-
ing in the north-west corner of the agora, dating from the Hellenistic age, wos
converted into an opsidal structure during the Roman period.

figure B.4 Plan of the upper city

from Akurgal, E., 1989. Anadolu Uygariikian, p. 72, Net Turistik Yayinlan, Istanbul.

-
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Fig. 34 - Middle city of Pergamon. 1) Temenos of Hera Basileia. The sacred
precinct, probably erected by Attalos 11 (159-138), contains the Temple of Hero
Basileia (Fig. 33 c) of the Doric order, an exedra and a small stoa. 2} Possibly the
Prytaneion of Pergamon. 3) Temenos of Demeter (Pis. 9b, 37 a). This sacred
precinct, founded in the early 3rd century B. C., was enlarged by Apollonis, the

wife of Attalos | (241197 B. C.) ond altered in Roman times. 4) Propylon (entrance}
to the precinct with two columns surmounted by paim-leaf capitals (Pl. 37 o};
commussioned, gccording to the inscription on the architrave, by Apollonis. The
s:th stoa and the four oikoi {rooms) on the west side were also erected by Apollonis.
The temple of Demeter and the altar were erected by Philetairos (283-263) and
his younger brother Eumenes in memory of their mather Boa, according to the
two identical Inscriptions on the temple and altar. This first structure was a
templum in antis of the lonic order. In Roman times, the Pergamenes converted it,
with marble additions, into @ prostyle of the Corinthian order. In the precinct are
to be seen four other aitars (8, C, D, E), all dating from the Hellenistic age but
showing alterations of the Roman period. A low stod runs on the north side of the
temenos, parallel with the temple and .the big altar. The eastern half of the north
side of the temenos contains a theatron, consisting of ten rows of seats sufficient
for 800 people. The ceieh watched the ¢ from these seats. 5) A foun-
tain in the shape of on exedra for ablutions. 8) A pit, on the way to the temenos
of Demeter, to receive the blood of sacrificed animals. T) Probably a meeting-house
connected with the cult of Dionysus. 8) Temple of Asklepios (see Fig. 33d). Prostyle
of the lonic order; second holf of the second century B. C. The rooms marked
N-Z beleng to the Roman baths of the upper gy 9) The upper gy

was reserved for young men ond ceremonies took place here. It consisted
of a courtyard for athletic training, surrounded by colonnades erected in the Hellen-
istic oge ond much renovated in Roman times. In the north-west corner of the
upper gymnasium lies the “ouditarium maximum™ for 1000 people, built during
the Roman period. Major ceremonies took place here. The room with two
apses marked G was reserved for the Emperor, according to an inscription on an
entoblature. The rooms to the east (shown in black on the plan) constitute Roman
baths ossociated with the upper gymnasium. No remains of the south stoa of
the upper gymnasium have been discovered, However, the basement stodium,
lying beneath this stoa, is in o good state of preservation. Athletic races were held
here during the summer ond winter, while the spring and outumn gomes took
place in the south stoo. 10) Middle gymnasium. This served as the training ploce
for odolescent boys. It was built in the Hellenistic period and underwent internal
alterations in Roman times. 11) The gymnasium temple, dedicoted to Hermes and
Heracles and to the cult of the Emperor, was @ prostyle of the Corinthian order,
constructed in the second half of the second century B. C. {Fig. 33 ¢). |12) Stairway
entrance, built in the time of Eumenes Il. One of the oldest and most beautiful
arch-and-vault constructions of the eastern Greek world. 13) City fountain (Eu-
menes I's time). 14) Propylon, entrance to the three gymnasio (Eumenes Il's
time). 15) Lower gymnasium, also built during the reign of Eumenes I, reserved
for children. The southern part has completely disappeared; the north side is well-
preserved. 18) Main street, built in the Hellenistic age and repaired in Roman
times. 17) Shops dating from the Hellenistic period. 1B) House of Attalos, erected
in Hellenistic times, 19) Lower ogora (reign of Eumenes 1), surrounded by stoas
of the Doric order. The andesite balis exhibited in the courtyard were found in
the arsenals. The modern building lying on the west side of the agora is the storage
house ‘of the German expedition. 20) A peristyle house, built in the Heilenistic
period and altered in Romen times. The modern structure occupying the courtyard
of this dwelling is the house of the German archaeological expedition.

figure B.5 Plan of the middle town

from Akurgal, E., 1989. Anadolu Uygarliklan, p. 92-93, Net Turistik Yayinlan, Istanbul.

Fig. 38~ The Askiepieion of Pergomon. General view. 1) End of the colonnoded
street (Fig. 37). 2) Courtyard of the propylon. 3) Propylon commissioned by Clou-
giut Charax. Reign of the Emperor Antoninus Pius (A, D. 138~161}. 4) Place for
refizious festivities. 5) Niche for worship. 6) Temple of Asklepios, erected by the
Consul L. Cuspius Pactumeius Rufinus, obout A. D. 150. This cylindrical temple,
preceded by @ colonnaded entrance, was covered with g dome in the form of a
haif-globe measuring 23.85 m. in diameter. It was @ small replica of the Pantheon,
built in Rome twenty yeors eorlier and supporting @ dome 43.50 m. in diometer.
7) Cistern. 8) Feristyle building. 9) This building, probebly reserved for medical
treatment, is a two-storeyed cylindrical structure 26.50 m. in diameter, with six
apses inside and covered by o wooden roof overloid witn wies. >econd naif of the
- second century A. D, 10) Niche for worship. 11} The Emperor's room, which
served also os g library. The naked statue of Hadrian kept in_the museum at
Bergama used to stand in the central niche in the east wall. Formerly there must
have been shelves in the recesses seen in the north, east and south wails for storing
manuscripts. 12) The north colonnade, built about the middle of the second century
A. D. in lonic style. Ten of the columns nearest the library, standing on high pedes-

" tals and surmounted by composit capitals, were built after the earthquake of

A.D. 178. 13) Roman theatre, built on o steep siope in the Greek manner, with
gccommodation for 3500 people. 14) The western stoa (second century A, D.)
. was also in lonic style. 15) The central door of the stoa opened on.te o Doric col-
oanode, discovered in 1967. 16, 17) Rooms probobly.used for meetings. |8, 19)
Lavatories for ladies and gentlemen. 20) South Stoa (second century A. D.), built

y over g colonnaded basement. 21) Tunnel ledding to the treatment building, Ro-

mon in dote. 22) Pool, built in Hellenistic times, with running woter for drinking
purposes. It was roofed like o house. 23) Fountain, built in Roman times for
bathing ond drinking purposes. The patients sat on the lower steps inside the
pool and washed themselves with rodioactive woter coming from the sacred
spring. 24) The crock seen in the rock today is very probably the site of the sacred
spring. 28, 26) Rectangulor outlines in the rock probably show the troces of the
temples of Apollo Kalliteknos, Asklepios Soter and of the goddess Hygieia,
all three mentioned in written documents and built in the Hellenistic oge. 27, 28)
Sleeping-rooms, specially constructed in Hellenistic times for incubdtion ond
auto-suggestion, which were two important methods of psychiatric treatmen- in
Pergomon. 29) Pool, probably used for mud-baths mentioned by the rhetoric.cn
Aristeides, who lived about A. D. 150 in Pergomon. 30, 31) Remains of colonnades
surreun fing the temenos of Asklepios; HMellenistic age.

figure B.6 Plan of the Asclepion
from Akurgal, E., 189. Anadolu Uygarlikian, p. 108-109, Net Turistik Yayinlan, Istanbul.
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APPENDIX C

OLD PLANS OF BERGAMA

figure C.1 1904 Pian by Ot/ Berlet (criginal scaie ¢/ =~ 5000)
showing the vailey section of the town

from Von F VP 1), 1913. Stadt und Landschaft - Pergamon I, Deutschen Archaologischen
Institut, Bertin.
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figure C.2 1904 Plan by Otto Berlet (original scale of 1: 2500)
showing the Acropoiis and upper section of the town

from Altertiimer Von Pergamon(AVP 1), 1913. Stadt und La) haft - Pergamon |, Deutschen Archaologischen
Institut,

Beriin.
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figure C.3 1904 Plan by Otto Berlet (original scale of 1: 25000)

from Altertumer Von Pergamon(AVP I), 1913. Stadt und Landschaft - Pergamon |, Deutschen Archaologischen
Institut, Berlin.
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figure C.4 1890 plan of Acropolis
prepared to show Byzantine remains

from Altertimer VVon Pergamon(AVP), 1890. Die Inschriften Von Pergamon I, Band Hll, p. 177, Verlag Von W.
Spemann, Beriin.
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figure C.5 1879 Plan by Carl Humann

from Conze, A., Humann, C. et al., 1880-88. Die Ergebnisse der Ausgrabungen zu Pergamon 1-3, Deuschen
Archaclogischen Institut, Berlin.
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APPENDIX D

A BRIEF LOOK AT THE EXISTING SITUATION OF HISTORICAL

STRATIFICATION OF BERGAMA THROUGH VISUAL DOCUMENTS

| figure D.1 View of the Acropolis
photo taken in July, 1995

Area of identity both as the stratification of
3 periods of inhabitation: Hellenistic,
Roman, Byzantine and as a symbol of
Hellenistic urbanism. Being far from the
urban development pressure, it is open to
scientific studies as a reserve area.

figure D.2 View of the Gumellia
photo taken in July, 1995

Area of maximum stratification, highest
risk and identity. The spatial continuity
from Hellenistic era onwards can still be
felt in the undefined open space in
! heitween the Ottoman residences that are

still in use.
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figure D.3 View of the Tumuii

| photo taken in July, 1995

The Tumuli, that have been outside the
city until recent past, is now in the middle
of a new development area where high-
rise buildings are permitted. There is the
danger of the loosing the visual
connection between the Tumuli and the
historical city, which had been an
important criteria since the Roman ages
onwards.

figure D.4 View of the city towards the

Roman theater.
photo taken in July, 1995

Though the theater hasn’t been excavated
yet, its curvature can be strongly felt from
the topography. The theater is not
included in the settlement area today; that
is, a reserve area. However, a squatters’
housing starts beginning from the edae of
it as a threatening factor.

figure D.5 View of the curvature af the
Roman Theater and the remain of Viran
Kapr'.

phato takan in July, 1995

193



figure D.6 Remains of the Roman
Amphitheater
photo taken in July, 1995

The form of the amphitheater through the
middle of which passes a small river,
understood from the topography, though it
is not excavated yet. Like the Roman
theater, it is outside the urban settlement
area, but close to the squatters’ zone.

figure D.7 Remains of the Roman
Amphitheater
phioto taken in July, 1995

The Amphitheater suffers lack of
maintenance; a large amount of material
decay and structural problems can be
observed in the unearthed remains of it.

figure D.8 The Roman structure

connecting two parts of the river
photo taken in July, 1995

It was built during the construction of Red
Hail. It passes a wide range with its
vouited structure on top of which the Hall
was built. It has been used then onwards
in ali the phases including today, resulting
in a high risk and identity area.



figure D.9 Red Hall - Temple of Serapis
photo taken in July, 1995

The remains of the Red Hall stands
monumentally in between the structures
from different eras. This zone has also the
maximum stratification, of 4 eras, and still
under dense use today. As a result, it
hecomes one of the highest identity and
risk areas.

figure D.10 Red Hall - Rounded tower
photo taken in July, 1995

In the rounded tower, structural problems
| and material decay can be observed that
% needs urgent intervention.

figure D.11 Red Hall - Rounded tower
phcto taken in July, 1995

| This rounded tower of the Red Hall is in a

better condition when compared with the
1 other. It can be due to maintenance as an
| outcome of use. The tower serves as a
| Mosque still. The Red Hall presents
] continuity in religious function; it was built
as a temple, converted into church and
finally to a mosque.
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figure D.12 Red Hall - West wall
photo taken in October, 1994

The remains of the far west wall of the hall
is integrated with the succeeding
structures, like the Ottoman residence.
The Red Hall had been extending a large
area; the traces of the Hall between the
two existing remains at the far east and
west are lost and the visual connection is
interrupted with the succeeding structures
in such away that for a person who is
unfamiliar with Bergama, it is hard to
understand that it is the part of the Red
Hall.

figure D.13 Red Hall - West wall
photo taken in October, 1994

As a frame for small shanty like
commercial structures inserted into it.

figure D.14 Red Hall - West wall
pheto taken in October, 1994

The East part of the Red Hall is used like
an open air museum, and its surrounding
is designed like a park. There, it is
possible to feel the historical continuity
through the Red Hall and the Ottoman
Houses surrounding it.



figure D.15 Tabaklar Bath - (Selguklu
Bath)
photo taken in July, 1995

One of the earliest structures of Turkish
Bergama, dating from the Principalities or
early Ottoman era.

It is hard to perceive it even, as it is
surrounded totally by new structures.

figure D.16 Tabaklar Bath - (Selguklu
Bath)
photo taken in July, 1995

A view from the inside towards the ruined
upper structure

figure D.17 Tabaklar Bath - (Selgukiu
Bath)
photo taken in July, 1995

New constructions are totally attached to
the bath causing a big problem. Besides,
the inside is used like a garbage by them.



figure D.18 Selguklu Minaret
photo taken in July, 1995

Minaret of a mosque from Principalities
era; it is very important in the
determination of the axis of Principalities
era besides being one of the rare
structures belonging to that era.

figure D.19 Ulucami
photo taken in July, 1995

Another one of the earliest structures of
Turkish Bergama, belonging to the
beginning of the Ottoman era. Besides,
this zone is in the highest stratification
area that is, highest identity and risk area.

figure D.20 Taghan
photo taken in July, 1995

A structure belonging to the Ottoman era,
but said to be dating from very early ages,
where originally Temple of Athena was
existing.



figure D.21 Taghan
photo taken in July, 1995

The structure inside the traditional
commercial center is in a very poor
condition and needs to be studied in
detail together with the stratifications it
contain. Buildings Archaeology?...

figure D.22 A view towards the traditional

commercial center
photo taken in July, 1995

The area that is defined as ‘traditional
commercial center’ in the conservation
and planning studies, play an important
role in the determination of site areas. The
view is towards the edge of the zone with
relatively new commercial buildings.

| figure D.23 A view towards the traditional

| commercial center
| photo taken in July, 1995
|

| The area is still very active and in use.
| Besides there are a lot of examples of
| traditional commercial buildings.



figure D.24 A view towards the traditional
residential area
photo taken in July, 1995

The residential area at the North of the
river. At that part of the city dating to 19th
century, non-muslims  were living
especially. This site is a quite well-
conserved area.

figure D.25 A view towards the traditional
residential area at the South-West of river
photo taken in July, 1995

The houses in that part of the city date
back to earlier ages, however are less
conserved when compared with the other.

figure D.26 A view towards the traditional

| residential area at the South-East of river
photo taken in July, 1995

This is a zone largely renewed when
compared with other two. Probably, as the
existing structures are more modest in
| that zone, the attention is less towards it.
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figure D.27 A view from main axis

towards South
photo taken in July, 1995

Late Ottoman monumental structures
stress the importance of the North-South
axis of Bergama as ‘rectorial axis’ in the
development of the city.

figure D.28 A view from main axis today
photo taken in July, 1995

‘Today’s’ monumental structures continue
to take place on the main axis

figure D.29 High-rise structures
photo taken in July, 1995

Especially with the 1988 plan there has
been an increase in the new and high-rise
structures in the historical center without
any respect to the old ones.




figure D.30 Ruins in the city
photo taken in July, 1995

Ruins of known or unknown structures are
in organic relation with the succeeding
ones. They sometimes appear like an
element in the garden, or inside the
houses.

figure D.31 Ruins in the city
photo taken in July, 1995

An unearthed structure during the
excavation for the foundation of a new
structure. When remains are found during
the construction, the construction is
stopped for the decision of conservation
council.

figure D.32 Ruins in the city
photo taken in July. 1995

{ The area is now neither used for scientific
| studies nor any kind of project is
permitted. As a result it becomes a big
garbage area in the city.
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figure D.33 Ruins in the city
photo taken in July, 1995

The neighboring or inside of the ruins are
used for improper functions which
disintegrates them instead of integrating to
the city.

figure D.34 A view of Bergama today. ..
photo taken in July, 1995



APPENDIX E

OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS
DECISIONS ABOUT SITE AREAS BY HIGH COUNCIL FOR THE

CONSERVATION OF IMMOBILE CULTURAL AND NATURAL ASSETS

o DeCiSIONNO: 6 ..o eeeeeeieeeeeaaes Decision date: 4. 3. 1988

e Decisionno: 338 ......covveeeieiiiiieeeeeeees Decision date: 30. 11. 19983
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T.C.
KULTUR VE TURIZM BAKANLIGI
KULTOUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
YUKSEK KURULU

KARAR

Toplanti No, ve Tarihi: 3, 4.3.1988 Toplant: yerd :
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 6, 4,3,1988 ANKARA

ARKEOLOJIK SIT ALANIARINDA KORJHMAYA YONELIK GEGCERLI
KO;3ULLAR- .

Eski bir Medeniyetin kalintilsrinin bulundudu yer veya
su altinda bilinen veya ileride meydana gikarilacak korunmasi
gerekli alanlara "Arkeolojik Sit" denir. Bunlardan;

I. Korumaya ytnelik bilimsel galigmalar diginda aynen
korunacak sit alanlarina I.Derece Arkeolojik Sit alani denil=
mesine ve bu alanlaxda;

a)Kesinlikle hig¢ bir yapilazmaya izin verilmewesine, imar
planlarinds aynen korunacak sit alani olarak belirtilmesine,

b)Korumnasi gerckli taginmaz killtir varlifdi yapilar digin-
daki mevcut yapilarin zaman iginde yikalarak sit alani digindaki
hazine arazilerine veya kamulagtirilacak diger arazilere tagin-
masina,bu hususta ortaya gikacak sorunlar igin Kiltir ve Tabiat
Varliklarini Koruma Kurulu'nun kararinin alinmasina,

c)Yeni tarimsal alanlarin agllmamasina,aéaglandlrmaya gi-
dilmemesine,yalnizca sinirli mevsimlik taramsal faaliyetlerin
devam edebilecegine,

I.Derece Arkeolojik Sit Alanlaria olarak belirlenen hdyik

ve timiillislerde topragin sﬁrdlmesing dayanan taramsal faaliyet-
lerin kesinlikle yasaklanmasina, adaglandirmaya gidilmemisime,

yalnizca mevceut adaglardan riin alinabilecedine,

d)iler tlrld kszi yapmanin dnlenmesine (bilimsel amagla
olanlarain diginda) toprak,tag slinmamasina, kireg, tasg, tugla,

; (vs.gibi) ocaklarin agilmamasina L
mermer (vs.g ’ ,;“":;BSE{ é‘?k{]ﬂ
RH R
‘ o
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T.C.

. . XULTOR VE TURIZM BAKANLIGI .
KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
YUKSEK KURULU
KARAR

Toplant1 Tarihi ve No. : 3 4,.3.1988 Toplant1 yeri :
Karar Teribi ve No. :6, 4.3,1988 JANKARA

-2

e)Zorunlu durumlarda, ilgili Resmi ve Uzel Kuruluglarca
dikilecek direkler,agilacsk su kanallara,boru hatlari,karayol-
lari yapimi v.b.gibi uygulamalar igin Koruma Kurulundan dzel
izin alinmasina,

£f)Lu gibi alanlards sit sinarlarinin 31nlf taglari veya
tel brgiller ile belirlenmesine, tanitici levhalarin kamuoyu olug-
turmak amaciyla Kiltlr ve Turizm Bgkanli@i tarafindan konulmasi-
na, ayrica koruyucu dnlem almak Uzere bu alanlar igin bekgl sag-
lanmasina (yerel yonetimlercede gerekli Snlemlerin alinmasina}

g)Turistik 6nemi olan I.derece arkeolojik alanlarda her-
hangi bir hafriyat yapmadan gezi yolu veys meydan tanzimi ve oto-
park yapilabilmesi igin Koruma Kurulunun izninin alinmasina,

II.Korunmasi gereken,ancak kullanma gekil ve Slglileri Ko-
ruma Kurullar:i tarafindan tayin edilecek sit alanlaraina II.De-
rece Arkeolojik Sit Alani denilmesine ve bu alanlarda;

a)Yeni yapilagmaya izin verilmemesine,

b)Ancak mevcut yapilarain sayili ilke kararimizda be-
lirtilen tiirdeki adi onarimlarinin Mizenin denetiminde yapila-
bilecedine,

c)Mevsimlik tarim ve seracilidin Koruma Kurulundan izin
alinmak kogulu ile Miize denetiminde yapilabilecegine,

d)lier tirli kazi yapmanin (Bilimsel amagli olanlar disinda)

toprak, tag almanin, ocak agmanan yasaklanmssina, ’

IIT.Geligmeye ydnelik koruma-kullanma plan kararlarinin ge-
tirilmesine,Koruma Kurulunca izin verilebilecek sit alanlarina
III.Derece Arkeolojik Sit Alani denilmesine ve bu alanlarda;

a)Belediye sanairlari iginde ve diginda imar plani bulun-
mayan arazi ve kdy yerlegik slanlarindaki biiylk parsellerde

PR
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. T.C.
KUOLTUR VE TUR{ZM BAKANLIGT
) KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA.
YUKSEK XKURULU
KARARBR

e o v T 3 431900 Teplant o
. i b6y, 4.3.1988 ANKARA
~3-

olugacak yapilagmada temel kazilari (giderlerin sahibince kar-
gilanmasi kogulu ile) Mize uzmanlari denetiminde miize uzman ra-
poru, o yerin vaziyetini gSsteren vaziyet planaikadastral duru-
mi, gevreyl taniten fotograflari, 1/50 Blgekli mimarl projesi
ile kogullari Koruma Kurulu tarafindan belirlenecek her tlrly
yeni ingast istemi igin Kuruldan izin alinmasina, temel kazila-
r1 sirasinda arkeolojik kalintiya rastlanmas: halinde ingaatin
durdurularak durumun Kurula bildirilmesine,

b)imar plana bulunmayan biiyllk parsellerde olugacak yeni
yapilagmalarda; kogullari Kurul tarafindan belirlenen &neri mev-
zi imar plani ve mimari projeler igin "(a)" maddesinde belirti-
len kogullarda xoruma kXurullarinin onayinin alinmasina, uygulama
sirasinda temel kazilarinin Miize uzmanlari denetiminde yapilmasi-
na, kaza sirasanda arkeolojik buluntuya rastlanilmasi halinde
ingaatin durdurularask Kurula bildirilmesine,

c)Kurulca onanli imar plani bulunan,izerinde kentsel do-
ku bulunmayan III.Derece Arkeolojik sit alanlarandaki yapilagma
larda;mevcut parsellerde kalinti olmayan yerlerde temel kazila~
r1, glderlerin sahibince kargilanmasi koguluyla Mize uzmanlari
denetiminde yapailarak, verilecek rapor do@rultusunda,Koruma Kuy-~
rullarinin alacada karar uyarinca Belediyesince ingaat ruhsata
verilebilecegine, '

d)lzerinde kentsel doku bulunan gehir ve kBy merkezlerin-
de {a) maddesi hilkiimlerine gdre hareket edilmesine,

"Ylkemizin, ekonomik sorunlari nedeni ile, simdilik ayrain-
tili ve yeterli kazi-restorasyon galigmalari yapilmayan gok sa-
yidaki Arkeolojik Sitimizingileride yerine getirilmesi mimkin
olmayan kiiltlirel deferlerini tahrip etmeden, Uzerlerinde yapi-
sal yodunluk olugturulmadan gelecékte}'i bilimsel arastairmslarain
hizmetine hazir tutmak ve insanligin ortak killtUrlne. katklda

.ﬂ@u éiaini
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T.C.
_ KOLTUR ve TUR{ZM BAKANLIGI
KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
Yitksek Kurulu

KARAR

Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 3, 4,3,1988 Toplent1 yeri :
Karar ve No. Tarihi : 6, 4,3,1988 J41.1\11{ARA

-

bulunmak amaciyla, vapilacak tesbit-planlama galigmalarinin ko-
rumaya vdnelik kogullari da belirleyecek bigimde ve bu kararimiz
gbztnline alinarak gergekci bir gekilde yapilmesininsaglanmasinin
ilke karari olarak kabul edilmesine,

karar verildi.

Ertan CIRELL

BASKAN
Mistesar
Uye Uye UOye
Bagbakanlhik Miustesar Kl Tur, Bak. Es, Fser, ve Miiz, Turizm Gn. Md.
Yardimcis: Miistesar Yard. Gn. Madirit
Akinaltug(ismail) UOzken(Gilltekin) Yardimci(Nurettin) Unal (Tankut)
BULUNMADI
Uye Uye Uye Uye Uye
Yapr Igleri Gn. Md, Ormean Genel Md. Valaflar Gn, Md. Tankut (G&ndl) Stther (Hande)

Ergiiveng (Y1lmaz)Uzer(Nevgat) Macun(Sener)

Uye Oye Uye ’ Oye
Akozan (Feridun) Giray (Muhlesem) Oney (G6niiD Cilingiroglu (Altan)
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T.C.
KULTUR BAKANLIGI

KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA YUKSEK KURULU

KARAR y 1.

Toplanti Nove Tarihi : 30 30.11.1993 e :

Karar No. ve Tarihi  : 338 30.11.1993 Y ANKARA
ILKE KARARI

Arkeolojik sitlere iligkin mevcut ilke kararlarimin yeniden gzden gegirilmesi kapsaminda
yapilan galigmalar sonucunda; farkh killtiirlerin birlikte korunmasina olanak sajlayacak kentsel
arkeolojik sit tanimt yapilmig ve koruma kogullart belirlenmigtir. Ayrica, Kiiltiir ve Tabiat
Varhiklanim Koruma Yiiksek Kurulunun 4.3.1988 giin ve 6 sayili ilke kararinin IIl.derece
arkeolojik sit alanlanna iligkin boliimi agagida belirtildigi sekilde yeniden diizenlenmigtir.

1- Kentsel Arkeolojik Sit:

Kentsel arkeolojik sitlerin arkeolojik sitlerle, 2863 sayilt Yasamn 6.maddesinde
tanimlanan korunmast gerekli tasinmaz kiiltitr varhklanni igeren ve aym1 Yasa maddesi geregi
korunmasi gerekli kentsel dokularin birlikte bulundugu alanlar olduguna,

a) Bu alanlarda, arkeolojik degerlerin bilimsel ydntemnierle agiga ¢ikariimasi, onarlmasi
ve sergilenmesi iglemlerinin esas alinarak saglikli ve kapsamli arkeolojik envanter temeline
dayali gerekli biitiin Slgeklerdeki planlama galigmalannin ivedilikle yapiimasina, bu planlar
onanmadan, parsel Slceginde uygulamaya gegilmemesine,

Planlama ¢aligmalart sirasinda;

sAlana gelecek iglevlerin uyumuna,
*Giiniimiiz kogullarinin gerektirdigi altyap: hizmetlerinin proje agamasindan itibaren
kiiltiir katmanina zarar vermeyecek ve toprak kullammuni minimumda tutacak bigimde ele

alinmasina,

+Oneri yapi gabarileri ile yap: teknigi ve malzemesinin geleneksel doku ile uyumuna,

bzen gosterilmesine,

b) Bu alanlarda mevcut yikinti temeller iizerine, o temellerin ait oldugu eski yap,
korunmast gerekli kitltiir varlifn niteligi tagiyorsa, ayrica iginde bulundugu sitin tarihsel
kimliginin yeniden canlandirilmasinda Snemli bir bogluk yaratiyorsa, yapiya ait eski bilgi,
resim, graviir, fotograf, an1 belgeleri vb, dokiimanlarla restitile edilebilecegi ilgili Koruma
Kurulunca kabul edildikten sonra restitiisyon projesi diizenlenerek ve Kurulca onaylanarak,
eski yapinm yeniden ihya edilebilecefine,

c) Tek yap Slgegindeki korunmas: gerekli kiiltiir varlif niteligi tagiyan yap: ve yap:
kalintilaninin réléve ve restorasyon projelerinin Koruma Kurulunca onanmasi kogulu ile onanlip
kullanlabilecegine, yasa kapsamu diginda kalan taginmazlann ise Miize Mildiirliifii denetiminde

basit onanmlarimn yapilabilecegine,
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.. T.C,
KULTUR BAKANLIGI
KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA YUKSEK KURULU

KARAR . 2.
Toplantt No.ve Tarihi : 30 30,11.1993 Toplant Yeri :
Karar No.ve Tarihi : 338 30.11.1993 . ANKARA

. 2. IlL.Derece Arkeolojik Sit:

I derece arkeolojik sitlerin 2863 sayih Yasanin 6.maddesi kapsarmna giren taginmaz
kiitiir varliklarinin olusturdufu kentsel doku 8zelligi glstermeyen, gelismeye y®nelik
koruma-kullanma kararlart dogrultusunda yeni diizenlemelere izin verilebilecek arkeolojik
alanlar olduguna, '

a- Bu alanlann, varsa onayli gevre diizeni ve nazam plan kararlan ile yerlegime agilmug
kesimlerinde arkeolojik degerlerin korunmasint gdzeterek, koruma plam yapilmasina, plan
yapilincaya kadar gegis donemi yapilagma kogullannin belirlenmesine,

Gegis donemi yapilagma kogullarmin belirlenmesinde;

Oneri yap1 yoguniugunun, mevcut imar plant ile belitlenmig yogunlugu agmamasna,

»Alana gelecek islevlerin uyumuna,

*Gerekli alt yapt uygulamalanna,

*Oneri yap1 gabarilerine,

*Yapt teknigi ve malzemesine,

mevcut ve olast arkeolojik varliklarin korunmas: ve degerlendirilmesini saglayacak bir
bigirde ¢dziimler getirilmesine,

b) Bu like Kararninin alinmasindan $nce Koruma Amaglt Imar Plam yapilmig yerlerde
Plamin éngdrdiigit kogullanin gegerli olduguna, .

¢) Bu alanlarda planly, plansiz, plan gerektiren veya gerektirmeyen yerlerde 3194 sayili
trnar Kanunu ile ilgili anemielikier dogrultusunda Belediyesince veya Valilikge ingaat izni
verilmeden &nce, kurul karan geregince ilgili Miize Midrliiit uzmanlan tarafindan sondaj
kazis1 gergeklestirilerek, sondaj sonuglannin bu alanlarla ilgili. varsa kaz1 bagkammn
goriigleriyle birlikte Miize Miidiirliigiince Koruma Kuruluna iletilip Kurul karar1 alindiktan
sonra uygulamaya gegilebilecegine,

d) Ingaat talebi bulunulan alanda miize denetiminde yapilacak tiim sondaj kazilannin,
Miize Midiirliigiiniin arkeolojik alanin niteliklerine gore gerekli ve yeterli grecegi say: ve
bilytikliikte agmalar halinde yapilmasina, buluntu gikmadifi stirece, kazinin ana topraga
ininceye kadar devam etmesine, yofun dolgu alanlarinda ana topraga inmenin gerekip
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.. T.C.
KULTUR BAKANLIGI

KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA YUKSEK KURULU

KARAR - 3.
Toplanti No.ve Tarihi : 30 30:11.1993 , N Toplant Yeri:
ANKARA

Karar No. ve Tarihi - : 338 30.11.1993

gerekmiyecegine mevcut killtilr tabakalan gézdniinde bulundurularak Milze Mildiirltigtince
karar verilebilecegine, kazinin bilimsel kaz: teknigine uygun, motorlu arag kullanmadan elle
yapilmasina, sondaj giderlerinin miilk sahiplerince kargilanmasina,

Yapilan her tiirlii bilimsel ¢aligma sonucunda ortaya g¢ikacak belgelerin Koruma
Kurulunca degerlendirilmesinden sonra sit tanumunin degisebilecegine, ancak bu degigikligin
tiimilyle korumay amaglamast gerektifine,

3. Sondaj Kazlar: ;

Arkeolojik sitlerde yeni yapilanma amaciyla sit alanlarimn derecelerinin degigtirilmesi ve
sit alanlanindan ¢itkanimasina olanak saglayan 15.5.1989 giin ve 83 sayili ilke kararimun iptaline,

karar verildi.
BASKAN
Emre KONGAR
Miistegar
Uye Uye Uye Uye
SUAR(Arman) CELIK (Sakir) TUG (Mehmet) ORS (Seyhun)
Bagbakanlik Miistegar Kiil.Bak. Kil.ve Tab.Var. Turizm Bak.
Yardimetst Miistegar Yrd, Kor.Gn.Md. Yat.Gn.Md.
(Bulunmadi) ’
Uye ] Uye Uy _ Uye Oye
EKE (Feral) MULAZIMOGLU (Hiseyin) UNVER (Fadil) OVUNG (Turgut) SOZEN (Metin)
Tek.Arg.ve Uyg. Orman Genel Md.Yrd. Vakaflar Gn.Md.
Gn.Md.Yrd. (Bulunmads)
Uye Uye Uye Uye
TANKUT (G6niil) KARPUZ (Hagim) OZGUNEL (Cogkun) BADEML! (Raci)
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APPENDIX F

OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS

VARIOUS DECISIONS CONCERNING BERGAMA

T.C.
KOLTOR BAKANLIGI
GAYRIMENKUL ESKI ESERLER ve ANITLAR
YUKSEK KURULU BASKANLIGI

KARAR

Toplantt No, ve Tarhl :
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 273-8.4.1977 Toplant: yeri ¢’

A-424-3.4,1977 ' ~ latanbul

temir 114, Bergama ilgesi, eski ve yeni yerlegimi hakkinda daha

Snos slanen A 77 sayili kararamaz hakkinda, Ege Univeraitesi Sosyel

3ilinler Fakilltesi Arkecloji 281l Avistanlarandan Omer Beyifit'in

g8nderdlii yazi okundu, eklari incelendi, yapilan miizakerssi sonundaj

1)-

3}

1)

Irmir 111, Bergame ilqeei, eski ve yeni yarlaegmaai hukikande,
A7T sayali kararamizls tosoil edilen Ulu Cami, Telat Paga, Kurd
4ulug ve Tslﬁu Sarey mahélllsigdo bulunan 1957 den avvsl.yapxlmxg
aski emerlsrin tesviti yapalarak, bu eserlare yapalacek mﬂ@@halc
éirasinde, 1/50 blgekli r3ldvesi ve fotograflavx#xn'Kurﬁiuuzdan
gecirilerek karar slinmosing,

Tasbit adilen enki emaerlerin dag nimafiasﬁdc]dséigiklik Ferotnae
yecek sdi tamiret igin Balsdiyenin isin verebilscoging,

Teni yapilaama tgin kasinlisle palant varileenesi ve dagaed i2in
yepatzcek kusiiscin Jalessesiag, »

Muaaila ﬁa;urllgx‘ve gehein Miges arkeclojit glaalarinda ingsata
tegvik aden Belediysnin KULtlir Sakeliffince ikfz edsimesina ve &y
o Arasd cahiélerine Apgyarulnaring,

Jargamadaki wijsy agki 4uerlarin ds teabit adilmewina,
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Toplantt No. ve Tarihi ¢ 279-8,4.1977

Karar No. ve Tarihi

T. C. . :
KULTUR BAKANLIGI .
GAYRIMENKUL ESK! ESERLER ve ANITLAR .
YUKSEK KURULU BASKANLIGI

KARAR

s Toplant: yer} ¢
A-424-8.4.197T Istandbul

6)= $u anda fzmir Asfalti ySniinds geligme gBsteren yani yapilan—

Uye

Akozan (Feridun)

Uye
Kldem (Sedad H.)

Uye
Biler (Remin)

Uye
Kitlttir Miistegurt
Bilgi¢ (Emin)

Uye
{stanbul Vakiflar
Bag Midiirt
Tandogan (Rifat)

manin, temamiyle giinsys ( oradaki askl eserlerim da tesbit
adilerek) kaydirilmasinin nwygun bulundufune 'vc bunu s;talamak
{izera kararimizoa Imay ve iskén Bakmi:.a:.m va Bnlcéiyinina

ulsgtiralmasina ksrar verildi.

NEMIKA ALTAN

Arkeolog
TOG. ORHAN ALSAG . KREALL sOyuupZotLy
BASKAN : BASKANVEKIL!
Uye Uye Uye Uye
Aktepe (Miinir) Akurgal (Ekrem) Alkim (Bahadir). Alsag (Orhan)
Uye Uye Uye Uye
Eyice (Semavi) Kirzioglu (Fahrettiny Kuban (Dogan) Kuran (Aptullah)
Uye ) . Uye : Uye Uye
Ogel (Semra) Soylemezoglu (H. Kemali) Tayla (Hiisrev) Yenen (Mithat)
Uye ‘Uye ’ ye ..+ . Uye
Vakiflar Genel Miudiirit Eski Eserler ve Miizeler Turizm Genel Madiirl. Planlama ve Imar
Catakll (Osman) Genel Miidiril Kezer (Aydin) Genel Midird
Giirgay (Hikmet) Yiiceyalgin (Kayhan)

Bulunmadi

52541977 65/8K
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;‘ 1noalend1 yap;lan milgnkoress nonundns
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3~neluniwti gegr nit olan Agion Ceorpiug goyuyal Jutogrumutrik;gn-‘~
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s
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"~ bit humnvalunn,monur yeri- tuobiti (te1lmi ve Guyrl IolBog mazar $ay-

lurs dgin- a ;P18 munar nahnnx)eoqunr a,bu sahelarn nakli,yarlogziriln
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T.C.

KULTUR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
YUKSEK KURULU

y KARAR
Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 19 25.10,1984

Karar  No. ve Tarihi : 44%, 26.10,1984 - Toplant1 yert :
: ANKARA -

tzmir 111,Bgrgema 1lgesindeki Kentsel ve Arkeolojik Sit Alanlara ile, korun-
masy gerakli kifltlix ve tabi=t va.r]:.klanna i1ligkin,Eski Eserler ve Mizeler. Genel
Mijaliriugi uzmanlar:l.m.n mahallinde yapmig oldukla.r:. gal:.g;ma sonucu hazirlanan Akt~
manler 1le Kurulunuze. mm..l.zn bilgilerin degerlendirilmesi som,cunda:
1~ Ekli Listeds adresleri,kadastral durimlari,belirtilen yapilarm 2863 aay:.l:.
Ypsa uyarinca korummasi gerevli taginmaz kiilitir va:rl:.g:. olarak tesciline,
2~ Qukurhaon,Bedesten,fanarls Hamam, Mescitalta Mescidi, Et ve Sebze Hali Hac:.
Hakim Cemii,Taghan,lndirli Mescit ve Kilpli Hemam. kapsayen alanin Qevra
Diizenleme Pro;jeler;nin Belediyece hazarlanarsk Kurulumuza geiirilmesine,
Gavre Dilzenleme Zrojfjeleri galag mala.r:. s:.ras:mda. Prof.Dr,Yusuf BOYSAL ile,
~ Prof,Dr,.Gonill CHEZ tarafaindan gerekli incelemenin yapilmasina, '
3- Imar Plami'nda yol glizergahi lizerinde kalan Mehmet Aga Evi'nin réltvesinin
elinarak ‘yik:l.la‘bileoaéine &
4- Ex1i 31/1000 8lgeklZ helihazix haritalerda gtsterilen Arkeclojik ve Kentsel
51t sinirlarizan =ygun olduguna, . . o
5- Belirlenen bu sit E::.x:n:x:r:.aar:x. dginde ekte belirtilen geqiei donem yap:.la.}ama
koruma kogul‘ar:..:.: Koruma Amagli Imar Plana yapllmoaya kadar .gagerld
oldugunal!. karar 7ez'ildio

—— o S A,
KE-AL 63%3% o i %si‘f'?g: Rie,
o g

X
A

BASKAN WE(E @Si,, /
Mistegar N&ﬁx&"‘OZSﬁC N o
sh.. Tﬁd V‘dllﬁ . : -
. Oye : Uye Uye Uye Uye )
Akozan (Feridun) Aktan (Takir) Cubuk (Mehmet) Emre (Kutlu) Kammaﬁarall (Halﬁk)
Jylunmnedls
Uye Tye Oye - . © Uye
Oney (Goniil) Ozetd” Nime.,j" Tankut (Gonfll) - = Mistesar Yardimeis)
2o 1{Tusus) ‘ Diizglneglu (Rrcinan)
Uye Uye Uye ) Uye tye
Es. Eser. ve Milzeler Turizm Gszel Planlama ve Imar Orman Genel Vakaflar Genel'
Genel Midiirit Midari Genel Middri Mudiiri o Mitddrit o
Yardire1(arettin) Terwa-llem) “Feral(Ske)' ) ‘(ar?demv(..Ah) Yigxtnuden( 111'\)
. ' 8u1 unma dr
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T.C
KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI'
YUXSEX KURULU
KARAR

Toplani No. ve Tarihi : 19 25.10,1984 Toplants yeri :
Karar  No. ve Tarthi :466 26,10,1984 ' ANKARA

BERGAMA SIT ALANLARTNDA GEGICE DUNEM YAPILANEA VB KORUMA KOSULLART 3
Z.Doroceo Arksolojfik Sit Alanlary Koxruma Kogr.:llen_s_ .

A-Keginlikle higbir yap:.laamaya izin varilmemsine imar planlam_nda aynen
korumacak 8it alam olarak ‘bel:Lrtilmesi,

B-Vrr ise mevoul yap:.lmn zaman iginde nhlnrak 81t alana d:.g:v.ndaki hazimm'
erazilerine veya kamulagtiralacak difer arazilere ta,;:.nmaz:ma.,bu hususta ortaya g:.-
kacak sorunlar igin,Taginmaz Kiltlir ve Tabist Varlz.kla:m Yiikgek Kurulu'nun kararinan

LANmasl ,

G- Yeni taraimsal alanlarin agllmamaam,aéaglandlrmya gidilmamesine »yainizca
s.unrl::. meveimlilk tarimsal faalivetlarin devan edebileuegi.

' D= T{miiliislerde top*a,g,:.n vuru.’l:nesine daJana_n tar:.msal faaliyetlerin keginiikle
yaseklanmasina,affaglandirmaya gidilmemesine,;(alm.'rcai mevcut aéaglardan ixiin’ al:ma-
bilecet, ' o

B- Hertiirll kazi yapmanin onlenmebine.(Bilimsel ama.gl:. olanlarin da.gmda)
{Yoprak,tag alinmamasina ta.,,tugla,memsr vs.gib* ocaklar:.n ag:.lmamasx.

¥~ Bilimsel aragtirmaya ytnelik gsligmalarin,Kwrul'un 6+l 1984 gLIn ve 64 sa~-
y1li ilke karara dogruliusunda yapilmasi, . .

G- Zorunlu Qurumlarda,ilgili resmi veya 8zel kuruluglarca dikilesek &irekler, .
agalacak su kansllari,bort hatlari,kara,-ollan yapaminda - (U.b gibi) yerlerin be-
lirlenmesi d¢in Rurultdaon &zel izin alimasi,

I_I-Kentsol 817 Alomy Yapilonma Kogullara t
A~ Kontsel SiT Alam iginde yapilacak yeni yap:larda ka.t yﬁksekligizrm

(1=6.50 m,) (Bodrum harig) iki kat olmasa,
B~ Kot alarken arazi eg:l.m.inden yarurlamlmamas:.na,bina ynkse}.lix_,inin arsa-

nan en yiiksek kotundan alinmasa, .
C~ Gatilarda Uncelikle alaturka kLemit..n kullanalnass, .yoksa marsilya. i

jremitin kullanilabilecoeii,
B~ D:.s cephelerds su basman seviyesine kafar koyurenk,subasman w -ﬁg ﬁ’-
sunra agik rengin kullam.lma.sma. ‘\-s L
F~ Yoni yan:.lanmalar:.n parselin komummma gore,bitiglk veya ayril 5 da‘;’ &

R

olobileceil,
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1T,

KULTGR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
YUKSEK KURULU

. KARAR
Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 19 25,10,1984 ’

. : ; Toplant :
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 466 26410,1984 Toplant: yeri :

ANKARA

. -

G- Catilarin begik veya kirma gaty olmasi,

(}- Ifraz ve tevhit'in yap:.lamayacagma.ancak zZorunlu durumlarda,Bolga Kuru-
lundan izin alinmasi gerek‘bigi,

H- Sagakla.r:.n,ﬂst kata a.hga.p tagiyici aistemli olacak ise,genig sagak tipinde
olmasina,tamami tag veya giiniimiizde kullamilan baaka bir malzame ile yapilacaksa
dar ve profil sagakla olmas:., . .

I-Kentesl SIT Alany iginde korummug bulunan sokaklerdaki:parie ddgeﬂwlerinin
aynen kormmasana,bozuk kesimlerin ayni malzeme 1le onar:lmasa,.

i- Korunmasa gevekli kiltlr varlif Szellidih tagmayﬁn ancak,bulunduklara,
sokakla birlikte bir blitinlik arzeden gegmalerin onarilarsk kullanimlarinin sajlan~

masi, ..

- Tescilli yapzla.nn (51t Alany iginde ve digaindalki yapilar ) adi onarimlar:
dizindaki ona.nmla.m igin,r8lsve projhleri,yapinin igtan ve digian ayrmt:.h. fotog~
raflari ve di;,er dokimanlarla birlikie Yilksek Kurul'dan grup karar:. alindiktan sonr:
yapn.lacak onarima iligkin,onarim projesi ile birlikte Bolge Kurulu ndan karvar alin-
masl,

K- Adi onarimlarda Yiksek Kurultun 6,1.1984 glin.ve 66 sayily :llka karari ge~
refiince Milze Midlrlilii'nlin ve Belediye'nin denetiminde gorgeklegtirilerek,onarim
tncesi ve sonrasi fotog;rai’lm.{la birlekte konuya iligkin Bolge K. urulu'm bilgi
verilmesi,

L= Kentsel SIT A lanlarinda yeri Je.pﬂa.nmalarda yukarada 'bel:irtilen kosulla.t"
' da hazarlanacak proJ eler, ile b:.rlikte ".Bolge Kurulundan .izin allnmas:ma karar vorildl

y KEHAL GBZTE ‘"ﬁ}dir.
BASKAN
Miistegar -
e e
Uye Oye Uye ¥ Uye 4 Uye

Akazan (Feridun) Aktan (Tahir) Cubuk (Mehmet) Emre (Kutlu) Raramagaral (Haldk)

Buluamed

Uye Uye Oye . Uye
Oney (Géniil) Ozgtic Nimev)” Tankut (Goniil) _ Mistegar Yardlmcxsx
o Bersaly {Tusur) i+ 7 Dilzgiineglu (Frcihan)
Urye Uye Uye : Uye _. . Uye
Es. Eser. ve Miizeler Turizm Genel Planlama ve imar Orman Genel " Vakiflar Genel
Genel Midiri Midirt Genel Midiril Miidlrii Midird
_Yardive:(urestin) Darnan(ce-) “Feral(Sze) ¥aradeniz (...Alx ) Yizitgtden(Gal i7)
’ Bulunmadi

o
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Toplont No. #e Tarlhi -

Karar

foiiz fir,minoasy T

3

T. C.

KULTUR ve TURiZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLAR!
YOKSEK KURULUY
KARAR

25.10.19:4

No. ve Taril : 468 76,10.193¢

covtar ot

LSPNIZINDE 2863 &

—— aeteed

3t ines oRUILIAST

Toplantt yeri :
ALY ARA

(e Rhcats 34 o

PACTIILZ SULSST VI LTI LLTINA AST TieDL:
) IADASTRO S
Eara Io H Ady i Adres RN ) s Poltia Ada Poxg
1~ 1 Konut Inkilep Lok.Havrspslu CadJot '
I 28.28 A . 20L-Iy4 144 18
) 2- " Ertujir Zeh.Bsi! Zeledlye .
- Cad,l'c:ll " ) 25 22
3- " Zrtuirul Uan,Ieit Belediye Cad. | <. N .
%z T-9 I 25 21

S8

ooty e S
Lahk,Uroensy Sokeer

eeniraseroesler Ced,

20I»IVa

Berbercs Zghll . liziifeture~
cilexr Cad,llos7-1
Eertercs Lah,Uzsanca Sok.

lot1l-2-5

Iarbn;os Leh,2,loenitaturnca-
lar faé,lc:2 l.llznifaluracilar

Cad.lio:l-3~5 .
Eartaros llen.l.ltmilfeturacilar
Cal.lios]

Earberos Ten I leniStaturec1ler
Cad.o:l2

Berberos Zah.l.oenilzturacalor

Cad,iz:13 sarzilox jerjaon Oede

lo:3-5
Earharcs Lob,llads

.
Mmne no.insisli lescit

M - e T a8 RIR
asaaez ruvelilor Q1
- s
0D el Ll Lnetinie Cad.
— Dl
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Zolllo:h-5 A 201.-}:’{5.

.

"

371
in
3o8
¢!
n ‘ 372 s
) 372
" - 307
P

" {- . . %74
7o
2001 a4 @ 383

-

20i-IIIb 313

20i-I1c 319
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- . e
T KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGE
TASINMAZ KOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
YUKSEK KURULU
KARAR
Toplantt No."ve Tarlhl : 19 25.1 0.1984’ Toplantt yerl :

Karor  No.ve Tarihi :466, 26,10.1984 - ATKARA
tziin frI-mERGAA TLQE LERIZZINDE 2863 SAYILS YASA GERTHINCE XORUMEASI GEDLE

TAFTEMAZ KULPUR VARLIDZAKIES ATT LisTR 3 .
KADASTED

Sirn No : Ady’ s Adres ) ¢ Pafta Ada Parsel
1£- Konut. Selguk Nah:Bski Hestene Cad. C .
Not26 : : 20K-1Tp M6 -~ 92
16~ " Kurtulug Nah.KaniX Cad.3o:91 20L-IVh . 526 14
“17- " tslanseray Maw.Kinik Cad.lio182 L] " 475 30
18- " Kurtulug Meh.Kanik Cad.lo:93 Com S 526 13
15~ " Kurteles L.nh..?makbauum Cad. . .
Ho:2 o om _ 541 T .
20~ " Kurtuleg I.le.h.?ame}:be.tiran Cad.
Wot4-6 " ' 541 8
21~ & Kurtulug Meh,Permalbatiran Cad. ‘
, llo:8 . r & 541 9
22~ n Kurtuluz Mah.2armakbetiran Cad.
Yo :34 ‘ 20L-I1d 543 20
23~ .0 Kurtules hxah.Pa:makbatl*nn Cad. X
Yo:31 R “ 543 1
24~ W Kurtulug MNph.7armexbatiran Cad. .
Fo1l7-19-21" - R %29 * 1-2-
Kurtulug Moh,ParmeXbatiran Cad. - ' .
Noil5 20L-Ic 528 15
\.-.  Kurtwle; Mah.2urgut Sok.No:5-5& @, Tsar | 4z -
" gt Kurtuluj Wah.Turget Sok.No:lO oo 528 28
Kurtulug Meh,Turget Sok.lNo:ld AL I 528 29
Kurtulugz Meh.Turgut Sok.Mo:7 LI z 527 40
30~ fioun L AanEA Furtuluz Meh.Terzut Sok.No:l4 i 528 - 34
3l Kurtulus Mah.furgst Sok.llo:ll woi. g7 36
3~ ' " Kurtul'.;s Hah.,Purgut Sok.lio:ll .o, 527 35
33- " Kurtuluy Bah,Puegut Sck.lior2l LI 527 28.
3de " Kurtuiug Mah.Tur.:t Sck.lio:Zs mo T L. 527 27
25~ " Kurtules Heh.Tuwr  Sok.%o:20 . m 5217 25
36— Kurtulu; Mahl . Sok.Ko:3l w 527 24 .

y
-
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T.C.

. KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGE
" TASINMAZ KOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLAR(

H

‘YUKSEK KURULU
KARAR

Toplantt No, ve Tarlhl : 19 25.10.1584

Koror  No. ve Tarih :h455;25-1°-1984 -4

|

Toplants yerf :

ATKARA

1zutR 1LI-BERGAA ILCE LEmZZIKDE 2863 SAYTLI YASA GE’ZEaiI' C= KORUKIASI GEREXLL

TAIIRAZ XULPUR VARLIXIAZTLA AT Lises ¢

KADASTRO
fifa o ¢ Ada t Adresi s Pofita " Ada Persel
[ Konut Kurtulug !.lv.h.K:.llng"yoi.c.Ko:IG 20L-Ic¢ 449 7 14
56~ " " Talatpaza Mah,Xara Eslil Sok.
Yo:3-5 Kiigik Alan Sox.Tots " 450 9
91~ " Talatragza Lah, z{"g'.l‘i Man Sok
Ko:16. " 450 8
58— " Talatpaga Mah. Kllglkelan Eok.No:l0-10A," 450 5
59~ " Talatpaza Wah,5azeild Sok.le:25. " 448 20
6O~ u Palatpaze Leh.Sazelll Soxo:l. " 448 17
€1~ " . Palataage Hehigazelds Sok.lo:7, " 448 16
62~ " Talatpaze Mah.Jazelli Sci.lio:6, g 449 23
63 " Talatpage iah,Cede Sok.%0:47. w 456 19
€4 " Talat;.ia;a lzh.Alp Sok.lio:B. " 450 63
65~ " Talatyaza Moh.Dede Sok.lo:6, m 450 ? 43
66~ @ Palatpasa lah.Dede Sok.lo:4, o 450 4z
67~ & Telatpege liah ,Dede Sokek.No:9, n 451 .. 32 Y
63— " Talatpaje Mah.Dede Sokilio:ll o L 451 31,
69~ ® Talnt;:;a;a Lah,Cede Sok.ls:l3. " 451 ¥ 30.
70- " Talatoese Mah.Alp Sok.lo:l LD e T
“im ' Dedo Sokek lo:16-18-18 A, " 458 AT
35— i Talatzaza Hah.Alp Scx.Mo:7. " . 4?3 o 15 "
72— " ‘Palatpege Hah.Alp Sok.vo:9, " 458 14
13- " Talatpaga Uah.Alp Sou.No:ll, a ® a8 13
- Taletsaga lich.lede Sok.lNo323~25 " ‘451 24-25
7;- g‘\buﬁug;;maﬁfalataaca Leh.Dunder Sok.lio:4 " 459 3
rﬁ.,( "?;9, Dede Sai.No135 N Hagt .
T \f" J"ralrtmm Meh.Itndar Sok.lo6 " . };-459’ .82
"L T 59 6
.Dede Sok.lo:d2 o ‘458 25
..Dede Sok.vo0:44 " T A58 1
n.Tede Soi.Yo:d3 " “a56 55
i e
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T.C o
KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
" YOKSEK KURULU,

_KARAR
Toplonil No. ve Tartht : 19 25.10.1984 5 : . Toplanti yarl :
Korar  No. ve Tarihl 46é 26410,1984 T ANKARA
!

tz:dR tri-BrroazA 1GE imEmuzi DE 2863 SATIIT YASA. cnumn'cu KORUIRIAST GEPEKLE

TAQII*..AZ KU1ple VASIIHNTAZ—5A alp Lis?s o

) KADASTRO .
Sira No 3 Adi % Adres? t Pafin Ade Earsel
81~ Konut Talatpesa Lah., Kedi Qaikmazi No:31 20L-Ic - 455 13
82- " feletpaga lah.¥adz Qilmezy Mo:33 " T 455 13!
. Kadi Sok,l0:35-35 A e '/'.
83- u Taletzzsa Meh,XKedy Sok.%0:20 " 456 29
84~ " ' fTalatraza Ueh.Kadr gakwezy Noz2 - n  _ ° lsg 30
' Arif Ber Sok.lo:24 ' ‘
85y . " Taletzege Mah,Kadi Sok.No:39 " 455 11
86- " alptpeca Mew.AriZ Bey Sokdiosd-4 ¢ g5g 18
a7- U Telatreze Heh.Kedr gilmazy NO:3 ~  w 456 35
es- " Talatza-a Kah.Arif Bey Sok.Mo:1@  n r 456. 41
89~ g Teleipase Moh.Arifl Bey Sok.No:l7 n ' 455 3
90- " Talateaza Leh,Tabak Képril guimazi n 455 1
o Y0:36 “zbakysprll Ced.lio:38 BRI .
91~ n Malatzaze Lah, ﬁba};'gap&-{l gakmaza No:dg ™ - {455 43
92~ " Calatza-a Ltr.n.Sog,e.nde*e Soik.lo:2  20L-Ia . .:656 15
or - o i Te.bczlc.?:*.z'tl Cad,No:49’ 2 . .
93~ v malatzaza lizh.SoZendere Sok.Ko:d 65r ¥ l a6 -
G4 L Taletza-e Eph.Soj:andere Eoi:.r¥ox5-51t w65k :25
. 95- " - falziraza Lan.Sofendere Sok.lo:ll @ . 65_5.’, w023
96~ " MNu Czz® Hah,Dormz Alema (Ittihat ve - 656 = 2
e Terakk: Ifeydanil. Fo:29 ’ e o : )
97- Yepo Ulu Coz’ Meh.Domuz Alem (Ittihat ve e
L Terai¥i Meydam) Fo:3l 20L-Ia [ -'§56 1
98- M lulu Cenf Uah.Domuz Alanma (ItZihsti )
i e e Terarid leydeni)io:3s-37 M e 55?35‘ 2223
: ""‘ Vi, U Cemt Uah,Domuz Alesx (fttinat = & '
foae eersrind Lieydani) lics:dl w R f-""i 655 20
-\.\‘tf;iu;i q{mh. %_gu; HeZomuz ,hv‘x_ {ittitatwve ™ ~ . T 655 10
g W ‘! Al 1¢ Cemt Len, fararh o 4e Sck.Koi2-24 . - 655 33
/\ " Ulu Cemf Lah.Vakalbelige Sok.Jo:8 v 655 35,
(&2 " ULt Cezi Yah.Vak “hehge Sok.Yo:16-M0A © 655 36

—T 3 '/..
~_7 ~r<KL e :
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Toplant No, ve Tarihi

Karar

zZiirR 1rni-BERGAZA 11.
m,,nuz KULTUR VARIIZYL=THA Afr yisrs o

No. ve Tariht

P19 25,10,1984 . ~ Taplanh yerl ¢

, TLc :

KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
TASINMAZ KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
YOKSEK KURULU
KARAR

1466, 26.10,1984 6 ALRARA

et

] "

, L=KEZINDS 2863 SAYIIT YASA GEREGINCE KORUNMASI GEPEKLY

KADASTRO

~.

S':.ru. No : Ada Adrasi ] t Pafta Ada Parszel
104- Konut Ulu'Cami Ush,Vakifbahge Sok.No:9p-i20L-I a 654 10
105- " Ul Caal lah,Vakafbeage Sok.o i< w K 654 6
172 -

106~ " Telaupaga Uah.Xada Ciikmezi No £11 -Ic 455 23
107- " .2alatpage Meh.Keds Cilmazy No:l3d “tTmo 455 22
108~ " Telztprega Moh..Xad1:zy Sok.No3l6 w456 27
109- " .Relatpega Hah Arif Sok. o3 T 455 9
110~ fiavri Z37= Buy Cad.(Ug Kemer Ced) © . 20L-IVb 474 60
171~ Uescit Yes=italta Cad.No:3l i 20L-IVa 334 5
112-  iKsgrt Eestel-Kopriisy '

113-:.*:-.,;§3n;naré Selguk idnaresi

114-  Cemi Es=gunlu Cani

115~ " EFacn Hakim (Gargy ) Canmd,

116~ n Anserly Cami

117~ n LaTeli Cami

118- " fo=lenly Cemi
2119~ " Exlaksiz Cani

1é2- o ' Yemd Cami Ash Gibfdil’ &,

121~ ‘Winere ' Zmt= Sultan Ugparesi f"; ?i ( "

122~ Cami Eaioniye Ceni . éj“ -~ *\ ﬁ’“‘" ,.",,"

123~ "Mescit Iczcn Yegeidi. DR 11 (L 1. ',_‘

124~ " . T:.."c:a Sinan Heseidi 4"":" ;"'"ﬁh :1;;‘:;:"1" '.

125~ " te22r14 Kescit - «'\‘2.%?‘% o g

126- " Permakla i.!eiscit Fﬂsnn (;Z o

- . SUcA -~

127- n Ezrputlu Lescit §b. M4, ey I

128~ n Ear¢miye Lescidi ’

129-  Hilkitret Bizpas ToiUmet Binus:

130~ Lise L% .z I:ze Bj_nng:,

& N

224



' T.C.

ROLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIG! 4
'r,\sx\\xw KULTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI
YUKSEK KURULU

KARAR

Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 39 23 .10.1 84 . '
Karar No ve Tarlht : 7% ? Toplants yerl :
26.10.1964 =T e ANgARA

tzuir int-BRRCAIA ﬁ.ca 'rmmn:nsr 2863 SAVILT YASA GEREGLNCE KORUNEAST GEREXLL
PAGTIRAZ KULZUR VARLIZLARIXNX ATT LISTE @ . .
]

v

Sira Mo & Ada : Adwzsi S -

. / .
j 131~ Hamam Tebzkiar Hemam. 141-Kup1ll Nemoma
132~ " ¢inarla Hemam l42-Tekke Boi‘;a::. Kgprial
133- Sebil ~  Kerzosmem eblli 143-U1y Oumid
134- Han Tasken 144-~Ug Kemor |
135~ . " gulnorhan . 145-Su Kemor (Tonozu)
136- Belesten Bedesten 146-Bazilika {Kizal Avlu)
137- Hal Et we Sebze Hali 147-Qar?1 Hamam1
138 Komutarl;{: nga Lercez KozutenliZi Bingsi 148-gadarvan Cami

139 tors Hemurluzu torz Hemurluu (Verzt Dairesi)
S res KO aou Gibldiny

}34

K3IAY, GUKCE

. BASKAN .
_ Milistegar
> .
Uye Oye ¥ Uye. .
Akozan (Feridun) Aktan (Takir) Cubuk (Mehmet) Emre (Kutlu) Kummag'xrah (Halﬁ.k)
o ’ Bulypmady - ’ . C m;. ,
Uye Oye Uye Ty Uye
Oney (G8nil) :c:ﬁzg:u;:hﬂmar Tankut (QGSniil) Mimegtr Yardimest
Borsal (Yusuf) mlzgunn #lu(Ercihan)
Uye . . Uye : Uye Uye ;‘ : Dy
Es. Eser. ve Milzeler Turlzm Genel Planlama ve mar Orman Genel ~ Vnk{nar Genel
Genel Midiiriy Mitdilri Oenel Midiirl .
vardymes (livrettin) Terhan(Caz) Faniut (Urel) ..arﬂdeniMa .Ali) Yiéi’cg(!den?i(;mﬁn)
N Buluemadi

* - * .,
i. T
R
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KULTUR VE TUR*ZM BAKANLIGI W -° o
IZMIR T NUMARAL] KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURVULU

KARAR

i

Toplantt Tarth ve No. : p5 g9 LOBER30 1 Toplant1 Yeri lZMIR.

re No.
Karar Tarihl ve No a8 900431

Tomir 131, Bergana ileosi.bawr mahallesinde bulunsn ve J.‘.Darcao }.g'l\eolo;js.k
81% mlana dgdnde kalun 19 T ve 19 KII pafielurdakd perasllerin sit alan, daganda’

; barglkalarak meveut ait slaonaniu daraltzilmasing 11gkin, Tzmir KULtUy ve Turizn mu—
dlelitgi®nlln -5,3,1996 tardh ve 1020 cayalay yomalaws . okundu, ekiers :lnoelendl,./apzlnu
gbrigmeler romunda; . '

widx 113,Borgama 2lgosl,Zuter mahnllesi ve tapuds 19 XI ve 19 ‘{II naﬁm...ar-
deled parssllorin I,Dercce Arkoolojik S1t mlamy. {ginde kaldi¥ane maveutr I,Derece i
Arkaoololik 84t glaninuin devalizlmasing gorek oluwadafane (menfi) s kabar wril&i;" !

i

© Durmuy ACAR
Diro _Ltudird

BASKAN YARDIMCISI

o ASKAN

Prof. Dr. Génil ONEY Dog. Dr. Erol ATALAY
. | -Bagkanp . i

TMZA Kurul Bag , A

' BUTUMRADLf
0YE GYE . UYE
Dos. Dr. Cemal ARKON Mihat SUMER Erol TUMER
verr lzmir Arkeoloji Mizest lzmir Réléve ve Antlar
TwzA Midirh . Midira
Tuza : . IMza

OYE UYE ' U YE

OYE
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ERRLATrY

vesr e n i
. KULTI’JR BAKANLIGI - o L
Ku, 4ur ve Tabxat Varhklanm Koruma Baskanhgx';‘ S

ANKARA

SAYI : "Tespit Sb. 590/1/ 03 1U-Bo* 09599

KONU : Izmir Ili, Bergema Ilgesi,
sit alanlarinin yeniden be-
lirlenme istemi.

D.G.Y.Y.

i1ci:Pergamon Antik Kenti Kazi Bagkani Dr.Wolfgang RADT,
Bakanlik Temsilcileri Aynur UZET ve Jale DEDEOGLU'nun 24.8.1989

glinli ortak raporlari.

Izwir I$1i, Bergama Ilgesi, Pergamon Antik Kenti Kazi
Bagkani Dr.Wolfgang RADT, . Bakanlik Temsilcileri Aynur OZET
- ve Jale DEDEOGLU'nun ilgl raporlarinda gevrede yaptiklary aragtir-
malarda kentsel sit alaninda bozulmalar ve sit alani Ozellifi
gosteren yenl alanlar saptadiklari belirtilinektedir.

Stz konusua rapor eki haritada III No'lu bLdlge olarak
gosterilen alanin Izmir I Numarali Klltlir ve Tabiat Varliklarini
Koruma Kurulu Bliro Mudirltigli uzmanlarinca 2863-3386 sayill
Yasalar dofrultusunda mahallinde incelenerek izmir I Numarala
Kiltir ve Tabiat Varliklarini Koruma Kurulu'nda deferlendirilip,
alinacak kararin bir Urnefiinin Bakanligimiz, Kultlr .ve Tablat
varliklarin:y Koruma Bagkanlifi'na gitncerilmesini, kentsel sit
alaninda kurul kararlarina ve 2863-3386 sayili Yasalara aykiri
uygulamalarda bulunulmsmasi, varsa bu uygulamalarin durdurulmasi
igin geregini rica ederim. ' .

a4t "’) :
Altan AKAT ,
agkan V.

Eki:3 Adet yazi

PAGITIM :

~Izmity Valilifine
“Bergama Kdymakamlifina

~Bergama :Belediye’ Baskanl:.mna :
—izmir ‘I Numarali KUltir ve rabiat
»’zarllklannl Koruma Kumlu Buro Mﬁdﬁrlﬁgnne Si
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BElgenin Szeld Lommundan dolary en lipa oilnede sit lhopmamann alinmapz, bu-
rada glin-gegtilige arian modernlegmeri onlerecch: ve gelecol lugaiiara bura-
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» Wl
Bilzi ve gerefini arz ederiz.24,8.1989

Dz, Wolfgang BADE Aymer 0ERF . Jale DEIOULY
Pergamon ¥ani Dagkana Balenlik Tencilcisi Bakanlak Temsileisi
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T. C. B
KOLTUR BAKANLIGI
fzmir | Numarali Kiiltir ve Tabiat Varliklarini

KORUMA KURULU 35.12/ 54
KARAR
Toplan?: Tarihi ve No. :21.12.1989—96
Karar Tarihl ve No.  :21,12,1969-1486 Toplanti Yeri : [ZMIR

1zmir Alimia Ilgesi,Yeni Sakran Heldesi ve Bergama Ilgesi Zeydindag
bteldesi sanarlarainda imer plani yapilan alan iginde bulunan antik kent-
lerin tosciline iligkin Eski Eserler ve XNlzoler Genel MUdUrlugl'nln
27.11.1989 GUn 10940 sayili yaziel,Kiltir ve Tablat Varliklari Koruma
Bagkanliga'nin 22.8.1989 GlUn 8175 say1li,31.8.1989 Gln 8434 sayila yaza-
$1 ve.ekleri,kurulusuzun 3.11.1988 giin 598 sayila kararm "aére;i Dog.Dr,
Umer U2YiGIT tarafindan hazirianan rapor okundu,ckleri ine-limdi. Faple
Jan gbrisneler sonunda:

Izmir Aliaga llges) sanarlierinda Antik Myrina Kenti'sis tescilive
okteki haritads Lollrlenen birinci dercce ARKECLOJIK ve DOIAL SIT clanz
ile Ugincii Usrece ARXEOLOJIR SIT alaninin uygun olduguna,RKiltiic ve Tabial
Varlaklari korasa Ilssek Kurulu'nun 4.3.,1938 gilin ve 6 eayili ilke karara

gerezince: .
a v’/'[‘ / /
I. Derece ARKROLOJIK SIT alanlsranda ’ /L AONE
BASKAN 3 ond &A{*g% BASKAN YARDIMCIS!
Prof. Dr. Gonill ONEY P VST MBETT pog. Dr. Cemal ARKON
iz V [»za
iMzA
‘PO Y.E R OYE
“B5¢. Dr. Recep MERIG Nihat SUMER Erol TOMER
lzmir Arkeolo}i Mizesi lzmir Roléve ve Anitlar
IMZA Midiri Midird
iMzA MZA
UvYE UYE UYE
Hakka ULKU
Aliaza Rel.Magkani /

tuzA UYE
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T, C.
kOLTOR BAKANLléI
lztnir 1 Numarah Kiltiir ve Tablat Varliklarini
KORUMA KURULU 45.12/5k

KARAR

21.12.2349-50
?\ A Tarihl aw N B W PR I"\‘\""l""S{' 7,);/'%"” 741) } ;/}/jl’
a) Kesinlikle higbir yapilagmaya 1zin verllmenesine,imar planlaradd.

Toplant Tarihi ve No. @

aynen korunacak sit alana olarak belirtilmesine,

b) Koruamasi gerekll Taginmaz Kiltir Varla ;2 Yapilar digaindaki
mevecut yaralarin zaman iginde y1k11arnk'81t alany dlélndaki haozine arazi~
lerine voya kamulagtirilacak difer arazilore tasinmasina bu hususta oriaya
grkacalk sorunlar igin kurulumuzdan karar alinmasina ’

¢) Yeni taransal alanlarin a91lma31nalpguqlandlrllmaya gidilmesine
kesinlikle izin verilmemesi,yslnizca sinirli §§§3%§§1k turamssl faoliyetle-~
rin devam .debllecedine, ‘

I.Dorece ARKEGLOJIK SIT ALANLARY olarak belirlenon Luylk ve Timulus-
lerde topra an stiriiluesine dayansn tarimsual faaliyetlerin kesinlikli yasaklen-
masing, a:,aglandirnaya idilmemesine,yalnizca meveut ajag¢lardan lrln alinsbile.
ceiine

d) tier tirlU kazil yapmanin Snlencncsine (Bilimsel Amagli Olanlarin
Diganda) toprai tag alinmamasine,kirag,tas,tuila,neraer( Va Jlbi)ocakrhrin1n
BASKAN zﬁ @mﬁi “s+ .. BASKAN YARDIMCISS
Prof. Dr. Géniil ONEY ”' Tt KR s Khﬂhchovsunoq Dr., Cemal ARKON
L» ?dCfiqﬁ““i> Modis

1

s 2 AT Y
"\\f.)\\ A\’ A ‘f‘~'\" = Ny DR
- 'n‘ﬁ' R NEY ,
) ?;QQEQ;QS“f; It
OYE ove kS UYE
DgEXQr. Recep MERIC ’ Nihat SUMER Ero! TOMER
. lzmir Arkealoji Mitzesi lzinir ROIGve ve Anitlar
Vi) Midiird M
INAD P \#WA
OYE o UYE UYE
Y }
P D
Plidgu 2edd e -
EAChe OYE

'/O'C
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T. C.
KUOLTUR BAKANLIG!
lzrmir | Numarali Kiiltiir vo Tabiat Varhklarin:
KORUMA KURULU

35.12/54

KARAR

Toplant Tarihl ve No. 37 1 5:1989~96

Karar Tarihi ve No. '21.12.1989~ 1486 Toplant: Yeri : |ZMIR

agllmamaninde

e) Zorunlu duruslarda ilgill resml ve bzol kuruluglsrca dikilecek
direkler agllucak su kanallari,boru hatlari,karayollari yapiml vb.uygu~
lamslar lg¢in kurulumuzdan izin alinaasina

£f) Bu g£ibi alanlardsz sit sinirlarinin sinir tagr ve tel drgliler ile
belirlonmesdine tunitain levhularinin kanvoyu olugturmsk smaciyla Rultir
takenli¥i tarafindan konulamasina &YCLCA oruyucu tnlew almak Uzere bu alan
lar igla helkgi sajlancasana(Yerel }dnetimlercede gerokli -tnlemlerin alinma.
sina) )

g) Turistile ¥nemi olan I.Derece ARKEOLOJ1IX ALANLARDA herhangi bir hae-
riyat yaynadan geszl yolu veya meydan tanzimi vo obpars yapilabilmesl i¢in

“la

klturulumuz izininin alinmasina, l A Toes ran 1 TamEEL MR A 4

:4?".‘3_" 1&%@1:. ve Tdbiak Varlll:lﬂxm Karuma ¥ilkssr Kuruluinm 4.3.1988 gln
ve G oa)“ll Mke karari geregiince 11X, Derece ARK:OLOJIK siT ALAMLARINDA

1 d digaind a la unmayan zi

BASKA Na) Belediye sinirleari iqin e vo 1g1nda 1::: rp nlBASKANmYXﬁaDlhﬁ(!;.Igl
Prof. Dr. Gonill ONEY ’:'?m MPACAOYA&'O‘; Dr. Cemal ARKQ

. O gradud

{4z - Mz

\ e, ,Pro;) Dr X
UYE UY"N ':Kuful Bagkant UYE
. Dgg. Dr. Recep MERIG . Nihat SUMER Erol TUMER

Frof . lzmir Arkeoloji Miizesi {zmir R6l6ve ve Anitlar

FNzA Midiird MidarG

we iMza 11z4A
OYE UYE UYE
Hakki ULKU
Aliaga Pel,.hagkand

iMzA

UYE
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T. C'
KOLTUR BAKANLIGH

lzmir | Numarali Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklaring 2512700
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR

Toplanti Tarihi ve No. : sl 1 1959296

Karar Tarihi ve No. ¢ 2l 12.c3dj=licb Toplantt Yeri : |ZM!

ve k8y yrrievik alonlarindalkl oliylk parsollerde oluyacek yagilasusda b
kazilars ‘ziccrierin galbaiuvlics xargilanrsel oruluyla)¥lize uzmanlara d«
tizindn,tliee naman rasoTy,0 yoerin vaziyetini s¥storea vezirot ~laax,lu
~trel dururu,¢evreyil taniltau luto railarie: Ly Blgekll sippclivec jesi o
Rosut bax Kuralunus WanUdadar Lelsrier tess Lertr1d yonl ingaatl Ssteom
1gte Yrred fEad #iinpagane, temol kazilaras sirasinda arleciviin ralaiata
rastice eun halinue ingaaiin dusduguiisak, CLwm Heruin vhiiads’™ .

Do 3 aam ddoen i an bgdn wercellorda olnsacak yeni yaaliwns
da :o-ullee lurnd tarafzndan pelirlesen Hmord wewzid frar vlany ve n
projelsr igin (a) maddslerinds vellobilug LOSRLIArdG Laruniosun Onsgini
Taea2r LA, Uy S0ka @ maraziacn datal asileranin “lize yznanliari deuetlrlin
yorilmazina, ezl sirasiada Arkeclojlk buluniuya rassidirisncl halinue
zeaty: durdurnlarak Kuruls LWlloiriloesineg ,

c-Yrrulen ouecli iear  1sny bulunun,iizerinde tentsel doku Lulu:
III.ferecs 5 eolofik sit alanlariadari yariiascocardasmeveut poarsoll
kaiiznts clnatan ysrlorde tewmel kazileri,giderlerin seuk Lnce kavsilar
xojuluyla “lize uzaanlarsz Geaetlainde yailsvek,verilceal »-wop do ey’
da furalusuzes alaca il harar uwyariuca elediyesinco Lnjaat ruhsaty
heceiing,

Ielilie ve “ablat Varlikiari korusa ilisok Hurulu'nun 23.6.12.5
say1iy ilko reri cereifince l.Dereoce Logal 51t alaninda:

oL

BASKAN a-)Titki drilsil,topuirarya,siugt eticlsind h°znbi%%é%‘wt§ﬁﬁb]ﬁ%

.

o Q1 I ;
Prof. Dr. Gonlii ONEY A.o’“} F LN, . '/,:/ Dog. Dr, Cemal AF

UYE 0 ¥ RS Fiaf prrlon
RogxDr. Recep MERIC Nihat SOMER
Irofs

/ ) TEe—t% Dl RARACAQVALIMZA
: i or

‘): 28 MEdE}
\:‘53 N :'f 4
Hj

iMzA

-

UYE

Erol TUMER

lzmir Arkeoloji Miizosi Izmir Rolova ve Ar
Miidiirii Madiri

iMza IuzA SMZA

~o ' Ldrul Baglant

OYvE UYE UYE

Daeka Pl

Aliaza Del.osagikan

iMza
UOYE
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1. ¢
KOLYOR BARANLIG
lzmir | Numarali Kiiltir ve Tabiat Varliklari 35.12/54
KORUMA KURULUV

KARAR

Toplanti Tarihl ve No. : 21,12,1:89-96

Karar Torihi ve No, : 21.12.1939-1486

BASKAN
Prof. Dr. Gondl ONEY

Toplantt Yeri : 1ZM

1lik hiqbir eylemde bulunulamayacagina,

b-)4.C,iskele,balikgl barinagi,orman alanlarinda bekgl kulubeai,
otopark, 10kanta kafeterya gibi donatimlaran hazirlanacek projelerins :
Kurulumuzdan izin alinmasy kosuluyle yapilabilegeiine,bunlarain digind
yaralagsalara 1zin verilemoyevegine,

c-)Orman alanlaranda yanginlar igin ilgili kuruluglarca koruma
leri alinmasina,

d-)Xar ve rizgar devrikleriyle ,hastalanmig agaqlar digindekl a
kesiminin kesinlikle yasaklanmasina, .

e~)Gevrenin kirlenmeuesi igin muesyyen yerlerde gbp toplama nokts
nin beldrlenerek,yapimi ig¢in Kurunlumuzden izin alinmasina karsr veril

" BASKAN YARDIMCIS
Dog. Dr. Cemal AR!

TMZA

TMZA
,/
UYE UYE UYE
Row,pr. Recep MERIC Nihat SUMER Erol TUMER

Prof.
M2A

UYE
Haklzy ULKYU
Aliaga ¥el.Vslk,

iMas

lzmir Arkeoloji Miizesi
Maddri
iMzA
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lzmir Rolbve ve Anit
Miidira
iNzA

Gye



T. C.
KOLTUR BAKANLIGI
lzmir 1 Numarali Kaltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin:

KORUMA KURULU
T 35.02/52

KARAR

Toplanti Tarihi ve No. :28,12,1989-97
Karar Tarihi ve No.  :28¢12¢1989-1527 Toplants Yeri : [ZM R

Izmiy 411,Bergema ilcesi,Arkeolojik ve Kentsel Sit alanlaranin yeniden Br
doprultusunda ds3intivilmesine 1lickin,lzmir Kylttir MudHrlU%t'nlin 16,10.1989 glr
4347 savala vazilars okundu,ekleri incelendi,yspailen goriigmeler monundmg

Izmir 114,Bergama ilgesi,Arkeolojik ve Kentasel 51t alanlarimin ekli krok
III,B5lgenin Kentsol sit ve III.Derece Arkeoclojik Bit aleni olsrsk belirlenmesi:
II. ve IV, bblgelerde 2863 sa 21y yasa agasaindan herhangl bir Ynleme gerek olms(
na,I.Bslgenin I.Derece 8it alani olarsk kalmesinman devamna karar verildl,

ey /—;ﬂ .
Kb XABA; OVALs
Mi!/dr
BASKAN YARDIMCISI
Dog. Dr. Cemal ARKON

BASKAN &
Prof. Dr. Goniil ONEY

tuza

iMZA Kurul Gagkant
7/
« UYE UYE UYE
"AXXX Dr. Recep MERIC Nihat SUMER Erol TUMER
frof, lzmir Arkeoloji Muzesi |zmir R616ve ve Anmitlar
Imza Midiir Maddard
B‘ULIM!ADI?
UYE UYE UYE
Sefa TATXIN
Bergama Beld.Bgk.
Imza .
UYE
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T.C.
RULTUR BAKANLIGE
KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KOQRUMA
YOKSEK KURULY
KANAR

Toplanty No. ve Taribi -« 13, 20.8.1990

Toplantt yeri @
Karar No. ve Tarlhi ¢ 160, 20.8.1990

ANKARA

fzmir 11i, Bergama Ilgesi, arkeolojik ve kentsel sit alanlarina
iliskin izmir I Numaral: Kiltir ve Tabiat Varliklarini Koruma Kurulu'nun
28.12.1989 gin ve 1527 sayila, 2.8.1990 gin ve 2108 sayili kararlar
okundu, konuya iligkin belgeler incelendi, yapilan miizakeresi sonucunda;

izmir 1I1i, Bergama Ilcesi arkeolojik ve kentsel sit sinirlarina
iligkin Tagainmaz Kiltlir ve Tabiat Varliklari Yiksek Kurulu'nun 26.10.1984
giin ve 466 sayili karari ile belirlenen sinirlarin devaminin, bu sinirlara
ilave olarak Izmir I Numarali Koruma Kurulu‘nun 28,12.1989 gin ve 1527
sayili karar cki haritada igaretli alanlardan 1. bdlgenin I. dercce
arkeolojik ve kentsel sit alany, 2. ve 4. bdlgenin kentsel sit alam,
3. 0dlgenin I1I1. derece arkeolojik ve kentsel sit alani olarak belirlenme-
sinin,

Bergama Koruma Amagli Imar Plani g¢alismalar: sirasinda kentsel
ve arkeolojik sit simirlarinda defisiklik olmasi halinde, sinir degigikligi-
nin ilgili Koruma Xurulunca degerlendirilerek, Koruma Yiiksek Kurulu'na
Onerilmesinin, Izmir I Mumarali Koruma Kurulu'na tavsiyesine karar verildi.

Acar OKAN rj;fi,‘. LA
© ilign KAYMAZ
BASKAN R _eDalre Bagkent
B Mistesar ’ JREPES
Uye Uye Uye Oye
Bagbakanhk Mustesar Kil. Bak. Kil. ve Tab, Var, Yat 1 rimlar: Gn, Md.
Yardimcisy Mistesar Yard. Kor. Gn, M.
i OIS ' KONAY Z.{Mehmet
GURBUZ(1hsan) TURKEROGLU(Cevdet) AKAT(Altan]) Z.(Mehmet)
Bulunmadi
Uye Uye Uye Uye Uye
Tek. Aragt, ve Uyg, Ormnn Genel Md, Vakiflar Gn. Md,
Gn, Md,
EKE(Feral) CELIK(Osman) MACUN(Sener) SBZEN(Metin} GIRAY(Muhtesem’
Bulurmad
Uye Oye Uye Ose
6zZGUNEL (Coskun) MADRAN(Emre) CILINGIROGLU{AItan) ATALIK(GUNndUz)
"Bulunmadi
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1.C.
KOLTOn pARANLIGH

lzmte 1 NumorglKiltor vo Tolilat Variklotm
+ Kotomo Kurulv Divo Miditligi

K ]
Veni a0 e

Sayi 1 KTVKK. 35.02/1~ 089 . .
Konu :Izmir ili,Bergama,Koruma Amagli Imar planlari hk, - Tarlh, 42/, 2./1094,
N x;i‘~ 1*'}"}.‘
RULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLART KORUMA GENEL MUDURIUGH i
. (4ragtirma-ve Plahlama Daire Bagkanlif) e\ \‘ S
ANEARA
Ozi) yukonida elirtilen konu hokkinde Kurulumuzea olinan ~22.§.i991 gin
ve 2724 - soyih Kurul Koron okle gonderlimigir,

Bilgt edinftmesini ve gerefinin Kurvlumuz korormo gore yopiimusim orz ve rico ederim,

U1kl XARACAOVALT
Mudgur

Ehi:
1 - (Karor 1 odet)
2+ PajAa v !
. . . #2 , . 24 "l .
DAGITIVN : ' : ‘ bt
cenesl ' ' AR
. [

=

XKULIUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARI R
JORWA - GENEL, MUDURLYGY (Aragbarma ve Planlama- Daire Bagkanligs) /ANKARA (Bk~1-2)
-KUIPUR VE TABIAT VARLIEIART KORUMA )

GENEL MUDURLUGY /AWKAZA (Ek-1)(Rl~2)

5

(Kurullar Daire Baglanligzs) e
~KUIEUR VE TABIAT VANLIKLART KORUA GEWEL B A RN
WMUDURLUGY /ANKARA (Ek-1) ([ _g_) ' Ferua G o Ut 40t B
(Tesbit ve Argiv Daire Bagkanlifi) . 26.0201 02607 f‘

238



. . T.E .

c. g -"KOLTOR BAKANLIG! -

' lamir 1 ‘Numarah Kiiltor v Tablat Vorliklaris .~
KORUMA KURULU

KarRan 35091

Toplantt Tortht ve No, : - 22 2,1991-170
Korar Torihl ve No. * . 22,2,1991~2724 Toplant Yorl : fZM1H

v

tamir 111,Bergama llgesi,Xoruma JAmagli tmar Planlarina 1ligkin Killiiir ve Tabiat
Yarliklary Koruma ‘Genel MuditrlUfi®niin 18,2,1991 gln ve 739 sayily ynzisi okundu,eldle~
ri incelendi,Yapilan gtriigmelar sonunda;
+ trmir 114 sBergama: Ilgo Herkszinin koruma amagl:. imar planinin planlama biltiinligl-
" nfin saflanmasi agilsindan ekteki haritada gdeterilen alulrla;: iginde ihale edilmesinin
wygun olacafina karar verildi.

DAgRAN i lshovALE  BASAN vAROMGIS
Prof, D, Cemal ARKOR® L A{NL"—’ LIV " ’;;rmgr.‘m:l'nep miq
. Aadi ' * )
MzA Lo orun uputy. MOGEIE iMzA
Lo OYE
OYE
Ove ... OO0 KARAGAOVALl
’ 1 Nolu Koruma Kuruly .. i .
Mildird '
iNzA
OYE ’ . Ove T - OYE
Safa TAGKIN
Bsrgama_ Delediye Baskans. .
MzA
OYE
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TOPLANT! NO VE TARIHI:16.12.1951/10
KARAR NO K]

PLAN INCELEME VE DEGERLENDIRME KULRULU
KARAR!

.

Genel  MiudiriGgumiz 1921 Mali Yilr Yaliam Progrim® ©s oog e
yaptirilan Bergama Koruma Amaglt Imar Plaminin, H.agavaoso:a il
miellifince - 16.12.1991 tarihinde Genel Miidiir-mtjii.mijze testinr carile
dokiimanlar incelenmis yapilan dederlendirilmesi sonucunda;

Bergama Koruma Amach Imar Planinin Hoasamasinen  ayaae
olduZuna Ill.agama calismalarina devam edilebilecefine ancaik; pila=iame

strasinda asagdidaki hususlara dikkat edilmesini miellife tavsiyezin.

a)Tagit trafiginin akropole girmesinin Snlenmesir. yodivardod
plantama anlayisiyla alternatifler Uretilmesi, Ct
en azda . . =
b)Akropolde servis mekanlamnm/tutu%masn, soryistecis prlogiaiv
alan "ve kentsel sit alanlarin baglanti noktalarinda g3zitlmesi,
c)Kentteki yaya dolagiminin akropolle bitiinlegliritiest,

Ayrica Topgu Kislas) yéresinin 1l.Derece  Avkesialil o

Koruma Kuruluna dnerilimesine karar veritdi.

= | | T
BASKAN Uve Uve tve e

tan ~AKAT Nermin BESBAS Emre MADRAN Zahide AKKOYUNLU Ggimibe oF

Genel Mudir Genel Mudur Yrd.Y.Mimar Y.Mimar Sana{ Toi
) —
RAPORTORLER :Mine KANGAL Sehir Plancisi \NWCpA
—

Atrf KARA Sanat Tarihgisi @\%‘L)
Fikri KULAKOGLY Arkeolog / (,_,%(‘A,
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TOPLANT) NO VE TARIHI:16.12.1931/10
KARAR NO :13

PLAN INCELEME VE DEGERLENDIRME KURULU

KARARI
Genel MudurlG8umiz 1991 Mali Yili Yatirim Program: gergevesindce
yaptirilan Bergama Koruma Amaglt imar Planinin If.asamasina iligkir

miellifince 16.12.199] tarihinde Genel Midurlugtimiize teslim ediler
dokiUmanlar incelenmis yapilan degerlendirilmesi sonucunda;

Bergama Koruma Amaglt Imar Planinin  ll.asamasinin  uygun
olduguna l!ll.agsama galigmalarina devam edilebilecedine ancak; planiama

sirasinda asagidaki hususlara dikkat edilmesini miuellife tavsiyesine,

a)Tasit trafiginin akropole girmesinin 6nlenmesine yonelik

planlama anlayisiyla alternatifler tretilmesi,
' en azda

b)Akropolde servis mekanlarlnln/tutulmasl, servislerin arkeolojik
alan ve kentsel sit alanlarin baglant: noktalarinda gﬁzﬁlmesi,

c)Kentteki yaya dolagiminin akropolle biitUnlegtirilmesi,

Ayrica Topgu Kiglasi yoresinin I[l.Derece Arkeolojik sit olarak
Koruma Kuruluna onerilmesine karar verildi.

™= L

BASKAN . uve UYE Uve Uve

Altan AKAT Nermin BESBAS Emre MADRAN Zahide AKKOYUNLU Semih ERE?

—

Genel Mudir Genel! Mudur Yrd.Y.Mimar Y.Mimar Sana

(Q_C\L[ua \OWQK =

RAPORTURLER :Mine KANGAL Sehir Plancis: M’”‘W

At1f KARA Sanat Tarihgisi e»\”{\\[

Fikri KULAKOGLU Arkeolog @L(‘f
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T.C.. .
- KULTUR BAKANLIGI
1ZMIR 1 NUMARALI KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR 35.02/152

.-

Toplantt Taribi ve No. : o Toplant1 Yeri

at 27.2.1992-222
Karar Ta1:1h1 ve No. 27.2.1992-3543

izuir

Izmir 11i,Bergama llgesi'nde,Kultir ve Tabiat Varliklarin: Koruma
Yuksek EKurulu‘pun 26.10.1984 gln ve 466 sayiliy kararyi ile I.ve I1I.Derece
Arkeolojik ve Kurulumuzun 2.8.1890 gilin ve 2109 sayil:r karari ile III.Derece
Arkeolojik ve Kentsel Sit’ s1nrlaFT—HéliFlenen~alanlar igeriminde gehir icl
telefon gebekesl yeralti kazi galigmalari yapilmasaina 1ligkin PTT BagmtldUrltigti'—
niin 18,2.1992 giin ve 629 sayily yazisi okundu,ekleri incelendi.Yapilan gﬂrt!gnier-
ler sonucunda;

Izmir ili,Bergama. llcesi‘nde,I.,IXI.ve III.Derece ' Arksolojik ve
Kentasel Sit Alanlarinda gehir i¢l telefon hatti igin yeralti kazi galigmalarinin
ekli 1/1000 Slgekli paftalarda igaretli yerlerde ve MWize Midlurllgl denetiminde
yap1lmasinin uygun oldupuna karar verildi.

/
 BASKAN BASKAN YARDIMCISI
iProf. Or." Cemal ARKON . 4 Prof. Dr. Recep Marig
Imza tuzA
{OYE OYE OYE _
‘ Prof. Dr.’ R. Hiiseyin ONAL Prof. Dr. Mehmet N. TOREYEN Selahattin ERDEMGIL
’ Efes Mazesi Midiri
haza i1zZA fuzA
“f¥E ove OYE

Sevket SOYAKER
Bergama Belediye Bagkanlif:
Imza N
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T, C.
KULTOR BAKANLICI‘
. 1zZMIR 1 NUMARALI KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR 35.02/1
goplantx Tarihi ve No. : 23,9,1992-254 . Toplant1 Yeri
arar Tarihi ve No. _—
23.9.1992-3976 Izair

tomir 111,Bergama tlgesi,Arlwolojik ve Kentsel Sit Alenlaring 1ligkin Kil-
tlir ve Tabiat VarliKlerina Xoruma Ylksek Kurulu’mun 20,8,1990 giin ve 160 sayxla tav-

siye Karari ve Bergama Foruma Amagly Imar Plena'nan IIT,Agamasindaki 51t sinarlary
degigikli Unerileri okundu,ekieri incelendi.Yupilen giriigmeler sonundaj

tomir 111,Bergama 1lgesi'nde,su anda I.Derece Arkoolojik Sit Alana fgerisin-
de ve ekli 1/1000 Blgakli paftada "A™ olarak gsterilen alanin Ii,IBEAECE ARKEOIOJIX
81T ALANI olarak defigtirilmesinin Bnorilmesines

"B" olarak gisterilen bilgade Agefs Agora'min glineyinde sinarlarx ekii paf-
tada igaretlemmnig olan b¥limiin I,Derece Arloolojik Sit Alani olarak tescilinin ds-
veming,bu alanin glingybatisinda uzanen bYlimticln ise I,Derece Arksolojik 84t Alanmin-
dan II,Darece Arksolojik Sit Alani olarak deiigtirilmesinin Snerilmesinss

nC" olarak gisterilen bylgede,taraly alanin IIY,Derece,strafinda yeralan ve
sanarlar: gbsterilen kaemin iase I,Dersce Arksolojik 51t Alani olarak belirlenmesine;

ng" olarak gBsterilen Bazilika'nin batr ve luzeyindekl I,Dsrece Arlmolojil
8it sanirinin Snp geldlerek yol elsenine oturtulmasinag

np* olarak gisterilen ve ekli pafitade sainirlara belirlenen slanan,Kentsol ve
I1I.Darece Arkeolojik Sit Alan: olaerak tesoilinej

"En olarak gisterilen alandald tonozlu yapanin tescil edilmesinejetrafinda
10 m, '14k Koruna Banda konmasang,bn sRlaunin yegil alan olarak diizenlenmesinin,Bele-
diyesine tavsiye edilmesines . -

¥oruma fmagly fmar Flany "plan sanaranan® gliney ySniinde ganigletilmssinde,
Frrulumisca gakinoa olmadxm,anoak lnnumun teknik gertnsme agisandan deferlendi-
rilmesi gorektifindon,sorunun Bekenlik ve Pelediys arasinda ¢Szlmlenmesi gerektifl-

neg
Tukarads belirtilen sanmir delfigikliiklerinin YUksek Kurula 8nerilmesing larar

vorildi.

BASKAN

Prof,Dr,Cemal ARKON Prof.Dr.Hevep MEI §
hiza . ) ik Mz

Ry ﬁflﬁ& ¥, "’ : .

{543 } Urn e Uz

Prof,Dr.R.Biseyin UHAL Prof, Dr.Melmot N.TURBYEN Selshattin BADENGLI
, BULOMMADI | Bfes Mizosi MUtrh
irMzA - zA

Sefa TASKIN _
Baergzua Belediye

Bﬁf}kﬂnlo
Mgy (KARST OY)
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T.C.
* . KOLTUR BAKANLIGI
[ZMIR 1 NUMARALI KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU MUDURLUGD

{ LKT.V.KK 35.02/1 k00785 - izMIR

SAY!
Srig

KONU .; 1zmiz 114,Bergans,Koruma Anagly Imax Plani, :
06 Hays 1993

KUrriR VE TABIAT VARLIKLART XORTMA GENEL MUmtRLUGH
(Tesbit ve Argiv Daire Bagkanlizi)
ANKARA

A B

0zl yukanda belirtilen konu Rakkinds lzmir 1 Numarah Xdiltdr ve Tabiat Varliklanni

Koruma Kurulu Tarafindan alinan .. 19:441993 giin ve .___W_ﬁ?..z»ww" sayili kurul
karari ekte gdnderilmektedir. N
Bilgilerinizi ve gere§ini arz ve rica ederim. , ]
Ekl : . e Forudun coégéacm K
, . e L . = 3 . d..
1) Kerar (1 Adey KILTaA ve TABIAT v.\nh“xLAstx,:.\
Koruma Conel Midanusd
10623 2349 - :
_ DAGITIM _: — BlLGI s
) ~KUOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARI KORUMA GENEL MODORLO&ED
GEREGI : {Kurullar Dalre Bagkinligi) ANKARA (Ek-1) :
-KOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLAR] KORUMA GENEL MUDURLOGO

~KirrtiR VB TABEAT VARLIKLART KORUMA (Tesbit ve Arsiv Dalre Bagkanli) ANKARA (Ek- 1)

CENEL MUDURLUGY /ANKARA (R®k-1)
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T.C.
* KULTUR BAKANLIG!
I1ZMIR 1 NUMARAL! KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR 35.02/1
Toplanti Tarihi ve No. : 1544,1993-263 A Toplantt Yeri
Karar Tarihi ve No. : 15441993-4391 ' lZzMIR

tzmir 11f,Bergama 1lgesi'nde Taginmsz Kiltic ve Tabiet Varliklara Yilk-
selk Kurulu'nun 26.10,1984 giln ve 466 sayili Karar: ile tesoll sdilen korunmasi
gorelkli taganmaz kiflltiir varliidaring att 1iste okundu,Xoruma Amegli Imar Plani
geligmalariny yénlendirecek tescil Bnerileri inoelendi,Yapilan gbriigmeler sonu-
cundaj o : - ’ '
timir 114, Bergana lgesi'nde ekli Idsteds ardes ve kadastral durumlara
belirtilen yapilarin,koruma gruplari ¥le birlikie,"Koxunmasi Gersldi Taginess
Eiiltlir Yarliz® olarak teseil edilmelerinin uygun oldufuna karar verildl.

« Candan NALBANTOGLU

BASKAN BASKAN YARDIMCIS!

Prof. Dr. R. Hiiseyin UNAL Prot. Dr. Recep MERIC
nza mza

UYE OYE UYE

Prof. Dr. Cinar ATAY DOG-\ Dr. Orcan GONDUZ Dog. Dr. Ersin DOGER
inza o iMza Mza

UYE : OYE UYE

Bergama Belediye Baglanlifi
EUIMADI
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T.C.
. KULTUR BAKANLIGI
IZMIR 1 NUMARALI KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR 35.02/1
Toplanti Tarthi ve No, ; 1D¢41993-283 : Toplanti Yeri
1 Karar Tarihi va No. : 154419934393 lZMIR

tzmir 118, Borgama lgesi,Koruma Amagli fmer Plani gergevesinde,tershi
ticari merkez gevresini i‘qerau 1/506 ve 1/200 Blgekli Xentsel tasarym:aven
projeleri ve yygulama esaslari incelendi,yaprlan girigmeler sonucunda

Yamir 114, Borgema Ylgesi,tarthi ticari merkaz gevrasine ait 1/500 ve
1/200 8lgekls plan ve eskizlerdej '

~Iitkkan cephelerindejmalzeme~renk gegims, sundurnme,gilgelik ve kepenk sis-
temlerine iligkin yinlendirfocl tanimlamalaran getirilmesins,

~Zsmin dokuda malzeme ve tasaram gegitliliZinin yerel lmraktaristik doln
ile daha fazla bagdagwoak gekilde sadelegtirilmesine, . :

~Ayna, nﬁteltktoki mekanlarin,benzer zemin doku fle g&atarf.lmasine.

-Mokanlarm,bﬁki tarlilari fle fazla pargalanmamasina,

~Yagmur suyu drenajinin,yeralti kenallara ile gUaimlenme olanaklarinin

aragtariimasing,
~Aydinlatms sisteminin yerel dokaya uygun olarak ¢bztmlenmesine,

~Blekirik kablolari ve alt yapinan gegecefl kanallaran glzerghlaranin
balirlermesine,
~Bisiklet yolumun iptaline,
- L-Yerel delays- uygun kent mobilyalerinin geligtirilmesine,
-.-:”f" e8 —Otel-mugteri’ ve servis bajlanti sorunlarinin QBzumlemeaine,
Cares® ~Tangin musluklarinin balirtilmess ve aoil' servis sraglerinin ulagzlabi-
1frlik noktaliranin ve &zelliklerfnin balirtilmesfne,
-Sokak tabslalarinin ve yinlendirme levhalarinin tasarlamasina,
. Tim bu dizelime ve elksfkliklerin planlara fglendikien ve planlards belir-
tilemeyen,uygulamaya ydnslik esaalarin Eurvlumuza §letilmesinden sonra 1/500 ve
1/200 8lgekli kantsel tamarim prodelcrinin yonlden/Gefsxrlendirtlebilecesine kava:
BASKAN verildi, - { DTDIR BASKAN YARDIMCIS!
Prof. Dr. R. Hiiseyin UNAL Prof. Dr. Recep MERIC

tmza fmza

OYE OYE OYE

Prof. Dr. Ginar ATAY Dog. Dr. Orcan GONDUZ Dog. Dr, Ersin DOGER
vza za heza

%E‘gama Balediye Bagkanlifa UYE
BULUNMADI,.
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T.C.

KULTUR BAKANLIGI
I [ZMIR 1 NUMARALS KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
- KORUMA KURULU
KARAR  35.02/1
.. P R
Telanti Tarihi ve No. : 350441993-283 Toplanti Yeri -

rar Tarihi ve No. : 1544,1993-4392 tain

Izmir 13i,Bergema 1lgesi,Koruma Amagli imar Plenina iliskin Kuorulwsuzun
18.3,1993 gﬁn ve 4173 saylh Farara gorezl fletilen 1/1000 Blgekli Koruma Asagli
hazarlanmig olan 1/500 Blgekn reforans paftalara incelendd,yapilan gﬁrﬂgmolm

sonuounday
1/1000 5lgakly; Koruma Amagla Imar Flananan Kentsel Bit Alana dagands, 11~

ks olarak uygun oldufuna,ancak Xentsel 81t Alana fgindekt planin sgagada belir-
tilen maddeler dofrultusunda diizeltilip,planlara fglendikten sonra,plana ilislin
kesin Kararin alinebfleceXine,

N Kentael St Alana 1gin hazarlanmig olan 1/500 Blpekli referans paftnm—-
aj
a~) Bog ve bogalsosk parsellerds,parsel biyikliiderinin ve bu parnollerdo

yeralgoak yap:.lar:,n parsel $gindeki kontmlarinin,max.TAKS ve notrckare dséerleri‘
ile beraber balirtﬂmenine, a’

b-) Mevout yapa adm yopunluklerinin hesaplanmasina,

o~) Tavhid ve ifraz yapilacak parsel sanirlarinin ve mevout parsel ve ka-
daatral sanarlarinan belirtflmesine, ‘

é-) Meydan,gegme,afag vb.Qevresel deferlerin belixrtilmesine,

e-) Yapa adalarindaki yollerda daha fazla ulagalabili*lizi: seflemaya yone-
14k bazi genigleime ve ravizyonlarin ksntael dolnva aykira ohmak lmauluyla ¥a~
prlmaginin uygun olacagana, .

£-) 1/1000 Blgekls Koruma Amagla Jmar Plana wygulsme. esaslarany Kurulumuzos:
Snerflen deigildikler dojrultusunda diizeltilmesine,Tia bu bilgilerin 1/1000
8lgekli Korwma Amagly Imar Flana paftalan Uzerinds, 1/1000 Slgedinin olvexrdisti
8lotids {glsmmesine,

~prt ayra grupta tanimlanan tesoilsiz yapa y:uplarmm 3.ld. gmpta defer-
londfrilmeaine,

~Bina yllmeklfklert ile 1lgili maddelerin notleatirihaam,

=Yeni yapilacak yaprlarda doluluk bogluk orsuinan oephe biyilkliklerine
gire verilmesine,

~Yeni yapilacak binalaran gelns memafeleri,ocranlari ve gelme mssafeleri
i¢inde pencers ve difer agillaiklarin yorler:ﬁnin bolirlemo a2 NALBANTOGLU

sofoce
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T.C.
KOLTUR BAKANLIGI
IZMIR 1 NUMARALI KOLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
“KORUMA KURULU

2 02/1
KARAR 55.0/‘
[ 3

Toplanti Tarihi ve No. : 15,441993-283

Toplanti Yeri
Kerar Tarihi ve No, s 1oe4e1993-4392

IZMIR

~Q1kma,cumba ve balkon maddslexinin beraber deéor:l,endirﬁlmeaino,.

~Xorungosk Sokak olarak bslirlenen alanlara iligkin maddf hstalarin ve
siralemalardakii yenlagliklarin giderilmesine,

~Tiaaret elanlarinda ve ticarate mgirlacak alandaki yaprlamma logullari-
nan natlegtirilmesine, ’ ‘

«Magim sistent vo otopark ba}lantilarana Lligkin diizenlemenin netlegti~
rilmess ve plan hiiklimlerinde belirtilmesine karar verildi, C~—

Gandan NALBANTOGLU
Y Arkes” -

L. ‘ 3 r )
ER A
i o
Muglr
IASKAN . BASKAN YARDIMCISI
nof. Dr. R. Hiiseyin UNAL Prof. Dr. Recep MERIC
inza Mza
YE OYE ) Ove
rof. Dr. Ginar ATAY Dog. Dr. Qrean GONDUZ Dog. Dr. Ersin DOGER
mMza nza Imza
YE OYE UYE
srgama Belediye
gkanlifa
JLUMMADI.
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T.C.
KOLTOR BAKANLIGI
IZMIR 1 NUMARALI KOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA KURULU

KARAR  35.02/171

. Toplanti Tarihi ve No 3424 1994..315 . Toplanti Yeri
Karar Tarihi ve No 3.2.1994‘4372

BERGAMA’

tzmix £11,Bexgana llgnsi,Kentrel ve Axksolodik 5it simirlexs fgerisin-
.da meveut yollnra dofel tag 1io !'taplaia yopilresi istenine 1ligkim,Bergma
" Belediyesi Fen lyleri MudlrlUZU'alia 3.2,1994 gin ve 83 sayals yaziai olkundu,
ekleri imcelendi,Yapilan gBrﬁgmeler sonund s}
frmir 114,Bergema Llgesi,Xentsel ve Arkeolojik 8it'lerdeki mevout yol-
larin dofal (grsnit) tag ile kaplamnasy isteminin uygun olduguna (OLUMIU)j
Axkeolojik Sittlexdeki galigmalsr sirasinda alt yspa tesislerinds olabilecek
hasarlarin Niize elemanlara denetiminde giderilebileceyinme karar vorildi.G"_,\
Cand:m NALDANTOGLU

e B Ar...\,oloo
xul—l.r" g:j Dm
“ ’\
BAGKAN gl BASKAX TARDIMOISI
Pref,Dr,Canar ATAY Dog.Dr Numan TUNA
iMaza M4
te e tm
DogsDri0rodn GiEnliz: Befa TASKIN
tmza Bergana Belediye Bagkanai,
nza

fizel el
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