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ABSTRACT

THE FORMATION OF A MODERN CITY: ANTALYA, 1920s-1980s

Boliikbas Day1, Esin
Ph.D. Program in History of Architecture
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

October 2019, 284 pages

This dissertation examines the place of the concept of “local” in architectural historiography
by focusing on the modernization process of Antalya. The analysis of the process is realized
within two major contexts. On the one hand, the “peripheral” position of Antalya in canonic
historiography is discussed in the frame of center-periphery relations and central-local actors;
on the other hand, the developments both in the city center and its hinterlands are examined

through the dualities of rural and urban, and natural and built environments.

In the early Republican period, major modernization steps were experienced in the rural
hinterlands considering the agricultural identity of Antalya developed in relation to the
characteristics of its natural environment. On the other hand, urbanization, which is commonly
associated with the modernization process implemented by the state during the twentieth
century, started to transform the built environment in the city center and also affected its
hinterland by the construction of new buildings for administration and public services, finance
and trade, leisure and recreation, dwelling, and production, in which local initiatives also took
on roles. Tourism policies after the 1960s had the most dramatic effect on the transformation
of Antalya, increasing the touristic places in its center and hinterland, and turning the city itself
into a center of tourism towards the end of the century by appropriating its natural and cultural

richness. Thus, the formation of Antalya as a modern city from the 1920s to the 1980s was



realized via the transformation of its built environment according to the constraints of its

natural characteristics, and by the effects of both central policies and local responses.

Keywords: Antalya, local modernization, modern architecture, environmental history



0z

MODERN BIR KENTIN OLUSUMU: ANTALYA, 1920’LER- 1980’LER

Boliikbas Day1, Esin
Doktora, Mimarlik Tarihi Lisansiistii Programi

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. T. Elvan Altan

Ekim 2019, 284 sayfa

Bu tez mimarlik tarih yaziminda “yerel” kavraminin yerini Antalya’nin modernlesme siirecine
odaklanarak ele almaktadir. Siirecin analizi iki ana baglamda yapilmistir. Bir taraftan,
Antalya’nin kanonik tarih yazimindaki “periferik” pozisyonu merkez-ceper iligkileri ve
merkezi-yerel aktorler ¢ergevesinde tartisilmakta; diger taraftan, kentin hem merkezinde hem
de hinterlandinda yasanan gelismeler kirsal ve kentsel, dogal ve yapili ¢evre ikilikleri

uzerinden incelenmektedir.

Erken Cumbhuriyet doneminde, Antalya’nin dogal cevresinin Ozellikleriyle iligkili olarak
gelismis olan tarimsal kimligi gozetilerek, temel modernlesme adimlari kirsal hinterlantta
gergeklesmistir. Genellikle yirminci yiizyilda devletin uyguladigi modernlesme siireciyle
iligkilendirilen kentlesme ise, yonetim ve kamusal hizmet, ticaret, eglence ve dinlence, konut
ve iiretim yapilarinin yerel girisimlerin etkisi de olan insasiyla, kentin merkezindeki yapil
cevreyi degistirmeye baslamis ve ¢eperini de etkilemistir. 1960lardan sonra uygulanan turizm
politikalar1 ise, kent merkezi ve c¢eperinde turizm yapilarmin artmasma neden olarak
Antalya’nin doniisiimiinde en onemli etkiyi yapmis ve sahip oldugu dogal ve Kkiiltiirel
zenginliklerden yararlanarak, yirminci yilizyilin sonuna dogru kentin bir turizm merkezi

olmasimi saglamistir. Boylece, Antalya’nin 1920’lerden 1980’lere modern bir kent olarak

Vi



olusumu, yapili ¢cevres inin, hem merkezi kararlar hem de yerel tepkilerle ve dogal ¢evrenin

kisitlarina gore dontisiimiiyle gergeklesmistir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Antalya, yerel modernlesme, modern mimarlik, ¢evresel tarih
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Subject and Scope

The main subject of this study is the modernization process of Antalya as a peripheral
settlement in Turkey, which is taken as a peripheral (in other words, hon-Western or “other”)
country itself. (Figure 1.1) It analyzes this process by focusing on the impacts of the local
features of the city on the transformation of its identity. The discussion of the study is framed
by considering the relations between the local and the central factors, and the dualities of
center-hinterland, and urban-rural and modern-natural environments! in the modernization of

a peripheral context.

Criticizing the Western-oriented attitude of conventional architectural historiography, the
dissertation focuses on the theme of locality and other contexts in its approach. The discussion
about the dichotomy of center and periphery that refers to the Western and the non-Western
respectively in world-wide scale, will be transferred to the country-wide analysis within the
study. Thus, the phenomenon of center and periphery and its derivatives in Turkey is the
subject of the research.

Antalya, a city of Turkey located on the Mediterranean coast, provides a unique example in
terms of its historical and environmental characteristics. Its geographic features led to an
authentic life style and traces of its local identity is still perceivable to a certain extent even

though Antalya experienced a rapid transformation during the twentieth century. The city

! The term “natural environment” refers to the locations that could be defined as not human-made
environments within the dissertation. In his essay titled “Materials, Geometry and Nature”, Tadao Ando
discusses architecture in three elements, one of which is nature, and he refers to “domesticated nature”
in his argument rather than the “raw” and chaotic one. Similarly, the discussion within the study could
be seen as more related to the “domesticated nature” that gained an order by humans in changing senses.
Haruhiko Fujita, “Nature and Architecture: In the City of God and the Land of the Gods” Yearbook of
the International Association for Aesthetics, Proceedings of the Bologna Conference, Nature and the
City Beauty is Taking On New Form, ed. Jale Erzen, Raffaele Milani. (2012). p.44.



could be defined as a “peripheral” town at the beginning of the twentieth century. However,
at the end of the century, it gained a “central” position across the region and the country with
its changing dynamics especially resulted from its role in the tourism sector. By the year of
2019, the city is one of the top-ten most visited cities in the world.? With the changing roles
of local dynamics in changing contexts within a century, Antalya serves as a case in point in

the discussion on local modernization.

Figure 1.1. The map representing the physical location of Antalya city and Turkey in the world.
(Reproduced on the world map)

The study attempts to evaluate the transformation of the rural identity of the agricultural
Antalya town into an urban and touristic center through the modernization process of the
twentieth century. Examining the historical context of political, social, economic and physical
changes, the study analyzes the multiple layers of the formation of a modern built environment

in the city beyond the center-periphery and central-local dichotomies.

Z https://www.forbes.com
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The discussion on the center-periphery dichotomy is focused on the place of Antalya in the
modernization history of the country within the study. Understanding the process in a specific
locality such as Antalya required the analysis of the complex relations between the so-called
“center” and “periphery” in canonic architectural historiography. While the “center” refers to
the decision-maker position, the term “periphery” is commonly used for locations that are
expected to follow the “center” in different manners. Within this context, the relations of the
‘central’ and the ‘local’ are also significant to be evaluated in the formation of the basis for

the discussion.

The state, state-appointed people such as governors, officers and in some cases state-owned
enterprises, are involved in the analysis as the central actors that acted as the representatives
of central policies. Local actors, in other words local authorities, active professionals such as
architects, engineers and constructors, and associations that were efficient in the urban
development of the city, have also a place in the discussion emphasizing the relation between

the central and local actors.

The analysis of the modernization process beyond the center-periphery and central-local
dualities requires to consider other supposed dualities that define the local context. One of
them is the ‘urban’ and ‘rural’, which is discussed in the frame of the ‘center’ and ‘hinterland’
relations. The term “hinterland” refers not just to the physical location of settlements but more
importantly to the socio-economic interaction between the localities. Since it acts as the center
of a large hinterland, the research on Antalya requires to read the connection between the city

center and its hinterland, which had a rural characteristic on a large scale.

Considering the geographical variety of the region, the local identity of Antalya was also
defined with its environmental characteristics. Before the modernization process in the
twentieth century, the settlement in Antalya had been formed as a result of an adaptation
process to the natural assets of the place by trial and error for centuries. The natural
environment had thus been the primary element in the formation of its settlement, where
modernization was experienced in relation to these unique local natural conditions. However,

in the conventional approach, modernization is taken as related to urbanization, and these



processes are accepted to transform the rural and natural contexts.® Hence, the study is also an
attempt to understand the changing relations between the natural (land, highland, sea) and the
built environment of Antalya in the process of its formation as a modern settlement through
the twentieth century.

The chronological frame of the dissertation is defined as the period between the 1920s and the
1980s.* Since it is quite hard to create a sharp division between the Ottoman and Republican
periods in the context of modernization, the starting point, the 1920s, has been chosen in
reference to the official declaration of the Turkish Republic (1923) but was left as a range to
be more inclusive and realistic. The earlier years are also considered but the focus is on the
period following the foundation of Republic to be followed by more radical transformation
process. On the other hand, the main characteristics of Antalya underwent a dramatic change
after the adoption of the Law for the Encouragement of Tourism (n0.2634) in 1982 and the
Law on Land Development Planning and Control (n0.3194) in 1985. In parallel with the
changes in the administrative structure in urban planning, the land use decisions led the city to
expand on earlier agricultural lands according to these laws. Considering this milestone, the
end point of the analysis has been defined as the 1980s.

The geographical frame of the dissertation mainly comprises the city center of Antalya but
also considers the significant developments that took place in its hinterlands, which also played
roles in the formation of its urban life. Since this study is an attempt to analyze the city during
the twentieth century in the unified context of its physical, historical and cultural layers, in

order to raise a versatile discussion, relational networks rather than physical connections

3 For a general description of the effects of modernization in relation to the natural environmental
contexts, see, for example: Duanfang Lu, Third World Modernism, Architecture, Development and
Identity. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010); Panayiota Pyla, Landscapes of Development: The Impact of
Modernization Discourses on the Physical Environment of the Eastern Mediterranean. (Harvard
Graduate School of Design, 2013).

4 The historiography of modern architecture in Turkey generally accepts the proclamation of the
Republic (1923) as the starting point of the modernization process, while 1980 is usually defined as
another milestone when neo-liberal policies led to a spectacular transformation in the country. See, for
example: Renata Holod, Ahmet Evin, Suha Ozkan, Modern Turkish Architecture. (Ankara: Chamber of
Architects of Turkey, 2005); Sibel Bozdogan, Esra Akcan, Modern Architectures in History. (London:
Reaktion Books, 2012).



gained importance; the binaries of natural-built environments and rural-urban features were
seen as the major components of the modernization process of Antalya. Even though the
structure of the city was formed in a transitional way from an agricultural land to an urbanized,
industrialized city and a tourism center, each phase of these transformations embraced dualities
such as those between agriculture and industry, agriculture and tourism, etc. These concepts
of the seeming dualities are read as complementary to rather than dichotomous of each other
in the study. The traces of the heterogeneous characteristic of Antalya could be followed in

different eras thanks to the coexistence of varieties.

Focusing on the built environment of the twentieth century, the study aims to highlight a period
of Antalya that has not been considered as a historical layer in detail yet. The defined period
witnessed significant changes in political, social and economic life in Turkey. The newly
formed Republican regime, the transition to the multi-party system, industrialization, military
coups, privatization, and tourism policies were the major points of a continuously transforming
era.® The transformations were concretized by architectural and urban products, which were

always in relation to these contextual determinants.

In a broader perspective, aiming to write the architectural history of modernization of a
peripheral settlement by taking into consideration its local characteristics as well as its
relations with the center, the study can be defined as a challenge to the canonical interpretation
of modernism and is in line with the decentralization attempts that foster heterogeneity in

architectural historiography.® It is thus critical of the narratives based on the “best”

5 For a general history of the period, see: Mete Tapan, “International Style: Liberalism in Architecture” in
Modern Turkish Architecture. (Philadelphia: University of Pennysylvania Press, 1984). pp.105-118;
Atilla Yiicel, “Pluralism Takes Command: The Turkish Architectural Scene Today” in Modern Turkish
Architecture. (Philadelphia: University of Pennysylvania Press, 1984). pp.119-152; Afife Batur, “The
Post-War Period: 1950-1960”, “Searching for the New: 1960-1980” in A Concise History: Architecture in
Turkey during the 20" Century. (Ankara: Chamber of Architects of Turkey, 2005). pp 45-78; Sibel Bozdogan,
Esra Akcan, “Architecture of Revolution”, “Building for the Modern Nation State”, “Populist
Democracy and Post-war Modernism”, “Architecture under Coups d’Etat” in Turkey, Modern
Architectures in History. (London: Reaktion Books, 2012).

® For a general framework of this critical historiographical approach, see, for example: Giilsiim Baydar
Nalbantoglu, “Between Civilization and Culture: Appropriation of Traditional Dwelling Forms in Early
Republican Turkey.” Journal of Architectural Education, n: 47/2 (1993). p.73; Sandy Isenstadt,
Kishwar Rizvi, Modern Architecture and the Middle East. (Seattle: University of Washignton Press,
2008); Duanfang Lu, Third World Modernism, Architecture, Development and Identity. (Oxon:



architectural examples designed in line with the dominant approaches developed in center of
world-wide or nation-wide contexts.” Instead of such definitions that do not take local
environments as active determinants, this study emphasizes the role of the environment as an
agent in architectural and urban transformation by adopting the approach of environmental
history.®

1.2. Methodology and Organization

As Kostof emphasizes: “The more we know about cultures, about the structure of the society
in various periods of the history in different parts of the world, the better we are able to read
their built environment.”® Within this approach, the study is an attempt to create a holistic view

about the architectural history of the city of Antalya.

The research process of this study has revealed once more that the literature about the modern
architecture in Turkey has a limited scope. As Bozdogan and Akcan indicate, modern

architecture in Turkey as a whole is a topic that has not been studied in detail.** Even though

Routledge, 2010); Sibel Bozdogan, Esra Akcan, Modern Architectures in History. (London: Reaktion
Books, 2012).

" In the recent period, critiques towards the Euro-centric approach of the canonic historiography has
increased, and efforts to develop a global history approach started to be spread. Some of the primary
related sources are: Mark M. Jarzombek, Vikramaditya Prakash, Francis D.K. Ching, A Global History
of Architecture. (New Jersey: Wiley, 2011); Richard Ingersoll, Spiro Kostof, World Architecture: A
Cross- Cultural History. (Oxford University Press, 2012).

8 For a general definition of the approach of environmental history, see: John Robert McNeill,
“Observations on the Nature and Culture of Environmental History”. History and Theory, vol.42, no.4,
issue 42. (2003). pp.5-43; Johnson Donald Hughes, What is Environmental History?. (Cambridge:
Polity, 2006); Stephen Mosley, The Environment in World History. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010). For the
relation between environmental and architectural history, see: Vandana Baweja, “Sustainability and the
Architectural History Survey.” Enquiry 11(1) (2014). pp.40-51; Daniel A. Barber et al., “Architecture,
Environment, History: Questions and Consequences”. Architectural Theory Review, 22:2 (2018).
pp.249- 286.

® Spiro Kostof, The City Shaped, Urban Patterns and Meanings Through History. (London: Thames
and Hudson, 1991). p.10.

1 Bozdogan and Akcan, 2012, p.12.



the existing literature mainly focuses on the urban centers such as Ankara and istanbul, and
only a few other cases in different cities, it still provides a general overview as a starting point
for this study.

On the other hand, the studies on architectural and urban history of Antalya mainly focus on
the ancient times or the Seljuk period of the city.* Another source for the studies about Antalya
is the recollection of memories of its citizens, which are still limited in number.'? The studies
on the twentieth century of Antalya started to increase in the last years. However, the
completed thesis works?!® as well as some individual studies!* focus on specific buildings or
areas. In relation with architectural environment, rural cultural landscapes, the use of
environmental elements (especially sea water and coastal bands) and sustainability in
historical and natural environments have also been the subjects of researches.'® Lastly, many

current researches on Antalya are based on the impacts of tourism on the transformation of the

1 Leyla Yilmaz, Antalya (16. Yiizythin Sonuna Kadar). (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu, 2002); Cemil
Cahit S6nmez, Antalya Kenti Kalesi’nin Tarihi: Bur¢lar, Kapilar ve Sur Duvarlari. (Antalya: Mimarlar
Odas1 Antalya Subesi, 2008) and Scott Redford, Gary Leiser, Victory Inscribed: The Seljuk Fetihname
on the Citadel Walls of Antalya. (AKMED: Istanbul, 2008) are the major publications in this case.

2 The most known publication and collection is Bir Zamanlar Antalya, Tarih, Gézlem ve Anilar (2007),
which was written by Hiiseyin Cimrin, who is from Antalya and worked as a tourist guide for years.

13 See, for example, Model Villages and Village Studies in Turkey between 1850-1950 by H.T.
Ormecioglu (2003), Cumhuriyet Dénemi Endiistri Yapilarimin Kiiltiirel Miras Baglaminda Incelenmesi:
Antalya Ornegi by O. Eriz (2016) and Evaluations on the Transformation of Industrial Structures
“Antalya Cotton Weaving Factory” by C. Akis (2018).

14 See, for example, the posters presented about the buildings in Antalya at DOCOMOMO National
Meetings, such as those on Cotton Weaving Factory by S. Ceyhan (2010),Hac1 Dudu-Mehmet Gebizli
Mosque by H. T. Ormecioglu (2014), etc.

15 For example, see Antalya Kaleici Yerlesiminin Dogal, Kiiltiirel ve Tarihi Miras Olarak Incelenmesi
ve Alamin Turizm Acisindan Sirdiiriilebilir Kullamimi by H. Kocaboyun (2009), Antalya Su
Havzasindaki Yerlesmelerde Su, Insan, Mekan Iliskileri ve Su Yapilar: by S. Dogu (2009) and Yéresel
Mimari ve Kiiltiirel Peyzaj Analizi: Antalya Elmali Ornegi by H. M. Danaci (2012).



city or focus on conservation of traditional buildings and environments although these provide
limited information about the wider context of the built environment of the city.®

Because of the limitations of the existing literature, the analysis of the primary sources gains
importance in this dissertation. As a multi-layered settlement, Antalya has a great historical
background. The history of the settlement starts with the Roman period; during the Seljuk
period, the development of the city reached at its peak; in the Ottoman period, the layout of
the city was formed of mainly houses which were built out of the walled-city; and during the
Republican period, especially after the tourism boom in the 1980s, the city has gained its
existing form. While the historical layers from the Roman to the Ottoman periods have been
protected to an extent, the architectural products of the following Republican times have not
been considered as a part of the urban memory. Consequently, many buildings of this era had
been demolished or altered before they could even be documented. Therefore, the large part
of the most powerful primary sources of the research, i.e. the existing architectural products,
is only partly accessible. In the dissertation, the buildings that carry the features of the period
and the ones which had significant roles in the modernization of the city and in the urban
memory have been documented and analyzed to understand the formation and transformation

of the city within its architectural context. (Appendix-A)

Besides the architectural entities, another important group of primary sources is formed by
cartographic documents and visual sources such as maps, plans, drawings or old photographs.
(Figure 1.2) Unfortunately, the major part of the cartographic documents that would help the
analysis of the spatial development of the city could not be accessed. Due to the lack of an
archiving culture, the master plans of the 1950s and the information about their planners could
not be found at the governmental archives. Thus, the plans that were referred to in some
academic researches and written explanations in various literature formed the main sources for

the present analysis.

16 For example, see Turizmin Tarihsel Dokulara Etkileri: Antalya Ornegi by B.Yazar (2010); Tiirkiyede
Turizm Mimarisi Olgusunun, Yerden Bagimsizlik, Kimliksizlik ve Yeniden Isleviendirme Kavramlar:
Acisindan Irdelenmesi: Akdeniz Bélgesi, Antalya Ornegi by G.Kiigiiktasdemir (2013); Conservation
History of Cultural Heritage in Kalei¢i District in Antalya (from the 20th Century to Present Day) by
G. Celik Basok (2016).



The archives of municipalities are the main locations for searching the architectural plans of
the buildings of the period. By visiting these archives, architectural projects and written
documents about the projects have tried to be found. Visual sources as old photographs and
postcards, which are very valuable to discover the architectural environment of the period,
could also be found in municipality archives. However, many of them are individual photos
and the major part of the old photos that are open to public use is related to the old Kaleigi

settlement. Still, the ones that are accessible are used in the analysis of the twentieth century

architecture of Antalya.

— J
- :

Figure 1.2. Cartographic documents about Antalya as examples of visual sources for the study
(maps, plans, drawings or old photographs)

As written sources, the documents at the governmental archives, memoirs of citizens and most
importantly of architects, contemporary publications about the era, the region and the city, and
local newspapers and popular magazines have been used to comprehend the urban life of the
era. (Figure 1.3) Different stories about the same events and academic researches about the

history of the city provided double-check for a better understanding the reality.



TiirkAkdeniz

bt o g

Figure 1.3. Contemporary publications, memoirs, local newspapers and publications about
Antalya as examples of written sources for the study (4rkitekt, Mimarlik, Ileri, Tiirk Akdeniz
Journal of Peoples’ Houses, Tiirkiye Miihendislik Haberleri, 1l Yilliklari, Calisma Raporlar,
Va-Nu, Development Plans, posters, brochures, postcards, Cultural Heritage Conservation
Board registration files)

Nevertheless, the common careless approach to the documents that could throw light on the
urban history of Antalya and the conditions of the archives pose a challenge for historical
studies especially about the twentieth century of the city. Giiglii reports that the Head of the
Finance Office of Teke Lieutenant Governor, Hamdi (Abdulhamid) Bey, took the
governmental documents of the 1889-1918 period to a village in Korkuteli in 1919 and these
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documents can not be found afterwards.!’ In addition to this, a major part of the governmental
documents had ben destroyed in Tophane storehouses and then were thrown to the stream
(Kadin Deresi) with the aim to drain swamp by the municipality in 1930. While many of the
official documents were lost in these ways, the remaining approximately 100 court records
(Ser’iye Sicilleri) were first kept in Antalya Museum after 1941 and then partly moved to the
National Library in 1990 by the decision of the Ministry of Culture.® Therefore, tracing the

history of the city is harder due to the lack of an important part of the documents.

Besides the visual and written primary sources, the interviews conducted with architects and
citizens who experienced the period (primarily contractors, engineers and directors of non-
governmental organizations) gave another perspective to the research. Because many
architects did not archive their projects, interviews became as significant as the written and

visual documents.

Ultimately, existing architectural and urban entities, researches and publications on
architecture of the era, and also on the features of the city itself, in local newspapers, journals
and advertisements of the period, cartographic documents, photo archives, official documents
of the institutions and interviews are the main sources for the study. The archives, public
offices and architectural offices where any clue about the architectural and urban development

of Antalya in the twentieth century could be found were the places to visit for the research.

Within this perspective, a secondary outcome of the study is supposed to provide a base for
further academic research about the recent history of Antalya by bringing the available archival

data together and also pointing at the lack of archiving processes in the peripheral cities.

Aiming to evaluate in such a frame the process of the formation of a modern city at the

periphery in the case of Antalya, the dissertation is structured in four chapters and

7 Muhammet Giiglii, XX Yiizytlin Ilk Yarisinda Antalya. (Antalya: ATSO Kiiltiir Yaymlari, 1997).
Giiclii gives the information depending on the 29.03.2003 dated interview with Hamdi Bey’s son, Tarik
Akiltopu, who is the first architect of Antalya.

18 Giiglii, 1997, p.15.
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complementary appendices parts. The first chapter as the introduction provides a general
overview of the subject, scope, methodology and the structure of the research.

The second chapter, titled “Local Modernization”, presents the frame of analysis of the
modernization process in Antalya. Here, the attempt is to provide a critical view of the center-
periphery, central-local and modern-local dichotomies that seem to hinder the evaluation of
the modernization of Antalya as the transformation of its local identity as a city in the periphery
of Turkey, which is itself considered as a peripheral country. This requires, firstly, the
discussion of the networks of relations that define the modernization process in ‘central’ and
‘peripheral’ contexts in order to understand the process itself as producing different
modernities in different places. Within this context, ‘central’ and ‘local’ actors of the process
are discussed in order to understand the mutually effective roles that they took on in
modernization. Finally, the relation of the ‘urban’ with the ‘rural’ is discussed in the frame of
the relation of the ‘center’ and ‘hinterland’ concepts in order to understand the dynamics of
the natural environment that were determinant in the formation of the built environment

through modernization.

The third chapter, titled “Modernization of Antalya via Central and Local Impacts” is mainly
comprised of three parts. Initially, the local identity of Antalya at the beginning of the twentieth
century is explained in terms of historical and environmental facts. The rural and agricultural
identity of Antalya is depicted and the impacts of its environmental conditions on its identity
is underlined. In the second part, the transformation of the city during the twentieth century
from a rural to an urban settlement is examined through three locations: hinterland, urban
center and urban hinterland. The transformation in the hinterland is read via the rural and
agricultural complexes while the elements in transformation of the urban center varies as
places of administrative and public services, places of finance and trade, places of leisure and
recreation and places of dwelling. On the other hand, places of production, which had been
located in the city center, and then, by moving to out-of-city locations, formed the urban
hinterland, is also analyzed in the chapter. In the analysis of these three locations, the main
aim is to search for the relations of central and local dynamics and the ways of modernization
in a natural environment. Lastly, by focusing on the late twentieth century of the city, the

formation of a touristic settlement is examined via the transformation of both the center and
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the hinterland. Since places of tourism were located in the city center and dispersed through
the hinterland in time, the part was contextualized in such a manner. In the tourism context,
natural environment is discussed within a different perspective than the previous parts. In this
regard, natural environment gains a role as a modern touristic attraction and the chapter is

concluded with this discussion about the changing identity of the city as a touristic center.

Shortly, the urbanization, industrialization and touristic development of a rural-agricultural
settlement, i.e. its modernization, forms the main structure of the dissertation. In order to
understand the changes in the urban and architectural milieu in Antalya, a peripheral-coastal
city of Turkey, these themes will base the analysis as the outcomes of a chronological
transformation. Even though the order of these themes defining the modernization process is
set according to the chronological development, the effects of each on the modernization of
Antalya is handled separately during the period of 1920s-1980s. In each sub-chapter, the
dominant building types and urban projects are presented to provide an extensive view to the
transformation of the built environment. While analyzing the architectural characteristics of
the buildings, their impacts on the urban morphology and interaction with the natural

environment form the main considerations of the study.

The last chapter is the general conclusion of the dissertation. This chapter aims to provide a
critical evaluation based on the historical and theoretical background presented in the
preceding chapters. By reading the modernization of a so-called peripheral city within the
perspective of central-local relations and actors, and the interaction between urban and natural
environments, the dissertation aims to remark the place of ‘locality’ and ‘local modernization’

in architectural historiography.
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CHAPTER 2

LOCAL MODERNIZATION

Heynen defines modernity as “what gives the present the specific quality that makes it different
from the past and points the way toward the future”.!® The variations of the word “modern”
have been used to distinguish the present from the past since the fifth century and “modernity”
symbolized the transition from the old to the new.?’ Besides being employed in a time-wise
sense to define the phases, the term modernity also points at the scientific, rational,

technological and social developments and transformations of the society.

Within the study, it is regarded that modernization, the process of socio-economic
developments leading to the condition of modernity, is not a static phenomenon but is a
dynamic process in which many diverse components take part. In spatio-temporal context,
modernization is a process that links the past to the future by emphasizing the qualifications
of the present. The analysis of the study is based on the concept of the “local” in modernization.
Variations of modernist approach subject to the central and peripheral dynamics, and
architectures produced in local contexts are seen as the complementary parts of modernization.
In order to write the architectural history of a locality, not just the architectural entities of a
period, but also the circulation of ideas and forms, cross-cultural exchanges, complex power
relations and physical mediums are the subjects to examine in order to understand the relations
between the center and periphery in the production of architecture. Such an integrated
approach also requires to consider the networks of relations, and the influential central and
local actors in the resultant formation of a modern city. In contradiction to the dominance of

the central initiative in canonical historiography, embracing both central and peripheral/local

19 Hilde Heynen, Architecture and Modernity: A Critique. (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1999). p.9.

2 Jiirgen Habermas, Modernity: An Unfinished Project. (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1997). p.39.
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actors and factors in an equal and interrelated basis could help to avoid writing architectural
history through the eye of (Euro)centric theories.?

The attempt to incorporate the “peripheral/local” in the analysis requires, on the other hand, to
have a wider perspective beyond the one brought about by “central” initiatives. The common
approach towards urban settlements is to define them in political, social and economic terms
and see the built form of the settlements as the “physical manifestation” of those factors,
mostly centrally determined.?? Associated with political, social and economic dynamics and
networks and actors as active subjects, local environmental factors (both natural and man-
made) are important but often-ignored determinants in architectural historiography. The
recognition of the city as an environmentally transformative organism?® by understanding the
complex and complementary relationship between geography (land, mountain, water, forest,
mineral sources, etc.) and the formation of a settlement, is accepted as the primary source for
the “locality” discussions. Local cultures materialize and transform into life styles thanks to
the opportunities provided by natural environments.?* “The mutual relationship between
humankind and the rest of the nature?®; and the existing built environment inherited from the

antecedents create the main stage for the historiography of a modern city.

In such a frame of analysis, this chapter examines local modernization under two subtitles:

Firstly, the discussion on the relation between the center and the periphery is carried on in a

2l Duanfang Lu, “Entangled Histories of Modern Architecture”. in Non-West Modernist Past on
Architecture&Modernities, ed. William S.W. Lim, Jiat -Hwee Chang. (Singapore: World Scientific
Publishing, 2012). pp.59-68.

22 Andrew Ballantyne, Gillian Ince, “Rural and Urban Milieux” in Rural and Urban: Architecture
between Two Cultures, ed. Andrew Ballantyne. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010). pp.1-27.

23 Baweja, 2014, pp.40-51.

2 flhan Tekeli, “Turkiye Cevre Tarihgiligine A¢ilirken™ in Tiirkiye'de Cevrenin ve Cevre Korumanin
Tarihi Sempozyumu. (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi, 2000). pp.1-14.

25 McNeill, 2003, pp.5-43.
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general framework and the role of central and local actors in this relation is presented by
questioning the canonic approach in historiography that mainly values central productions in
order to understand the modernization process in peripheral contexts. The second subject of
the chapter is the relation of the center of settlements with their hinterlands, whereby the
position of environmental factors affects the process of modernization, bringing the dualities
of urban-rural and modern-natural into the focus in understanding the production of local
architecture. Addressing these two considerations, this chapter will form the basis for the
analysis of the formation of modern architecture in Antalya as a peripheral city of Turkey that

is itself a center of a large hinterland.

2.1. Modernization beyond the Center-Periphery and Central-Local Dichotomies

In conventional architectural historiography, the relations between Western and non-Western
countries, taken as central and peripheral respectively, as well as between central and
peripheral settlements in a country, constitute a problematic area as authors generally focus on
the “West”, and the central settlements in their analyses. Thus, the consequent disregard for
non-Western contexts as well as peripheral settlements of a country requires rethinking also
the canonical history of modern architecture that focuses on well-known architects and
mainstream movements that produced the built environment of the “center” in the global as

well as the country scale.

The supposed dichotomous relation between the West and the non-West was not based just on
geographical differences; it was the disregarding approach towards the “other” geographies
and cultures. As Sir Banister Flatcher implies in his “Tree of Architecture” in 1897%, the
cultures out of the West were seen as “non-historical” and thus non-effective in the history of
architecture for a long time. Towards the end of the twentieth century, the attitude toward the

East began to change and local characteristics of societies started to be considered.?’ Still, the

% Banister Fletcher, A History of Architecture on the Comparative Method, Fifth Edition, (London:
Batsford, 1905)

27 Criticizing the previous works that had concentrated on selected buildings of the West as monuments
according to their size and status, Kostof considered the interdependence of the East and the West. Spiro
Kostof, A History of Architecture: Settings and Rituals. (New York: Oxford University Press, 1985).
Rudofsky also pointed at the importance of anonymous architecture in historiography in a wider
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homogenous characteristics of canonic architectural historiography present architecture as a
uniform and static field independently of place. The course of the center, which is used to
express the station of decision-maker mechanisms, constitutes the principal of conventional
architectural historiography. On the other side, the term “periphery” is used to point at the
“other”, “non-Western”, “third world” or “oriental” in larger geopolitic contexts and is seen
as the means to orientate the “center”. The position of the periphery is defined within binary
notions such as West/non-West, traditional/modern, local/universal, etc. that strengthen the
Eurocentric perspective. It is commonly assumed that the periphery follows the center and its
politics in order to reach the same level of development. The distinction between the two
phenomena is not just geographical; the ideology behind the definition of the “periphery” and
the “center” emphasizes the supremacy of the latter. The relationship between them depends
on power and hegemony over political, cultural and economic lives. Lim argues that this
dichotomous relation between the center and the periphery affected the non-West’s approach

towards its own past in a negative way.?

In understanding modernity, the relation of the center and the periphery cannot be defined as
amere bipolar connection; the transitional and complex structure of the links creates a dynamic
relationship between them. In other words, local sources affect the whole and take an active
role in the formation of modernity. Said embraces the “orient” as an integral part of the

European civilization and culture due to its contrary existence.?® Similarly, while the blurry

persperective in his book. Bernard Rudofsky, Architecture Without Architects: A Short Introduction to
Non-Pedigreed Architecture. (New York: Museum of Modern Art, 1965). On the other hand, Giedion
added an integrated dimension to the subject by focusing on the background and the cultural context of
modern architecture and urban planning. Sigfried Giedion, Space, Time and Architecture: The Growth
of a New Tradition. (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1967).

28 William S.W. Lim, “Prologue, Re-Setting the Modernist Past” in Non-West Modernist Past on
Architecture&Modernities, ed. William S.W. Lim, Jiat -Hwee Chang. (Singapore: World Scientific
Publishing, 2012). pp.1-6.

29 Edward Said, Orientalism. (New York: Vintage Books, 1978). p.2.
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boundary between localities acts as the disjunctive element, it has also a significant role in the
formation of both sides.*

Bozdogan and Akcan indicate that recent critical theories have articulated the need to abandon
the idea of central, singular and canonic modernism and to put the decentered and
heterogeneous one instead.®* Even though a major transformation was seen in urban centers
during the twentieth century, and for this reason literature mainly focuses on the architectural
environment of the centers, changes in the peripheral settlements cannot be ignored. Therefore,
such attempts as nationalist approach to architecture within the globalization process, or
decentric approach against the universal and canonic modernism started to be discussed.
Researches on the architectural history of out-of-center locations demonstrated the
significance of comprising local histories within their own contexts rather than accepting
idealized modernization stories introduced by the West.*? It is also accepted that, in order to
historicize multiple modernities, diverse conditions of geographies, and plurality of cultural,

social, architectural and urban products of peripheries should be considered.

Since the dissemination and adoption of modernism was worldwide and the outcomes of the
movement has become the research subject also in other disciplines, the scholarship on non-

Western modernism began to significantly develop.3* The increasing interest in the Eastern

%0 Giilsiim Baydar Nalbantoglu, “Beyond Lack and Excess: Other Architectures/Other Landscapes”.
Journal of Architectural Education, 54/1 (2000). pp.20-27.

31 Bozdogan and Akcan, 2012), p.10.

32 Duanfang Lu, 2012, pp.62-63.

33 Despite the increasing critical tone towards the Eurocentric historiography and the spreading inclusive
approach towards non-Western architectural environments, the differentiation between the East and the
West is still felt in Western architectural schools and in the orientalist manner of including non-Western
architecture in historiographic analysis. Jiat -Hwee Chang, William S.W. Lim, “Introduction” in Non-
West Modernist Past on Architecture&Modernities, ed. William S.W. Lim, Jiat -Hwee Chang.
(Singapore: World Scientific Publishing, 2012). pp.7-24; Zeynep Celik, “Editor’s Concluding Notes”.
Journal of the Society of Architectural Historians 62, no.1.(2003). pp.121- 124.

3 Duanfang Lu, 2012, p.60.
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cultures in the second half of the twentieth century pioneered the awareness of the East in
terms of identity and locality. This transformation had critical reflections in built environment
and plurality gained currency in architectural field. Due to the changing economic, political
and cultural situations and complex relations between the “other” and the “center”, modernity

found a diffusion area in varied contexts in various geographies.

Despite the spread of ideas and habits via modernization process in order to create a “modern”
society, both central and also local impacts constitute a significant part of the real picture of
modern life. Thus, the contribution of local features in central decisions and applications are
worth to analyze to draw a frame for a holistic approach. Embracing both the central and
peripheral/local dynamics as interrelated rather than dichotomous notions provides the base
for discussions about multiple modernities and heterogeneous modernisms.® In the
multiplicity/heterogeneity discussions, modernization is not seen as the homogenization
process that aims to create a standardized modernity. On the contrary, modernization is

accepted as the medium that released the richness in the multiplicity of diverse cultures.®

Even though modern architecture was adopted and localized in different geographies in a
widespread manner, canonic historiography mainly focuses on the applications in Western
countries. On the other hand, the non-Western countries where new nation-states were
established, were the important parties of modern architectural approaches. Since the
modernization project was on the agenda of newly-independent countries, new building types
for new functions were designed as an expression of the process. In these geographies, modern
architecture was adopted with nationalist purposes, and the International Style of modernism
started to be used to represent nationalist politics.>” Analyzing the adoption and interpretation

of modernism in such a large scale gives another perspective to the discourse of modernity.

% Chang and Lim, 2012, p.10.

%6Chang and Lim, 2012, p.16.; Shmuel Noah Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities”. Daedalus 129,
n0.1(2000). pp.1-29.

37 Duanfang Lu, 2010, p.13.
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The transformation of modern architecture in compliance with nationalistic concerns, global
aspirations and the problems of underdevelopment present substantial matters to be discussed
in modernist contexts.® The lack of industry in so-called underdeveloped and developing
countries caused problems in the realization of modern architecture in these places. On the
other hand, the balance between local characteristics and the requirements of modern
architecture was also problematic in such cases. The conflict between the identity aimed to be
created and the existing one, and the incoherence between the concrete practice and the
adopted discourse thus led to confusions. Contrary to the common acceptance that relates the
abandonment of vernacular traditions and the loss of authenticity to the modernization
experiences, a deeper analysis in local environments could display that the modernization
process was generated in the light of local features and each locale had its unique

modernization story.

In the case of Turkey, influences of Western ideas as nationalism started to be felt in the
geography during the late Ottoman period with the impacts of worldwide milestones as the
French Revolution. Consequently, the Ottoman Empire faced social and political
transformations in the nineteenth century. Later on, after the foundation of Turkish Republic
upon the ruins of the Ottoman Empire in 1923, modernization project was accelerated. Major
reforms were realized in social, economic and political fields in an attempt to shift the identity

of the society from a traditional and religious to a modern one.

Modernization was adopted as the ideal of the new regime by the central authority and was
applied through the reforms in social structure. Turkey, after the establishment of the Republic,
witnessed formations and transformations in the context of modernization. The scientific and
rationalist approach of the modernist discourse was seen as a guide to realize the Republican
ideals. The major tool of the modernization project of the young Republic was the reforms that
resulted in definite changes countrywide.® Institutions and organizations that would serve to

introduce and impose the new regime were established; and reforms directed to social and

3 Duanfang Lu, 2010, p.1.

% Erik Jan Ziircher, Modernlesen Tiirkive nin Tarihi. (Istanbul: iletisim Yayinlari, 1995). p.281.
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cultural life in the fields of alphabet, clothing, measurements, language, history, fine arts, etc.
were realized to create a modern nation-state. Since the homogenization of the society in
parallel with the modernization principles was aimed in the Republican period, centralization
was chosen as the strategy to keep the country under control. In parallel, developments in
education, culture and industry were prioritized and spaces for these functions were generated
not just in cities but also in villages. The construction of the new capital as a model, and the
spread of ideology by public institutions as Peoples’ Houses*® and Village Institutes in other
cities, provided the establishment of the link between the center and peripheral settlements.
These institutions also served as the agents to connect city centers and their hinterlands. Even
though social and cultural milieu in cities and villages were quite different, the reformist

ideology attempted to reach to all corners of the country.*

Within this context, forms and symbols became the primary consideration to accomplish the
modernization project and so architecture and urbanism were seen as the active means for the
production and formation of the modern identity of the country. As such, another outcome of
the process of the major transformation from the Ottoman Empire to the Turkish nation-state
was the reorganization of urban spaces and of the population simultaneously. Heterogeneous
characteristic of many cities where trade relations created a cosmopolitan identity, such as

[zmir, dramatically changed due to the forced exchange agreements.*? The homogenization of

40 Education was one of the privileged fields to develop in the Republican period. Peoples’ Houses were
seen as the tools to educate the society extensively from a cultural and social perspective. The programs
of Peoples’ Houses included various fields from language, history, literature to social aid. See: Nese
Gurallar, Ideoloji Mimarhik Iliskisi ve Tiirkive’de Halkevi Binalari: 1932-1946. Master’s Thesis,
(Ankara: Gazi University, 1997). p.74. The branches included drama, art, sports, library and publication,
museum and exhibition, village life, public courses. See: Yusuf Bahri Kapusuzoglu, Antalya Halkevi ve
Faaliyetleri (1932-1951). Master’s Thesis in History. (Ankara: Gazi University, 2013). p.1.

41 Feroz Ahmad, The Making of Modern Turkey. (London: Routledge, 1993). p.82.

42 Biray Karli, From Ottoman Empire to Turkish Nation-State: Reconfiguring Spaces and Geo-Bodies.
PhD Thesis. (New York: Binghamton University, 2002). izmir was an important trade center in the
sixteenth century thanks to its geopolitical position on the silk route; in the eighteenth. century the city
became the most important port of the Empire, which connected its territory to the Western countries.
The economic power of the city led the city to have a heteregeneous population. In the nineteenth
century the population consisted of many European societies (Italian, French, English, etc) together with
the Turkish citizens. Kirl1 focuses on Izmir in the transformation process of the regime. She argues that
the cosmopolitian structure of the city was demolished with the great fire in 1922 and Turkish-Greek
Exchange agreement in 1923.
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population was followed by the uniformed spatial reconfiguration of cities according to central
policies. Chang and Lim argues that a monotonous formal organization had to be adopted in
the contexts where social modernity conditions had not been matured yet.** On the contrary,
modern architecture itself was seen as the instrument to introduce modernism to the society in

a widespread manner. 44

In the early Republican period, the new capital city Ankara was defined as the center of the
modernization process. The capital experienced the very first applications of modernization in
various fields including architecture and urban life. The new social life and collaterally the
changing built environment served as models for other cities. The subjects of this transmission
were the actors who played the main role in modernization such as public institutions,
municipalities, urban planners and architects. Central policies and decisions on country-wide
scale, and urban plans and architectural projects designed by central mechanisms had a great
impact on the local environments. However, the comprehensiveness of the central policies,
which did not consider the diversity of regions, could be questioned by considering the
heterogeneous characteristics of the society. The potentials and understandings of each region
determined the way of modernization on an individual basis. Ballantyne and Ince’s H>O
metaphor to discuss the ways of urbanism emphasizes the intensification of resources in
changing conditions in terms of time, place, opportunities, actions and legal systems.*® A
similar approach is possible for reading modernization in different locales. The intensity of
dynamics and the way of their aggregation defined the modernization practice
idiosyncratically. In short, even though modernization policy prescribed identical
transformations, the manner of implementations was specialized under local characteristics.
Perceptions of local people, reactions of local actors and the level of adoption determined the

ways of modernization of local environments. Through the cooperation of local and central

4 Chang and Lim, 2012, p.18.

4‘.' Sibel Bozdogan, Modernizm ve Ulusun Insasi Erken Cumhuriyet Tiirkiyesi’'nde Mimari Kiiltiir.
(Istanbul: Metis Yaynlari, 2012). pp.19-20.

4 Ballantyne and Ince argue that the nomadic spirit would be the particle of water vapour, in which
there was more space between the water molecules, while the monumental heart of the city would be
the ice where the molecules were closely packed. Ballantyne and Ince, 2010, p.15.
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actors, peripheries got into contact with the mainstream ideology and codes of practice. On the
other hand, the level of the coherence between modernist approaches and local characteristics
of peripheral settlements affected the performance in these places.

There were important actors who worked actively for the realization of the nationalist and
modernist ideals. Firstly, the patronage of the state and its choices determined the architecture
of cities all around the country. The state had a two dimensional role at the beginning of the
period. Besides being the decision-maker, the state was the implementer of projects at the same
time. The number of private architectural offices was limited, therefore the state produced

projects and realized them through public institutions.

The Ministry of Foundations (Evkaf Nezareti) had an important role on the formation of the
physical environment in the modern Turkey. During the early Republican period, master plans
and governmental buildings in various cities were realized by Evkaf. Directorate of

Foundations had a great contribution also on the conservation of cultural heritage.

Municipalities were the other influential actors in the formation of the built environment
during the period. The Municipal Corporations (Belediyeler) and Public Health (Umumi
Hifzissihha) Laws were accepted in 1930 as the starting point for the urban planning works.
The main aim was to set healthy and civilized cities following the considerations of the

Republic regime.*

In the 1930-1940 period, typological projects with symmetrical orders and monumental
elements as high colonnades for government offices, post-offices and municipality buildings
were constructed in various cities.*” Typologies for People’s Houses in accordance with the

scale of the settlements were also developed by the Ministry of Public Works. In the period

% Inci Aslanoglu, Erken Cumhuriyet Dénemi Mimarhgi 1923-1938. (Istanbul: Bilge Kiiltiir Sanat,
2010). p.41.

47 Sayar criticizes the typological projects that were prepared by the Ministry of Public Works by
emphasizing the importance of local characteristics and site analyses. Zeki Sayar, “Devlet Insaatinda
Tip-Plan Usuliiniin Mahzurlar1” Arkitekt n.9.(1936). pp.259- 260.
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between 1933 and 1938, 4 governor’s residences, 3 sports centers, 16 hospitals, 14 government
offices and 5 People’s Houses were built by the ministry.*® In parallel with the importance
given to education, many primary, secondary and high school buildings, art schools, girls’ and
boys’ vocational high schools, colleges of business and commerce and colleges of agriculture
were established in many cities.

Urban landscape was considered as one of the major means to create modernized urban images
by the state. In an attempt to enrich the social life of the society via public spaces, parks and
recreational areas were designed in various cities. Izmir Culture Park, Antalya Karaalioglu
Park, Adana Atatiirk Park, Gaziantep Cinarli Park, Ankara Genglik Park and many others were
designed as the scenes for national celebrations and public activities by which reformist

approach of the Republic could be felt deeply.

In parallel with the political approach of the era, transportation and communication buildings
such as train stations, and post offices were built in the cities and formed the core of the new

urban settlements.

While the state and connected public institutions were the dominant power of the early
Republican period, the private sector also started to be strengthened gradually after the 1930s
in Turkey. The active mechanisms in the transmission of approaches and trends between main
urban centers and peripheral cities were the actors as mayors who were assigned from the
center, institutions that impose the central ideology to the society as People’s Houses, Village
Institutes, etc. and planning works in various scales. Apart from central actors, there were also
significant local actors who were active in the formation and transformation during the

modernization phase.

In the first place, architects had the leading role in the social and physical structures of the

societies. Tanyeli defines the officer architect as the oldest actor of architecture in Turkey.*

48 Anon. “Cumbhuriyetin 15. Y1l Déniimiinde Tiirkiye Baymdirhig1”. Baymndirlik Isleri Dergisi. (1938)
p.438. Quoted in Aslanoglu,2010.

# Ugur Tanyeli, Mimarligin Aktérleri Tiirkiye 1900-2000. (Istanbul: Garanti Galeri, 2007). p.51.
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Many buildings especially public ones were designed by officer-architects in the early
Republican period. Since the bureaucratic positions of architects had to be more dominant than
their professional identities when employed by the state, the large part of the buildings
produced by the architects working in state offices was recorded as anonymous products
during the early Republican period.>® The most well-known architects, who designed several
buildings in various cities while working as officer architects, were Kemaleddin Bey, Muzaffer
Bey, Burhan Arif Ongun, Sedat Cetintas and Sekip Akalin in the first era of the Republican
Turkey. Nevertheless, the design process of many projects was carried out in Istanbul or
Ankara where public institutions were located. As differentiating examples, Muzaffer Bey was
asked to work as the chief architect of Konya. With his public building designs and
constructions in Konya, he increased the quality of constructions and workers of the city.®
Also, in Izmir, Tahsin Sermet, Necmeddin Emre and Ahmet Kemal were the important actors
of the era in the context of the formation of the built environment. Even though the literature
about the Republican architecture of Turkey does not indicate any specific architect about
Antalya, the common architectural approaches can be traced in the buildings constructed in

Antalya during the period.

In the 1930s, foreign architects, who played important roles in the architecture of the country,
started to take place in the architectural environment in Turkey. With the Law for the
Encouragement of Industry (Tesvik-i Sanayi Yasast), foreign architects found opportunity to
work in Turkey especially in the education field. Therefore, they had significant impacts on
the understandings of next generations and so on the changing vision of the country. While
working as academicians in Istanbul, they were also designing projects for Ankara and some
other cities. Many other foreign architects and urban planners were invited to Turkey for
specific projects and master plans. [zmir, Mersin, Adana, Gaziantep, izmit, Erzurum, Istanbul,
Bursa master plans and buildings with different functions as stadiums, hospitals, etc. in various

cities were designed by foreigners. Even though there is no information about a building

% Bilge imamoglu, Architectural Production in State Offices: An Inquiry into the Professionalization
of Architecture in Early Republican Turkey. Phd Thesis, (Delft: TU Delft, 2010). p.173.

51 Metin Sézen, Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirk Mimarlig (1923- 1983). (Ankara: Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Kiiltiir
Yaylari, 1984). p. 39.
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designed by a foreign architect in this period, in the master plan competition in 1955, there

were remarkable names as Paul Bonatz and Luigi Piccinato who worked as jury members.

Working in an environment in which officer architects or foreign architects/academicians had
the priority was difficult in urban centers. Diversely, due to the local and unique dynamics in
peripheral cities as Antalya, the problems were quite different. Antalya met its first architect
Tarik Akiltopu who had graduated in 1949 from Sanayi-i Nefise Mektebi, the only school of
architecture at the time. Gurallar points that modernist architects defined themselves as the
guide for the society, as the missionary and intellectual who would change the world.
Alkiltopu had this task initially; however, he emphasizes that, even in the year 1949, it was
very difficult to introduce architecture as a profession to the citizens in Antalya. The society
whose life style was based on agriculture was not aware of the architectural environment of

the country.5®

The establishment of the network among different locations and the flow of ideas among
architects became easier at the end of the 1920s with two significant actions: the enactment of
the Law of Architecture and Engineering (1927) and the establishment of the Turkish
Architects Society (Tiirk Yiiksek Mimarlar Birligi) (1927). However, many cities including
Antalya met professional organizations quite late in comparison to the central cities. Although
the Chamber of Architects was founded in 1954, its first office in Antalya was established only
in 1964 and the Chamber of Civil Engineers started to work in Antalya after 1966.

Still, the affect of the organizational movement in the center was felt in smaller cities. The
major tool to transfer knowledge and experience between different locales was the periodical
publications, by which a medium was created to discuss and communicate architectural
developments. The mission of the first professional periodical Mimar, which started to be
published in 1931 and was renamed as Arkitekt in 1935, was being the voice of Turkish

architects in their professional struggle and to present their qualification in terms of modern

52 Gurallar, 1997, p.36.

%3 For the memories of Tarik Akiltopu: https://www.akiltopu.com/tarik/mainpages/benkimim.html.
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architecture.>* While Mimar was the advocator of the modernist understanding, other two
following journals of the period, Yap: (1941-1943) and Mimarhk (1944-1953) had a
nationalistic approach with the impact of the Second World War conditions.> On the other
side, journals such as Eser (1943), Mimariik ve Sanat (1961-1964), Mimariitk (from 1963
onwards), Yap: (from 1973 onwards), Cevre (1979), and Dizayn Konstriiksiyon (1985) all
contributed to the architectural environment by considering various fields like fine arts,
building materials, new technologies, competitions, etc.®® These publications, particularly
Mimarlik as the journal of the Chamber of Architects, in which multiple subjects were
included, eased communication between architects who were commissioned in peripheral

cities and their colleagues in urban centers.

Especially after the 1930s, architectural competitions gained importance in the architectural
milieu of Turkey. Public buildings, master plans and monuments were the main subjects of the
competitions in the period. With the efforts of municipalities or local institutions, many
buildings with various functions were designed in peripheral cities through competitions. The
projects of Elazig Municipality Cinema Hall (1931), Peoples’ House in Zonguldak (1933),
Thermal Hotel in Yalova (1934), Samsun Central Bank (1939), Adana City Hotel (1944),
Antalya Master Plan (1955) were some of the examples designed by architectural

competitions.®’

On the subject of local modernization, local associations played important roles as much as

central, administrative and/or individual actors. Chambers of Commerce and Industry, which

% Bozdogan, 2012, p.178.

Mehmet Sener, Reviewing The Periodical Yap: (1941-1943): A Study on Architectural Practice and
Ideology in Turkey During the Second World War. Master’s Thesis. (Ankara: Middle East Technical
University, 2006). p. 35.

% Sabiha Géloglu, Analyzing the Mimarlik Journal: A Study on Architecture in Turkey in the 1980s.
Master‘s Thesis. (Ankara: Middle East Technical University, 2011). pp.80-86.

5" Anon. Yarismalar Dizini 1930- 2004. (Ankara: TMMOB Mimarlar Odasi, 2004); Beril Yaramis,
1930-2000 Yillar: Arasinda Tiirkiye 'de Gerqekl;;tirilen Mimari Tasarim Yarigsmalarinin Belgelenmesi
ve Genel Bir Degerlendirme. Master’s Thesis. (Istanbul: Istanbul Technical University, 2000).
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were established in an attempt to revive and organize the commercial life of cities in the second
half of the nineteenth century associations established with different objectives such as
embellishment and modernization of cities or conservation of cultural heritage were active
mechanisms that transformed local sources into modernization dynamics. %8 Even though the
associations did not have a direct link with the built environment, they had pioneering roles in
the creation of the economic and social background for the development of the city.

As explained above, modernization in a peripheral city such as Antalya adhered strictly to the
local dynamics. On the other hand, the way to discuss this modernization story has usually
been defined and formed by central mechanisms and centric perspectives in conventional
architectural historiography. The thesis aims neither to vigorously advocate a local
historiography nor to disregard it. The main purpose is to reveal the network and flux between

several localities and to see a “peripheral” city in the light of both central and local lenses.

Modernization is interpreted through the processes of urbanization, industrialization and
planned development in this study.> In the architectural milieu of Turkey, the dichotomy of
traditional and modern dominated the discussions during the twentieth century. The
importation of modernist ideas and discourses was criticized as creating a rupture from
traditions with the argument that the process lacked in blending the modern with local
traditional identities. Together with the modernist architects who argued that the rational
language of modern architecture is the only way to create a modern nation, a critical voice that
supported the reevaluation of national and traditional values constituted the two main
approaches in Turkey. Architectural production in the country was led by a wide range of
architectural movements, from cubic modernism to first and second national style and then

international style and regionalist approach in a century. Formalistic characteristics of

58 Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tanitma Cemiyeti (The Association of Public Works, Publicity and
Embellishment of Antalya) and Antalya ve llgelerinde Hayiwr Isleri Yapma ve Yasatma Kurumu (The
Institution for Charities in Antalya and Its Districts) could be given as examples.

% In Heynen’s words, modernization is “the term that is used to describe the process of social
development, the main features of which are technological advances and industrialization, urbanization
and population explosions, the rise of bureaucracy and increasingly powerful national states, an
enormous expansion of mass communication systems, democratization, and an expanding (capitalist)
world market.” Heynen, 2001, p.10.
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applications were felt too dominant, the main theme of the concept was missed and modernity
started to be used as a stylistic template to form the society. Undoubtedly this approach made

itself evident in the formation of built environment at most.

The case of the production of modern architecture in Turkey, which is taken as a peripheral
country of modernization in conventional approaches, contains many exchanges, encounters
and transitions within itself. Foreign architects who were commissioned to build the new
identity of Turkey, the spread of international movements via developing technology, the
increasing number of architecture schools and so of Turkish architects as professionals indicate
the complex structure of the architectural environment. Starting with the patronage of the state,
public institutions, Turkish and foreign architects, architectural education policies and
academicians, professional organizations, academic and popular publications on architectural
subjects and architectural competitions were the major actors of the era that formed the
architecture of Turkey. The architects and other actors in the peripheral settlements of Turkey,
on the other hand, cannot be seen just as practitioners of imported ideas and elements of
modern architecture; they are the ones who transform their localities into the terms of modern
architecture by interpreting local and modern identities in relation to each other. Harris argues
that both to accept and also to develop ideas, imagination and intelligence of the region is
required.%® In architectural historiography, neither underestimation nor overestimation of
architects’ role is to be adopted to reach an objective analysis. As Bozdogan suggests, complex
association of “architect’s own agenda” and “larger contexts” as the scene for architectural
profession needs to be considered.®* Thus, everyday architecture, spontaneous and anonymous
products, non-state actors and private industry gain importance to comprehend the positions

of the actors and to understand the production of modern architecture in Turkey in detail.

8 Harwell Hamilton Harris, “Regionalism and Nationalism” in A Collection of His Writings and
Buildings. (Student Publication of the School of Design North Carolina State of the University of North
Carolina at Raleigh, vol. 14, no 5, 1965). pp.25-33; Kenneth Frampton, “Critical Regionalism: Modern
Architecture and Cultural Identity” in Modern Architecture A Critical History. (London: Thames and
Hudson, 1985). p.320.

61 Sibel Bozdogan, “Architectural History in Professional Education: Reflections on Postcolonial
Challenges to the Modern Survey”. Journal of Architectural Education, vol.52, n0.4.(1999) pp.207-
215.
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2.2. The Local: Urban-Rural/Modern-Natural Contexts and Center-Hinterland
Relations

Architecture is the medium that reflects the cultural structure of a society on a specific
environment. While materializing social practices, the opportunity and capability of localities
define the borders of architectural practices both in the urban and also in the rural contexts.
There is an increasing interest in architectural historiography that considers environmental
relations in historical and theoretical contexts. Since this approach leads to the extension of
architectural history field, it is not possible to maintain the canonic approach that focuses on
major architectural products. The broad perspective that relates social, cultural and technical
aspects to the environmental (i.e. climatic, geographic, topographic) ones requires to adopt a

pluralistic approach.®?

The active mechanisms of modernization might have similarities in different locations;
nonetheless, unique characteristics of localities, as related to both natural and built
environments, would create different results. While discussing the historiography of the non-
Western modernism, widening the framework and considering the knowledge developed in
related disciplines such as environmental history and metageography® could ease to define
modernization in local conditions. Additionally, non-Western regions are seen as potential
localities to develop and enrich environmental history discussions.®* The main aim is not to

add “new” parts to the canon, but is to gain a comprehensive point of view by referring to

62 Daniel A.Barber et al., “Architecture, Environment, History: Questions and Consequences”
Architectural Theory Review, 22:2 (2018). pp.249-286.

8 Environmental history emerged as a field of study after the 1960s. McNeill classifies environmental
history in three categories: Material, cultural/ intellectual and political. See: McNeill, 2003, pp.5-43.
Lewis defines the concept of metageography as “the set of spatial structures through which people order
their knowledge of the world.” Martin W. Lewis, Karen Wigen, The Myth of Continents: A Critique of
Metageography. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1997)

64 John Robert McNeill, “Future Research Needs in Environmental History: Regions, Eras, and
Themes”. RCC Perspectives, No.3, The Future of Environmental History: Needs and
Opportunities,(2011). pp.13-15.
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environmental conditions.®® As Cronon defends the unified narrative of city and country®,
discussing diverse geographies together and analyzing the interactions between locations
throughout networks is possible if environmental context is deeply considered.

The potentials of environments have impacts on architectural formations in two ways: by
leading life styles of inhabitants and so creating architectural demands for related functions,
and also by instructing about the convenient building materials and techniques. Besides its
internal dynamics as historical background, population structure, multi-cultural and multi-
national characteristics, environmental influences have also a significant role in the definition
of the architectural culture of Turkey. From the reverse perspective, the great impact of
architecture on nature is also a subject worthy to discuss. Since any intervention results in
change in nature, architectural development cannot be analyzed without considering this bi-
directional relation. The will to dominate the nature by the humankind led to the development
in the systems such as irrigation, power generation and flood control mechanisms since the
ancient period. Water channels, dams and industrial landscapes took the place of nature in the
sublimity definition after the nineteenth century.®” In other words, the level of the
domestication of nature increased in time. Within the scope of the dissertation, Antalya, which
was one of the active actors as a port city in the Mediterranean in the preceding periods, is
supposed to be contextualized in this environmental perspective to give an integrated frame to

the study.

Due to its strategic location, Antalya witnessed interactions and exchanges that have
transformed the daily habits of local people throughout history. The changes in daily life had
great impacts on the environments, while the environment was the main determinant to shape

the lives on it. The varied characteristics of the Mediterranean lands, which banded the Atlantic

8 Sophie Hochhausl, et al. “Architecture and the Environment”. Architectural Histories, 6(1):20 (2018).
pp.1-13.

% William Cronon, Nature’s Metropolis, Chicago and the Great West. (New York: W.W.Norton&
Company, 1991). p.14.

67 Sibel Bozdogan, Aslthan Demirtas, Book of Dams. (Istanbul: SALT Galata, 2012). pp.2-4.
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Ocean and Sahra Desert together, is felt in the multiplicity of daily practices and consequently
of the built environments. One side of the Mediterranean is identified with sea traders while
the caravans are the representative images of the movement on the other side.

Positioning the Mediterranean Sea as the center, the Mediterranean defines the meeting point
of three continents (Europe, Asia and Africa) from a geographical perspective. The sea, which
is a significant component of the Mediterranean lands, is a great source for nutrition but also
for agricultural facilities. Furthermore, it is an absolute medium for movement and
transportation.®® Trade relations of the countries that surround the Mediterranean Sea have
been the most determining in its history.”® (Figure 2.1) Keyder reads the port cities as the
transition points where agricultural lands encounter the worldwide economic network. Ports
act as the entrance and exit between overseas and inlands.” In trade networks, if seashore
settlements are the nodes, the sea creates the links between those nodes. Therefore, the sea acts

as the common platform for exchange practices.

% See Fernan Braudel, (2015) for the multiple characteristics in the Mediterranean lands. Fernand
Braudel, Akdeniz Tarih, Mekan, Insanlar ve Miras. (Istanbul: Metis Yayinlari, 2015)

89 While the rivers in Mesopotamia (Tigris, Euphrates and Nile) had been the major transportation links,
the sea started to be used as a transportation system by Egyptian seamen who were used to go to Byblos
along the sea shore in the 2nd millennium BC. It is said that the Cretans were the first who sailed to the
offshore. In the sixteenth century, open sea travels became more common due to the increasing trade
facilities with the East and the new link that was provided by the Gibraltar (Cebelitartk Bogazi).
Developments in the shipbuilding industry eased the long-distance sea travels in the same period.
Fernand Braudel, “Deniz” in Fernand Braudel Yonetiminde Akdeniz Tarih, Mekan, Insanlar ve Miras.
(Istanbul: Metis Yaynlar1, 2015). pp.40-56.

0 Kolluoglu and Toksdz argue that trading the cities of the southern and eastern Mediterranean had a
central place in the geopolitical, commercial and cultural relations on a global scale since the sixteenth
century. Biray Kolluoglu, Meltem Toksdz, Osmanlilardan Giiniimiize Dogu Akdeniz Kentleri. (Istanbul:
Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yayinlari, 2015).

"t Caglar Keyder, “Belle Epoque ve Liman Kentleri” in Osmanlilardan Giiniimiize Dogu Akdeniz
Kentleri, ed. Biray Kolluoglu, Meltem Toks6z. (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yaymlari, 2015). pp. 17-
28.
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Braudel emphasizes the human behaviour and his perception of environment in his analysis of
the Mediterranean.” In Lechte’s view, he expands the meaning of the Mediterranean from a
defined place with formal characteristics as white washed and cubic architecture, warm
climate, productive land, etc. to a world that holds a great variety of human lives.”® More
contemporarily, Dell Upton offers the “cultural landscape” strategy to get a more inclusive
architectural history that focuses on the human experience of its own landscape. He argues
that “cultural landscape” that is produced by human practices is completely unique and cannot

be universalized or canonized.™

BLACK SEA

Figure 2.1. Antalya in the Mediterranean trade network of the sixteenth century. (Reproduced
on the base of the world map)

2 Braudel, 2015.

73 John Lechte, Fifty Key Contemporary Thinkers. (London: Routledge, 1994). p.91.

™ Dell Upton, “Architectural History or Landscape History?” Journal of Architectural Education,
vol.44, no.4 (1991). pp.195- 199.
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In the Mediterranean lands, topographic contexts and climatic conditions have been the
important aspects that affect the activities of people. Extremely hot summer period is the time
to move from sea sides to highlands (yayla) for semi-nomadic society of the region. Mobility
is a significant concept associated with the Mediterranean identity. Its geographical
components, i.e. sea, mountains and plains, have led people to have moveable lives by offering
varied experiences in everyday life. (Figure 2.2)
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Figure 2.2. Antalya city, located on a coastal plain, is surrounded by mountains. The natural
borders of the city have been the most effective determinant in the urban morphology. (The
map was reproduced on the base of Antalya physical map from www.cografyaharita.com)

The comings and goings as a way of living embody the dynamic composition of the

Mediterranean. Braudel defines the migration to highlands (yayla) as a result of a long
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evolution, perhaps an early division of labor.” Transhumance (yaylacilik) has been a
connective practice between the potentials of mountains and of plains that characterize the
rural pattern of the settlements on both sides and the route in between.

Horden and Purcell, who discuss the unity and continuity of the Mediterranean basin, consider
the societies as diversified communities due to their localized features in the context of trends
and innovations. From this point of view, the Mediterranean is defined as the main bridge
between the economic systems of countries.”” However, the history of the Mediterranean is
not irreducible just to the relations of navies and merchants. Most importantly, the movement
of ideas “in the heads of passengers” reveals the real interactive structure.’® Therefore, beyond
the linear structure of relationships in the Mediterranean basin, cross networks of humans
defines the real Mediterranean. In Braudel’s approach, in which he reads the history within
three layers of geography (longue durée), social and economic structure (moyanne durée) and
human factor (courte durée) respectively, different regions of the Mediterranean are connected
not by the water, but by the people.” The exchange of things, trends, technics and ideas has
led Mediterranean to gain a cosmopolitan identity. Kirli, who discusses the nineteenth century
trade cities in the context of cosmopolitanism, argues that this concept insinuates both

universality and locality.® Within this approach, cosmopolitan cities act as mediators between

> Fernand Braudel, “Toprak™ in Fernand Braudel Yénetiminde Akdeniz Tarih, Mekan, Insanlar ve
Miras. (istanbul: Metis Yayinlari, 2015). pp.15-34.

6 Maur!ce Aymard, “Gogler” in Fernand Braudel Yonetiminde Akdeniz Tarih, Mekan, Insanlar ve
Miras. (Istanbul: Metis Yaynlari, 2015). pp.215- 238.

7 Peregrine Horden, Nicholas Purcell, The Corrupting Sea: A Study of Mediterranean History. (Oxford:
Blackwell Publishing, 2000)

8 David Abulafia, “What is the Mediterranean?” in The Mediterranean in History. ed. David Abulafia.
(Los Angeles: J. P. Getty Museum, 2003). pp.1-32.

7 Fernand Braudel, “The Mediterranean as a Human Unit” in Mediterranean and the Mediterranean in
the Age of Philip the Second. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1996). pp.276-351.

80 Karl, 2002.
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the global and the local that provide the flow in a complex network.8! Economic power and
opportunity to follow the world-wide developments reinforced the urban development in
cosmopolitan port cities. In parallel to the economic facilities, increase in population and
consequently variation in culture were experienced in those cities. The multiplicity in the
population and in the daily urban life brought a common living sense to the cities, which led
to a spontenous modernization in local scale rather than the top down central decisions.®? Not
just the things but also cultures become the subject of the relations and plurality in daily lives
that could be traced in the spatial organizations of cities.®® Buildings and places in various
functions such as custom houses, trade offices, hotels as temporary accommodation units,
banks, shops, post offices, theaters, gardens, coffee houses as leisure centers form the structure
of settlements. Therefore, multiplicity of bilateral relation between people and place become

the subject of urban readings.

In the second half of the nineteenth century, by taking part in the Western economy, trade
facilities increased in the Eastern Mediterranean coasts that led to developments in port areas.
Meeting with the steam engined ships and the opening of Suez Canal that enforced the link
between east and west in the mid-nineteenth century resulted in the insufficiency of the
capacity and spatial organization of the existing ports for the increasing trade activities. New
port constructions had a great impact on the infrastructural and urban layouts in many cities,
both in central ones as Alexandria, Beirut, {zmir and Thessaloniki and also in smaller cities as

Trabzon and Iskenderun afterwards.®* Marseilles had a pionerring role in the technical

81 Kolluoglu and Toksdz, 2015, p.10.

82 Keyder, 2015, pp. 16-18. Keyder gives Izmir, Selanik, Trabzon, Mersin, Beyrut and Iskenderiye as
the example for port cities in the 19th century. He excludes Istanbul by arguing that the economic
structure of the city was depended on Empire budget rather than production-consumption relations.

8? Fernand Braudel, “Safak” in Fernand Braudel Yonetiminde Akdeniz Tarih, Mekan, Insanlar ve Miras.
(Istanbul: Metis Yaylari, 2015). pp.55-80.

8 Vilma Hastaoglou-Martinidis, “Dogu Akdeniz Kentlerinde Liman Ingaatinin Kartografyast: 19.
Yiizyill Sonunda Teknik ve Kentsel Modernlesme™. in Osmanlilardan Giiniimiize Dogu Akdeniz
Kentleri. ed. Biray Kolluoglu, Meltem Toksoz. (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yayinlari, 2015). pp.95-
120.
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organization of the new ports. Urban morphologies were the main determinants in port
typologies, both in open harbours such as izmir, Thessaloniki and Beirut, and in close ports as
Istanbul and Alexandria. The main function was kept in both typologies and the new ports
were designed on the existing port areas in close relation with business and trade centers,
traditional bazaars and train stations.®> New transportation infrastructure as railways and
highways were also developed associated with port constructions. Exchange opportunities fed
by the developed communication ways accelerated urban modernization in the Eastern
Mediterranean cities. Functional and rational organization was considered in urban
developments and planning activities were started, and many eastern Mediterranean cities
gained a hybrid identity including traditional and modern environments together.® The urban
facade of Izmir was renewed with the luxury residences and hotels, embassy buildings,
theaters, cafes and clubs; and custom houses built on the seaside with the new concrete
technology defined the modern face of Istanbul. Similar processes and changes were lived also
in the other coastal cities of the region such as Thessaloniki, Beirut, and Pire. Function-based
and rational buildings were built in traditional and organic urban textures and represented the
changing ideologies and roles in the world.®” Changing economic and social characteristics of
the cities led to changes in urban management mechanisms; regulations and plans were thus
approved and implied that supported modernization ideology. The first municipality of the
Ottoman Empire was established in Istanbul in the late nineteenth century, which acted as the
model for the modernization movements in the territory of the empire. Sewerage systems,
roads, and water channels were built by municipalities, and new buildings designed with

modern technologies and materials changed the architectural characteristics of the cities.

Nationalist discourses that emerged after the First World War led the port cities to abandon

their cosmopolitan identity and to follow the inland capitals.®® With the nation-state

8 Hastaoglou-Martinidis, 2015, p.107.

% Hastaoglou-Martinidis, 2015, p.96.

8" Hastaoglou-Martinidis, 2015, pp.108-110.

8 Keyder, 2015, pp.24-26.
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organization, a homogeneous society was aimed and the population structure of the port cities
was transformed by the exchanges.® The focal points of those cities were changed from ports
to newly-designed central urban parks. Hebrard in Thessaloniki®® and Danger Brothers in Izmir
designed large parks that were planned as the continuity of existing natural assets. New urban
layouts were proposed as the means for the foreseen cultural, social and economic lives; and
modern architectural language was preferred to strengthen the ideological meaning of the

environments.

In the case of Republican Turkey, common public buildings of the early Republican period,
such as People’s Houses, train stations, schools, squares and parks, were built in most of the
cities as an extension of the central modernization policy. What differentiates the
modernization experience in a central Anatolian city from a coastal city of the Mediterranean
or of the Black Sea region was the convenience of local environments. While international
trade facility was the determinant for a city, such as Trabzon, located on the active trade
network, the railway opportunities of an inland city, such as Konya, might have defined the
commercial life. As a result, architectural and urban development of the cities were formed
around local identities; port area and international exchanges were the core of development

for the one, while the train station and its environment was the center for the other.

Since Turkey was a predominantly agrarian country with its large rural population and
agricultural-based economy, its modernization could not be achieved without considering and
integrating the rural context. As a result, rural policies gained importance in the early
Republican period in Turkey. The policies were focused on educating the rural society,
introducing them to modern life styles and including them into the modern production phases.
The Village Law, building model villages and establishing village institutes around Turkey,
and village education works held by People’s Houses were the attempts to integrate rural lands

to the modernization process. Consequently, as the means to present and to strengthen the new

8 Keyder, 2015, p.24.

% Hebrard’s urban design approach was the association of functional urban elements with the natural
landscape and historical features. See. Cristina Pallini, “Dogu Akdeniz’de Cografi Tiyatrolar, Liman
Peyzajlar1 ve Mimari: Selanik, Iskenderiye, izmir” in Osmanlilardan Giiniimiize Dogu Akdeniz Kentleri.
ed. Biray Kolluoglu, MeltemToksoz. (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yayinlari, 2015). pp.73-94.
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ideology of modernization, architectural features of villages became discussion topics in the
architectural milieu.®® The argument that aimed to keep the rural society in the villages and so
to get the urban growth under control transformed into the suggestions for village development
plans.®? While having a great role for imposing modernity to the rural lands, architecture and
planning also became a convertor to shift the rural identity into the local modernity.*

The organic relation between the city and its surrounding is formed by production and
consumption of various means from food to culture. Close or remote, the surrounding
territories, which mainly have rural characteristics, are major components in the formation and
urbanization of city centers. To define the surrounding territories that are in an active relation
with the city center in terms of the exchange of food, materials and services, the term
‘hinterland’ is used.* Even though there is no specific definition of the geographic borders of
a ‘hinterland’, it is largely accepted as the zone that is in interaction with the city center. The
relevant relation is not just about physical linkage, but is more about the socio-economic
influence between the two localities.®® Topalovic defines this qualitative relationship with the

term ‘socio-metabolist hinterland’.%® The main dichotomy in the hinterland discussion is to see

% For a competition call of Village Houses, see: Anon. “Kdy Evleri Proje Miisabakas1”. Arkitekt. vol.
03 (51)(1935). p.93; a report by Abdullah Ziya “Kdy Evleri Proje ve Yapilar i¢in Toplu Rapor”.
Arkitekt. vol. 07-08 (55-56) (1935). pp.203-204; for a Village Project, see: Burhan Arif ”Kdy Projesi”.
Arkitekt, vol.11-12 (59-60) (1935). p. 320.

92 Nese Gurallar, “Kent ve K&y Algisi: Arkitekt (1930lar)”. Mimariik, 379 (2014). pp.73-77.

9 Carmen Popescu, “Rurality as a Locus of Modernity, Romanian Inter-War Architecture”. in Rural
and Urban: Architecture between Two Cultures. ed. Andrew Ballantyne. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010).
pp.145 159.

% Gilles Billen et al., “History of the Urban Environmental Imprint: Introduction to a Multidisciplinary
Approach to the Long-term Relationships between Western Cities and Their Hinterland”. Reg. Environ
Change (2012: 12). pp. 249-253.

% Francisco Entrena, “Urban Spread Effects and Rural Change in City Hinterlands: The Case of Two
Andalusian Cities”. in The City’s Hinterland Dynamism and Divergence in Europe’s Peri-Urban
Territories. ed. Keith Hoggart. (London: Routledge, 2005). pp.95-118.

% Milica Topalovic, Architecture of Territory Beyond the Limits of the City: Research and Design of
Urbanising Territories. Inaugural Lecture ETH Ziirich. (2016). p.18.
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the hinterland as the city ‘appendage’ with Hoggart’s word rather than to accept it as the part
of the whole.®” It can be asserted that stronger hinterlands transfigure cities into regional
centers. In the case of Antalya, the advantageous features, such as geopolitical importance,
fertile lands for agriculture, agrarian production capacity for industry, and natural and cultural
richness for touristic facilities, led the city to be the regional center of the Western
Mediterranean Region that includes Antalya, Burdur and Isparta provinces of Turkey.%®
(Figure 2.3) The concentration of the opportunities and actions of the people in the regional

center identify the region’s integration level to the national and global economic system.

Therefore, while speaking of the developments and transformations in Antalya city, changing
dynamics in its hinterland have to be presented. Ongoing rural assets and its socio-economic
links to the core city brings a hybrid characteristic to the hinterland.® Beside the economic
and demographical structure, the geographical position of Antalya hinterlands has also been
changed throughout its history. In conventional geographical approach, hinterland is portrayed
as the growing circles that locate the city as the center. However, more contemporary
approaches consider cities as the nodal points of a network. Billen argues that this approach

leaves rural territories as “the quasi no man’s land” 1

% Keith Hoggart, “City Hinterlands in European Space”. in The City’s Hinterland Dynamism and
Divergence in Europe’s Peri-Urban Territories, ed. Keith Hoggart. (London: Routledge, 2005). pp.1-
18.

% DAMPO, Antalya Biiyiiksehir Biitiinii Cevre Diizeni / Nazim Plan Calismalart Arastirma,
Degerlendirme, Sentez Raporu. (2003). pp.8-10.

% Entrena, 2005, p.98.

100 Billen et al., 2012, p.249.
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Figure 2.3. An analysis of the hinterlands of cities and towns, and the network between them
justifies the central position of Antalya city in the Western Mediterranean Region. (The map
reproduced on the base of Google Maps)

In regard to the discussions on the physical formation of a city and its hinterland, the study
addresses another perspective that prioritizes the notion of time. For instance, rural areas,
which had been seen as out-of-center in the early twentieth century, became a part of the city
center in time. While this situation resulted in a scattered urban expansion, the lands defined
by the term ‘hinterland” were changed. Correspondingly, the modernization attempts of the
Republican period produced architectural entities both in the city center and also in its
everchanging hinterland. (Figure 2.4)
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Figure 2.4. The urban sprawl of Antalya city from the 1920s to the 1980s. The green zones
represent the lands that have rural characteristics. (Sources: For the 1920s, DAMPO (2003)
and first city map (1919-1921); for the 1950s, DAMPO (2003) and 1957 Master Plan by Beyru
(M. Nazim Ozer’s archive); for the 1980s, DAMPO (2003) and 1980 Ziihtii Can Master Plan
(M. Nazim Ozer’s archive))

On the other side, modern architecture, as a means of modernization, is widely seen as a break
from local identity in terms of architectural production. It is criticized that standard forms of
the modern movement took the place of local architectural characteristics and caused the loss
of authenticity in environments.'®* Depending on such a critique, attempts to bring the “local”
together with the “modern” also emerged in theoretical discussions on the production of a

“regionalist” architecture.!®® Another perspective to the modern architecture in the

101 This argument was also supported by many “Western” modernist critics and architects. For example,
even a modernist as Giedion asked for a revaluation of local values to create a hybrid approach calling
this method as “New Regionalism”. See: Mualla Erkilig, “Legitimization of the Regionalist Idea in
Architecture through Mumford’s Early Writings”. METU Journal of Architecture, 18:1-2. (1998). p.18.

102 Developed on “regionalism” by Lewis Mumford in the 1940s and “constructive regionalism” by
Antony Alofsin in 1980, “critical regionalism” was first introduced by Lefaivre and Tzonis. Liane
Lefaivre and Alexander Tzonis, Critical Regionalism: Architecture and Identity in a Globalized World
(Architecture in Focus). (New York: Prestel Publishing, 2003). Ultimately, Kenneth Frampton defined
the principles of critical regionalism with “Six Points for an Architecture of Resistance” in 1983 and
“Ten Points of an Architecture of Regionalism: A Provisional Polemic” in 1987. Hal Foster, The Anti-
Aestetic Essays on Postmodern Culture. (Washington: Bay Press, 1983). pp.16-30; Kenneth Frampton,
“Critical Regionalism: Modern Architecture and Cultural Identity” in Modern Architecture, A Critical
History. (London: Thames and Hudson, 1996). pp.314-327. Paul Ricoeur’s statement that “There is the
paradox: how to become modern and to return to sources; how to revive an old, dormant civilization
and take part in universal civilization”, which is quoted by Frampton, is used as the slogan of “critical
regionalism”. Paul Ricoeur, “Universal Civilization and National Cultures” in History and Truth, trans.
Chas. A. Kelbley, (Evanston: Northwestern University Press, 1965). pp.276-277.
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Mediterranean basin is strongly related to the vernacular values. VVernacular architecture in the
Mediterranean is discussed under two scenarios: One of them argues that vernacular
characteristics of the Mediterranean forms the basis of modernism, while the other scenario
approaches the vernacular as the “other” of modernism.'%® The discussions on place, on the
other hand, could easily move into nationalist arguments, emphasizing the unique and unified
identity of a nation instead of the multiple and changing characteristics of a locality.** Or else,
the emphasis on place could also be used to create superficial copies of historical architectural

forms.10°

The national discourses of the first decades of the Republican Turkey led to the use of local
architectural features in the form of a nationalist architecture. The so-called First and Second

National Styles were the interpretation of local and historical elements in a political manner

103 Sert discussed the modern-Mediterranean duality in opposition to the canonic approach. See: Jose
Luis Sert, “Raices Mediterraneas de la arquitectura moderna,” AC 18 (1935). pp.31-33. Republished in
Antonio Pizza, J.L. Sert and Mediterranean Culture. (Barcelona: Colegio de Arquitectos de Cataluna,
1997). pp.27-219. (Quoted in Jean-Frangois Lejeune and Michelangelo Sabatino, “North versus South”
in Modern Architecture and the Mediterranean: Vernacular Dialogues and Contested Identities. (Oxon:
Routledge, 2010). p.1. On the other hand, Bergdoll establishes a strong link between the Mediterranean
vernacular and modernism in the sense of locality. See: Barry Bergdoll, “Foreword” in Modern
Architecture and the Mediterranean: Vernacular Dialogues and Contested Identities. (Oxon:
Routledge, 2010). p.xvi.

104 In furthering its objective of creating and corroborating an identity for the “place”, regionalism was
also used as a tool to concretize nationalist discourses in architecture field. Tzonis argues that regional
characteristics of a culture are loaded with political meanings and have been used to identify the
community since the ancient times starting with Vitruvius. See: Alexander Tzonis, “Introducing an
Architecture of the Present. Critical Regionalism and the Design of Identity” in Critical Regionalism,
Architecture and Identity in a Globalized World. (New York: Prestel Publishing, 2003). pp. 12-21.

105 As a language preferred especially in tourism buildings, regionalism was used to exhibit the authentic
features of the “place” to tourists. However, many of the applications could not go beyond being simple
formal repetitions of local architecture with contemporary techniques and materials, and thus generated
“kitsch” environments especially in many coastal cities. See: Ugur Tanyeli, “1950’lerden Bu Yana
Mimari Paradigmalarin Degisimi ve “Reel” Mimarhik” in 75 Yilda Degisen Kent ve Mimarlik. (Istanbul:
Tarih Vakfi Yaymlari, 1998). pp.235- 254. Ballantyne and Ince argue that traditional architecture started
with a necessity and practical reasons, and maintained by reason of taste and culture. Similarly, the use
of local architectural features without any contemporary interpretation could be seen as an effort to
revive local culture. Ballantyne and Ince, 2010, p.3.
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with the aim to nationalize architecture. % After the 1960s, as a consequence of the universal
approaches in architectural milieu, interests on the anonymous and local architectures and the
efforts to find inspirational sources from history revealed the regionalist approach in
architecture. By supporting a real regional architecture instead of a regionalist one, some
architects of the period such as Ozer argued that the reference for such a production should be
the local culture rather than nationalist ideology.'%’

The searches for a regional architecture in the post-war decades argued for the necessity to
focus on the place and its vernacular dynamics while also emphasizing the fluid exchange
practices, and the circulation and transformation of ideas. In Frampton’s perspective, cultural
development, local or universal, depends on cross-fertilization with other cultures.!®® Even
though there can not be a pure regional or international architecture in any location due to
hybridization as a result of continuous relations, the results of hybridization differ according
to local environmental features.!® Critical of nationalist or formalist results in architectural
production, this study argues that the modern and the local are interrelated depending on an
understanding of modernization as a process of mutual exchanges and adoptions in social

environments rather than accepting it just as a stylistic search.

106 Biilent Ozer, Rejyonalizm, Universalizm ve Cagdas Mimarimiz Uzerine Bir Deneme. (Istanbul: iTU
Mimarlik Fakiiltesi, 1964). pp.46-51.

197 Ozer, 1964, pp.64-87.

108 Frampton, 1985, pp.314-315.

199 Esra Akcan, “Bruno Taut’s Translations Out of Germany” in Modern Architecture and the
Mediterranean: Vernacular Dialogues and Contested Identities. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010). pp.193- 212.
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CHAPTER 3

MODERNIZATION OF ANTALYA VIA CENTRAL AND LOCAL IMPACTS

To analyze a multi-layered settlement as Antalya, the urban morphology should be read in the
light of historical, economic, political, and social parameters. Any intervention is the trace of
a period and creates a historical layer. The articulated layers exist as urban patterns, as traces

and sometimes as the materials reused in new buildings.

The historical city center of Antalya is quite rich in terms of the architectural evidence
exemplifying characteristic building practices of different periods. While Karaalioglu Park is
one of the figurative elements of the Republican period, the clock tower of the Ottoman period,
the city walls of the Seljukian period and the Hadrianus Gate of the Roman period exist

together in the city center next to the park. (Figure 3.1)

The historical richness of Antalya is not limited with the city center; many important
architectural artefacts were located in the hinterland towns of Antalya city throughout history.
The sprawled settlement along the coast is the result of the potentials provided by the nature.
As a consequence, modernization in this geography was experienced in a strong relation with
the nature. Not just the city center, but also hinterland villages and towns became the scene

for modernization as projected by the state policies.
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Figure 3.1. Togetherness of different layers in the historical city center of Antalya with
buildings from various periods. (Photos by the author, 2015)

Since the large part of the population was in the rural areas'® (Table 3.1), the rural policies of
the state in the early Republican period considerably affected the modernization process of
Antalya. The state was the main actor in the rural modernization. However, the local response

to the central rural policies was the trigger in the formation of modern environments. Villagers,

110 The war conditions and migrations during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries had impacts on the
demographic structure of the society. During the Independence War, the population structure of Antalya
did not change much. At the beginning of the twentieth century, in 1899/1900, the population of Teke
Sanjak was reported as formed of 190.062 Muslims and 6.647 non-Muslims. According to the results
of the last census in the Ottoman period, the population of Teke Sanjak was 236.754 in 1905/1906.
Karpat indicates that the total population in 1914 was 249.686. Agriculture and breeding had always
been the main means of living of the population. Due to the geographical conditions and the political
factors, the economic structure of the population did not change in the Republican period, and the
population of the city mainly lived in rural areas, engaging in farming and breeding while the non-
Muslim population was mostly engaged in trade. Giiven Ding, "Cumbhuriyetin ilk Niifus Sayimima Géore
Antalya’nin Demografik Yapis1". Yakin Dénem Tiirkiye Arastirmalari. (2007). pp.64-87. (original
source: Konya Vilayet Salnamesi 1317, p.225)
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farmers and intellectuals who cared for the development of the rural countryside became the
advocators of the modernization project and had important roles in the modern life practices.

Table 3.1. The census results of Antalya in the period of 1927-1985. (Source: Turkish
Statistical Institute Archive)!!!

Census Year Urban Population | Village Population | Total Population
1927 35533 170737 206270
1935 43857 198752 242609
1940 43903 206463 256366
1945 48714 229464 278178
1950 53972 257470 311442
1955 67480 290088 357568
1960 95424 320706 416130
1965 129657 357253 486910
1970 176008 401326 577334
1975 223089 446268 669357
1980 280837 467869 748706
1985 397712 493437 891149

11 The first census of the Republican period was done in October 28, 1927. The results were taken from
the Turkish Statistical Institute Archive. For 1927 Census: T T.C. Basvekalet Merkezi Istatistik
Miidiiriyeti Umumiyesi. 28 Tesrinievvel 1927 Umumi Niifus Tahriri Vilayet, Kaza, Sehir ve Kdyler
Itibariyle Tiirkiye Niifusu. (Tiirk Ocaklar1 Merkez Hey’eti Matbaasi, 1928); for 1935 Census: T.C.
Bagbakanlik Istatistik Genel Direktorliigii. Genel Niifus Sayimi Kati ve Mufassal Neticeler, Antalya
Vilayeti, 20 Ilktesrin 1935. (1936); for 1940 Census: 20 liktesrin 1940 Genel Niifus Sayimi Vilayetler,
Kazalar, Nahiyeler ve Kéyler Itibarile Niifus ve Yiizey Olgii; for 1945 Census: T.C. Basbakanlhk
Istatistik Genel Midiirliigii. 2/ Ekim 1945 Genel Niifus Sayimi, Tiirkiye Niifusu. (Ankara, 1950); for
1950 Census: T.C. Bagbakanlik Istatistik Genel Miidiirliigii. 22.X.1950 Genel Niifus Sayimi. (Ankara,
1950); for 1955 Census: Republic of Turkey Prime Ministry General Statistical Office. Census of
Population 23 October 1955, Population of Turkey. (istanbul, 1961); for 1960 Census: Republic of
Turkey Prime Ministry State Institute of Statics. Census of Population 23 October 1960 Population of
Turkey. (n.d); Republic of Turkey Prime Ministry State Institute of Statics, 24.10.1965 Census of
Population by Administrative Division (Province, District, Sub-district and Village (Muhtarlik)
Population). (n.d); for 1970 Census: State Institute of Statics. 25.10.1970 Census of Population Social
and Economic Characteristics of Population, Antalya Province. (n.d).; for 1975 Census: State Institute
of Statics. 26.10.1975 Census of Population Social and Economic Characteristics of Population,
Antalya Province. (n.d); for 1980 Census: State Institute of Statics. 12.10.1980 Census of Population
Social and Economic Characteristics of Population, Antalya Province. (n.d); for 1985 Census: State
Institute of Statics. 20.10.1985 Census of Population Social and Economic Characteristics of
Population, Antalya Province. (n.d).
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Even after the industrialization attack in the 1950s, the urban population was quite lower than
the rural population in Antalya unlike the other cities in Turkey. While the village population
was decreasing and due to the mass migration a dramatic increase was being experienced in
many other cities in the period of 1950-1980, the rural and urban population of Antalya were
both increasing collaterally. (Table 3.2- 3.3) From this point of view, it can be stated that the
form of migration was external rather than internal in Antalya during the period. Even though
the urban population was lower until the 1980s, modest applications of the mainstream
architectural and urban planning approaches were realized in the city center during the period.
Under the leadership of the state, besides local administration, the society was also involved
in the projects individually or in the form of associations. The devoted and voluntary
participation of the society especially during the Second World War period, had important
traces in the formation of the modern city. In the further years, the city also had buildings

designed after architectural competitions as a participative model.

Table 3.2. The changes in urban and rural populations of Antalya through the period of 1927-
1985.
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Table 3.3. Proportional comparison between the urban and rural populations of Antalya
through the period of 1927- 1985.

100 I
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1927 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985
® Urban population 17,23 18,08 19,47 17,51 17,33 18,87 22,93 26,63 30,49 33,33 37,51 44,63
m Village population 82,77 81,92 80,53 82,49 82,67 81,13 77,07 73,37 69,51 66,67 62,49 55,37
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o
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State-owned economic enterprises and private sector became efficient during the
industrialization period in Turkey. Factories were established in many cities including Antalya
with the partnership of the state and private industry. The agricultural identity of the city was
strengthened with the agriculture based industry that resulted in the increase in population®2
and the expansion of the city. The local characteristics of the city started to be transformed due
to its changing social structure afterwards.

The most significant impact of the state in the formation of Antalya was experienced within
the tourism policies after the 1960s. The tourism plans prepared primarily for the coastal cities
led to changes in social and cultural life alongside the dramatic transformation in the built
environment. Not just the city centers but also hinterland settlements that had the natural and
historical potentials were affected by the policies of the era. Daily life practices were
transformed to a large extent, and natural and historical entities of localities were seen as the

112 The main reason for the increase in population was the increasing domestic migration during the
period. While in the nineteenth century Antalya had external immigration due to the war conditions,
after the second half of the twentieth century the city witnessed an intense domestic migration due to
the development of industry and tourism sectors respectively. The migration gained speed in the post-
war period. The Marshall Program and mechanization in agriculture were the main factors for the
migration from villages to the city center.
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attractions for tourism. Even though agriculture and industry were still active fields, after the
1960s, tourism gained dominancy in the urban identification of Antalya. (Appendix-B)

The central mechanisms that were effective in the modernization project of the country had
strong traces in the modern environment of Antalya as in other cities of Turkey. Having a
rooted culture, the local dynamics of Antalya were also active actors in changing extents. Most
importantly the interaction between the central and local actors became determinant in the

formation of the modern Antalya during the period of 1920s- 1980s. (Appendix-C)

In this chapter, after the review of historical and geographical features of Antalya that had
been effective in providing an agricultural identity to the city, its modernization process is
analyzed in respect to influential central and local impacts that includes the policies by the
state and Architectural and urban decisions and applications in the period of the 1920s-1980s
that were effective in the transformation of Antalya from a rural to an urban settlement,
constitute the main subject of the chapter. Considering the chronological order, the analysis
starts with the rural and agricultural complexes that were the spaces of the transformation of
the rural hinterland. Then, modernization experience in the urban center is examined through
the projected places of the new regime: administrative and public service buildings, finance
and trade buildings, places of leisure and recreation, and places of dwelling. The industrial
development in the city that led to the transformation of the urban hinterland is also analyzed
via the places of production of the period. Remarking the influence of the natural assets in the
modernization of rural hinterland and urban center, the chapter also considers another
significant experience of the city that changed the point of view towards the nature. The
transformation of the city into a touristic settlement towards the late twentieth century is
examined through the tourism places that were located both in the center and the hinterland.
The changing position of the natural environment in the formation of the modern city is the

concluding remark of the chapter.

3.1. An Agricultural Settlement in the Early Twentieth Century

Antalya had served as a nodal point where various cultures met since the ancient periods due

to its role in production and trade. Being the gate to the sea and so to the other parts of the
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world, Antalya kept its importance during the Seljuk and most of the Ottoman periods as well.
Nevertheless, modernization and developments in transportation upset the balances during the
nineteenth century; the city thus lost its strategic significance and receded to be a secondary
city of the late Ottoman Empire. Formations and transformations in the built environment of
Antalya after that point constitute the main subject of the dissertation.

77.8 % of the total area of present Antalya (located on 20.815 km? area) is mountainous, 12
% of the land has a rough characteristic while 10.2 % of it is formed of plains.!*® The lands on
which the contemporary city center is located was known as Pamphylia that was surrounded
by Lycia on the west, Cilicia on the east and Pisidia on the north. Ancient Pamphylia was
located on the bottom land (plains), Lycia and Pisidia were located on the mountainous part
of the city. As a consequence, it is seen that the borders of the regions were defined by natural
thresholds in the ancient period. (Figure 3.2) Due to its natural sources and climatic conditions,
the plain part of Pamphylia (on which Antalya city is located today) had rich agricultural
facilities. The main agricultural production that primarily included several fruits, treatment
plants, wine and olive was on the hinterlands. Forests as another natural source, met the

demand for buildings and ships at the same time.

The present borderline of Antalya city comprises several ancient settlements, primarily
Attaleia, Olbia, Magydos cities and smaller settlements as Mygdalis and Masoura.'* Its
strategic location and feasible climatic conditions led to a continuous settlement history on the
lands of contemporary Antalya. The water sources and fertile lands, being located on the
seashore, and possibility to be part of the international sea trade, were the main factors that

make the region an attractive center.

113 Cemali Sar1, Ilksen Kogak, “Cografi Durum”. Diinden Bugiine Antalya vol.l. (Kiiltiir ve Turizm
Bakanligi, 2010). pp.45-53.

114 www.antalyamuzesi.gov.tr.
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Figure 3.2. The map displays the borders of ancient Pamphylia, Lykia and Cilicia settlements
and natural thresholds. (Source: Reproduced on the base of Antalya physical map from
www.cografyaharita.com and map of province borders in 25 B.C.-235 B.C. from Stephen
Mitchell, Anatolia Land, Men, and Gods in Asia Minor, Vol 1: The Celts in Anatolia and the
Impact of Roman Rule. (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1993) in Or¢un Erdogan, Pamphylia
Lyrboton Kome Kirsal Yerlesimi: Ge¢ Antik Cag’da Yerlesim Kurgusu ve Mimarlik. PhD
Thesis in Art History. (Antalya: Akdeniz University, 2018)

Attaleia city, which was founded by Attalos 1, the King of Pergamum in the Hellenistic period,
was located on the lands of present Kaleigi settlement. It had a strategic position both in sea
and road transportation, therefore it became the most powerful city in the region in terms of
the economic and political life. While it had a central position between Lycia, Pisidia and
Pamphylia, the city also acted as the bridge between the eastern Mediterranean regions and
Europe in terms of trade and transportation. The most significant feature of Attaleia was its
port that prioritized the navy and sea transportation in the city. Considering the difficulties of
land transportation due to the topographic structure, the port acted an important role in the
morphology of the settlement. Centered around the port, the city had been surrounded by the
city walls since the Hellenistic period. The external part of the new city wall was a convenient
area to settle down due to sun and wind orientation and view direction. Sénmez considers that

this part was the location for the ruling and elite class of the period.*

115 Based on the records and depictions of Ib’n Batuta (in 1330), Evliya Celebi (in 1671-72) and Paul
Lucas (in 1704), Sonmez claims that the first city was located on two main parts in the north and the
south. The settlement was consisted of houses and temples and then it was surrounded by city walls. In
time, the first two settlements were enlarged and went beyond the city walls. Attalos 11 (158-138 B.C.)
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It is predicted that before the establishment of Attaleia city, Magydos was an important city in
the region. Located on the 8 km east of Attaleia (on Lara Karpuzkaldiran today), Magydos
was in a strong relation with the Katarrhaktes River (Diiden today). Even though the city lost
its importance after the establishment of Attaleia city, the artificial port of Magydos is accepted
as the secondary node in the network.!® Another important ancient settlement Lyrboton Kome,
a village under the domination of Perge city, was located on Kepez Varsak lands. Lyrboton
Kome was the source for agricultural products, primarily for olive oil. Lyrboton Kome was
established in Hellenistic period and continued its olive oil production until the late Byzantian
period.!*” (Figure 3.3)

At the beginning of the middle ages, settlements which had strategic positions started to be
strengthened as a precaution to the Barbarian attacks and following economic and political
problems.’® As a consequence, its natural facilities added distinction to Attaleia among the

other cities and the city started to gain more importance. The navy was located in the city, and

united the two settlements and established the new city Attaleia. The northern part functioned as
acropolis and the majority of the religious buildings were located in this part. In the unification period,
new city walls and two breakwaters of the port were constructed. The city was enlarged through the
north-western and northern sides and the new city wall was added to these sides with the purpose of
defense. For this reason, the secondary city walls and the magnificent Tiberius Gate were constructed
on the north-western and northern sides during the period of Roman Emperor Tiberius (14-37 A.D.).
Hadrianus (117-138 A.D.) had new city walls between Varos Gate (Castle Gate) and Hidirlik Tower
and a new gate (named Hadrianus Gate) was built during his visit to Antalya. With these additions, the
borders of the city were formed on a large scale. Depending upon an inscription, it is known that, at the
beginning of the tenth century, because of the new city walls, the port region gained function as an inner
citadel and the former city walls became the inner walls. The city had four main gates on the land side:
West (Tiberius) Gate, North (Castle, Varos) Gate, East (Hadrianus) Gate and South Gate. The ways
from these gates reached to Balikpazari in a radial way. Sénmez, 2008, p.33.

116 http://www.antalyamuzesi.gov.tr

17 Varsak Belediyesi, Via Sebaste, Anadolu nun En Iyi Korunmus Roma Yolu'nun Varsak 'tan Gegen
Giizergahi. (Antalya: Varsak Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2007). pp.21-24.

118 {lhan Erdem, “Bir Ortagag Kenti Antalya: Ge¢ Antik Dénemden Selguklularin Sonuna Genel Bir
Yaklagim”. Adalya, vol.5. (2002) pp.163-172.
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shipping industry and port facilities were developed.!*® All the developments of the Byzantine
era left traces in the urban formation!?, and the city became one of the most significant trade
cities not just of the Pamphylia region, but also of Anatolia in terms of political, military and

economic power.
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Figure 3.3. Ancient settlements on the lands of present Antalya city center. (Source:
Reproduced on the guide of the Map of Pamphylia with Perge and the ancient road network
by Prof. Dr. Wolfram Martini, 2010, http://www.schattenblick.de)

119 During the ancient periods and the middle ages, according to the technological opportunities and
weather conditions, merchant ships used mainly two main east-west routes in the Mediterranean:
Alexandria-Beirut-Antioch-Pamphylia (Antalya)-western coasts or Black Sea; Southern coast of
Cyprus-Rhodes-Karpathos-the south Crete-west. For this reason, the main eastern Mediterranean ports
which met the needs of war / merchant ships were Crete, Rhodes, Cyprus and Antalya. On the western
Mediterranean, the most common routes were: Marseilles-Balearic Islands-Sardegna- Maghreb;
Genoese (or Pisa)- Sicilia; Venice-Adriatic Sea-The Morea-Crete-Antalya-Alanya-Tarsus- iskenderun;
Istanbul-Cyprus-Alexandria; Istanbul-Rhodes-Antalya-Alanya-Tarsus-iskenderun; Aegean Sea-Crete-
Egypt-Palestine-Egypt; Egypt-Lebanon-iskenderun-Tarsus-Alanya-Antalya- Rhodes-Aegean coast (or
west Mediterranean); Lebanon-Cyprus-Rhodes-Aegean coast (or west Mediterranean). Sénmez, 2008,
p.18.

120 In the Byzantine period, the existing fortifications were strengthened and additional ones were built
against the Arabian invasion. Also a new city wall was built on the waterfront against the threats from
the sea.
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With the conquest of Attaleia in 1207 by Seljuk Sultan Giyasettin Keyhiisrev I, the Seljuk
period of the city started.'* After 1216, Turkmens were placed in the region, reinforcing
Turkish-1slamic hegemony, and the region started to be called by the Turkmens’ name — i.e.
Teke.'?? Thereafter, the city had a rapid development.’?® Antalya became one of the important
ports of exportation, a shipyard was constructed, and the city walls of the waterfront were
strengthened. Trade in the east-west and also south- north directions was enforced by
integrating Sinop and Samsun ports of Black Sea and Antalya and Alanya ports in the
Mediterranean to the main trade road network.*?* Therefore, in the Seljuk period, Antalya city
was an important nodal point of exchange relations both in Anatolia and also in the
Mediterranean. Since Antalya port was an agent between local Anatolian products and
imported means, the city acted as the administrative and cultural center of cosmopolitan

population.!®

After the Ottoman conquest in 1392, the region known as Pamphylia in the ancient era kept
its importance with its trade potentials due to the ports and road networks. Antalya was the

center of the region which is known as Teke- ili or Liva- y: Teke in the Ottoman period. Among

121 In 1212 the Crusaders invaded the city and in 1216 the city was sieged and conquered by Seljuk
Sultan Izzettin Keykavus again.

122Ding, 2007, p.66.

123 Because of the invasions by the Crusaders during the period, some parts of the city walls were
destroyed. After the conquest, the first action of Turks was to repair the city walls. The inscriptions on
the citadel walls determine the location of the damage and renovation. They also give clues about the
location of the Seljuk settlement which has three separated parts for Muslims, Christians and migrant
Turks.

124 Serdar Cavusdere, “Selcuklular Déneminde Akdeniz Ticareti, Tiirkler ve Italyanlar”. Tarih Okulu,
No IV (2009). pp.53- 75.

125 Sevgi Aktiire, “17.Yiizy1l Basindan 19.Yiizyil Ortasina Kadarki Dénemde Anadolu Osmanli
Sehrinde Sehirsel Yapinin Degisme Siireci”. METU Journal of the Faculty of Architecture, Vol.1., No.
1. (1975). pp.101-128. In the 14" century, trade was based on cotton, linen, beeswax, iron, wheat and
barley in Attaleia.
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the several ports (both natural and man-made) of Teke-eli region, Antalya port and

consequently the city continued its dominance in economic and commercial life.1%

In the second half of the fifteenth century, in the secure medium of the Ottoman period,
Antalya city started to be expanded through the north by transcending the city walls. Bali Bey
Mosque was the first step of this growth (Figure 3.4). The number and features of commercial

buildings that were built during the period indicate the active commercial life especially out

of the city walls.

Figure 3.4. The location of Bali Bey Mosque out of the city walls. (Source: Google Earth,
2015)

126 Behset Karaca, “Osmanli Dénemi Antalyasi”. Diinden Bugiine Antalya vol.l. (Kiiltiir ve Turizm
Bakanlig1, 2010). pp.103- 130.
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As many other Ottoman cities, the main economy of Antalya depended mainly on agriculture
and agriculture-based trade facilities. However, as a result of changing commercial and social
relations in the world, it started to lose its significance as a merchant city after the sixteenth
century.'?” Furthermore, the natural borders of the city (mountains in three sides, sea in the
southern side), together with its physical growth, limited agricultural production.
Consequently, the city could not be one of the developed port cities of the region, while its

agricultural productivity remained constant.'?8

In the nineteenth century, Antalya was one of the townships under the Teke Sanjak, which was
a sub-unit of the Konya Province. According to the Konya Provincial Annuals (Konya Vilayet
Salnamesi), the population of Antalya Township was 15.057 and the number of villages was
109 in the century.'?® In his book Pamphylia and Pisidia Cities dated 1890, Karl Graf von
Lanckoronski mentions the vast, fruitful gardens out of the city walls and the rivers that run

several mills.130

The Tanzimat Era (started in 1839) was the period in which Ottoman cities faced the
modernization process. The reforms adopted in this era deeply influenced urban environments
and architectural products. Western urban planning methods and architectural approaches
were adopted. Thus, the cityscapes of firstly the capital city Istanbul and then other cities

started to be changed. During this period, one of the main interventions was the centralization

127 With the improvement of commerce in Europe (Spain, Netherlands and England), the main
commercial center was moved from the Mediterranean to Atlantic Ocean in the sixteenth century and
so Antalya started to lose its significance. Then, world-wide developments in ship building industry
affected the production and shipyard in Antalya became insufficient in the eighteenth century. Malike
Bileydi Kog, “Bileydi Ailesi ve Atatiirk’iin Bileydi Ciftligi’ni Ziyareti” in 20. Yiizyilda Antalya
Sempozyumu (Antalya, 22-24 Kasim 2007), ed. Mustafa Oral. (Antalya: Akdeniz Universitesi Basimevi,
2008). p.816; Yilmaz, 2002, p.109.; Sénmez, 2008, p.36.

128 Aktiire, 1975, pp.101-128.

2Gigli, 1997, p.29.

130 Karl Graf von Lanckoronski, Pamphylia and Pisidia Cities Vol. | Pamphylia, ed. Kayhan Dértliik,
Burhan Varkivang. (AKMED Kog University, 2005). p. IX.
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of the administrative structure. Antalya was declared as a province as part of the provincial
organization put into action in 1864, and the municipality was established in 1868 in the city.**!

Administrative and institutional reorganization introduced Anatolian cities with new buildings
as government offices, train stations, schools, etc. Even though the lack of railway system had
a negative effect on the development of Antalya in comparison to the other cities, many public
institutions such as Government Office (ruined in 1884), Memleket Hospital, Mesrutiyet
Primary School, Ittihat ve Terakki School, Sultani, Post Office, Bank Ottomane, Banca
Commerciale Italiana, and Chamber of Commerce and Industry were established in the city.'%?
In Anatolian lands of the Ottoman Empire, during the second half of the 19th century, the
modernization ideals of the Tanzimat Era brought dramatic changes especially in the
waterfront cities in the context of sea-city relations. As a local interpretation convenient to the
cultural milieu, sea baths separated by wooden elements were built and used in Ottoman cities,
especially in Istanbul, to provide use of water for leisure. There were two main types of sea
baths in the period: public baths and private baths.®*® Public baths were the initial way of social
sea bathing before beach arrangements and continued also during the early years of the Turkish
Republic.** It is known that sea baths were common in various regions of Istanbul. However,
documents in the Ottoman Archive demonstrates that many others were also built in different
cities from Samsun to Izmir.'*® Even though the spread of sea baths is commonly related to

the modernization attempts of the empire, another reason was the popular discourse about the

BLElif Ozlem Aydim, “Osmanli Déneminde Antalya’da Vakif ve Imar Calismalar1” in Diinden Bugiine
Antalya. v. II. (Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, 2010). pp.135- 138.

132 Hiiseyin Cimrin, Bir Zamanlar Antalya: Tarih, Gézlem ve Anilar. (Antalya: ATSO Yayimlari, 2007);
Aydin, 2010, p.150.

133 Meltem O. Giirel, Istanbul’s Seaside Leisure: Nostalgia from Sea Baths to Beaches.(Istanbul: Pera
Museum, 2018).

134 7afer Toprak, “Bir Nostaljinin Oykiisii: Deniz Hamamindan Plaja”. Toplumsal Tarih Dergisi,
vol.295. (2018). pp.32- 45.

185 Nefise Burcu Yagan, “Istanbul’da Denize Girme Aliskanhginin Mekana Yansimasi: Deniz
Hamamlar1”. Mimarist. (2018/1). pp.77-83.
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benefits of sea, air and sea bathing. 3¢ Accessible resources reveal that one of the sea baths in

Antalya was built in Mermerli, old Kalei¢i region, which was used by inhabitants of the city.

In this era, due to the epidemic in the city and the war conditions of the country, the economic
and social situation of the city changed; many immigrants were settled down in the city. In
1832 Moreans, and after the Ottoman- Russian War (1877-1878) Moreans, Thessalians and
Cretans migrated to the city*®’. Due to the increasing population, a new quarter was established

and a new gate on the city walls -Yenikapi- was opened in 1840. (Figure 3.5)

Figure 3.5. Yenikapi, 1920. (Source: Cimrin, H., 2007)

1% Giirel, 2018.

137 The migration to Antalya also continued during the First World War. For commercial reasons, Arabs
from Algeria, Tripoli, Alexandria and Damietta; and because of the results of the war, Moreans, Cretans,
Caucasians, Criemans and Rhodians came as migrants during the period.
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During the nineteenth century, Antalya kept its main feature that unified agricultural
productivity with port facilities. The physical environment of Antalya in the 1910s is described

3

as follows: “...The buildings in the walled city are located on narrow and organic streets.
Antalya does not have a main road. Still, Yenikapi, Degirmenonii and Sarampol Roads, which
are newly-constructed, are quite large.”**® The city map of 1919-1921 demonstrates that
Kaleigi quarter in the walled city and Tesvikiye, Elmali, Balbey, Yenikapi and Sarampol
quarters out of the city walls were the major points of the urban morphology. (Figure 3.6) The
most recent of them, Sarampol (also known as Girit (Crete)) was established for the Cretan
immigrants in 1908.1*° The grid-plan organization of this quarter differentiates it from the
traditional layout of the other quarters of the city. Out of the settled districts shown on the map,
gardens and farms were noted as zoned for later construction. The local population of the city
mainly lived in rural areas at the time and was engaged in farming and breeding while the non-

Muslim population was mostly engaged in trade. 4

138 Ali Riza Géniillii, Cumhuriyet Déneminde Antalya 1923-1960. (Istanbul: Tarih¢i Kitabevi, 2010).
p.40. (original source: Konya Vilayeti Salnamesi, Istanbul 1332, p.200.)

139 The Cretans were settled down near the ditch which had been opened to regulate the water coming
from Diiden River. Therefore, in a short time, fertile gardens were formed by the Cretans. In time, the
quarter gained the characteristics of a commercial center. Other Cretan groups were settled down in four
hinterland villages (Selimiye (Side), Kadriye, Ahmediye and Cihadiye) where the plan organizations
were also based on a grid system. Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu, 1850-1950 Yillar: Arasinda Kéyciiliik
Calismalart ve Numune Kéyler. Master’s Thesis. (Istanbul: iTU, 2003). pp.70-71.

140 At the beginning of the twentieth century, in 1899/1900, the population of Teke Sanjak was reported
as formed of 190.062 Muslims and 6.647 non- Muslims. Ding, 2007, p.70. (original source: Konya
Vilayet Salnamesi 1317, p.225). According to the last census of the Ottoman period, the population of
Teke Sanjak was 236.754 in 1905/1906. Karpat indicates that the total population in 1914 was 249.686.
Kemal H. Karpat, “Ottoman Population Records and the Census of 1881/82- 1893”. International
Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol.9, No.3. (1978) pp.237-274.
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Figure 3.6. City map drawn by Italian engineer and constructor Iskarba in 1919-1921. (Source:
Muratpasa Municipality Archive).}** The Sarampol region with grid plan, on which migrants
from Crete settled down in the nineteenth century, is located on the northern side of the city.

The beginning of the twentieth century was the era when Antalya became a subject of
colonialist policies. After the establishment of the nation-states in Europe in the nineteenth
century, the countries adopted colonization to gain political and economic strength. England
colonized Egypt; France Algeria and Tunisia. Italy aimed to colonize Tripoli, Twelve Islands

141 Cimrin (2007) indicates that the plan was drawn by Italian engineer G. Scarpa. Giiglii (1997)
mentions the first plans of Antalya as two maps of the city in the scales of 1/500 and 1/2000 and 1/2000
scale master plan, which were prepared by the constructor Iskarpa.
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and Antalya'*?, and for this purpose established the Institute of Italian Colonialism (J/talyan
Miistemlekecilik Enstitiisii) in 1906 and Consulate in 1913.23 Italians preferred to occupy the
city by gaining the favor of the society. With this object, public buildings such as a hospital, a
post-office and a school were built and public services as ferry transportation and
archaeological researches were carried out by the Italians.** (Figure 3.7)
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Figure 3.7. The post office established by Italians, 1920. (Source: Cimrin, 2007).

142 Anatolia has been an interesting location to visit for European travelers for centuries. After the
nineteenth century, researchers from different countries, starting with England, France, Germany, and
Austria, visited Anatolia and published reports about it. Italy was one of the latest countries who started
to be interested in Anatolia and the Antalya region. Due to the Ouchy Contract (1912), Italy had Tripoli
and settled in the Twelve Islands temporarily. For more information: Muhammet Giiglii, /1. Mesrutiyet
Déneminde Antalya min Cografi ve Iktisadi Vaziyeti. (Antalya: Ekinci Matbaa, 2008). p.XII.

Giicli, 1997, p.6.

144 1n November 9, 1913, A. Ricciardi (an Italian diplomat) published a report in which he announced
the potentials of Antalya for the Italian capitals. Rome Museum Manager Roberto Paribeni visited the
city to examine the historical sites in 1913. Missione archeologica Italiana in Asia Minore under the
National Museum of Italy started to work in Antalya, historical entities were collected and stored firstly
in the garden of the Ottoman School and then a house was transformed into a center in 1914. For more
information about the archeological researches in Antalya: Mevliit Celebi, “Antalya Bélgesi’nde italyan
Arkeoloji Heyetleri”. Adalya, No.X. (2007). pp.387-402; Giigli, 2008, p.XIV.
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After a break because of the First World War#, Italian efforts in the city continued'*® and
Italian occupation was realized in 1919.27 (Figure 3.8) In 1921, Italians decided to leave the
city due to the fact that a consensus could not have been established among the occupation

forces in Anatolia.l*8

Figure 3.8. The plan of Antalya Port drawn by Italians in 1919-1920. (Source: Sénmez, 2008.)

145 Italy was among the allied powers and during the period of the war Italian authorities left Antalya.

146 Upon the request of the Teke Governor, the former Italian consul Marki Franti was sent to Antalya
as the official representative. Franti was an important actor in the forthcoming occupation plans. He
closely followed and reported the political and military situation of the city. Giigli, 1997, pp.6-8.

147 Giovanni Cecini, Militari Italiani in Turchia 1919-1923. (Rome: Stato Maggiore Della Difesa
Ufficio Storico, 2014). pp.18-20. In March 1919, 86 prisoners’ escape from Antalya Prison, the robbery
of the post chaise on the way of Burdur, and the bomb explosion in the Christian Quarter were used as
the justification for the Italian occupation. The Council of Ministers of Italy decided to establish a
consulate, a school and a health center in Antalya in March 4, 1919. For archaeological works R.
Paribeni; for the establishment of the consulate Biagio Pace and Giuseppe Moretti; and for the school
and health center Schiaparelli were commissioned by Italy. The city was occupied completely in March
28, 1919. According to the report written by the War Minister Ferit Pasa, there were a post office, a
school, a hospital and four shops run by Italians by July 13, 1919. The education in the school and the
service in the hospital were free and generally were preferred by the low income group.

148 Since Italy could not have izmir, a disagreement occurred between Italy and the allied countries. In
June 2, 1921 Italy declared that it would leave Antalya and offered friendship to the Ankara government.
Cecini, 2014, p.20.
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The report named “La Regione Di Adalia - Citta, Foreste, Risorse Agricole e Minerarie,
Commercio™*® (Adalya Region - City, Forest, Agriculture and Mining, Commerce) was
published by Societa Commerciale d’Oriente (East Commercial Company) in 1919. The main
subject of the report was to give detailed information about the Antalya region within the scope
of the colonization activities. After giving geographical and demographic information and
analyzing the characteristics of the settlement, agricultural products, breeding activities,
forestry and mining potentials of the region were introduced for Italy’s benefit from the lands.
In its third chapter, the report represented the industrial status of Antalya and gave suggestions
to develop industry in the city. Increasing the capacity of the existing mills®, establishing a
factory on sericulture where local women could work, improving carpet production in the city,
using the water as a source and establishing beer, ice and sugar factories were among these
suggestions. The last chapter focused on the road and sea networks, and stating the current
commercial relation with the cities in the Aegean Sea and Algeria, it proposed to establish
trade relation with the inner lands which were richer and more active.'®? It is remarkable that
the report considered already-existing natural entities as the main source for industrial

development.

149 The publication consists of 112 pages and includes the map of Regione Di Adalia in 1/800000 scale
edited by Antonio Vallardi. In 1925, the publication was translated into Turkish and published in Ayin
Tarihi (History of the Month) journal by Muhammet Giiglii. Giiglii, 2008, p. VIII.

150 The report depicts the city noisy and crowded; the wooden houses which were attached to the
historical city walls were seen dangerous; the port as devastated and neglected. On the other side, the
city was defined as healthy due to the topographic characteristics of the port and of the city. It underlined
that the Italian Dispensary and the Turkish Hospital contributed to the welfare of the city. According to
the same report, Turkish public buildings in the city were seven mosques, two graveyards, a hospital,
approximately ten schools, a court of appeals, a post office, a customs office and a police station while
the Greeks in the city had a metropolitan bishop, four churches, twelve schools and a fire department.

151 Eight mills (degirmen) were located on an area called Degirmenler (Degirmendnii). Their machines
came from Germany in 1913. They were destroyed by French war ships during the First World War.

152 The information given in the report related to the Italian ferry services which served to Antalya
figures the relation with other countries and cities. In 1915, the ferry from Venice was following this
way: Venice-Brindisi-Megri (Currently Fethiye)-Antalya-Mersin-Beirut-Adriatic Sea. Another route
for the ferry service was Pireas-Rhodes-Megri (Fethiye)-Antalya-Beirut. In addition, Antalya Port was
visited by the services which were traveling from Adriatic Sea to Istanbul and Izmir, and on the other
side by those which were traveling from Alexandria and Syria. One other route was Genova-Naples-
Thessaloniki-izmir (Smyrna)-Syria-Egypt.
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Thanks to its geographical advantages, Antalya had continued its existence as a settlement
since ancient times. (Figure 3.9) Its fertile lands and geopolitical position had been the
determining factors for the political and economic position of Antalya in the world. Although
the city sometimes came to the forefront with trade, agriculture had always been the most
important component of its identity. By the twentieth century, agriculture, trade and small
scale industry based on agricultural production were the determinants of Antalya city.
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Figure 3.9. Transformation of the urban layout in Antalya from the establishment of the city
to the early twentieth century of the Ottoman period (Source: Adopted from Sénmez, 2008;
Aktiire,1975; DAMPO,2003)

3.2. From a Rural to an Urban Settlement during the Twentieth Century

Antalya is a coastal city located on the Mediterranean region of Turkey. The land border of
the city is defined by Taurus Mountains (Toros Daglart) which run parallel to the coastline.
The dynamic line of its coast, rivers and waterfalls that relate the city to the sea, fertile plains
between the sea and the mountains, and green areas on the mountains define the main

geographical characteristics of the city.
As a consequence of the Mediterranean culture, mobility has been one of the dominant

concepts in the development of its regional identity. Geographical components, i.e. sea,

mountains and plains, led people to have mobile lives by offering varied experiences in the
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field of economy and everyday life according to the changing seasons. Yériiks (etymologically
comes from the verb “ylirlimek” in Turkish, which means “to walk) who lived mainly on
animal breeding, moved from seaside to highland (yayla) in summers, and from highland to
seaside in winters to provide enough stock for their animals. It is estimated that yoriiks lived
in highlands for three months, in the seaside for five months and spend four months of a year
on the way between.'*® The damage in cultivated areas caused by yériiks and their animals on
the move, and the living standards they had during their movement led to critics on this mobile
culture. In the twentieth century, following the changes in economic and political relations of
the world, a settled life was adopted instead of nomadic practice, and an agricultural identity
became dominant thanks to the fertilized lands and climatic conditions of the region.
Agricultural production and rural lifestyle were the definitive characteristics of the city at the

beginning of the twentieth century.

Even though the geographical conditions create a set between Antalya and inner lands in terms
of transportation, the opportunities and challenges provided by the natural environment have
been very influential in the formation of the identity of the city throughout the history. Initially,
its geographical location near the sea led Antalya to be a port city that connected the Anatolian
lands to the Mediterranean countries and to the world. In the Republican period, the use of
natural sources continued in a modernized way. Apart from its advantageous location, water
sources in the city that had led to the formation of the settlement since the ancient era started
to be used efficiently after the rehabilitation works. The prominent river of the city, Diiden,
conveyed water to houses, irrigated farms and also became the power source for factories and
mills with its seven main branches (known as Yediariklar). Another important water source,
Aksu River, together with its fertile surrounding, and the lands around Arap Stream (Arap
Cayr) were also used for industrial facilities during the Republican era. As another natural
entity, mining in the vicinity of the city contributed to the modern industrial production of the
city in the Republican period by utilizing natural sources with modernized tools and

techniques. Also, as in any coastal city, rehabilitation power of the water gave rise to public

158 Macit Selekler, “Antalya’da Gog”, Tiirk Akdeniz, v.2, n.8. (1938). pp.36-38. Yoriiks were used to
move to highlands (yayla) in tribes and live in tents made with weaving hair after springs. In autumn,
the movement inverses and seashore becomes the settlement area. Semi-nomadic (i.e. transhumant) way
of living still continues in the region: staying in Antalya in winters and going to highlands (yayla) (towns
as Elmal1 and Korkuteli) where is calmer in summers.
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leisure spaces of sea baths, beaches and parks that empowered the social life of the city in line
with the objectives of modernization. On the other side, the mountainous and forestry part of
the city provided other opportunities: The climatic difference between the seashore and
mountainous parts adds variety in daily life practices and productions.

Antalya kept its agricultural and rural characteristics and experienced modernization under the
influence of rural policies in the first half of the twentieth century. In the direction of the
modernization project of the newly-established Republic, rural areas were rehabilitated, new
agricultural institutes and villages were established in the hinterland of the city while the
intervention in the city center was quite limited until the 1940s. In the later years, public
buildings and open spaces in the city center (largely built by the state) and modern housing
projects led to the transformation in the urban center as the indicators of the aims of the new
regime in the country. Creating a modern society and providing required spaces for them were
the major considerations of the Republic. Within this perspective, transformation of
production spaces was experienced, small-scale industry, which had mainly been located in
the city center, gave place to larger industrial complexes out of the city during the twentieth
century. Regarding the relation between central and local dynamics and environmental
features, rural and agricultural complexes, public buildings, finance and trade centers, leisure
and recreation places, residential buildings and lastly industrial complexes built during the
twentieth century are the subjects of the chapter that acted important roles in the transformation

of Antalya from a rural to an urban settlement.

3.2.1. Transformation of the Hinterland

After the First World War, both revolutionist countries as Russia and fascist ones like Germany
and Italy developed rural policies to include villages in the modernization process.™
Similarly, in the young Republican Turkey, where the largest part of the population was living
in rural lands, villages and rural policies were considered important to spread modern ideals.

In izmir Economic Congress (1923), in which the economy policy of the new regime was

154 Asim Karadmerlioglu, Orda Bir Kéy Var Uzakta: Erken Cumhuriyet Déneminde Koycii Séylem.
Osmanli Bankasi Arsiv ve Arastirma Merkezi, Cagdas Tiirkiye Seminerleri, Unpublished presentation
(2009). https://archives.saltresearch.org/handle/123456789/199439
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discussed, the significance of villagers and agricultural production in the state economy was
highlighted. In his opening speech, Atatiirk expressed the necessity to analyze the country as
regions divided according to climatic conditions and water and soil features.'*® In parallel to
the decisions taken in the congress, legal arrangements were planned, new policies as reduction
of taxes and establishment of agricultural cooperatives were developed, and Ziraat Bank
(Agriculture Bank) was established to give financial support to the villagers. At the same time,
with the aim to modernize the agricultural structure of the country, mechanization in

agriculture and scientific education in the field were planned.1%

Adopting the rural-agricultural identity of the country and developing it not just in economics
but also in cultural and social means as a part of the modernization project was one of the main
policies of the era. In this period, village studies started to be seen as a scientific field, and
theoretical discussions were held alongside the ongoing state practices. Village Studies
Branches in People’s Houses were established, researches and suggestions on villages were
published via journals and villagers were educated in scientific agricultural methods by the

People’s House volunteers.

Another important instrument of the new regime was the Village Law (1924), in which the
essential requirements of villages were defined and participative construction process was
recommended. Beside the sanitation measures for village houses, the law also projected the
urban equipment of villages. The state regarded village square, connected roads, public
meeting room (koy odast), school and prayer room necessary for a village to reach the
modernization goals. While creating social environments and introducing contemporary living
standards, new materials and techniques were encouraged for the construction works in
villages.*® Planning of villages also became a matter of debate among architects in the 1930s.

Architectural language of the villages built by the state, the relation between local identity and

155 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz. vol.1. n.6. (1937). p.4; Ormecioglu, 2003, pp.70-71.

156 Zafer Toprak, “Tiirkiye Tarmmu ve Yapisal Gelismeler 1900-1950” in Tiirkiye 'de Tarimsal Yapiar
(1923-2000). ed. Sevket Pamuk, Zafer Toprak. (Ankara: Yurt Yaynlari, 1988). pp.19-35.

57 Ormecioglu, 2003, p.41.
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contemporary materials, suggestions for village plans and housing typologies, and importance
of the architects as active actors in the planning works were the subjects discussed during the
period.’® Still, the impacts of the conservative rural policies of the state was quite dominant

in the architectural milieu.'®®

3.2.1.1. Sites of Modern Rural Life: Rural and Agricultural Complexes

Due to the geographical conditions of Antalya, its villages have been located on both
mountainous and plain lands where agricultural production has been possible. Karpat indicates
that, since production is much more in plain lands, agricultural economy of villages at such
places lands have been more developed.’® In a similar way, in the site selection of the
agricultural complexes built in the Republican period, closeness to natural water sources and
potential productivity of the lands were the main criteria. This approach resulted in a dispersed

layout of the agricultural complexes in Antalya. (Figure 3.10)

After the proclamation of the Republic, rehabilitation of existing villages that were damaged
during the Independence War, and creating modernized and ideal Turkish villages was on the
agenda of the country. The first examples had to be created for the immigrants who came to
the country as a result of the population exchange agreements. The state developed two
alternatives to find quick and economic solutions for their sheltering problem. Initially, a
typical project for economic houses (iktisadi evler) was developed and applied with local and

cheap materials as mudbrick!®!, and straw, and fourteen “Model Villages” (Numune Koyler)

158 Abidin Mortas, “Koy Evi Tipleri” Arkitekt. no. 01-02(109-110). (1940). pp.8-9; Burhan Arif , “Kdy
Projesi” Arkitekt, no. 11-12(59-60) (1935). p.320; Abdullah Ziya, “Koy Evleri Proje ve Yapilar1 igin
Toplu Rapor”. Arkitekt, no. 07-08 (55-56). (1935). pp.203-204; Zeki Sayar, “i¢ Kolonizasyon” Arkitekt,
no. 08(68). (1936) pp.231-235; R. Oelsner, “Koyler”. Arkitekt, no. 11-12 (155-156). (1944) pp.269-273;
Behget Unsal, “Sincan K&yii Plan1”. Arkitekt, n0.01-02 (109-110). (1940). pp.15-18.

159 Gurallar, 2014.

160 Kemal H. Karpat, “Social Effects of Farm Mechanization in Turkish Villages” Social Research,
vol.27, no.1. (1960). pp.83-103.

181 Esra Dik, “Tiirkiye’de Erken Cumhuriyet Déneminde (1923-1930) “Koy” Sorunu” Ankara
University SPF Dergisi, vol.71, no.3. (2016). pp.693-729.
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were built in different locations of the country including Antalya. Each model village included
fifty housing units, a school and a mosque.!®? By 1933, there were sixty-nine model villages

built by the state in different regions of Turkey.'®®

Figure 3.10. The dispersed layout of the agricultural facilities in the 1920-40 period. (Source:
Reproduced on the base of Google Maps)

According to Giiglii’s research, due to the population exchange, 5246 immigrants were settled
in Antalya in the 1923-1934 period. While some of them were settled into the houses
abandoned by those who had left the country, in 1924-1925 a model village was also planned
in Cirkinoba, where around 20-30 houses were already existing and had mainly been settled

162 Ali Cengizkan, Miibadele Konut ve Yerlesimleri. (Ankara: Arkadas Yayinlari, 2004). p.28; Kazim
Oztiirk, Tiirk Parlamento Tarihi, TBMM II. Dénem, 1923-27. vol.2, no.2. (Ankara: TBMM Vakfi
Yaylari, 1994). p.371.

163 Bozdogan. 2012, pp.114-121. In her master thesis, Ormecioglu indicates that Cevizli Village in
Antalya, which was rebuilt after the fire in 1933, was among the sixty-nine model villages built by the
state. Ormecioglu, 2003, pp.73-78.
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by Greeks before.®* The village plan had identical fifty houses located on the two sides of a
large road, and a mosque, a school and a bazaar as public spaces. (Figure 3.11- 3.12)

-

Figure 3.11. 1967 plan that represents the urban organization of houses and a mosque in
Cirkinoba Model Village. (Source: http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2015/)

Figure 3.12. The only surviving example of the houses of Cirkinoba Model Village (1925)
(Taken by the author, 2018)

164 Goniillii, 2010, p.122; Giiglii, 1997, p.79.
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Populism, one of the six fundamental principles of Atatiirk, had a great impact on the first
attempts of the modernization policy. The importance given to villages was one of the results
of this principle. Considering the potentials of the country and observing the scientific
developments in the world, research and development on agricultural facilities was another
dominant policy of the early Republican period.'®® Farms and institutes were established as the
tools of modernization within this perspective. Besides their impact on economic

development, these complexes also became the center of educational and social lives.

The main aims of the agricultural institutions were to determine the regional agricultural
technics, to promote the use of agricultural machines, and to educate the society in agricultural
field. The Management of Agricultural Combines (Zirai Kombinalar Idaresi) (established in
1937) and the Institution of State Agricultural Enterprises (Devlet Ziraat Isletmeleri Kurumu)
(established in 1938) were charged to analyze the regional differences in the country to
develop agricultural development plans. In 1930, Agricultural Schools were founded in
Istanbul, Bursa, Izmir and Adana, and an Agricultural Academy in Ankara. During the 1923-
1938 period, many Seed Breeding and Experimental Stations (Tohum Islah ve Deneme

Istasyonu) and farms were established around Turkey.6¢

In parallel to the agriculture policy of Republican Turkey, the Mediterranean coast of the
country (from izmir to iskenderun) was chosen as the land for citrus production due to its
climatic conditions. In this way, it was aimed to reduce foreign dependency for citrus, which
had increased after the First World War with the loss of citrus rich lands as Palestine and
Syria.’®” In Antalya, where agriculture had always been an important component in the
economic life, citrus was determined as the major agribusiness commodity. In 1926, as the

very first attempt to develop agricultural economics, Citrus Tree Station (Narenciye Fidanlig

165 {lhan Tekeli, Selim ilkin, “Devletcilik Dénemi Tarim Politikalar1 (Modernlesme Cabalar1)” in 75
Yilda Kéylerden Sehirlere. ed. Oya Baydar. (istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yayinlari, 1999). pp.43-56.

166 Sidika Cetin, “Bir Erken Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tarimsal Isletmesi: Antalya Sicak iklim Nebatatlari
Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu”. Mimariik 367. (2012). pp.61-66.

167 BATEM (West Mediterranean Agricultural Research Center) Archive, Brief History.
(www.batem.gov.tr) (22.06.2016)
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(Istasyonu) was established on a 40 decare land of the Provincial Special Administration of
Antalya ({1 Ozel Idaresi), which was 3 km-away from the city center. % (Figure 3.13) A. Sami
Yen, the director of the Station, expressed that American and English colonies that had already
established stations a century ago served as the model for the Citrus Tree Station in Antalya.
The main aim in establishing such a station was to play an active role in agricultural production
and to guide local farmers with contemporary techniques. Considering to have close relations

with existing farmers and to have similar climatic conditions with theirs, the location of the

station was chosen close to the existing gardens and farms.26°

Figure 3.13. Citrus Tree Station (Narenciye Fidanlig1 (Istasyonu)) (Source: Tiirk Akdeniz,
1938)

Besides citrus, various other agricultural products from wheat to banana, from rice plant to
cotton were also analyzed, and introduced, and the possibility to produce these items in
Antalya lands was discussed during the early Republican period. The first attempt to produce

rice-plant by Mehmet Bileydi, who had strong relations with Egypt, was in 1925. The Bileydi

188 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz, v.2,n.11-12. (1938). pp.99-104.

189 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz, v.1., n.1. (1937). p.25.
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Farm (also known as Mallica or Mursi Farm) was located near Boga Cay: (Stream) and a

factory was established on the farmland later.}® (Figure 3.14- 3.15) The farm was visited by
Atatiirk in 1930 and by Ismet Inonii in 1943. (Figure 3.16)

Figure 3.14. The storage building of the Bileydi (Mursi) Farm in 1972 (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

Figure 3.15. The current use of the storage building of the Bileydi (Mursi) Farm (taken by the
author, 2016)

Figure 3.16. Atatiirk in Bileydi (Mursi) Farm, March 8, 1930. (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

170 Giiglii, 1997, p.56.
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The success of the rice-plant production and trade of the Bileydi Farm was associated with the
Arabian workers who had technical knowledge and pesticide provided from abroad.*™* In 1928,
rice-plant production started in Tugayoglu Farm, which was located near Manavgat. These

two farms encouraged people to produce rice-plant in any available land.!"?

The first scientific experimental station was established near Aksu River with the name of
Antalya Rice-Plant Experimental Station (Antalya Celtik Deneme Tarlasi) in 1933. In 1937,
the field of station works was expanded, researches on tropical and subtropical plants were
started, and new products as wheat, barley and sesame were produced. Consequently, the name
of the station changed as Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak Iklim Nebatlar:
Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu)*™ Dr. T. A. Tengwall from Sweden and Sevket Bey were the
founders of the institution and 25 people worked there during the establishment period.
International developments in the agricultural field were followed, many different products as
rice, coffee, banana, cotton were tried to be produced in the station. Besides the research and

production facilities, the station also had the task of educating farmers.}’* (Figure 3.17)

111 Cimrin, 2007, pp.207-209.

172 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz, v.1., n.6. (1937). p.11.

173 The name of the institution has changed in time as Regional Seed Breeding and Experimental Station
(1947), Agricultural Research Institute (1957), Cotton Research Institute (1974) and Mediterranean
Agricultural Research Institute (1987). Lastly, in 2004, merging with Antalya Citrus Station (Antalya
Narenciye Istasyonu), it was named as West Mediterranean Agricultural Research Institute.

174 Muzaffer Deniz, Cumhuriyetin Ilk Yillarinda Antalya Sehrinde Egitim (1923-1950). PhD Thesis.
(Konya: Selguk University, 2009). pp.141-143.
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Figure 3.17.- Dr. T.A. Tengwall, the specialist in climatic plant, was in contact with different
countries in the subject of plant variety of the institution. (Source: BATEM (West
Mediterranean Agricultural Research Center) Archive, Brief History. (www.batem.gov.tr)
(22.06.2016)

The station was designed as a complex in which housing units and social infrastructure were
placed together with the production areas as factories, warehouses and ateliers.'’® (Figure 3.18-
3.19) In such multifunctional environments as State Farms, the “new” life practices were

experienced by the workers and their families.

175 Most of the buildings in the institution have been demolished and EXPO Complex was built on their
land.
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Figure 3.18.- Aerial photo of the Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak Tklim
Nebatlar: Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu), 29.04.2011. (Source: Google Earth)

Figure 3.19. Aerial photo of the Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak Iklim
Nebatlart Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu), 01.09.2016. (Source: Google Earth)

The layout of the complex displays the rational and functional characteristics of the modern
life while sustaining the agricultural tradition of the region. Creating an interface between
modernism and locality, the complex became a processor model of new life standards for
Antalya.'’® (Figure 3.20- 3.21- 3.22)

Figure 3.20. Administration building of the Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak
Iklim Nebatlar: Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu) (Source: Cetin, 2012)

176 Cetin, 2012, pp.61-66.
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Figure 3.21. Workers houses in the Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak Iklim
Nebatlar: Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu) (Source: Cetin, 2012)

Figure 3.22. Ateliers in the Hot Climate Botanic Experimental Station (Sicak Iklim Nebatlar:
Teksir ve Islah Istasyonu) (Source: Cetin, 2012)

On the other side, the land of about 22000 ha in the northern part of the city, which belonged
to the Directorate of Foundations, had been neglected for a long time before the Republican
period. In 1937, this land was analyzed by the Directorate and the characteristics of the soil
was found suitable to plant various tree types. However, the lack of water blocked the
advancement of the production in the land. In 1937, the opening work of the water channel
from Kirkgoz source to the land started.(Figure 3.23- 3.24- 3.25) In 1965, an olive-oil factory

was established in the Wagf Farm, which worked with the power of the water.*”’

17 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz, n.11-12. (1938). pp.121-123. For more details, see Chapter 3.2.3.1.
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Figure 3.23. The plan of the Waqgf Farm prepared by the engineer of the Directorate of
Foundations, 1939. (Source: http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/)

Figure 3.24.-Workers on the channel construction of Waqgf Farm (Olive Grove) (Source:
http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/)

Figure 3.25. The channel that was bringing water to the Wagf Farm (Olive Grove) (Source:
http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/)
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In the first fifteen years of the Republic, after the analysis of Antalya lands by the Ministry of
Agriculture, cotton was also planted in the city and in a short time high performance was
achieved in cotton production thanks to both fertile lands and new scientific methods.”® The
attempts of the state and the efforts of the society as the response would result in a large
industry after the 1950s.17

Besides the economic supports and policies to increase agricultural productivity,
modernization ideals also prescribed cultural and social development in rural areas. Education
was seen as the main tool to reach this sociological aim. National education policy had been
defined in the First Education Congress in 1921 in Ankara by President Atatiirk. After the Law
on Unity of Education (Tevhid-i Tedrisat Kanunu) in 1924, National Schools (Millet
Mektepleri) were established to provide equal education to all the members of the society.
Education progress in villages started in 1937 under the name of the Campaign of Education
in Villages (Koy Egitim Seferberligi) by Minister of Education Saffet Arikan and General
Director of Primary Education Ismail Hakki Tongug. In this philosophy, teachers were
missioned to apply state policies in villages with the aim to modernize them. Teachers were
also responsible to spread the knowledge and implementation of scientific agricultural
techniques in villages. Instead of the ongoing Village Teacher Courses (Koy Egitmen Kurslart)
and Village Teachers’ Training Schools (Kéy Ogretmen Okullari) that educated teachers who
would be assigned to work in villages, Village Institutes, as more comprehensive models, were
established on the same locations and courses were connected to the Village Institutes in
1940.1% In the site selection of the Village Institutes, regions were analyzed in terms of
population, geography and socio-economic status. Considering a uniformed distribution
around the country, the sites were selected out of cities and on uncultivated lands near villages.

Therefore, recognizing local conditions and applying scientific methods in situ would be

178 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz, n.11-12. (1938). pp.101-102.

179 For more information, see Chapter 3.2.3.1.

180 pakize Tiirkoglu, Tongug ve Enstitiileri. (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yayinlari, 1997). pp.100-153.
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possible in an education program, which included not only theoretical courses but also and

more effectively practical and vocational ones.#

For the architectural projects of the village institutes a national competition was organized by
the Ministry of Education. Common spaces that should be included in all the institute projects
were defined as classrooms, dormitory, meeting rooms, kitchen, restrooms, barns, farms, etc.,
and new functions could be added to the projects according to local necessities. One of the
fourteen village institutes established in Turkey in 1940 was Aksu Village Institute in the
Antalya region. The project of Aksu Village Institute was designed by Architect Astm Mutlu'®?
who also won the competition of the village schools together with architect Ahsen Yapanar.
(Figure 3.26)

In the spatial organization of Aksu Village Institute Complex, a segmented layout of small-
scale buildings was preferred, and each function was located in different buildings. Therefore,
easiness in the collaborative construction process was provided while the construction cost
was reduced. Moreover, the architectural language of the complex was accommodated to the
local village characteristics with large green areas together with functionalist small-scale
buildings.'®* (Figure 3.27)

181 Tiirkoglu, 1997, pp.173-174.

182 Astm Mutlu, graduated from Fine Arts Academy and taught at the Academy during the period of
1940- 1983, also designed Kastamonu G&lkoy Village Institute in 1940. He worked as a jury member
in many other competitions during the period of 1950-69. Cumhuriyet, July 27, 1997, Anon., Yarismalar
Dizini, 2004.

183 The second winner of the Village School Competition was Zeki Sayar and the third one was Rebii
Garbon. Anon. “Ko6y Okullari Proje Miisabakasi” Arkitekt, n0.1941/42-01-02(121-122) (1941). pp.12-
23; Tirkoglu, 1997, p.189.

184 Sidika Cetin, Ahmet Kahya, “Kirda Bir Modernlesme Projesi Olarak Koy Enstitiileri: Aksu ve Génen
Ornekleri Uzerinden Yeni Bir Anlamlandirma Denemesi” METU JFA. (2017/1). pp.133-162.
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Figure 3.26. Site plan of Aksu Village Institute drawn by Architect Astm Mutlu in 1983.
(Source: Asim Mutlu, Antalya-Aksu Koy Enstitiisti. Unpublished notes. Chamber of Architects
Antalya Branch. (n.d))

With the aim to create a cultural zone for the Antalya region as a whole, Aksu Village Institute
aimed to educate village children to be the future teachers of the country.’® The main
philosophy of education was based on the cultural, social and technical development of
villages by conveying knowledge and experience. Hence, the will and efforts of the teacher
candidates to have the education and transfer the knowledge to the other villagers was the
major determinant of the success of village institutes. Rasih Kaplan, Antalya Deputy of the
period, defines the period as the transformation from nomadic life to a settled one. He claims

that, with the projects such as Village Institute, Hot Climate Station, Citrus Tree Station and

185 Cemal Giiltekin, “Aksu Koy Enstitiisii ve Egitmenlerimiz” Tiirk Akdeniz, n.18. (1940). p.1.
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Wagf Farm, the aim was raising the awareness of the society about the works that would fit to
the local climate and culture.’® Agricultural projects of the early Republican period had the
importance of being the spaces of mass education besides their productive and economic

contribution to the new regime.

Figure 3.27. Administration building, dining hall and dormitory buildings of Aksu Village
Institute (Source: Asim Mutlu, nd.)

186 Anon. “Aksu Egitmen Kursunda ve K8y Enstitiisiinde Bir Konferans, Conference by Rasih Kaplan
in September 29, 1940”. Tiirk Akdeniz, v.4. (1940). pp.2-6.
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Analyzing the impacts of rural policies on villages, Karpat indicates that, even though the
major actor of rural modernization was the state, the enthusiasm of villagers in the
development and their voluntary contribution in terms of labor force and financial support had
been influential and acceleratory in the realization of the projects.’®” As specified above,
stations established by the state, farms belonged to the Directorate of Foundations and
privately-owned farms and gardens became the modern agriculture spaces of the young
Republic in Antalya during the 1920-1940 period. In the formation of the local modernization,
not just the state with its central decisions but also local dynamics were very efficient and

indicative with their practices.

3.2.2. Transformation of the Urban Center

After the proclamation of the Republic, the country underwent radical reforms in all fields
including the built environment. Even though the major subject of transformation was the new
capital Ankara, the influences of the reforms were felt in peripheral cities as Antalya albeit to
a lesser extent. The processes of modernization realized in an agricultural-rural settlement

resulted in the confluence of local characteristics with central decisions.

As explained above, in the first two decades of the Republican period, Antalya kept its
agricultural and rural characteristics and experienced modernization under the influence of
rural policies. During these early decades, the city could not still fully witness the application
of the mainstream approaches in architecture seen in the central cities like Ankara. This was
also related to the limited number of actors in Antalya who were active in the creation of the
built environment. Neither architects as professionals nor planning activities in urban scale
was on the agenda in the period. Therefore, the local identity of the city, which was based on
agricultural lifestyle, was kept to a great extent, rural approaches in architecture and
construction fields continued, and buildings were frequently constructed without the

contribution of architects.

187 Karpat, 1960, pp.83-103.
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At the same time, as the continuation of the traditional lifestyle, many tribes were still living
in a nomadic way even in the 1940s.'%8 Hasim Iscan, the governor of the city between 1940
and 1945, had an important role in the urbanization of the city by implementing a forced
inhabitation policy during the period. In addition to the villages for immigrants planned by the
government, villages for nomad people were also planned and built in Antalya in this era.’®®
Besides political decisions, mechanization in agriculture and development in transportation

altered the nomadic life style and considerable amount of nomads (yériik) were settled down.

As the local representative of the state, Iscan’s direct link with the center and his efforts to
create a modernized city resulted in rapid developments in urban scale during the 1940s. The
most important feature of the 1940-1945 period was the consideration of local sources in
modernization efforts. Hasim Iscan tried to involve the society in the process and therefore the
attempts were adopted by the citizens. Even though the country was affected by the process
and results of the Second World War, the city was developed at the time and many new
investments were done in Antalya. The modern approach of the Republic was felt in the
physical environment with large concrete boulevards, electricity network in public spaces,
pools, miradors (view terraces), and landscape elements that enriched the urban life. The city
also witnessed infrastructural improvement during the period. The moving of cemeteries out
of the city center, the widening of Atatiirk Street as the main boulevard of the city, the cleaning
of the channels that provided natural water to the citizens were the operations of the period of

Governor Hasim Iscan.

In 1944, journalist author Vala Nureddin portrayed Antalya in his book “Antalya Ikinci Diinya

Harbi Icinde Nasil Giizellesebildi? . He expressed his amazement as follows:

We, metropolitans, look down on the towns by saying ‘let it grow’ tongue on cheek.
Was not there many of us who did this in the first development of Ankara? To be
honest, | was feeling the same for Antalya, thinking that it is a long way to go.

188 There were still people who lived in caves in Kirkgdz-Yalnl Village, Piyadin Quarter and in tents
in different regions. Giiglii, 1997, p.79.

189 Yesilbayir Village, one of them, was established in 1942-1948. Having a similar plan with the Sincan
Model Village in Ankara, the project is criticized with its insufficient storage and animal housing
solutions for an agrarian settlement. Ormecioglu, 2003, pp.80-81.
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However, it surpassed the elders. The fact that a Turkish city could soon become like
this shakes me with a high level of satisfaction; I'm excited.'®

Vala Nureddin argued that, with its large and well-organized public parks that included
People’s House, and a coffee house and casinos, Antalya was an enviable city to be followed
by many Mediterranean cities.'®* While depicting the natural richness of the city on one hand,
he praised the works done by Governor Hasim Iscan during the Second World War years on
the other. As the local representative of the center, Hasim Iscan’s effort to create a modernized
city is considerable in the urban development of Antalya, which was expected to be resulted

in economic welfare in the forthcoming years.1%?

Even though, the country was highly affected by the war conditions during the 1939-1944
period, investments and developments continued in Antalya via Antalya'yi Giizellestirme Imar
ve Tamitma Cemiyeti (Association of Public Works, Publicity and Embellishment of Antalya).
The association was established in August 14, 1940 with the aim to support the municipality
in public works and to promote the city and its environment.’*®* Governor Hagim Iscan was the
leading actor in the establishment of the association, which played an important role in the
construction of the new and modern face of the city. Citizens gave moral and material support
to the operations of the association with the encouragement of Hasim Iscan. Vala Nureddin
attributed the success in the urbanization process to the collaboration of the government and

the society: “When asked about the secret of the success of Governor Hasim Iscan, the secret

190 Translated by the author from Turkish: “Biz biiyiik sehirliler, kasabalara hayli tepeden bakarak:
‘Hele yetigsedursun!’ diye bk altindan giiliimseriz. Ankara’min ilk inkisafinda da bdyle yapanlarimiz
cok olmamig miydi? Dogrusu, ne yalan séyliyeyim, Antalya hakkindaki hissim béyleydi: ‘Kurk firin
ekmek ister!’ diyordum. Halbuki simdi, ‘Sonradan ¢ikan boynuzun kulagi astigini’ gériiyorum. Bir Tiirk
sehrinin kisa zaman iginde bu hale gelebilmesi beni memnuniyetten de yiiksek bir hisle sarstyor,
heyecan duyuyorum.”

9% vala Nureddin (Va-Nu), Antalya Ikinci Diinya Harbinde Nasil Giizellesebildi? (Istanbul: Kenan
Matbaasi, 1944). p.7.

192 K emal Ulkiicii, “Hayallerdeki, Bugiinkii ve Yarmki Antalya”. Tiirk Akdeniz, v.4, n.24. (1942). pp.8-
9. Ulkiicii claims that, if the city would be planned under the guide of a well-designed plan and sufficient
services would be provided for visitors, the city could be the most beautiful touristic city of the world.

193 Vala Nureddin, 1944), p.9.
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is to provide the public support physically and in property within or outside the city

boundaries...”*%

In other words, the involvement of the society in urban decisions and their efforts to beautify
the city resulted in radical transformations in the first half of the 1940s. The urban development
experienced in Antalya during Iscan’s governance was followed and the organization of
Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tanitma Cemiyeti, which had been established in Antalya
for the first time, served as a model for other cities in Turkey. The association supported the
construction of the major public projects in Antalya such as Inonii (Karaalioglu) Park (1940s),
[smet Inénii Institute for Girls (1941-44, demolished), Inonii Primary School (1946,
demolished), Maternity Hospital (1946, demolished) and Bahgelievler Housing Cooperative
(1943-44).

Hasim Iscan is also known with his efforts to transform Antalya into a sayfiye (summer resort)
where touristic activities would define the urban characteristics. In parallel to the increasing

consciousness about tourism, the demand for public needs increased; thus, the rehabilitation

of land transportation network, beach facilities, parks, roads and streets was also realized at
the time. (Figure 3.28)

Figure 3.28. Ali Cetinkaya Street, 1936 and 1940. (Source: Kaan Kapan, Ayse Nur Timor,
“Turizm Gelisme Modellemeleri Agisindan Antalya Sehri” Tiirk Cografya Dergisi, 71. (2018).
pp.53-61.)

194 Translated by tha author from Turkish: “Vali Hasim Iscan in muvaffakiyet sirri sorulacak olursa, sir
sudur: ‘Halkin sehir hudutlart i¢inde ve sehir hudutlart disinda imar hareketine malen, bedenen
istirakini temin edebilmis olmak..."”
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In the 1950s, in parallel to the industrialization and urbanization experience in the country,
economic and infrastructural development of the city was on the agenda. Bank buildings and
communication structures were built in the city in this decade. One of the main changes of the
era was the fact that architects started to work in Antalya as professionals effective in the
formation of the built environment. Therefore, communication opportunities with the center
and contemporary architectural milieu increased, the interaction became possible and the city
met new building types and technologies in this period. On the other side, agricultural
production was still intensive in economic life of the city and agricultural lands were

determinant in its urban morphology.

In 1955, a competition for the first master plan of Antalya was organized by the Bank of
Provinces (/ller Bankasi).**® In 1967, the plan was revised and little changes were suggested
by urban planner Biilent Berksan who had received the third prize in Antalya Master Plan
competition in 1955.1% Since the plan included a limited area and agricultural lands were out

of the plan borders, the city had a scattered development in the later decades.

The planned development era that started in the post-war decades was a milestone in the
transformation of Antalya. Central decisions made via the Regional Development Project,
Five-Year Development Plans, determination of Tourism Development Regions, Master
Plans, Kalei¢i Conservation Plan and lastly Southern Antalya Tourism Development Plan of
the period from the 1960s to the 1980s had a great influence on the identity and hence on the
physical environment of the city, which witnessed new functions, and new approaches and

experienced social, cultural and spatial changes with the increasing population.

1% The plan designed by Rauf Beyru, Turgut Tuncay and ilhan Artuner was approved by the Ministry
of Public Works and Housing in 1957. Prof. Dr. Beyru was graduated from Istanbul Technical
University Faculty of Architecture in 1947. After his experience in the Ministry of Public Works, he
started his academic career at METU in 1961. Beyru and his teammates also contented several urban
planning competitions and won prizes in team or on an individual basis. As a team, Beyru, Tuncay and
Artuner had also a honorable mention in Ankara Master Plan Competition (1955), in which Uybadin
and Yiicel won the first prize. Anon. Yarigsmalar Dizini, 2004,

1% Berksan had many prizes and honorable mentions in several urban planning and architectural
competitions and worked as a jury member in many others.
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In sum, while agricultural and rural complexes were the medium for the modernization process
of the rural hinterland, the urban center experienced the transformation via wide variety of
building types such as public buildings, finance and trade buildings, leisure and recreation
places and housing typologies. Each building type had the role in the modernization of the
urban center not just with their physical existence but also with their production processes and

main actors.

3.2.2.1. Representatives of the Modern City: Administrative and Public Service Buildings

In the first two decades of the Republic, the rural identity of Antalya continued with planned
agricultural activities especially in the hinterland of the city. On the other hand, although few
in number, administrative and public service buildings that were built in the city center were
the representatives of the modern city of the new regime. Creating a modern society and
providing required spaces for a modern life style were the major considerations of the
Republic. The very first and the dominant example of the period was People’s House (Halkevi)
(1932) in Antalya. (Figure 3.29)

Figure 3.29. Antalya People’s House (Source: Tiirk Akdeniz Dergisi, 1937)
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The establishment of People’s Houses aimed to spread the ideology of the new state and the
principles of the governing single-party - Republican People’s Party. Another important aim
was to create a coherent and classless society.” With this purpose, People’s Houses included
various branches from language, history, literature to social aid, which acted as the media to
educate the society extensively from cultural and social perspective.'®® During the first years,
educational activities were supported with entertainment activities to attract the society’s
attention. People’s Houses became a meeting place for citizens and their locations became a
significant aspect for urban life. People’s House in Antalya was established in June 24, 1932

together with nineteen other cities around Turkey.*® (Figure 3.30)

Figure 3.30. Antalya People’s House, 1938. (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

197 Gurallar, 1997, p.57-69.

198 Gurallar, 1997, p.74. The branches include drama, art, sports, library and publication, museum and
exhibition, village life, public courses.

199 Kapusuzoglu, 2013, p.1.
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The architectural design of People’s Houses was a significant subject for Republican People’s
Party in an attempt to impose the new taste on the society. The buildings were supposed to
represent the symbols of the nation-state and its new identity. In Antalya, People’s House was
established on the land of the building of the earlier similar organization Tiirk Ocag: (Turkish
Heart) in Yenikap1. Designed by Architect Resit Riza, People’s House building was located at
Karaalioglu Park.?® The construction process was finished in 1934. The building had a multi-
purpose hall with 800 seats, meeting rooms, offices, storage, restrooms and two balconies.?%
The balconies were important architectural elements to give opportunity to the leaders to

address the people. (Figure 3.31)

Figure 3.31. The front elevation drawing of Antalya People’s House by Architect Resit Riza,
1932. (Source: Ko¢ University AKMED Library, 2017)

200 Resit Riza, who was the architect of Antalya Municipality in the first half of the 1930s, started to
work at Diyarbakir Municipality in 1936. Anon. “Duyumlar”. Arkitekt, (1936). p.244.

201 Kapusuzoglu, 2013, p.77.
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The construction process of People’s House was used also as a tool for education. In 1933,
courses about modern construction were given to carpenters and workers.?% Antalya People’s
House carried on projects also for the rural areas. Considering the high percentage of rural
population, village studies were an important medium to reach the society. The village
programs included a wide range of subjects from animal care and public health to rehabilitation
of the built environment. Social and cultural activities were also planned within this programs

and trainings about modern living standards were given to the villagers.?®

In 1950, after Democrat Party’s accession to power, People’s Houses were closed down
because of its organic link with Republican People’s Party. The building was bought by
Antalya Municipality from the Ministry of Finance in 1955, and a year later, it was transformed

as the municipal service building. (Figure 3.32)

Figure 3.32. Antalya People’s House (taken by the author, 2015)

202 Gurallar, 1997, p.86.

203 Kapusuzoglu, 2013, pp.106-107.
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While giving information about the public works of the first fifteen years of the Republic,
Director of Public Works Bedi Eniistiin emphasizes the road constructions in and around the
city. The construction of ismet Pasa, Ali Cetinkaya and Kazim Ozalp Streets in the city center
were realized within the period.?** Burdur roadway that connected the inner Anatolian lands
to the Mediterranean, was an important development in an economic perspective; along the
way, wooden bridges were changed with concrete ones. Korkuteli and Manavgat roads were
reconstructed in modernized ways and Aksu Bridge was built on the Antalya-Manavgat axis
in 1932. In this period, latest technology was used in road and bridge constructions that were
seen as the demonstration of modernized environments.?® Eniistiin defines Aksu Bridge as the
model for the elegancy in technique. It was located on a significant connection between the
city center and fertilized agricultural lands of Aksu.2%® The duality of local necessity and the
central approach in the construction and architectural language could be traced in Aksu Bridge.
(Figure 3.33)

Figure 3.33. Aksu Bridge (Source: Tiirk Akdeniz, n.11-12. (1938). p.57.)

204 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz v.11-12. (1938) p.31.

205 Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu, Technology, Engineering and Modernity in Turkey: The Case of Road
Bridges Between 1850 and 1960. PhD Thesis.(Ankara: METU, 2010). p.115.

206 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz v.11-12. (1938) p.53.
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Alongside the efforts to create modern urban environments, the number of educational
buildings were increased in cities following the instructions of the Republican regime. ismet
Inénii Institute for Girls was the first vocational school of Antalya opened after the
proclamation of the Republic.(Figure 3.34) It was established with the support of Minister of
Education Hasan Ali Yiicel and the construction work started in 1941 with the participation
of the Minister himself, together with Deputy Rasih Kaplan and Governor Hasim Iscan.?”
Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tanmitma Cemiyeti (The Association of Public Works,
Publicity and Embellishment of Antalya) had an important role in the construction process of
the institute. Besides its historical value in the education life, the building also created a border
between historical Balbey District and urbanized commercial center by way of its location and
also of its architectural characteristics that reflected its era. The building was two-storey with
tiled roof, and in 1979 a new block with three floors was built in the same garden. In the
atmosphere of solidarity, the institute was built in collaboration with the society. The institute
was named as “Ismet In6nii”, which was a common name for institutes for girls all around the
country. The reason behind this decision was the support of current President ismet Inonii and
First Lady Mevhibe Inénii on the spread of institutes. It is known that the institute in Antalya
was a popular school of the period especially for the daughters of local bureaucrats.?%

Figure 3.34. Ismet Inénii Institute for Girls (Source: Va-Nu, 1944)

207 Riza Erdem, “Maarif Vekilimiz Antalya’da” Tiirk Akdeniz, v.4, n.21. (1941). pp.3-4.

208 https://bianet.org/bianet/toplum/90466-kiz-enstitusu-ve-dogum-evi-kurtarilmali
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Located on Ali Cetinkaya Street close to ismet Inonii Institute for Girls, Indnii Primary School
was also established with the efforts of Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tamtma Cemiyeti
(The Association of Public Works, Publicity and Embellishment of Antalya). Education in the
school started in the 1946-1947 period.?®® The most important part of its education was the
special classes in which uneducated teenagers had the opportunity to learn how to read and

write. 210

Another representative of the education policy of the period was Antalya Boys’ Art
Institute/School (Antalya Erkek Sanat Enstitiisti/Erkek Sanat Okulu) (currently Antalya
Technical and Vocational High School) that was established in 1944 and moved to its current
building in 1946. Three different buildings were added to the school complex in the 1965-
1968 period.?*! (Figure 3.35) Institutes of the period were the components of a comprehensive
educational project that aimed at not only training teenagers but also providing them with
occupation. Antalya Boys’ Art Institute/School reflected not just the educational policy of the
Republican regime, but also architectural and planning philosophy of the era. The analysis of
the buildings in the complex reveals that the main concern in their design was to create
functionalist and rationalist spaces. Changing organization of openings according to the
special needs of the spaces such as ateliers, climatic solutions as concrete sun shading elements

on the south fagade, and colonnaded pull-back of the atelier spaces demonstrate the

299 Inonii Primary School was demolished in 2007 together with Ismet Inénii Institute for Girls and
Maternity Hospital, which were built on the same street with the support of the association. A
recreational park has been designed on the land of these three Republican buildings. Since they had
significant places in the social memory of the city, during the demolition of the buildings there were
protests by citizens. Hande Egel, Aydin Ugar, Eser Giiltekin, “Gelecegi Yaratirken Antalya’nin Yok
Edilen Cumhuriyet Donemi Yapilarinin Cergevesinde Gegmisi Hatirlama Sorunu”. (n.d) p.3. The
decision of Antalya Cultural and Natural Heritage Preservation Board dated March 9, 2007 indicates
that the buildings do not have the features of a cultural heritage according to the 2863 Conservation
Law, and does not register the buildings as cultural heritage.

210 Deniz, 2009, pp.141-143.

211 A Block was designed by master architect Tugrul Atuf Kansu and application project of the same
block was drawn by architect and constructor Yalgin Kaya and Ahmet Yiicel. Information about the
architects of the other blocks could not be found in the archival study. Kansu, graduated from Fine Arts
Academy, worked for the Ministry of National Education and designed many school buildings within
the Campaign of Education for more than 30 years. Metin Atuf Kansu, K.Isik Kansu, Nafi Atuf Kansu
Yasami ve Yazilari. (Ankara: Miilkiyeliler Birligi, 2011). p.46.
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consideration of local environmental features in its architectural design.(Figure 3.36) In
addition, as a consequence of the populist approach of the period, collaborative construction
process was experienced in the construction of the first building of the complex in which

students were active.?'?

Figure 3.36. Antalya Boys’ Art School, Block B and metal atelier, 1946. (taken by the author,
2013)

212 Esin Boliikbas Dayi, “Antalya Teknik ve Endiistri Meslek Lisesi”. Tiirkive Mimarliginda
Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlart IX, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuslari.
(Antalya, 2013).
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Besides particular public projects, infrastructural development was on the agenda of Antalya
as a result of the attempts of the state in the 1950s in improving transportation. Rapid
urbanization of the period led to the transformation in the physical environment and urban
infrastructure projects were developed and constructed in Antalya at the time. Road network
was expanded with new roads and streets?*® (Figure 3.37), nodal points such as the bus
terminal®** and the airport?'® that provided connection with other cities were built. (Figure
3.38) Since the city had a disadvantageous position in terms of railway connection, the
construction of these communication structures was an important step for the regional

development.

Figure 3.37. The main streets of Antalya in the early Republican period. (Reproduced on the
base of Google Maps)

213 At the beginning of the 1950s, the most important streets were Atatiirk Street, Sarampol Street, Recep
Peker Street, Hiikiimet Street, Hapishane Street, Ali Cetinkaya Street and Kazim Ozalp Street in
Antalya. Degirmendnii Street was newly constructed in these years. Goniillii, 2010, p.191.

214 The bus terminal was built near to the cemetery at the beginning of the 1950s. It is known that the
project of the building was designed by a master architect from Ankara with the request of the
municipality.

215 In the 1950s, the airstrip was in use only during the summer periods. Following the membership of
Turkey to NATO, building an airport in Antalya became a current subject, and in 1957, the construction
of the airport started. Goniillii, 2010, pp.444-445.
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Figure 3.38. Antalya Airport, 1973. (Source: Antalya il Yillig1, 1973)

Urban planning that provided a general projection for public works became efficient after the
1950s in Antalya. After the examination of the city by a commission consisted of Assistant
General Manager of Provincial Bank Mithat Yenen, master architect and urban planner Nihat
Yiicel?*® and designer Sabri Yetismen, and several meetings that were organized by the
Governor’s Office with the local people about the public works?’, Antalya Master Plan
Competition was organized by the Provincial Bank (/ller Bankast) in 19552 The first
architect of Antalya, Tarik Akiltopu, who was also one of the competition participants,
indicates that thirty projects participated to the competition. From his explanations that give

clues about the jury process, it is understood that multiple actors, both local and central

216 Yiicel, graduated from Istanbul Fine Arts Academy in 1944-45, worked for the Provincial Bank
between 1945 and 1955. He is the designer of many buildings and urban plans such as Ankara Master
Plan, Istanbul Open Air Theatre, Eregli Iron and Steel Plant, etc.

217 Goniillii, 2010, p. 187.

218 The jury of the competition composed of Paul Bonatz, Misat Yenen, Recai Akcay, Burhanettin Onat,
Ahmet Tekus, Atilla Konuk, Luigi Piccinato, Zahit Mutlusoy, Talat Ozisik, Celal Uzer and Fesi Tulgar,
started to evaluate the project on Jul 4, 1955 and after a week the results were announced. The exhibiton
of the projects was opened in Indnii Primary School on July 11, 1955. Yarismalar Dizini, 2004.
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representatives, were involved in the jury and were quite efficient in the final evaluation. 2*°
(Figure 3.39)

ANTALYA IMAR PLANI MUSABAKASI

NETICES!

liler Bankas: tarafinden hazrlanan
Antalyd sehri imar pldm miisabas: netice- Projeler halen Antalya’'da teghir edil-
lenmigtir. Prof. Paul Bonatz'm bagkanhgin- mekte olup ayrica Ankara'da da 145 giin
roplanmiy olan jiiri 4/7/1955 giini ige bag- miiddetle teghir edilecaktir.
layarak yedi giin devam eden tetkikat ve T. M. H. derece clan meslekdaglarn
calbismala sonunda gu neticeyi elde etmig- tobrik eder.
tir

Birinci miik&iat : Y. Mith. Mim. Rauf
Beyru,, Y. Mim. Turgut Tuncay, Y. Miih,
Mim. {than Artuner.

lkinei miké&iat : Y. Mimarlar Radi Bi-
rol, Turgut Cansever, Abdurrahman Han-
21, Maruf Unal, Faruk Sirmah, Sedat Giirel.

Ugtincii miik&fat : Y. Miith. Mim, Mel&-
nat Topaloglu, M. Ali Topaloglu, Y. Mim,
Biilent Berksan,

Birinci mansiyon : Y. Mim. Muzaifer
Uybadin ve Bedri Gokten.

Ixinct mansiyon ; Y. Mub. Mim. Sema
Seyrek, Y. Mim. Gazanier Erim,

Uglinci mansiyon : Dogent Y. Mim
Sabri Oran, Y. Miib. Mim. Erdem Yener.

Figure 3.39. The 1955-August issue of the Bulletin of Chamber of Civil Engineers (Tiirkiye
Miihendislik Haberleri (Engineering News in Turkey)) announces the results of the Antalya
Master Plan Competition organized by the Provincial Bank.

The first master plan of the city by the team of Rauf Beyru, which was acquired as the result
of the competition by the Provincial Bank, was approved by the Ministry of Public Works and
Housing in 1957. (Figure 3.40) In the following period, Antalya Municipality started practices
according to the plan projections that included Yenikapi, Sarampol, Bahgelievler and Kaleigi

neighborhoods. The demolition of certain buildings around the historical entities, and the

219 He narrates the process as follows: “The Italian jury member liked the proposal of Turgut Cansever,
in which the existing urban pattern was preserved and the new settlement was suggested in the region
where State Hospital and Akdeniz University are located today. Even though the jury liked this project,
the representatives of the municipality did not agree about the expansion projection of the project.” For
the memories of Tarik Akiltopu, see: https://www.akiltopu.com
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expropriation and parceling works especially in the city center were the major implementations

of the period.??°

Figure 3.40. 1957 Master Plan by Rauf Beyru and et al. (Source: M. Nazim Ozer archive)

Emphasizing the increase in population and industrialization, the necessity to revise the 1957
Master Plan came to the agenda as early as the end of the 1950s. (Figure 3.41) However, the
decision for the revision was given in 1965, and in 1967, urban planner Biilent Berksan was

commissioned for the task. 1967 Revision Plan that suggested little changes was criticized

20The first implementation of Antalya Municipality according to the approved master plan was the
demolition of the patisserie, coffee-house, storehouse and power-distribution unit buildings in
Kalekapisi (Castle Gate) in May 13, 1957. The main aim of the demolition was to open a view through
the sea. In 1958, a square project started to be executed in front of Pasa Mosque. In the same year,
parceling for the Blacksmiths Bazaar, and a year later, the expropriation for Industrial Bazaar started.
In the 1960-1965 period, Kalekapisi Carst was formed, and the city center was enlarged to Yenikapi in
the south and to Kislahan Hotel in the north with the formation of Atatiirk and Sarampol Streets.
Goniilli, 2010, p.187.
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because of its main decisions which did not consider the geographical and climatic features of
the region. This plan considered the conservation of Kaleigi and protection of the Lara coast;
however, it failed in the predictions about population, commerce, tourism, industry and social
developments.?> The projected urban expansion was on the eastern direction, and the
construction of multiple-storey apartments along Konyaaltt Road became the result of the
plan.??2 On the other side, developments in the city center, mainly considering the commercial
life, continued until the 1970s.22 (Figure 3.42)

Belediye Reisi bila i
bare imar planmi mevzu |
unda da gunlann sdyle |
migtir: '

Imar planimn yeni |
den gozden gecirilmesi
ve giiniin gartlarma g6
re hazirlanmas: igin i-
mar Vekaletine Beledi
yece bir teklifte bulu
nulmugtur. Bu teklifin
esbabi mucibesi gudur:
Sehrin  sanayilesmesi
niifusun arbigt, park ih
tiyaci ve maarif sitesi
kurulmas: keyfiyeti ge
hir planmin  degistiril
mesini gerektirmekte

| dir.

Figure 3.41. Newspaper clipping about the reasons of the renovation of the master plan
(Source: Ileri, July 30, 1958)

221 The memories of Emin Kepez (an architect graduated in 1975):
http://ansiad.org.tr/old2010/v4/dergiler

222 Mehmet Nazim Ozer, “Antalya Kiy1 Alanlarinin Degisimi Uzerine Saptamalar”. Planlama Dergisi
(2009). p. 60.

223 Between 1965 and 1970, various commercial functions were located between Kalekapisi and
Belediye ishani. While the main core of the city was Kalekapisi and its environment, Sarampol Street
was the commercial center especially for the low income group.
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Figure 3.42. 1967 Master Plan by Biilent Berksan (Source: Ozer, 2009, p.60)

Thereafter, the master plan designed in 1978-1980 by Ziihtii Can defined the location of the
important service areas as the wholesale market hall, organized industrial site, bus terminal
and port. (Figure 3.43) From the late 1970s onwards, a huge demand emerged in the
construction field. Some of the main reasons of this demand were the announcement of the
Southern Antalya as the tourism area, the construction of the new port, the increase in the
capacity of the airport, the implementation of the Kaleigi conservation projects??*, the new
road through Kas, and thus the new mission of the city as the touristic center of Turkey. All
these central policies led to dramatic changes in the urban characteristic of Antalya. In parallel
to the increase in population, the city experienced a linear development starting from the
historical city center (Kaleigi) to the Konyaalti coast on the west and to the Lara-Kundu coast

on the east. 2%

224 Kaleici Conservation and Development Plan was transformed into the master plan by the
Municipality and approved by the Ministry of Public Works and Housing in 1982.

225 After the military intervention of September 12, 1980, the municipal border was changed and
according to the new border, 1/25000 scale Environmental Master Plan was designed in 1981 and
approved by the Ministry of Public Works and Housing in 1982. In 1985, due to the increase in
population more than expected, the revision plan was designed and approved in 1986.
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Figure 3.43. 1980 Master Plan by Ziihtii Can. (Source: M. Nazim Ozer archive)

Meanwhile, increasing opportunities and diversification in building typologies enriched the
period in terms of architectural productions. In the 1960-80 period, headquarters of public
institutions, office blocks and apartments took the place of schools, people’s houses and single
storey houses of the early Republican period. While the state was developing plans that would
be executed by the private sector, another field where the state had an active role was the
construction of administrative buildings. In parallel to the development plans of the period,
regional headquarters of public institutions were established in Antalya, and their new service
buildings and social centers were constructed. XIII. Regional Directorate of State Hydraulic
Works (DSI) (1967), Regional Directorate of Highways (1967-68), Turkish Radio and
Television Association (TRT) (1970), Provincial Special Administration (1982) and Haci
Dudu-Mehmet Gebizli Mosque (1978), a modest religious project of the period, were among

them.
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XIlI. Regional Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI) was built in 1967 on the land that
had been expropriated at the end of the 1950s.22® The building is located on the northern side

of the city, which had yet been unsettled in the period. (Figure 3.44)

Figure 3.44. XIII. Regional Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI), 1967. (Source: Galip
Biiyiikyildirim, 20. Yiizyilda Su Isleri ve Antalya. (Ankara: DSI, 2017), p.363)

The building presents similarities in its design with the General Directorate of State Hydraulic
Works in Ankara,??” which was built in 1964. Its high-rise and rectangular form is in line with
the main principles of the modernist International Style, which had become the subject of
discussions in the post-war decades in relation to the new searches in formal organizations.
(Figure 3.45- 3.46)

226 Information about the architect of the building could not be found in the archival study.

227 The project of the General Headquarter of State Hydraulic Works in Ankara was obtained after a
competition. The winner project was designed by Behruz Cinici, Teoman Doruk and Enver Tokay.
Ozgecan Canarslan, “Devlet Su Isleri Genel Miidiirliigii Binasi, Ankara”. Tiirkive Mimarhiginda
Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlart II, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuslari,
(izmir, 2005).
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Figure 3.45. XIII. Regional Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI), 1967. (Source:
Biiyilikyildirim, 2017, p.363.)

Figure 3.46. XIII. Regional Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI), built in 1967. (taken

by the author, 2017)

Turkish Radio and Television Association (TRT) building, built in 1970, was also an example

of the modern rationalist approach, which was adopted and commonly used during the post-
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war decades.?® Its right-angular system and symmetric plan and fagade organization were

strengthened with the emphasized vertical circulation on the front fagade and horizontal

sequence with flat roof and extended balconies. (Figure 3.47)

Figure 3.47. Turkish Radio and Television Association (TRT) building, built in 1970. (taken
by the author, 2014)

Regional Directorate of Highways (1967-68), designed by architect Nezihi Ozyal¢in®®, is a
precise design that considered the geographic and climatic peculiarities of its environment.
While following the modern architecture language, solutions such as sun shading elements,
arcaded entrance zone, reflection pool in front of the south facade and openings on the interior

walls were developed to create natural climatization and ventilation. The building attempts to

228 The building was demolished in 2016.

229 Architect Nezihi Ozyalgin was graduated from Istanbul Technical University in 1958 and established
his company in Antalya in 1962.
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make an interpretation of modern architecture by utilizing local and regional features, similar

to solutions suggested in other Mediterranean countries at the time.?° (Figure 3.48-3.52)

Figure 3.49. The arcaded entrance of the Regional Directorate of Highways (1967-68) (taken
by the author, 2017)

230 |_ejeune and Sabatino, 2010, p.6.
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Figure 3.50. Reflection pool in front of the south fagade of the Regional Directorate of
Highways (1967-68) (taken by the author, 2017)

Figure 3.51. Openings on the interior walls of the Regional Directorate of Highways that were
used for natural ventilation (taken by the author, 2017)

Figure 3.52. Main staircase of the Regional Directorate of Highways (1967-68) (taken by the
author, 2017)
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Another public building built by the state was the Provincial Special Administration building
(1982). The building, consisted of a 14-storey office block that was built up on a two-storey
multifunctional unit, had a public square in its front. The layout of the project was reflecting
the Wrightian plasticity that depended on angular movement in principle. Defined as
Organhaft architecture in the literature, the formation aimed at distorting the strict and rigid
geometrical approach of the International Style of the 1950s, and introduced fragmentation on
the plans and facade organizations. Turkey met this concept firstly with the Sheraton Hotel in
Istanbul (1958-74), Grand Ankara Hotel (1960) and Ministry of Defense Student Dormitories
(1967-68).%! Antalya Provincial Special Administration building might be seen as a late
example of the approach. At the same time, its high-rise office block, which was not common

in the neighborhood, provided a monumental appearance to the building.?*2 (Figure 3.53- 3.54)

Figure 3.53. Antalya Provincial Special Administration (1982)
(Source: http://www.kemerhaber.com/)

231 Yiicel, 1984, p.135.

232 The building was demolished in 2014 due to structural problems.
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Figure 3.54. Antalya Provincial Special Administration in 1970s. (Source: wowturkey.com)

Haci Dudu-Mehmet Gebizli Mosque (1978), designed by architect Ozcan Kirmizioglu?®, is
one of the limited number of religious buildings in Turkey in which new formal organization
with contemporary materials was searched for. (Figure 3.55) The dominant material of the
period was reinforced concrete and Kocatepe Mosque by Vedat Dalokay became an inspiration
with its reinforced concrete shell and plank design for contemporary mosque designs in the
country.z* However, the formal organization of Gebizli Mosque resembles Dalokay’s Shah
Faisal Mosque (1973) in Islamabad.(Figure 3.56) Its triangular spaces located on a grid system
provides a monumental and sculptural effect to the mosque. Even though it has a modest scale
and it is an unknown and late example, the building could be classified among qualified
contemporary mosques in Turkey. On the other hand, Gebizli Mosque also reveals the
increasing interaction possibilities in worldwide scale thanks to the developments in the

communication field in the era.

233 Ozcan Kirmizioglu (1934-2018) was graduated from State Fine Arts Academy in 1959 and designed
many buildings in Antalya during his career.

2% Hasret Akdogan, Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu, “Haci Dudu- Mehmet Gebizli Camii”. Tiirkiye
Mimarhginda Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlart X, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster
Sunuglari, (Erzurum, 2014).
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Figure 3.55. Gebizli Mosque (taken by the author, 2013)

Figure 3.56. Shah Faisal Mosque (Source: http://www.mimarizm.com/makale/sah-faisal-
cami-vedat-dalokay 113495)
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In the years between 1972-74, Ministry of Public Works organized architectural competitions
for the Museum, Governor’s Office and Tourism and Hotel Management High School in
Antalya. In 1983, competitions for the Palace of Justice (1983) by the Ministry of Public
Works and for Antalya Faculty of Medicine Training and Research Hospital (1983) by Ankara

University were organized.

Antalya Museum designed by Dogan Tekeli, Sami Sisa and Metin Hepgiiler is an example of
the articulated plan scheme that was widely applied from the 1960s onwards.?® (Figure 3.57-
3.60) The plan concept, the relation of spaces with exhibits, building organization in changing
spatial problems and environmental and climatic features of the location were defined as the
main considerations of the jury.?®® The proposal was formed of small blocks, considering the
relation with the city and natural assets. The sizes of the articulated volumes were defined
according to the exhibition methods and exhibited materials. The project also offers open
exhibition areas to take the advantage of natural environment. The building gains a strong
horizontal characteristic with flat roof and horizontal windows in contrast to the natural scene
of Beydaglari. The surfaces of the building were designed in the modern style with their
plenary organization and pure facades. The relation of interior and exterior spaces was seen as
one of the positive features by the jury of the competition. The projects that received the second
and the third prizes in the competition also consisted of small blocks as a reflection of the

mainstream approach of the period. (Figure 3.61- 3.62)

235 Afife Batur, A Concise History: Architecture in Turkey during the 20™ Century. (Ankara: Chamber of
Avrchitects of Turkey, 2005). p.70.

2% Anon., “Antalya Bolge Miizesi Mimari Proje Yarigmasi Jiiri Raporu”. Arkitekt, v.1. (1964). p.28.
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Figure 3.58. Floor plan (Source: Anon., Arkitekt, 1964, p.30.)
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Figure 3.59. South facade (Source: Anon., Arkitekt, 1964, p.31.)

Figure 3.61. Second prize by Saziment and Neset Arolat. (Source: Anon., Arkitekt, 1964, p.32.)
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Figure 3.62. Third prize by Hayati Tabanlioglu and Yusuf Ergiilec. (Source: Anon., Arkitekt,
1964, p.34.)

The competition for Tourism and Hotel Management High School was organized in 1974 and
the winner project was by the group of Zafer Aldemir®’, Niikhet Unsal, Osman Tiirker,
Mehmet Aver. (Figure 3.63- 3.64) When the awarded projects are analyzed, the disaggregation
of the prism and using articulated small blocks in different angles could again be determined
as the common approach of the participants. The use of a courtyard as the connection point in-
between the masses is also seen as the general tendency of the awarded projects. (Figure 3.65-
3.68) According to the jury report, the winner project became different with the way it realized

conceptual ideas and with its from that represented the structural system in an effective way.?®

237 Zafer Aldemir, graduated from METU in 1974, had many degrees and honorable mansions in various
architectural competitions such as Government Offices in Kiitahya, Bingol, Aliaga and Antalya,
Kusadas1 Tourism and Hotel Management High School, Kirsehir State Hospital, etc.

238 Anon., “Antalya Otelcilik ve Turizm Meslek Lisesi Proje Yarismast”. Mimarlik, v.1. (1975). p.20.
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Figure 3.63. Winner project by Zafer Aldemir, Niikhet Unsal, Osman Tiirker, Mehmet Avci.
(Source: Anon. Mimarlik, 1975, p.20.)

Figure 3.64. Winner project by Zafer Aldemir, Niikhet Unsal, Osman Tiirker, Mehmet Avci
(Source: Anon. Mimariik, 1975, p.20.)
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Figure 3.65. The ground plan of the second prize project by Filiz Erkal-Coskun Erkal. (Source:
Anon. Mimarlik, 1975, p.20.)

Figure 3.66. The model of the second prize project by Filiz Erkal-Coskun Erkal. (Source:
Anon. Mimarlik, 1975, p.20.)

Figure 3.67. The model of the third prize project by Nuran Karaaslan, Merih Karaaslan and
Mahmut Tuna. (Source: Anon. Mimarlik, 1975, p.20.)

Figure 3.68. The ground floor plan of the third prize project by Nuran Karaaslan, Merih
Karaaslan and Mahmut Tuna. (Source: Anon. Mimarlik, 1975, p.20.)

In the 1970s, new buildings for Government Offices in accordance with the changing
necessities of the bureaucratic structure came to the agenda for many cities. Ministry of Public
Works preferred to organize competitions for each city in order to obtain the architectural

projects of Government Offices. For Antalya, a competition was organized in 1973 and the
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project of Mahmut Tuna, Merih Karaaslan and Onen Aktiirk won the competition.*® The
former Government Office building was demolished and the construction of the new project
started in 1974 on the same location, which is on Cumhuriyet Square.?®® (Figure 3.69)
Architect Merih Karaaslan criticized the architectural language of their design in an interview
dated 1984. Focusing on the roof type of the building, he remarked that, even though the main
consideration was to keep a balance with the society and the human scale, the building failed
in the representation of its administrative function. Karaaslan defined the building form in
reference to the rural characteristic and related this approach to the rural life style of small

cities in the competition period.?*

Figure 3.69. Antalya Government Office built in 1974. (Source: Anon., “Soylesi: Osmanli’dan
Bugiine Hiikiimet Konaklari, Giiven Birkan, Inci Aslanoglu, Baran Idil, Umut inan, Merih
Karaaslan, {lber Ortayl1, Naci Ozbek, Affan Yatman”. Mimarlik, vol.5. (1984). p. 11.)

239 Anon., Yarismalar Dizini, 2004,

240 In 2008, the building was demolished and the square has been enlarged.

241 Anon., Mimarlik, 1984, p.11.
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Two competitions in 1983 for Palace of Justice by the Ministry of Public Works and Antalya
Faculty of Medicine Training and Research Hospital by Ankara University, had a great impact
on the urban morphology. Located on the two sides of a newly-developed boulevard, the
buildings acted important roles in the development of new neighborhoods.?2

The analysis on the buildings of the period for public administration and public services
reveals that, even though the state had the pioneering role in the design and construction of
public buildings in all times, the local support was more perceivable in the early period of the
Republic. The participation of the local people, collaboration of non-profit associations and
interaction between the center and local dynamics resulted in the spaces that became a part of
the urban memory afterwards. On the other hand, in the second half of the twentieth century,
central decisions and applications were more dominant in the formation of public places of the
city. While the buildings were more representative in terms of the mainstream architectural
approaches in post-war decades, the sense of local ownership could not be observed as much
as the earlier decades. Still, the consideration of the environmental conditions continued
without any rupture, and acclimated local building types of the earlier period gave place to the
buildings in which climatic solutions were developed by using contemporary construction

techniques.

3.2.2.2. Places for Modern Economic Life: Finance and Trade Buildings

Besides administrative and service buildings of public use, buildings for finance and trade
were also significant for understanding the transformation of the economic life in Antalya
within the modernization process. The economic policy of the early Republican period mainly
aimed to reduce foreign dependency. Thus, the State Monopolies (Inhisarlar Idaresi, later
Tekel) organization was the pioneer of the economic and social arrangements of the state while

supporting national production.?*® In many cities, the buildings of the organization were

242 Aydin Ugar et al. “Antalya Adalet Saray1”. Tiirkive Mimarhginda Modernizmin Yerel Acilimlar: VII,
DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuslari, (Mersin, 2011).

243 Sinan Demirbilek, “Tek Parti Déneminde Inhisarlar (1923-1946)”. CTTAD, X11/24. (2012). pp.203-
232.
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constructed during the period. Ankara Headquarters of State Monopolies by Giulio Mongeri
(1928), and its buildings in Antalya (1934) and Konya (1935) by Tahir Tug?4, and Afyon
(1937-38) were the earlier examples. The so-called Ankara “cubic style” of current modern
approach was dominant in Tahir Tug’s designs of State Monopolies buildings in Antalya and
Konya. Located on an L-shape plot, the rectilinear plan organization of the building in Antalya
was enforced with the symmetrical and cubic window projections.?*® Functionality was the
main consideration both in the plan layout and the choice of building materials. Climatic
necessities were regarded, contemporary materials and techniques were applied in the
construction.? (Figure 3.70- 3.71)

ANTALYA 2 it /A ENLECLIC 14/ MOWRLOK BiNe. i w0
ANKALLAY wo ZBTIZMAGAZA/I MOJL/I MANLAL It
oisd 7700 =]

Figure 3.70. Antalya Monopoly Building (Source: A. Tahir “Antalya Inhisarlar Miistakil
Midiirliik Binasi Projesi”. Arkitekt. (1934-11). pp.305-306)

244 Tahir Tug was graduated from Fine Arts Academy in 1934. His Monopoly Building designs in
Antalya and Sivas were published in Arkitekt. He also designed Konya Monopoly building in 1935. In
1941, he started to work in the architectural office of the Ministry of Education.

245 Bozdogan indicates that many Turkish architest were influenced by the so-called Ankara cubic or
Viennesse cubic style. The inverted T-shape projections of Holzmeister and the cubic window
projections of Egli were the models in this sense. Bozdogan, 2012, pp.201-203.

246 Tahir Tug, “Inhisarlar Idare Binas1”. Arkitekt (1935-09). pp.245-246; A. Tahir, “Antalya inhisarlar
Miistakil Miidiirliik Binas1 Projesi”. Arkitekt (1934-11). pp.305-306; Anon. “Inhisarlar”. Tiirk Akdeniz
n.11-12. (1938). p.118.
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Figure 3.71. Antalya Monopoly Building (Source: Tug, 1935, pp.245-246)

Another intervention of the state to promote national production was to support private
enterprises. As early as 1924, the first bank, Is Bankas: (Business Bank), was founded by the
support of the state, to be followed by other state-funded banks during the 1920s and the 1930s,
in order to support production with credits. The bank buildings of the period were the
indicators of the new economic system, but more importantly became the spaces for new life
practices.?’’ Towards the 1950s, increasing population, urban growth and industrial
development increased the need of credits and funds and the first private banks started to be
established. In the architectural features of the bank buildings, the common architectural
approaches of the period could be traced, changing in time from modernist to historicist and

to modernist again from the 1930s onwards, as seen in the examples in Antalya.?*8

The two banks of the Ottoman period had their branches in Antalya: Ziraat Bankas:
(Agriculture Bank) and Osmanli Bankas: (Ottoman Bank). Two new banks also opened
branches until the 1940s: /s Bankas: (Business Bank) and Emlak Kredi Bankas: (Bank of Real
Estate and Credit). After 1950, in parallel with the growing trade in the city, bank buildings

were renovated or new buildings were designed for the banks. The new building of Ziraat

247 Elvan Altan Ergut, “Ankara “Bankalar Caddesi” ve Otesi.” Biilten, TMMOB Mimarlar Odas1 Ankara
Subesi. (2005). pp.28-29.

248 Anon., “Yap1 Kredi Bankas1 Bursa Subesi”, Arkitekt, v.209. (1949). pp.97-99.
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Bankas: opened with a ceremony with the participation of Governor 1. Sabri Caglayangil
(1950-1953). In 1954, Antalya Branch of Tiirk Ticaret Bankas: was built by the constructors
Nadir Berksoy and Ismail Kulak, while a year later, Halk Bankas: Antalya Branch was
established in an existing building (the ground floor of Yayla Palas Hotel).2*°

Figure 3.72. Bank buildings on Atatiirk Street (taken by the author, 2016)

The first bank buildings were located in the Kalei¢i region in Antalya. After the 1940s, due to
the urban growth and the emergence of potential lands for new constructions, bank buildings
started to be built on the main arteries of the urban context. While Tiirk Ticaret Bankas: and
Ziraat Bankas: were located on Atatiirk Street (Figure 3.72)*°, Antalya Branch of Central
Bank of Turkey was built on a plot on Ali Cetinkaya Road in 1963.%°* (Figure 3.73) Rationalist
and functionalist approach of the period was reflected in the prismatic buildings that were
complemented with the contemporary interpretation of traditional elements. Providing

consistency with the existing built environment was considered in the bank buildings in terms

29Goniilli, 2010, p.449.

250 Information about the architects of the buildings could not be found in the archival study.

251 The plot, which was formerly a library, was located on the opposite of Indnii Primary School.
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of scale whereas fagade organizations, especially of the front fagades, carried monumental

features that emphasize the public use of the buildings.

&

Figure 3.73. Antalya Branch of the Central Bank of Turkey (Source: Antalya Il Yillig1, 1973)

Consequent to the agricultural potentials of the country, Commodity Exchanges (Ticaret
Borsalari) were seen as important mediums to transform agricultural productivity into a
powerful economic source for the country. As one of the earlier examples, Commodity
Exchange was established in 1920 in Antalya.®®? In 1951, Antalya Commodity Exchange
building underwent a comprehensive renovation and in 1959 its new building, designed on the

22 The first Commodity Exchnge was established in izmir in 1891, the followings were in Konya
(1912), Adana (1913) and Antalya (1920). Giiven Ding, Nimet Ayse Bakircilar, Gegmisten Giintimiize
Antalya Ticaret ve Sanayi Odasi. (Antalya: Turkuaz Yayinlari, 2012). p.80; Mustafa K. Y1lmaz, Gokhan
Mirahmetoglu, “Tiirkiye’de Ticaret Borsalarinin Gelisimi, Ekonomideki Yeri ve Performansi Uzerine
Analitik Bir Degerlendirme”. The Journal of Accounting and Finance, Issue 33. (2007). p. 82.
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same plot by master architect Turan Kemaloglu®3, was opened with the participation of
Governor Niyazi Ak1.?%* (Figure 3.74- 3.75)

Figure 3.74. Antalya Commaodity Exchange Building, 1970s. (Source: Cimrin, 2007, p. 299)

Figure 3.75. Antalya Commodity Exchange Building, 2018. (taken by the author)

After the 1950s, changing economic policies introduced new building typologies with new
functions. While bazaars (¢arst), traditional or modernized, were the spaces for the main
economic activities in the early Republican period, a new typology called Zsham: (Office
Block) was introduced in the post-war decades, including commercial stores and passages in
the ground and office units in the upper floors. Responding to the need of the increasing
population and developing commercial facilities, office blocks were usually designed as high-
rise buildings in central locations by means of the developments in construction techniques
and materials of the era. The Kalekapisi region, which was the center of commerce during the
previous years, became the favorite location for this typology in Antalya. With the construction
of these buildings, the central zone had an increase in density. Vakif [shani, built by Directorate

253 Turan Kemaloglu was graduated from Istanbul Technical University in 1952.

254 Goniilli, 2010, p.446.
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of Foundations in the 1970s%, had eight floors consisted of offices, shops and a restaurant.
The office floors were used by both the public institutions and private companies; shops and
the restaurant on the eight floor contributed to the social and economic life of the city.?® The
reiterated facade organization of the building contributed to its modernist language, while sun

shading elements represented the local consideration in its architectural design. (Figure 3.76)

Figure 3.76. Vakif Ishan: (Source: Antalya Il Yilligr, 1973)

255 Information about the architect of Vakif Ishani could not be found in the archival study. The building
was demolished in 2008.

26 Antalya Il Yilligi. (1973). p.226.
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In the opposite corner of Vakif Ishani, Belediye Ishan: (Municipality Office Blok) was built in
1964 on the plot of Kasap Hali (Butcher Market Place).?>” (Figure 3.77) Belediye Ishan: was
a modest representative of the prevailing modern architectural language of the post-war period.
Two little office towers were located on a horizontal commercial base on an important corner
of the city center. The cubic and plain organization of the building reflected the rational and
functional priorities of the era. (Figure 3.78) In 1976, during the 13th Antalya International
Film and Art Festival (The Plastic Arts Festival), artist Orhan Taylan painted the legend of
Prometheus to the blind wall of the building.(Figure 3.79) However, after the Military Coup
of 1980, the mural painting was covered, as a result of the claim that it had a hidden political
message.?*® (Figure 3.80) Representing both the cultural production of the period and also the

effect of political mechanisms on arts and architecture, Beledive Isham gives information

about the life practices of the period.?*®

Figure 3.77. Kasap Hali (Butcher Market Place), 1942. Built in 1932 by the Municipality.
(Source: Cimrin, 2007, p. 307)

57 The building was designed by technician Nedim Yaltirik. Since Yaltirik was not legally authorized
for designing the project, it was submitted by engineer Hacip Kay1 for approval. Hilal Tugba
Ormecioglu et al., “Antalya Kirimlioglu ishan1”. Tiirkive Mimarliginda Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlar:
Vil, DOCOMOMO Tiirkive Ulusal Caliyma Grubu Poster Sunuslari, (Mersin, 2011). After the
demolishing of Vakif Ishani in 2008, the building was transferred from the Municipality to the General
Directorate of Foundations.

2% http://www.fullantalya.com/prometheusu-kurtardik-diyelim-peki-ya-digerleri/

29 SALT Beyoglu (2013) Scared of Murals, SALT Online (2013) Talk: Orhan Taylan, Selahattin
Tongug. (https://saltonline.org/tr/521/konusma-orhan-taylan-ve-selahattin-tonguc)
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Figure 3.78. Belediye Ishani (Source: http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2018/06/3-perecin-
rehberliginde-scarpanin-ve.html)

Figure 3.79. Mural Painting by Orhan Taylan on Belediye Isham, late 1970s. (Source:
http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2018/06/3-perecin-rehberliginde-scarpanin-ve.html)
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Figure 3.80. Belediye (currently Vakif) Isham, 2017. (Source: Google Maps)

Due to their significant positions in economic life, finance and trade buildings became efficient
factors in the urban development process in Antalya. Located in the city center and usually
built by the central mechanisms, these buildings also contributed to the modern face of the city

with their functional design approaches.

3.2.2.3. Places for Modern Social Life: Buildings for Leisure and Recreation

Creating a modern society would not be possible just with modern boulevards and public
buildings, but also daily life of the society needed to change via modernized urban spaces.?®
For this reason, the planning of leisure and recreational facilities was an inseparable part of

the modernization project.

%0 Zeynep Uludag, “Mimarlik Tarih Yazimma Elestirel Bir Bakis: Cumhuriyetin Modern Kent
Peyzajint Okumak™ in Cumhuriyet’in Mekanlar:, Zamanlari, Insanlari. ed. Elvan Altan Ergut, Bilge
Imamoglu. (Ankara: Dipnot Yayinlari, 2010). pp.153- 168.

128



Sea bathing practice, which had started in the late Ottoman period, continued in the early
Republican period. It is known that the sea bath in Mermerli, a quarter in Kaleigi, Antalya,
was still in use during the period of 1930-1935. The access to the bath was provided by a 25-
30 meters’ length, and 1-meter width wooden dock. In the middle of the structure, a pool with
sea water was designed for the ones who were not able to swim properly. Sea bath was used
by men in the mornings and by women in the afternoons.?* (Figure 3.81- 3.83)

Sea baths are seen as the initial models of beach facilities in coastal cities. The transformation
in sea bathing/swimming places after the proclamation of the Republic demonstrates the
impacts of the changing power on social life. The enclosed and gender-oriented layout of sea
bathes were transformed into mix-used and open environments after the proclamation of the
Republic.2®2 The reformist attitude of the new regime could easily be followed in daily life
practices as seen in seaside environments. Giirel argues that the transformation in daily life
practices was not the result of a unilateral imposition; rather, the involved actors as
administrators, designers, builders and users were the ones that triggered the modernization

experience.?®
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Figure 3.81. A schematic drawing of Mermerli Sea Bath (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

%1 Memoirs of Tarik Akiltopu, the first architect of Antalya. (https://www.akiltopu.com)

%62 Meltem O. Giirel, “Seashore Readings: the Road From Sea Baths to Summerhouses in Mid-
Twentieth Century Izmir” in Mid-Century Modernism in Turkey: Architecture Across Cultures in the
1950s and 1960s. (Oxon: Routledge, 2018). pp.45-73.

263 Meltem O. Giirel, 2018, pp.45-73.
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Figure 3.82. Sea Bath typology introduced by Yagan. (Source: Yagan, 2018)

Figure 3.83. Mermerli Sea Bath, 1930s. (Source: Hiiseyin Cimrin Archive)

Besides sea baths, another dominant activity special to the Antalya region was related to the
nomadic life style. During the early periods of the twentieth century, the society continued to
live in a semi-nomadic way (staying in Antalya in winters and going to calmer regions,
highlands (yayla) in summers). However, developed commercial, industrial and public life of
the city, especially after 1950s, did not give opportunity to leave the city seasonally. Therefore,
alternatives were developed to struggle with the climatic problems in summers. The initial
solution was to get benefit from the sea in the areas close to the city center. A sort of a modern
interpretation of traditional life-style was experienced in the waterfront by which both nomad
culture and also sea bathing practice of the society continued in an altered way. Temporary
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settlements were placed on Konyaalti and Lara beaches by using straws. The settlements were
developed as local summer cottages called ‘oba’ (the term ¢ardak is used in Manavgat, and
Side regions) in time and generated a new and unique lifestyle for the city.? (Figure 3.84)

Figure 3.84. “Oba”s in Konyaalti, 1978. (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

In parallel to the public demand for this summer life style, around 50-60 wooden obas were
built in Konyaalt1 in 1957 to be rented by the citizens.?®® Although ‘these were also mainly for
the local people, in the first years, German tourists, who were attracted by the Governor Niyazi
Ak1’s interview with the German magazine Bunte, were also hosted in them. The attempt of

the governor is known as the trigger for the development of international tourism in Antalya.?6¢

The spontaneous and simple local identity of obas gave place to the iterant architectural
language of the chain of touristic hotels with the planned tourism policies in time. Oba life

264 Biiyiikyildirim, 2017, p.368.

265 Obas with two rooms and a kitchen had water and electricity installation and were rented out for 90
liras in 1957. Goniilli, 2010, p.220.

266 Cimrin, 2007, p.630.
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continued in Konyaalt1 until the 1990s and in Lara until the 2000s. This culture still survives

in a few locations out of the city center. (Figure 3.85)

Figure 3.85. ‘Oba’s in Kumkdy, 2018. (Source: www.hurriyet.com.tr)

In the transformation of the sea side environments, Governor’s Office, Special Provincial
Administration and Municipality acted important roles by importing beach facilities and
building rentable obas in the Konyaalti and Lara coasts. (Figure 3.86) For the rehabilitation of
the Lara coast, another local actor, Giizeloba Village, was also participated in the process. The
association composed of Special Provincial Administration, Antalya Municipality and
Giizeloba Village, carried out the projects of hydroelectric plant, beach casino, changing rooms
and camping site with forty-three obas inside in the first half of the 1950s.2%" It is known that
the central government also gave support for the development of the region in terms of beach
facilities. (Figure 3.87)

267 Goniillii, 2010, p. 221.
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Figure 3.87. Newspaper clipping about the visit by the Prime Minister to Lara coast. (Source:
Ileri, October 17, 1958.)
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As a coastal Mediterranean city, Antalya had the advantageous environmental dynamics in its
modernization history. The combination of natural sources, traditional life style and central-
local authorities with modern urban approaches resulted in unique projects such as the
development of the Konyaalti and Lara beaches as touristic areas towards the end of the
twentieth century. On the other hand, the city was also under the effect of mainstream
ideologies of the country. The modernization project of the new nation-state promoted
prosperous public spaces that offered secular lifestyle to the citizens.?® Starting with Genglik
Park in the capital Ankara and Culture Park in Izmir, large urban parks were designed in

various cities including Antalya.

The most influential urban project of the early Republican era in Antalya, Karaalioglu Park
(initially called as indnii Park), was designed by architect Necmi Ates?® and built in the 1940s.
(Figure 3.88) As an important step for the modernization of the city, the park was designed in
the city center on the 70.000 square meter swamp lands called Karaalioglu Garden. Vatan
Coffee House, Cinema Leyla and Turkish Heart (Tiirk Ocaklart) buildings were located in the
garden, which had been in use as a recreation area in the 1930s. The transformation of the
garden into a modern park was realized; water channels, pools, squares and miradors
(belvederes) were applied to the area within the project. The park design displays the
centralized planning approach of the early Republican period. Alpan relates the design
approach to the international urban planning movements, to the City Beautiful Movement in
particular.?’® Beautification of cities by functional urban elements such as parks, public squares
and fountains is the main principle of the movement and its impacts can be traced in the design

of Karaalioglu Park of Antalya.

28 (Ozlem Aritan, “Modernlesme ve Cumhuriyetin Kamusal Mekan Modelleri”. Mimarlik, v.342.
(2008). pp.49-56.

289 Necmi Ates (1907-1959) had the degree in architecture from Fine Arts Academy and educated in
Paris in the field of urban planning afterwards. He had the third prize in Odemis Master Plan competition
in 1944 with Feyyaz Tiiziiner. Ates was elected as the Istanbul Deputy in the 1954 election. Cumhuriyet,
March 04, 1959.

210 Acalya Alpan, Urban Restructuring Process of Antalya Walled Town and the Roles of Stakeholders.
PhD Thesis in City and Regional Planning. (Ankara: METU, 2013). p.41.
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Figure 3.88. The entrance of the Karaalioglu (Iindnii) Park, 1943. On the left side: People’s
House. (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

Although the construction of the park was realized during the Second World War period that
had financial difficulties, the project could be applied with community involvement and with
the support of Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tanitma Cemiyeti (The Association of Public
Works, Publicity and Embellishment of Antalya).?’* Due to the collaborative process and the
resultant qualified spaces, the park became famous countrywide in a short time. In the first
place, the book Antalya Ikinci Diinya Harbinde Nasil Giizellesebildi? by Vala Nureddin, and
articles in Tzrk Akdeniz jorunal of the People’s House in Antalya, promoted the natural and
built environment of Karaalioglu Park and made it widely known by the society.?’? (Figure

3.89- 3.90)

271 Cimrin, 2007.

212 \/a-Nu addresses the park as follows: “.... Yalgin kayalar iizerindeki miradorlar ile, pergolalar ile,
gazinolar ile, havuz ile; Halkevi, hatta cikrikli kahvesile- Ankara ve Istanbul dahil- biitiin Tiirk
sehirlerini kiskandiracak bir ihtisamdadir....” In Turk Akdeniz Oguz, R. describes it as “Denize dogru
uzanan genis ebton caddenin, Halkevinin Oniindeki 6l¢iilii ve tertipli genisligin de aksamlarin
alacaliginda renk ve ziya ciinbiisii i¢inde yiikselen fiskiuasinda, miradorlara dogru uzanan yollarin sag
ve solundaki ¢igek tarhlarinda ve tezyinatinda, nihayet bilyliik miradorun Akdenize hakim olan vakarl
durumunda, yurdun her parcasina sahip olmanin, Cumbhuriyet¢i ve inkilapgt baglarin neler
yapabilecegini gosteren kuvvetli bir ifadenin ¢elik ve tok edast mevcuttur.” Resat Oguz, “Bugiinkii
Antalya” Tiirk Akdeniz, v.5, n.27. (1943). p.5.
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Figure 3.90. Karaalioglu Park built in the 1940s. (taken by the author, 2018)

In addition to large green areas, Karaalioglu Park also included public buildings as People’s
House, Sericulture Institution, a stadium and a sports hall that enriched the social life in
different aspects. Besides being the center of the sports activities, Atatiirk Stadium and Sports
Hall?”3, built in between 1951 and 1965, were the spaces for the celebration of national feasts.

273 Information about the architects of the buildings could not be found in the archival study. The
Stadium was demolished and Sports Hall is currently under a renovation process as a part of City
Museum project.
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Hence, the buildings, as the representatives of Republican Turkey, had a significant role in the
changing modern urban life of Antalya. (Figure 3.91- 3.94)

Figure 3.91. Atatiirk Stadium in 1973. (Source: Antalya Il Yilligi, 1973)

Figure 3.92. Atatiirk Stadium in 2013. (taken by the author)
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Figure 3.93. Atatiirk Sports Hall in 1973. (Source: Antalya Il Yillig1, 1973)

Figure 3.94. Atatiirk Sports Hall in 2013. (taken by the author)

Another modernization attempt of the period was to design large squares where meetings and
social events could be realized. In Antalya, as one of the most significant representatives of
the state in the city, an existing central square, Tophane (Armory) Square, was rehabilitated
and renamed as Cumhuriyet (Republic) Square. Besides being an indicator of the governing
power, the square had also an active role in the creation of a modern urban life. Cumhuriyet

(Republic) Square was the place where national feast celebrations were usually realized.

Yicel indicates that, during the post-war period, economic relations with the West gained

momentum which affected intellectual life, institutions and also lifestyles deeply. A pluralistic
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world view emerged and introduced new concepts to Turkey.?”* Within this pluralist
environment, many competitions as significant tools for architectural production were
organized by Ministry of Public Works, governmental institutions and municipalities in this
period. Hospitals, university campuses, high schools, government offices were the most
common subjects of the competitions as needed by the changing economic and bureaucratic
structures. The first competition of the period in Antalya was organized for a monument by
the Atatiirk Monument Building Association in 1964. Tarik Akiltopu, the first architect of the
city, played an important role in the organization of the competition. Being a jury member of
the competition, he took advice from his professors Sedad Hakki Eldem and Mehmet Ali
Handan for the competition process.?” In the competition, the proposal by Sculptor Prof. Dr.
Hiiseyin Gezer was selected among 28 participants. Akiltopu was also commissioned to build
the base of the sculpture, named as the Ulusal Yiikselis (National Ascension) Monument. The

monument is located on Cumhuriyet (Republic) Square as one of the unique samples in which

the base of the monument was designed as a complementary part of the whole structure.?’®
(Figure 3.95)

Figure 3.95. Cumhuriyet Square and National Ascension (Ulusal Yiikselis) monument. (taken
by the author, 2015)

21 Yiicel, 1984, p.126.

275 Memoirs of Tarik Akiltopu, (https://www.akiltopu.com)

276 http://www. fullantalya.com/antalyanin-heykelleriulusal-yukselis-aniti/

139


https://www.akiltopu.com/
http://www.fullantalya.com/antalyanin-heykelleriulusal-yukselis-aniti/

In 1980, a preliminary design was prepared for Cumhuriyet Square and its historical
environment by architect Cengiz Bektas.?”” (Figure 3.96) The project consisting of different
levels with changing functions proposed to change the location of the National Ascension
(Ulusal Yiikselis) monument from the current place to the other side of the main road.
According to the time schedule of the project, it could be said that even though the project has
not been applied, a significant aspect of the project was to effort for the participation of the

citizens into the decision-making processes. (Figure 3.97)

. —— L

antalya cumhuriyet alani ve tarihi cevre dizenlemesi /000 imar plan

BEKTAS OZYONETIM MIMARLIK iSLIGI

Figure 3.96. The survey and proposal project of Cumhuriyet Square prepared by architect
Cengiz Bektas in 1980. (Source: SALT Research, Cengiz Bektag Archive, 2019)

ZITSALT Research, Cengiz Bektas Archive. (last accessed: September, 2019)
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Figure 3.97. The time schedule of Cumhuriyet Square Project by Cengiz Bektas, 1980.
(Source: SALT Research, Cengiz Bektas Archive, 2019)

The proposal project for Cumhuriyet Square included functions such as urban museum that
represents the urban history of Antalya, shopping streets in which traditional and local
products would be sold, restaurants, coffee houses, amphitheaters and meeting places that
facilitate the social events such as festivals. The main aim of the project was to create a vivid

social and cultural life in Cumhuriyet Square. (Figure 3.98)
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Figure 3.98. General overview of the proposal project of Cengiz Bektas for Cumhuriyet
Square, 1980. (Source: SALT Research, Cengiz Bektas Archive, 2019)

As one of the cultural and social daily life practices, going to cinemas became a common
practice in Turkey after the 1940s due to the developments in the cinema sector, technology
and transportation. Movie theaters, as the spaces of the new leisure activity, had impacts on
the social and cultural life of the city. Located on different points in the city, both summer
cinemas and movie theater buildings were the meeting spaces of the society.?® By 1949, there
had been four movie theaters in Antalya; Sehir (City), Elhamra, People’s House and New
Cinema. Several new movie theaters were opened over the years such as Gebizli open air
cinema on Ali Cetinkaya Street (1953), Inci Movie Theater in Kaleici (1954), and Yildiz
Movie Theater on Hapishane Street (1955).2”° Generally serving for the close neighborhood,

some of the movie theaters were built in the newly-established quarters, while some others

?®Hakan Erkilig, “Diis Satolarndan Coklu Salonlara Degisen Seyir Kiiltiirii ve Sinema”. Kebikec.
(2009) pp.143-162; Elif Tan, Tarihi Sinema Salonlarinin Doniisiimii: Roma- Istanbul Karsilastirmast.
Master’s Thesis. (Istanbul: ITU, 2016). p.10

219 Goniilli, 2010, p.375.
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were located in the Kaleici historical settlement. Inci Movie Theater, built in 1954 in the
traditional Kalei¢i neighborhood, represents the rational approach of the modernist era
together with an approach that attempts to be in harmony with the existing texture.?®® (Figure
3.99- 3.100) The building takes references from traditional architecture in terms of scale,
proportions and environmental relations. At the same time, by using contemporary materials
and techniques, it offers plain and functional space solutions. Inci Movie Theater became a

modernist focal point in the historical context in time.?!

Leisure and recreation places had to be considered important in creating a complete scene of
a modernized city. The environments in which social and cultural practices of the citizens
continued had to be rehabilitated or new places for new life practices had to be designed
according to the Republican ideals. The introduction and promotion of modern sea side
activities, such as sports and cinema, which were offered in new social meeting places by

designing a central urban square, were the attempts to enrich the social life in Antalya and thus

to have a modernized city and society consequently.

Figure 3.99. Antalya Inci Movie Theater in the 1990s. (Source: Antalya Cultural Heritage
Preservation Board)

Figure 3.100. Antalya inci Movie Theater in 2014. (taken by the author)

280 The architect of the building is not known. However, archival studies revealed that the building had
a renovation process in the 1990s within the renovation project prepared by architect Tarik Akiltopu.

281 Esin Boliikbas Day1, “Antalya Inci Sinemas1”. Tiirkive Mimarliginda Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlar:
X, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuglar:, (Erzurum, 2014).
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3.2.2.4. Places for Modern Daily Life: From Single-Family Houses to Apartment Blocks

Even though the core of the urban layout was still the old Kaleigi settlement at the beginning
of the twentieth century, Atatiirk Street (formerly Yenikapt Street), which is out of the city
walls, determined the major development zone of the city. New functions and places provided
by the Republican regime, such as Cumhuriyet Square as the social gathering area, Cumhuriyet
Street as the business center, and Karaalioglu Park as the central green space of the city, also

initiated new formations in terms of housing.

While the life style was changing, the housing spaces for the new life practices were created
in the country as a result of the modernization project of the new regime. The “Modern House”
was seen as the symbol of modern life and so of the modern state. In this direction, in the
design process of new houses, the references to Ottoman architecture were abandoned and
modern elements such as flat roofs, horizontal window strips and white-plastered surfaces

were adopted by the architects of the new nation-state.?

In the early years of Republican Turkey, the main consideration in the architectural milieu was
creating a built environment according to the new and modern national culture and identity.
While the majority of the population was living in villages, designing modern cities had no
restriction as increasing population or land speculation. Therefore, in this period detached
single-family houses which were designed in the modernist vein were widespread in many

cities.

The 1930s was the influential period in which the promotion of the modern house increased
and so modern architecture became popular. The publications included popular magazines that
had an important effect on the perception of modernity by the society. Baydar Nalbantoglu

indicates that “the emphasis on health and efficiency, and promotion of new aesthetic

282 Baydar Nalbantoglu, 1993, p. 67; Bozdogan, 2012, pp. 212-259.
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sensibilities complemented the image of the modern, civilized and secular nation that Turkey

aspired to become”.?

Besides the changes in population and socio-economic conditions, construction regulations
and technological changes in construction affected the characteristics of the residential
architecture. Batur®®* defines the characteristics of the residential architecture in the period by

referring to the aspects as;

- functionalist design approaches,

- circular-shaped spaces or rounded corners in prismatic blocks,
- elements as horizontal window strips and flat roofs,

- reinforced concrete structural systems,

- grouped service spaces, and

- continuous balconies along facades or large verandas.

Significant examples of modern single-family houses were built in Antalya during the 1923-
1950 period. The most important examples of this building type in the city are located in
Karaalioglu Park that was the public symbol of the modernization project. Located very close
to the old Kaleigi settlement, Villa Zamanlar, Villa Goksoy, Villa Dr. Onat and Villa Kivrak
of the period represent the different approaches in the production of the “modern house”.
(Figure 3.101)

283 Giilsiim Baydar, “Tenuous Boundaries: Women, Domesticity and Nationhood in 1930s Turkey”. The
Journal of Architecture, v: 7. (2002). p.229.

284 Afife Batur,“1925-1950 Déneminde Tiirkiye Mimarhig” in 75 Yilda Degisen Kent ve Mimarlik. ed.
Yildiz Sey. (istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yayinlari, 1998). p. 226.
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Figure 3.101. The map displaying the location of the significant single family houses and
apartment blocks in Antalya. (Reproduced on Google Maps)

Villa Goksoy (est.1930-1940) was built as a three-storey single-family house with a garden.
Besides having modern elements as pilotis and vertical windows, it is also representative of
traditional architectural approaches with some details as large eaves, bow window-like
balconies and ornamental balustrades.?® (Figure 3.102)

285 Student Exhibition of the Architectural Inventory of Republican Antalya Project coordinated by
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu at Akdeniz University (2013).
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Figure 3.102. Villa Goksoy (taken by the author, 2015)

Next to Villa Goksoy, a two-storey house was designed for Dr. Burhanettin Onat who had
been the mayor and Antalya Deputy. Considering the scale of the traditional Kaleigi texture
and the natural richness of Karaalioglu Park, Villa Dr. Onat (est.1940-1950) contributed to the
local formation of modern architecture in Antalya. Geometric elements as the rounded
circulation tower with glass mosaic, circular balcony and hexagonal column on the corner that
contrast the rectilinear composition of the building and the sculptural design of the entrance
door created an extraordinary modern house image for the era.(Figure 3.103) The combination
of reinforced concrete, metal, wood and glass in changing forms enforced the modernist
language of the building.?®® (Figure 3.104- 3.105)

28 Esin Boliikbag Day1, “Antalya Dr. Burhanettin Onat Villas1”. Tiirkive Mimarhiginda Modernizmin
Yerel A¢ilimlart XI, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuglari, (Bolu, 2015).
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Figure 3.104.- The circular corner of the balcony of Villa Dr. Onat. (taken by the author, 2013)

Figure 3.105. The rounded circulation area of Villa Dr. Onat. (taken by the author, 2013)

In 1958, another villa was built in Karaalioglu Park for the Kivrak family. The most impressive
feature of the building is the strong linear fagade order. Building materials of wood and stone

were used as the tools for emphasizing the vertical and horizontal organization. Functional
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space organization could be traced on the fagade, by which the rationality of the building could
be underlined.?®” (Figure 3.106- 3.107)
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Figure 3.106. Architectural project of Villa Kivrak (Source: Student Exhibition of the
Architectural Inventory of Republican Antalya Project coordinated by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hilal
Tugba Ormecioglu at Akdeniz University (2013).

Figure 3.107. Villa Kivrak. (taken by the author, 2015)

287 Student Exhibition of the Architectural Inventory of Republican Antalya Project coordinated by
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu at Akdeniz University (2013).
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Villa Zamanlar (est.1960), an interpretation of Mediterranean modernism, was also located in
Karaalioglu Park on the same row with the other single-family houses. The use of traditional
materials in a modern way, simple and geometric architectural elements that refer to the
mainstream modernist approaches, and consideration of climatic and environmental factors in
the design add distinction to the building. (Figure 3.108)

Figure 3.108. Villa Zamanlar. (taken by the author, 2015)

While individual housing projects were common in the city center, for mass migration policies
of the era, bigger scale projects were applied in the periphery of the city. In the 1930s, in
parallel with the migration to big cities, cooperatives became a solution for the lack of an
housing policy in the area.?®®

288 Antalya had already been a migration-receiving town throughout history. In the Republican period,
a part of the migrants who came in the 1924-27 period according to the exchange agreement between
Turks and Greeks were settled in Degirmenonii. On January 1, 1927, the number of the households of
migrants and refugees who settled down in Antalya after the Treaty of Lausanne was 170 in the city
center and 413 in the central villages, including Cirkinoba (1925) Model Village, Zeytin and Dumanlar
Villages. Goniillii, 2010), p.122.
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The first housing cooperative in Turkey was established in Ankara with the name of
Bahgelievler (Garden Houses) Housing Cooperative in 1935. The examples of cooperatives
followed in other cities. Workers’ houses in Izmir and in Zonguldak, and mass housing
projects in Kayseri, Nazilli, Izmir and Turhal for industry workers were realized. In Antalya,
the first mass housing project of the city, Bahgelievler Housing Cooperative, was established
with the support of Antalya’yi Giizellestirme Imar ve Tanitma Cemiyeti (Ingilizce) during the
years of the Second World War and became an influential element of the urban morphology.°
The location of Bahgelievler Cooperative houses in the western part of the city determined the
direction of urban growth in the 1950s.

The first congress of Bahgelievler Cooperative was done in October 21, 1943 and Tahsin Sezen
(Republican People’s Party member), Hiiseyin Ulgen, Hasan Goksoy, Murad Adsiz, Ahmet
Girel, Siikrii Basargan and Adnan Selekler were elected as the board members. The main aim
of the project was to create a modern living environment. 200 garden houses in two different
types were planned on two decares of land for each on the way to Konyaalt1. The project also
consisted a park, a primary school, a sea club (casino) and shops to meet the contemporary
needs of the society. The infrastructure of the neighborhood was also planned, main road to
Konyaalt1 Beach was designed as a 20-meters boulevard, and water was provided from Diiden
River. The houses in the first type had 11-acre land in the front side, which provided direct
sea view. In April 1944, the construction of the first fifty houses started. Since the environment
of the project site had not been settled yet, the promotion by Governor Hasim Iscan was very

effective in the realization of the project.®

Following the Second World War, the state-controlled policy was abandoned in favor of the
liberal economic and political order of the Western world. The consequent developments in

social structure forced changes also in architecture.

289 Until the end of the first half of the twentieth century, in parallel with the construction of public
buildings, the city was enlarged towards the east. Then, in 1944, Bahgelievler Housing on Konyaalti
Road, and in 1951, Memurevleri Housing in Arapalani changed the direction of the growth towards the
west.

290 https:/fwww.sabah.com.tr/akdeniz/2014/12/15/bahcelievler-semti-nasil-kuruldu
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Tanyeli asserts that the most important change of the 1950s was the increasing role of the
private sector in the construction sector.® Architecture milieu in Turkey adopted the new
model in design processes due to the developments in construction materials and methods.
Also, increasing opportunities of using imported construction materials and following the
projects and applications of foreign constructions easily affected the change in designs.

In the 1950s, industrialization and mechanization in agriculture led to the migration of labor
from rural settlements to cities in Turkey. Housing demand of the increasing population had a
great impact on the physical environment of cities while also the social features of the society

became more complex.

In parallel to the increase in population, the necessity for housing increased and so housing
cooperatives continued to be established also during the Democrat Party period (1950-
1960).2°2 The main housing cooperatives of the period in Antalya were Memur Evleri (Houses
for Officers) (1951-1952), Ogretmen Evleri (Houses for Teachers) (1954),2°° Adalet Evleri
(Houses for Justice Employees), Sirin Evier (Pretty Houses), Sofér Evieri (Houses for
Drivers), Giimriik¢iiler (Customs Officers) and Barinak (Shelter) (1956)** Housing
Cooperatives, some of which gave names to different quarters today. (Figure 3.109)

291 Tanyeli, 1998, p. 238.

292 Goniilli, 2010, p. 452.

2% The cooperative was established in an attempt to build houses on 600 square meters lands according
to the 5228 Building Construction Promotion Law in 1954. Founders: Burhanettin Katlandur, Vahap
Arikan, Refik Tuncer, Osman Hatipoglu, Ali Sahip Sengiinler, Erdogan Altay, Avni Sungur.

2% Barinak (Shelter) Houses, designed on the way of Lara Beach, were designed as summer houses.
Therefore, the houses had simple and modest characteristics.
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Figure 3.109. Approximate locations of housing cooperatives established in Antalya in the
1940-60 period. (reproduced on Google Maps, 2019)

Housing cooperatives had an important place in the daily newspapers of the period. Even
though cooperatives were established as autonomous organizations, the support and promotion

of the central and local mechanisms were influential in the spread of this new culture of living.

In a series of the local newspaper of Antalya, //eri, the involvement of General Directorate of
Foundations, Municipality and central administration by means of the Prime Minister and the
Minister of Public Works and Housing in the cooperative processes could be followed from
the 1958 onwards. While the Mayor was in contact with the Directorate of Foundations to
provide lands for the newly-established cooperatives, after approximately three months, a
letter to the Prime Minister to complain about the attitude of the Mayor about the land
allocation was published in the newspaper. The hot agenda of the city resulted in meetings in
Ankara with the Prime Minister and site visits by central authorities, primarily the Minister of
Public Works and Housing, to solve communication problems between institutions, local

administration and the society. (Figure 3.110- 3.113)
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Figure 3.110.- Figure 3.111.- Figure 3.112.- Figure 3.113. Newspaper clippings of /leri,
indicating the interest of politicians and bureaucrats in cooperative organizations of Antalya
(July 30, 1958, October 15, 1958, October 16, 1958, November 8, 1958)

As in other parts of the country, while the formation of the first cooperatives also considered
traditional lifestyle of citizens and offered modernized low-rise garden-houses, the increase in
population due to industrialization and urbanization attempts introduced high-rise apartment
blocks to Antalya. Additionally, the introduction of the Flat Ownership Law in 1965 became
a milestone for the construction of apartment blocks. This led to build-and-sell system and a
repetitive production of housing occurred. Giirel indicates that the architects and builders
embraced the modern apartments as integral to urbanization, modernization and

westernization.?® After this point, residential architecture became more dominant in urban

2% Meltem O. Giirel, “Defining and Living Out the Interior: The ‘Modern’ Apartment and the ‘Urban’
Housewife in Turkey during the 1950s and 1960s”. Gender, Place and Culture, vol. 16, no. 6. (2009).
pp. 703- 722.
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identity. (Figure 3.114) Even though squatting and build-and-sell practice determined the
urban texture to an extent as in other cities, Antalya witnessed in the post-war years some

significant housing projects as Yali Apartment (Kirk Daireler) (1950-65) and Elbirlik
Apartment (1968).

ANTALYA master plan \ e @

| recreation &
[ Tourism

;HEE!L:%?ELNHAL

LILUVILLAGES PUBLIC USES

[J 0) AGRICULTURAL || | |
CLCUSETTLEMENT Liou) UNIVERSITY

a

;gcouusncz o FOREST
%égmousmv aE |
3 STORAGE

| l‘ e
S )
STy o oo

<y |L',L| S

@ 'S 52 §y
08 S0d0 7 Mk ilig |
lize) .,',’||| Py

OLYMPOS

MEDITERRANEAN SEA

Figure 3.114. 1980 The dominance of the residential zone in Antalya master plan. (Source:
Baykan Giinay Archive)

The first apartment block in Antalya, Yali Apartment started to be constructed in the 1950s,
and opened for use in 1964.2% Besides it rationalist approach, the design of the building also
considered the climatic features of the environment. The apartments surrounded by balconies

on three directions provide comfortable open-spaces in different time periods of the day. On

2% The building license of Yali Apartment was signed by architect Hakan Eyican. Ikbal Erbas, Furkan
Sen, “Antalya 40 Daireler” Tiirkiye Mimarliginda Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlart IX, DOCOMOMO
Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuslari. (Antalya, 2013); Student Exhibition of the

Architectural Inventory of Republican Antalya Project coordinated by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hilal Tugba
Ormecioglu at Akdeniz University (2013).
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the western fagade, hexagonal bricks give a unique geometric characteristic besides its sun
shading function — a feature commonly seen in the design of the period. The building was
raised on pilotis and the entrance and roof terrace were provided as common spaces used by
all the residents, in line with the design understanding presented by modernist architect Le
Corbusier. (Figure 3.115- 3.117)
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Figure 3.115. The plan of Yali Apartment. (Source: Student Exhibition of the Architectural
Inventory of Republican Antalya Project coordinated by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hilal Tugba
Ormecioglu at Akdeniz University (2013))

Figure 3.116. The general view of Yali Apartment. (taken by the author, 2019)
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Figure 3.117. The entrance and pilotis of Yal1 Apartment. (taken by the author, 2019)

Le Corbusier’s design approach as exemplified in his Unite d’Habitation?®” was applied in
Turkey in the post-war decades in many examples of apartment blocks, such as Hukukgular
Apartment (Istanbul) of 1967. (Figure 3.118- 3.119) Considering the main design principles
and spatial layout, Yali Apartment in Antalya could also be addressed as a small-scale follower

of the approach in a local environment.
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Figure 3.118. Hukukgular Apartment (Source: (http://www.arkitera.com)

Figure 3.119. Unite d’Habitation (Source: http://corbusierhaus- berlin.org/en/unite/)

297 Le Corbusier’s Unite d’Habitation project in Marseille, France was a response to the need for housing
after the Second World War. The project was designed as a multi- family residential housing block in
1947. Its massive impact, elevated structure with pilotis, roof terraces, interior streets became an
inspiration source for many projects all over the world afterwards.
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The impact of the Unite d’Habitation project is also seen in other apartment blocks in Antalya
such as Elbirlik Apartment, designed in 1968 by Ozcan Kirmizioglu. (Figure 3.120) This block
consists of duplex apartment units, which is also a dominant feature of Le Corbusier’s design.
The open circulation areas (defined as interior streets in the Unite d’Habitation), and the
angular orientation of the building according to the climatic conditions and seascape direction
provide a characteristic identity for the building, which reflects the search for a spirited

harmony between rational design approach and regional / environmental factors. (Figure
3.121)

Figure 3.120. The general view of Elbirlik Apartment from the main street. (taken by the
author, 2013)

Figure 3.121. The entrance of flats in Elbirlik Apartment. (taken by the author, 2013)

In the housing development of Antalya, migration has been a determinant issue throughout its
history. While mainly external migration was experienced before the 1950s, internal migration
also started towards the city after the 1950s with the development of industry and the
establishment of new factories and touristic facilities. The increase in population, which had
started with the industrialization and urbanization attack of the 1950s, continued and gained
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momentum in the 1980s due to development in tourism. New job opportunities in tourism
primarily and then in the supporting sectors of tourism such as commerce and service
encouraged people to migrate to Antalya.?®® On the other hand, due to the increasing potential
of the city, migrants with the aim of investment in various fields from real estate to enterprise
were settled in Antalya. While this demographic transition created a variety in socio-cultural
environment, it also changed the spatial layout of the city. The people who had migrated for
work had an impact on the spread of squatter settlements from the 1950s onwards. The urban
texture and especially coastal zones also had a pressure with the cooperatives for middle-

income and residences or secondary houses for high-income groups®*°.

Spending summertime in the highlands (yayla) also continued in the region to a lesser extent
in the second half of the twentieth century. Throughout history, mountain villages had been
preferred as summer residences. Following the changes in accommodation culture (from tents
to lightweight structures and then to secondary houses), the characteristics of the mountain
settlements also changed and those lands gained a settled outlook. While the habit of having a
“second house” that became fashionable from the 1960s onward in Turkey, was also spread in
Antalya, the fact that the establishment of new factories provided new employment
opportunities also increased the demand for housing in the city. The existing squatters were
legitimized and new ones were built in different parts of the city in this period. It is known
that, in the early 1980s, the number of the squatters in Antalya was more than 10.000.
Squatting continued also after 1985, and the squatter neighborhoods in the northern part of the

city were enlarged.3®

Considering that the major part of the city was formed via residential buildings and idealized

domestic life was the significant indicator of the modernization process, the transformation in

2% Antalya allowed migrants with the reasons of job search/employment, appointment and family
reasons, while the reason for the migration from the city was mainly education. DPT, Tiirkiye de I¢
Gogler ve Gog Edenlerin Nitelikleri 1965-2000. (Ankara, 2001). pp.54-55.

299 Chamber of Architects, Antalya Kiyt Yerlesmeleri Planlama Yapilanma Kullanma ve Sorunlar,
(Antalya: Chamber of Architects, 1996). pp.60-107.

300 Géniillii, 2010, p. 190.
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dwelling forms gives information about the way by which the city experienced this process.
Since houses formed the important part of daily life environment, their functionality and
sustainability in terms of environmental aspects, and their references from traditional and local

examples, provided a local characteristic to the modernization story.

3.2.3. Transformation of the Urban Hinterland

In 1937, in the opening speech of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, President Atatiirk
announced the national economic development policy with his consideration that agricultural,
trade, and industrial activities and all other public works could not be handled separately.*
Even though the base of the national economy was seen as agriculture, in order to create a
value for products, industrialization was seen mandatory. Industrialization in the Anatolian
lands had already started in the late Ottoman period; however, it could be adopted and

developed country wide only after the reforms of the Republican modernization project.

The new capital Ankara and the regional cities that were connected in the national
transportation system by railway, became the sites of the initial and large-scale
industrialization interventions. On the other side, many cities such as Antalya rather witnessed
smaller-scale industrial formations in the early Republican period. In the establishment of
industrial buildings in Antalya, the partnership of public institutions with private enterprises
was a common practice that strengthened the impacts of the economic and social practices

undertaken.

Modern architectural spaces were the important indicators of the industrial and economic
progress of the country.®2 Functional and rational spaces were designed for industrial

buildings in changing scales in accordance with necessities. In the formation of the industrial

301 “Derhal bildirmeliyim ki, ben, ekonomik hayat denince; ziraat, ticaret, sanayi faaliyetlerini ve biitiin
nafia islerini, birbirinden ayri diistiniilmesi dogru olmayan bir kiil sayarim.” Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz
Dergisi, v.1, n.6. (1937) p.1

302 Bozdogan, 2012, p.157.
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identity of Antalya, local natural entities were definitive elements in terms of both the product
range and also the land use decisions.

The first industrial activities of Antalya had been realized in small-scale ateliers and factories
located in the historical core until the Republican period.®® In parallel with the increasing
population and urban growth, the bigger scale factories were built in the peripheral lands of
the city as industrial complexes in the second half of the twentieth century. The factories that
offered social environments inside, had the power to transform their surroundings in a short
time. Job opportunities attracted the migrated population and new residential zones emerged
around the factory complexes. Therefore, after the late 1950s, the rural areas that had formed
the hinterland of the city were thus transformed into a part of the expanding urban context with

the impact of the industrial development.

Starting with the mills and factories in the city that used the water as the main power, the
industrial development of Antalya between the 1920s and the 1980s included both the
agriculture-based production such as cotton, guayule, olive-oil, and also the mining products
like chrome, and ferrochrome. Since functionality was the main consideration for industry, the
places of production were designed according to the changing necessities. Moreover, the social

needs of users were considered in the architectural environments.

3.2.3.1. Sites of Modern Production: Industrial Complexes

Agriculture has always been a significant facility in the economic life of Antalya. The main
field of factories was also agricultural production until the 1940s. In the mid-twentieth century,
besides many ateliers, 11 cotton gin, three flour, two rice, one electricity, three sesame, and 29

timber factories were active in the city.>® However, even though these sites were called as

303 In the first years of the Republican period, there were 1hardware, 9 flour, 1 canned food, 1 ice and 1
agricultural tool factories were existing in the city. Giiglii, 1997, p.66.

304 Anon. Antalya Sehri Imar Komisyon Raporu. (Ankara,1954) p.11.; Géniillii, 2010, p.479.; Selale,
n.1541, Antalya 18 May 1954, p.1-2.; Selale, n.1843, Antalya 24 March 1955, p.2.; Selale, n.2504,
Antalya 2 February 1957, p.1-2.; Selale, n.2859, Antalya 4 February 1958, p.2.; Selale, n.2977, Antalya
6 June 1958, p.1-2.; Selale, n.3392, Antalya 12 August 1959, p.1. A flour plant in Degirmenoni was
established in Degirmenonii by Aklar Company in 1954. The project for the plant was constructed by a
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factories, the scale of the production of the period was limited and Antalya had the features of
rather a small a town until the 1940s.

The first factories of Antalya were located in the center of the city, and even some of them
were established in the existing buildings of Kaleigi. Since water was used as the main power
supply for the production process, the waterside lands were the preferred locations for the

buildings designed as factories.

The contact of the city and the water is not limited with the seashore in Antalya. With its
branches going around the city, Diiden River has been a significant element of urban
infrastructure and cityscape. Thanks to the prominent yediariklar (seven channels) of the river,
water has been involved into life before meeting the sea. Antalya used this opportunity in a
wise manner. Water was used for irrigation, agricultural and industrial production, for
domestic use and for urban leisure activities. (Figure 3.122) Alongside the natural richness,

this functional attempt contributed to define the identity of the city.

Mills, ice and flour factories, and a hydroelectric plant were built on the seashore of Antalya
in the modernization period, and with their functions and architectural languages, they led to
the transformation of the built environment. On the other side, they created a unique identity

by using local natural elements as the source for modern production.

German company. In 1955, an iron foundry was established by Kemal Bozkurt and Nedim Kural. In
1957 Akin Sesame Oil Factory was established in Sarampol by Mustafa Yasa. Akdeniz Biskuit Factory
was established on Hapishane Road in 1958 by Abdurrahman Uner, Mehmet Giilsen and Ibrahim
Giilsen. Olive Oil Factory in 1954, Conserve Factory in 1957, Rubber Products Factory in 1959 and
Ferrochrome Factory in 1959-1960 were established in Antalya. The construction of Ferrochrome
Factory was done by Etiler Yap1 Limited Company.
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Figure 3.122. The map represents the branches of Diiden River and related buildings (Source:
Boliikkbas Dayi, Esin. “Tracing the Water as a Way of Understanding the City: Antalya
Throughout History”. Unpublished presentation. METU Graduate Symposium, 2017.)

One of the seven channels (yediariklar) was the major source of the flour mills located in the
Degirmenonii region. The mills were run by the initiatives of individuals who were mainly
immigrants. The region was the production center of the major food supply of the society at
the beginning of the twentieth century. (Figure 3.123- 3.124)

Figure 3.123. Flour Mills in Degirmendnii, 1999. (Source: Cimrin, (2007))

Figure 3.124. Flour Mills in Degirmendnii, 2016. (taken by the author)
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In 1926, Flour Factory was established in Kaleigi by the Special Provincial Administration.
(Figure 3.125) Compared to the privately-owned mills, the capacity of the factory was quite
high, and in the newspaper of the period it was stated that the highly-qualified flour produced
in the factory was sold to Izmir, Canakkale and even to the cities of the Black Sea region.®*®
Ayoglu argues that the main trigger for the establishment of the flour factory in the city was
the demolishing of the old flour mills during the First World War and the necessity to develop

the economic structure of the city.3%®

Flour Factory also used one of the branches of Diiden River as the power source. After the fire
in the 1940s, the building was demolished in the 1970s. (Figure 3.126)
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Figure 3.125. Flour Factory, 1930s. (Source: Biiyiikyildirim, 2017)

305 Anon. Tiirk Akdeniz. n.11-12. (1938). p.41.

3% Eyren Dayar, “Dr.Ferruh Niyazi (Ayoglu) ve “Antalya Iskele Un Fabrikasi’nin Hazin Hikayesi”.
Akdeniz Son Nokta (December 2012).
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Figure 3.126. Flour Factory, 1973. (Source: Kaleigi Conservation Project, METU Maps &
Plans Documentation Unit)

Hydroelectric Plant (1927-28), located on the cliffs (falez), was a dominant figure of the city
in terms of the transformation of the natural source into the energy for public needs. Using the

water of Diiden River, the plant was an earlier example of the country that met the society with

electricity. (Figure 3.127)

Figure 3.127. Antalya Hydroelectric Plant, established by Tevfik Isik. (Source: Google Maps,
2015)
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In the late Ottoman period, lightening the cities with electricity had been seen as a public
necessity and the first applications had been realized in Istanbul by foreign companies. In the
first decade of the Republican period, the spread of electricity to the other Anatolian cities was
considered important, and privately-owned companies, generally with foreign partners from
Germany, Belgium, Italy and Hungary, were commissioned for the production and distribution
of electricity.

In January 1920, the right to generate electricity in Antalya had been given to Tevfik Hiiseyin
for 60 years by Sultan Mehmed Vahdeddin. In October 6, 1925 the generation and operation
of electricity was commissioned to the municipality with an agreement between the Ministry
of Public Works and the municipality. In April 3, 1926, Antalya Electricity Turkish
Incorporated Company (Antalya Elektrik Tiirk Anonim Sirketi) in which the municipality was
a shareholder, was established. The company prepared the electricity project of the city in
March 20, 1927. The central building designed by Hungarian engineers was located on Tevfik
Isik Street - on the way to Lara, Pasakavaklari. (Figure 3.128) In January 15, 1941, the
company was transferred to the municipality.

307 Mehmet Karayaman, “Ankara Elektrik Tiirk Anonim Sirketi Tarihgesi (1929-1939)”. Osmanli Bilimi
Arastirmalari, XV1/1. (2014). pp.50-72.
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Figure 3.128. The first electricity network project and the location of the first hydroelectric
plant (1927) (Source: Ahmet Unsal, “Antalya Elektriginin Tarihgesi”. EMO Antalya Subesi
Yayini n0.8. (2011). pp. 8-12.)
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Having a large single space, it is clear that the main consideration of the building process was
functionality as in the other industrial buildings of the period. Introducing electricity to the
society, the building had a pioneering role in the modernization of the city. (Figure 3.129-
3.130) In the first stage, Yenikapi, Kalekapisi and Sarampol quarters were provided with
electricity. However, due to the limited production, electricity was used in public spaces rather
than residential buildings in the first place. In 1955, in consequence of the establishment of
Cotton Weaving Factory, as the existing production level of the plant became insufficient,
Kepez Electricity Incorporated Company was established in 1957- 1961.3% In the 1970s, the
production in the plant slowed down due to the reduction of the water and the lack of technical

developments, and the plant was closed in 1975.

Figure 3.129. Top view of Antalya Hydroelectric Plant. (taken by the author, 2017)

38 Giiglii, 1997, p.65. (original source: Takvim-i Vekayi, 24 June 1336; Takvim-i Vekayi, 1 July 1336.)
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Figure 3.130. The interior space of Antalya Hydroelectric Plant. (taken by the author, 2017)

In the 1930-1940 period, traditional building techniques and materials started to be abandoned,
and imported materials and reinforced concrete construction were preferred even in single-
storey buildings in Turkey.*® However, during the Second World War, problems occurred in
the construction sector due to the insufficient local industry and the dependency on other
countries for materials. Following the circumstances in the construction field, factories that
produced building materials were established in various cities such as the Cement Factory in
Sivas; and in this way, industry led to the development of cities. Antalya differs from other
cities in this respect. While the construction industry developed in other cities, industrial
facilities in Antalya were mainly based on agriculture. The industrial development of the city
thus followed its productive historical background.

In 1928, Sericulture School and Station was established in Yenikap1 and moved to the building
in Karaalioglu Park in 1931 to revive sericulture (ipekbicekgiligi), which had been one of the
developed facilities in Antalya in the nineteenth century. (Figure 3.131) Large part of the
mulberry trees whose leaves had been the food source for silk worms were destructed at the

beginning of the twentieth century because of the unsteady political situation of the city (Italian

39 Mimar Sevki, “Bursa’da Halk Insaat:”. Mimar. n.2.(1932). p.96.
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occupation, First World War, the war of Independence) and of the intention of immigrants to
cut them in order to manufacture tobacco instead.®*° Sericulture, which had been abandoned
due to those reasons in the beginning of the era, tried to be revived after the proclamation of
the Republic. Sericulture Station and School was established with the aim to redevelop this
local production and to increase the economic income of the city in this way. However, the
facilities of the station could not reach to the expected level, and in 1938, the school was closed

down to be followed by the station.

Figure 3.131. Antalya Ipekbécek¢ilisi Mektebi (Sericulture School), 1938. (Source: Tiirk
Akdeniz, n.11-12, p.59.)

Besides its modernist philosophy that combined local culture of production and the
institutionalization aims of the new regime, Sericulture School also carried the features of
modernism in terms of its architectural style. Located in an urban configuration of the
Republican period, Karaalioglu Park, the building has a modern language with the composition

of vertical and horizontal elements, flat roof and modest fagade organization. (Figure 3.132)

310 Giiglii, 1997, p.63.
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Figure 3.132. Antalya Ipekbicek¢iligi Mektebi (Sericulture School) (taken by the author, 2016)

As seen in the examples above, the natural assets of Antalya were the resources for urban life.
While the arable lands formed a definitive aspect of the urban morphology in the early
Republican era, with the industrial developments, the power of the water and sericulture as the
local tradition became the subject for the urban development. Antalya, as one of the strategic
settlements of the Mediterranean region, had also natural mines that constituted new
opportunities. The only mining plant of the early Republican Antalya was in Tekirova, a town
on the western coast of the city. Even though the works in the mining plant had started earlier,
the buildings of Tekirova Chrome Mining Plant complex were built in 1938. The director of
the mining Plant, Liitfii Barista, indicates that its establishment became possible thanks to the
support of the state and the efforts of the local people. (Figure 3.133) By being successful in
this attempt, the region would gain a productive industrial center. The complex included
buildings for production, storage, and transportation as well as workers’ houses.?! (Figure
3.134- 3.135)

311 Liitfii Barigta, “Tekirova Krom Madenleri” Tiirk Akdeniz n.11-12. (1938). pp. 114-115; Emine
Barbaros Akay, Hilal Tugba Ormecioglu, “Endiistri Yapilarinin Kiiltirel Miras Olarak
Degerlendirilmesi: Antalya- Tekirova Maden Isleme Tesisi Ornegi” Journal of International Social
Research, vol.11, no.60. (2018). pp.488-498.
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Figure 3.133. The director of the Mining Plant. Liitfii Barista indicates that the establishment
of the plant became possible thanks to the support of the state and the efforts of the local
people. (Source: Barista,1938)

Figure 3.134. Tekirova Chrome Mining Plant, processing unit (Barbaros and Ormecioglu,
2018; Original Source: Antalya Cultural Heritage Conservation Board)

Figure 3.135. Tekirova Chrome Mining Plant, storage building (Barbaros and Ormecioglu,
2018; Original Source: Antalya Cultural Heritage Conservation Board)

After the 1950s, the changes in the economic policies of the country and the developments in
the communication field led to complex industrial organizations in the city. Public investments

increased, and factories were established with the state support in the post-war decades.
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Antbirlik, Union of Cooperatives for Cotton and Citrus Production and Sale (Antalya Pamuk
ve Narenciye Tarim Satis Kooperatifleri Birligi) had an important role in the development of
agriculture and agricultural industry. In 1955, Cotton Weaving Factory, one of the important
investments of the period that associated the industrial enterprise with the agricultural past and
the potential of the city, was established by the decision of Prime Minister Adnan Menderes.
(Figure 3.136) Therefore, while the increasing amount of the cotton produced after
mechanization could be used for contemporary textile products, the factory also became an

opportunity for the unemployment problem of the city.®'?

Figure 3.136. Cotton Weaving Factory, under restoration process, 2015. (Source: Kepez
Municipality, http://www.kepez-bld.gov.tr/news.php?id=4184)

812 http://www.kepezdokuma.com/?p=Tarihce
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Antalya Cotton Weaving Factory was established with the cooperation of the private sector
and the state-owned economic enterprise, Stimerbank, which had a big share in the capital of
the factory. For the project of the factory engineers Faruk Stimbiil, Miigteba Buharali and
Siireyya Yiicesan from Bakirkoy Cotton Weaving Factory, who were commissioned by
Stimerbank. 506.000 square meters land in the Kepezalti region was bought from the Murat
Pasa Foundation for the construction of the factory building. (Figure 3.137) The construction
of the factory complex started with the participation of President Celal Bayar and Prime
Minister Adnan Menderes.®®* After the completion of the construction by the contractor
Mehmet Kutlu Ozen in 1959, production started in 1961.
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Figure 3.137. Cotton Weaving Factory
(Source: http://mww.kepezdokuma.com/ ?p=Fotograflar)

$13Goniillii, 2010, p.234.
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As the other industrial complexes built by Stimerbank, Cotton Weaving Factory was located
on a large plot and included residential and social buildings besides the production spaces. As
an important medium to create a social and modernized life style, the buildings in the complex
were designed in a rational and modernist language.®* (Figure 3.138) The social and
productive environment was also supported with the landscape decisions that followed the
general tendencies of the period. The buildings in the complex were surrounded with gardens
that were used for open air activities as the modern environments of the social transformation.
Being active until 2005, the factory also had important effects on the development of its
surroundings. New residential zones were constituted in the region, which were followed by

the establishment of new factories.

Figure 3.138. Cotton Weaving Factory (Source: Akis, 2018)

In the same period, another factory that would lead the urban growth towards the northern
direction was established close to Cotton Weaving Factory. (Figure 3.139) As distinct from
the agricultural raw material of the cotton weaving industry, mineral richness of the region

was the source for the newly-established industry. Ferrochrome and Carbide Factory (1959-

314 S1la Ceyhan, “Antalya Pamuklu Dokuma Sanayi T.A.S.” Tiirkive Mimarliginda Modernizmin Yerel
A¢ilimlart VI, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuslar:, (Eskisehir, 2010);
Ceylan Akis, Endiistri Yapilarinin Déniisiimii Uzerine Degerlendirmeler “Antalya Pamuklu Dokuma
Fabrikasi”. Master’s Thesis. (Istanbul: Fatih Sultan Mehmet Vakif Universitesi, 2018).
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1961) was established by the partnership of the French Pechiney-Compadec Group and state-
owned economic enterprise of the period, Etibank. The partnership was supported with the
foreign investment incentives of the period. The 400.000 square meters land located on the
Antalya-Burdur highway was determined as the factory site where the chrome mine of Fethiye
would be processed.®’® As the first ferrochrome factory of Turkey, the large part of the
production was mainly exported abroad. Processing the natural source of the hinterland and
creating an economic value by the developed transportation and communication opportunities

of the city, the factory provided a strategic importance to Antalya.
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Figure 3.139. Factories that led to the urban growth on the northern direction. (Source: Google
Map, 2015)

315 http://www.etimet.com/tr/hakkimizda
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The production units of the factory were organized on an axis, and as a measure of safety,
residential and social buildings were located away from the production zone. Still, the factory
was designed as a complex in which the needs of daily life practice were easily met. A simple
and functionalist architectural approach could be followed in the plan and fagade organization

of the buildings in the factory complex.®® (Figure 3.140)
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Figure 3.140. Buildings in Ferrochrome and Carbide Factory (Source: Cetin and Eriz, 2016)

In the 1959-64 period, Guayule Rubber (Kau¢uk) Factory was established in the 263.000
square meters land next to Cotton Weaving Factory. The main objective of the factory was to
produce rubber as the raw material for national industry. (Figure 3.141) With the establishment
of the factory, it was aimed to introduce the guayule plant to the society and to promote its
production in the farms. Despite extensive efforts, the sector could not be developed in the

316 Sidika Cetin, Ozlem Eriz, “Antalya’daki Cumhuriyet Donemi Fabrika Yapilarinin Endiistri Mirast
Olarak Degerlendirilmesi” Yapu, issue 421. (2016). pp.140-147.
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city.®¥” The factory was thus closed and its building was transformed to be used as the
storehouse building of Battery Factory that was established on the same location in 1976.
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Figure 3.141.- Newspaper clippings about the establishment of Dunlop Rubber Factory in
Antalya (/leri, December 30, 1958)

Battery Factory was established to meet the battery demand of the Turkish Land Forces (Kara
Kuvvetleri Komutanligi) during the military operation in Cyprus in the 1970s. The building
complex belonged to the Mechanical and Chemical Industry Corporation (Makine Kimya
Endiistrisi Kurumu) and was designed as a settlement. The deputy of the period, Gékhan
Durgun, indicates that the production system and technological equipment in the factory were
insufficient at the time and the complex was largely used as a camping site for bureaucrats.®!8
The Battery Factory complex was quite rich in terms of social and leisure spaces that included
housing, a social center, sports areas, a pool and an open-air movie theatre. The usage of the

317 Cimrin, 2007, pp.290-291.

318 Cumhuriyet, February 16, 2011.
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hexagonal form in different scales and manners in the buildings created a holistic and modern
architectural language.®® (Figure 3.142- 3.143)

Figure 3.143. The Battery Factory (Source: Google Maps)

819 Cetin and Eriz, 2016, pp.140-147.
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With the industrialization attack of the 1950s, large-scale factory buildings and settlements
were introduced in Antalya, changing the economic and social life of the city. The major
factories of the city were built on the areas that were in the periphery of the city at the time,
which would become a part of the city center afterwards. Cotton Weaving, Guayule Rubber,
Battery and Ferrochrome Factories were all located in the Kepez region where the Muratpasa
Foundation had large and fertile areas. The Waqgf Farm, which was rehabilitated within the
agricultural reforms of the early Republican period, was surrounded by industrial buildings
after the 1950s. Since olive production in the farm increased after the rehabilitation works,
developing an olive-oil industry within the farm came to the agenda at the beginning of the
1960s. (Figure 3.144)
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Figure 3.144. Newspaper clipping about the new factory of the city (Source: Zleri, August 29,
1958.)

Olive-Oil Factory was established in the Wagf Farm in 1965. (Figure 3.145- 3.148) The project
consisted of not only Olive-Oil Factory but also smaller ateliers for the production of fruit

jams and salted foods, together with administrative units and houses.? Thus, the Waqgf Farm

820 http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/04/hayaller-gercek-olunca-bir-uretim-ve_85.html
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served for the transformation of natural agricultural sources into industrialized final products

with its dominant green lands among the industrial complexes.

Figure 3.145. Olive Oil Factory in 2017.
(Source:http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/04/hayaller-gercek-olunca-bir-uretim-ve 85.html)

Figure 3.146. Olive Oil Factory after restoration works in 2017. (taken by the author)

Figure 3.147. The symbol of the Olive-Oil Factory and its establishment day on the pediment
before the restoration works (Source: http://fairycrab.blogspot.com/2017/04/hayaller-gercek-
olunca-bir-uretim-ve_85.html)

Figure 3.148.-The symbol of the Olive-Oil Factory and its establishment day on the pediment
after the restoration works (taken by the author)
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In 1976, the Organized Industrial Site was established on the Burdur highway, which is 30—
km away from the city center. By this planned development, the industrial center of the city
was moved away, and due to the urban growth through north direction, the zone of factories
became a part of the urban center.

Industrialization in Antalya was experienced under the impacts of natural and local
characteristics of the city since the very first small-scale production activities. Nature has been
the major source for production facilities, industry was developed on the base of agricultural
identity of the city. Morover, providing economic sources for the urban development,
industrial complexes as the sites of modern production were also acted as the model spaces of

modernization.

3.2.4. Modernization in a Natural Environment

As seen in the case of Antalya, the reformist perspective of the modernization project of the
Republican regime that started to transform the urban characteristics of cities, considered the
natural environment as the source for its aims, accepting the local identity as the guide to be

developed.

Antalya has been a convenient region for agricultural production by means of its geographical
and climatic features, and agriculture has thus been an active field in its economy since the
ancient eras. Even though agricultural productivity continued without rupture in the city, due
to its decreasing performance in the international trade, the city could not take an effective role
in the world arena. At the beginning of the twentieth century, the economy of Antalya was
depending mainly on grains, and livestock, and partly on trade. Therefore, in the early
Republican period, the major part of the population of Antalya was living in the countryside.
Consequently, the very first attempts in Antalya was to regulate and modernize the rural and

agricultural regions in the hinterland of the city.
The modernization applications in the rural hinterland was followed by the urbanization

attacks in the city center. Increasing communication and technology opportunities led the city

to be a part of the world eco-system. Since following the world became easier, mainstream
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architectural approaches started to be effective also in Antalya. Administrative and public
buildings, finance and trade centers, leisure and recreation places and residential
neighborhoods were constructed in modern designs in consideration with the changing life
style of the society. In the Antalya case, environmental factors, particularly climatic features,
were considered in the formation of new building types.

The transformation in Antalya via the modernization project started in the rural hinterland and
continued in the urban center. Thereafter, the urban layout began to extend with the provision
of new industrial and residential regions, and a new urban periphery at places that used to be
the hinterland of the city was thus defined based on the industrial identity of the city. In all the
steps, the natural entities and environmental conditions were evaluated as significant factors.
In other words, the city experienced the modernization project without losing its local identity

completely.

In writing local architectural histories, the determination of the effective actors in the
modernization process is important to evaluate the changing conditions of localities. Besides
the architects, seen as the leading actors in conventional historiography, political
representatives, local architectural communities and the relation between them had important
roles in local processes of modernization, as seen in the transformation of Antalya from a rural
to an urban settlement during the twentieth century. Considering the center-periphery relations
and the roles of central and local actors could provide the writing of the local history with the
internal approach.®?! Vernacular habits and local traditions that formed the local culture also
significantly affected the modernization of the physical environment. Both in the formation of
modern architectural environment and also in the determination of contemporary functions,
natural and local features had important roles. The analysis in this chapter about the
modernization of Antalya in the twentieth century aimed to present this kind of a local history
to understand the urbanization of a peripheral city in Turkey in relation to its natural

environment.

321 flhanTekeli, “Yerel Mimarlik Tarihlerinin Yazilma Yollari Uzerine Diisiinceler” in Cumhuriyet’in
Mekanlart Zamanlari Insanlari, ed. Elvan Altan Ergut, Bilge Imamoglu (Ankara: Dipnot Yayinlari,
2010). pp.305-317.
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3.3. A Touristic Settlement towards the Late Twentieth Century

In the first half of the twentieth century, agriculture and agriculture-based industry were the
determinant sectors in the urban economy of Antalya. The most dramatic change of the century
for Antalya and its hinterland was its involvement in the tourism policies after the 1960s. The
transformation experienced in the city that would lead it to be a tourism center in the 1980s,

and its results in architectural environment, are the subjects of this chapter.

The increase in foreign aids that helped mechanization in agriculture resulted in the expansion
of cultivated sites in Turkey during the 1950s. The rise in agricultural production triggered
economic development and so an increase in national income occurred. However, at the end
of the 1950s, all the arable lands were already in use and thus agricultural productivity reached
its saturation point.®?2 Together with the political atmosphere subsequent to the military
intervention in 1960, the steady state of agricultural production ended up with economic
recession. The 1960s started in Turkey within this socio-political climate and the planned
development policy was adopted afterwards. Inter-regionally balanced development was one
of the main aims of the plans of the era; new regulations in economic and social fields were

planned, which regarded regional potentials the main sources.

The first action of the planned development period was the establishment of the State Planning
Organization (Devlet Planlama Tegskilaty) by the 1961 Constitution, and the Five-Year
Development Plans began to be prepared by this new institution. The Five-Year Development
Plans acted as the base for the national development policies of the state from 1963 onwards.
The economic model that was offered by the development plans was giving priority to
industrialization with the aim to decrease foreign trade deficit. The main consideration of the
First Five-Year Plan (1963-67) was the necessity to develop a systematic approach and a
radical reform in agriculture to increase the level of agricultural productivity, which was seen

as the pre-requisite for industrial objectives.®® As a consequence, the improvement of non-

322 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.26.

323 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.27.
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agricultural economic activities in agricultural regions, and by doing so, providing a balanced
population in rural and urban areas, were planned within the first development plan.®?* Even
though the plan suggested that major steps would be taken by the state, private sector was also
encouraged to be active especially in undeveloped regions.?

Considering the potentials of the sector in labor creation and in the production of raw materials
for industry, agriculture still had a large share both in national income and also in in the
investment plans during the 1963-67 period.3? (Table 3.4) Strategies on agriculture addressed
not just the organizational and economic practices but also educational activities to raise public

awareness about the yields of agriculture.?’

Table 3.4. Agriculture, industry and service facilities in national income (developed from the
First. Five-Year Development Plan, p.9).
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Agriculture 67 48 53 52 44 42
Industry 10 16 14 16 22 23
Service 23 36 33 32 34 35

324 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.36. Another significant subject of the First Five-Year
Development Plan was the objectives about building more low-income residential units rather than
luxury ones and thus solving the housing problem of many settlements. Researches on existing squatters
were aimed, blocking the new ones was planned, and cooperatives were encouraged while extra taxes
were offered for luxury houses (The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.433)

325 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.58.

326 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.136.

327 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.187.
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Even though tourism had a limited place in the investment plans (Table 3.5), focusing on the
natural and historical richness, the tourism potential of the country was still considered
important in the sectoral development plans of the 1963-67 period. Antalya, one of the richest
cities of the country in this respect, took place by itself while other regions comprised more
than one city in the analysis of overnight touristic facilities in the First Five-Year Development
Plan. (Table 3.6) This analysis indicates the pioneering role of Antalya city in the region. Thus,
Antalya was located in the priority areas for regional planning that was introduced in the First

Five-Year Development Plan.?®

Table 3.5. Distribution of facilities in investment plans in the 1963-67 period (developed from
The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.136).
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328 The First Five-Year Development Plan, p.475. Giirer, former head of Regional Planning Department
of the Ministry of Public Works and Housing, addresses Antalya as one of the 13 regional centers in his
article. Yilmaz Giirer, “Tiirkiye’de Bolge Planlama Stratejisi” Mimariik, no.37. (1966). pp.75-76.
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Table 3.6. Analysis of overnight touristic facilities in different regions (1961) (Source: The
First Five-Year Development Plan, p.426.)

Region Number of Hotels | Total Number of Visitors
Marmara 114 526 506

Aegean 34 331 605

Antalya 7 33425

Cukurova-Hatay 22 121 415

Central Anatolia 76 499 471

Eastern Black Sea 5 26 000

Even though the first attempts were undertaken in the 1930s,%?° the main momentum in tourism
was gained after the 1960s in Turkey with the impact of world-wide developments. After the
establishment of the Ministry of Tourism and Promotion in 1963, tourism became one of the
determinant aspects in the state policy. Radical decisions about coastal regions and specific

cities were discussed and dramatic changes were experienced in the country.

The years between 1960 and 1980 formed the period when Antalya started to have a new
vision with tourism master plans. Economic policies, regional plans and encouragement of
tourism investments had a great effect on the physical environment in Antalya. Building hotels
and complexes especially on the coastal zone, conservation of historical sites including old
city center, and improvement of service facilities to increase the touristic capacity of the city
came into the agenda. Even though agricultural and industrial facilities were still active in the

urban life, the priority began to be given to the tourism potential of the city after the 1960s.

Antalya Regional Development Project (including Antalya, Isparta, and Burdur) (Antalya
Bolgesel Gelisme Projesi) was prepared by the State Planning Institution with the support of
the United Nations Development Program (UNDP) (Birlesmis Milletler Kalkinma Fonu) and
of Food and Agricultural Organization (FAQ) (Diinya Tarim ve Gida Orgiitii) in the 1959-65
period. The aim of this project was to realize “pre-investment” research that would create a

base for economic and social development of the region. The project was seen as the model

329 See the Brief Chronicle of Tourism-Oriented Developments in Turkey and Antalya (Appendix- D)
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for other regional development projects and aimed to train the personnel in planning
methods.3*

Within the Development Project, research and project studies in the region were carried out in
three phases: Mediterranean Development Survey (Akdeniz Kalkinma Etiidii) by FAO (1959),
Mediterranean Basin Survey Report (Akdeniz Havzas: Kesif Raporu) by the State Hydraulic
Works (Devlet Su Isleri) (1960), and Pre-Investment Research in Antalya Region (Antalya
Bolgesi Yatirim Oncesi Arastirmast) by FAO (1962). While the first two steps were focusing
on the land use and natural resources of the region, in FAO’s research, the region was
investigated under four sub-zones: coast, mountains, western highland and lakes. The first
finding of the report was the irregular characteristic of the settlements, which made the
planning activity complicated.®*! In this report, tourism was proposed as the potential
development field of the city. Additionally, as the necessary infrastructure to establish tourism
industry, the construction of a new port and the improvement of an airport were offered in the
report.32 Even though the project includes various subjects as manufacturing industry,
tourism, commerce, agriculture and forestry, Keles criticizes it by indicating the lack of unity
between those subjects.®** Due to the complicated structure of the region and the difficulties
in the management of wide range facilities, the project could not be applied.

In 1969, Tourism Development Area (Turizm Gelisme Alani) through the Canakkale-Antalya
coast of Turkey from the northern part of the Aegean Sea to the Mediterranean, was declared.
Associated with the announcement of the Antalya region as a Tourism Development Area, and

with the projects that were realized according to the Tourism Development Project in the

330 Aydan Giirkan, “Antalya Bolge Planlamas1” Mimarlik, n0.09. (1967). p.35.

33! Imar ve Iskan Bakanlhig1, Antalya Bélgesi’'nde Yapilmakta Olan Planlama Calismalarina Bélgesel

Yaklagim ve Bununla Ilgili Davranislar Hakkinda Diigiinceler. (Ankara, 1963). Quoted in: Abdullah

sy

in Public Administration. (Izmir: Dokuz Eyliil University,2007). p.163.

332 Alpan, 2013.

3% Rusen Keles, Kentlesme Politikasi. (Ankara: Imge Kitabevi, 1990). p.255.
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1970s, service and tourism sectors gained importance in the urban economy. The number of
the investments in the tourism field increased in the city, many hotels were built, and tourists
from different countries started to be hosted in Antalya.

International Tourism Planning Competition for Side and Its Environment, which was
organized by the Ministry of Tourism and Publicity in 1969, was an important step in the
development of mass tourism in the Mediterranean coast. The competition was organized
according to the principles of International Union of Architects (UIA), and had a high level of
international participation. Main aim of the competition was to take principle decisions for
creating a tourism center in the region around Side, which was in the east of the Antalya city
center, in parallel to the state politics on large scale tourism facilities. (Figure 3.149) The
winner project of the competition, designed by Ersen Giirsel, Mehmet Cubuk and Nihat Gtiner,
proposed a modular settlement in which local texture and climatic conditions were the main

considerations. (Figure 3.150)%%

2 TN
4 antalya

Figure 3.149. Side, located approximately 80 km away from Antalya city center. (Source:
Google Maps)

33 The architectural approach of Ersen Giirsel, which is largely based on observation, analysis and
research phases, prioritizes environmental relations, natural elements and synthesis of local architecture
and materials. For more information about the competition process and participant projects: Anon.
(1970) “Side Uluslararas1 Turizm Planlama Yarigmasinda Derece Alan Projeler” Arkitekt. (1970-01).
pp.5-22, 25-28,39. About the winner project by Ersen Giirsel, Mehmet Cubuk and Nihat Giiner:
http://epamimarlik.com/tr/proje/side-ve-cevresi-turistik-duzenleme-projesi/  (Access: 22.11.2018);
Mehmet Cubuk et al., “Side 1971” Mimariik, n0.97. (1971). pp. 27-34. About the architectural approach
of Ersen Giirsel: N. Miige Cengizkan, Gizem Albayrak, Yere Ait: Ersen Giirsel Mimarligi. (Ankara:
Chamber of Architects, 2017)

189


http://epamimarlik.com/tr/proje/side-ve-cevresi-turistik-duzenleme-projesi/

SIDE VE GEVRESI TURISTiK DUZENLEME PROJESI

Figure 3.150. Side and Its Environment Project by Ersen Giirsel, Mehmet Cubuk and Nihat
Giiner. (Source: www.arkitera.com)

At the beginning of the 1970s Antalya was still known as an agricultural, commercial and
historical city, not as a tourism city yet.**® Hiiseyin Ogiitcen, governor of the 1971-75 period,
acted an important role in the development of the city in terms of tourism. Saklikent Hotel,
Tiinektepe Club and many other large-scale hotels were provided with lands and/or built
during his governorship period. Beyond this central mechanism that acted as the local
dynamic, the impact of the five-year plans on the characteristic transformation of the city also
gained strength in those years.>® In the Third (1973-77), Fourth (1979-83) and Fifth (1985-
89) Five-Year Plans, the policy to develop mass tourism capacity in the defined priority
regions was promoted and supports for investments were planned. In 1973, Antalya Master
Plan was prepared by the Scandinavian Planning and Development Organization

335 The memories of Emin Kepez (an architect graduated in 1975):
http://ansiad.org.tr/old2010/v4/dergiler/56/pages/16.htm

336 Turizm ve Tanitim Bakanligi (Ministry of Tourism and Publicity). Turistik Diizenleme. (Ankara:
Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi Egitim Dairesi Bagkanligi Yayini. no.49, 1983); The Southern Antalya
Tourism Development Plan (Giiney Antalya Turizm Gelisim Projesi)
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(Iskandinavya Planlama ve Gelistirme Orgiitii) by the request of the Ministry of Tourism.%%
The Southern Antalya Tourism Development Plan (Giiney Antalya Turizm Gelisim Projesi),
which is known as the first and only integrated tourism project of the era, was also prepared
then.>*® (Figure 3.151)
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Figure 3.151. The hinterland of Southern Antalya Project (Source: Meryem Atik et al.,
“Turizm ve Doga Koruma Giiney Antalya Bolgesi: Gelismeler ve Sonuglari” Akdeniz
Universitesi Ziraat Fakiiltesi Dergisi, vol: 19, no: 2. (2006). pp.165-177.)

In the same period, historical richness started to be seen as a touristic entity. In the Southern
Antalya Tourism Development Plan (Giiney Antalya Turizm Gelisim Projesi), in which
tourism development in the region was the main focus, the conservation of natural lands was
adopted as one of the primary objectives. Archaeological-natural sites, national parks, beaches,
scenic coasts, farms and citrus gardens were included in the project area to be protected with

the aim to increase agricultural productivity and also to support nature tourism. On the other

87 TTB, 1983.

338 The project which was developed for the southwestern coasts of the city (from Antalya to Kemer)
approached to the plan, program, finance and management processes in an integrated way. For more
details: Mimarlar Odas1 Antalya Subesi, “Giliney Antalya Turizm Gelisim Projesi”. Mimariik 05. (1988)
pp.57-61; Hiilya Ors, “Giiney Antalya Turizm Gelisim Projesi”. Anatolia: Turizm Arastirmalari
Dergisi, vol.16, issue.2. (2005). pp.204-210.
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hand, projects on the historical city center of Antalya were developed by the Ministry of
Tourism, and conservation, restoration and reuse of historical artifacts became a part of the
tourism attack in Antalya.

One of the factors affecting the transformation of the historical city center was the new city
port (1968), which is located on the western side of the city. The new city port was designed
within the agreement of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Municipality and the High
Council of Immovable Monuments and Antiquities, and started to serve in 1968. 3*° (Figure
3.152-3.154)
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Figure 3.152. Newspaper clipping about the examination of the land for the new port (Source:
Ileri, September 2, 1958)

339 In the 1950-1959 period, 7 port projects in Antalya (including Antalya, Alanya, Gazipasa, Kas and
Manavgat) were delegated to Holland Kingdom Company which also constructed Mersin Port. The first
examinations for the new ports were done by the company in 1957. (Zleri, September 2, 1958). Antalya
Port project was completed in 1959. In 1968-1973, the port was moved to the current location at the end
of Konyaalti. The 1964-January 1st issue of the Bulletin of Chamber of Civil Engineers (Tiirkiye
Miihendislik Haberleri (Engineering News in Turkey)) gave place to the construction of the new
Antalya port. The article written by Cahit Karakas underlines the importance of the construction for the
city and for the region and shares the technical aspects and the site plan of the project. In the 1967-
December 1st issue of the bulletin, the importance of the new port for the city was emphasized again.
For its touristic, agricultural, forestry, mining capabilities, the inadequacy of the existing port and the
accurate need for the new one were presented by engineer Necdet Giiran.
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Figure 3.153. Antalya Port (Source: Tiirkiye Miihendislik Haberleri, 1964)

Figure 3.154. Location of the old and new ports in Antalya.(Source: Google Maps)

After this change, conservation ideas started to be developed for the old harbor area in the
Kaleigi district. This area, which had had an important role in the commercial life of the city
during the Seljukian and Ottoman periods, was declared as a tourism center.3** The harbor was

340 After the Smyrna (Izmir) Port came into prominence in the eighteenth century, Antalya Port started
to lose its significance. In the Republican period, even though there were official applications about the
restoration of the port to the government, the port stayed on hold. Still, the port served both for

193



designed as a marina and its close environment was designed to incorporate touristic
accommodation and entertainment units. Yalim defines the harbor project as the forerunner
model for other historical centers in Turkey.*** At the same time, Kalei¢i was declared as the
protected area. The High Council of Immovable Monuments and Antiquities (Gayrimenkul
Eski Eserler Anitlar Yiiksek Kurulu) approved the project for the marina and its environment
in 1976, and the Kalei¢i Conservation and Development Plan in 1979. (Figure 3.155) With
these developments, the historical settlement of Antalya turned into the focal point of touristic
facilities. Therefore, the conservation of cultural heritage in Antalya gained an important place

in the formation of the urban transformation during the late twentieth century.

oDTi uygulamah aragtirma projesi 1977.05.02.02 tankut .esmer. copur. balamir *
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Figure 3.155. Kalei¢i Conservation and Development Plan, 1979. (Source: METU Maps &
Plans Documentation Unit)

passengers and commodities until 1945. The port had neither a pier nor a lifter and its dock had 100 m
length and 10 m width. Its breakwaters and towers were devastated. In 1938-1939, a new custom house
and two breakwaters were constructed, and in 1941, the port was repaired partly although its capacity
was still not enough for the commercial life. Gli¢lii, 1997; Goniilli, 2010.

341 Giiler Yalim, “Antalya Citadel: A Project for Project for a Leisure and Commercial Center” in
Conservation as Cultural Survival. ed. Renata Holod. (Philadelphia: The Aga Khan Award for
Acrchitecture, 1980)
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However, political and economic disturbance due to the military intervention of 1971, the
world oil crisis in 1974, and the military intervention of 1980 had negative impacts on the
tourism sector in terms of land supply and financial supports. Still, tourism kept its importance
in the national economy to some extent thanks to the foreign currency income that it provided.
It was the 1980s when the efficiency and extensiveness of tourism in Turkey increased and
tourism became the most powerful industry in Antalya.

3.3.1. Transformation of the Center and the Hinterland

At the beginning of the 1960s, the city was under the impact of the national tourism policy, in
which holistic countrywide decisions were taken. However, in the following decades, the role
of the state changed from decision-maker to the supporter of entrepreneurs, and especially as
a result of the Tourism Encouragement Law in 1982, tourism investors became the definitive
actor in the tourism areas. Developing mass tourism and increasing the capacity of touristic
facilities were adopted as the tourism policy of the country in those decades of the second half

of the twentieth century.

The encouragement of tourism investments, development of tourism areas, and organization
and supervision of the facilities were the main considerations of the Tourism Encouragement
Law, which defined Tourism Regions (Turizm Bélgeleri), Tourism Zones (Turizm Alanlari)
and Tourism Centers (Turizm Merkezleri). According to Giinay, those three notions
determined the structure of the planning activities: i.e. the tourism regions were defined in the
nationwide scale in the first step, the tourism zones where investments would be centered in
the second, and specific tourism centers in the zones in the third step, in order to realize direct
interventions and investments.>*? Following the general elections in 1983, the new government
(widely known as the Ozal period with reference to the Prime Minister) gave importance to
the tourism sector and took decisions to attract the private sector for tourism investments. State

lands started to be expropriated with the aim of tourism development, and bureaucratic

342 Hiiseyin Erdem Pekpak, K1y Alanlarinda Turizm Odakli Mekansal Gelisim: Lara Ornegi. Uzmanlik
Tezi. (Ankara: Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Yatirim ve Isletmeler Genel Miidiirliigii, 2012); Baykan
Glinay, “Turizm Merkezi Kavrammin Gelisimi ve Yargi Denetimi” Mekan Planlama ve Yargi
Denetimi. (2000). pp.200-283.
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processes and regulations were reorganized to ease foreign investments. During this period,
the concepts of tourism regions and zones lost their importance, creating tourism centers took
the primacy instead. By means of the Tourism Encouragement Law, twenty-one different sites
in Antalya were declared as tourism centers, which brought Antalya the leading role in the
sector. The city had a special place in the tourism promotion policies of the state. It is aimed
to attract both domestic and international tourists and advertising works were planned in
different medias. Turkish Radio Television (TRT) and the Ministry of Tourism were
collaborated for this mission and video clips were broadcasted on television during the period.
One of the significant advertisements about Antalya was the popular song named “Cagri

(Invitation)”, which invited the world to Turkey by emphasizing the cultural interaction.34®

The touristic potential of the city was enforced with the state policies, regional plans and
encouragement for investments. The establishment of the Organized Tourism Regions, which
would affect especially the coastal regions, was decided in the Fourth Five-Year Plan (1979-
1983). The development of tourism centers, building large-scale tourist facilities and
improvement of airline transportation in those centers were the primary visions of the period.
The 1980 Antalya Master Plan, following the central policies, offered high capacity touristic
facilities alongside the public zones through coastal regions. Beach facilities in the Lara coast
and camping zones in the forest areas of Lara, which had been projected by the master plan,
became attractive destinations not just for foreign tourists but also local people. (Figure 3.156)
In 1984, the Lara coast was declared as a Tourism Center (Lara Turizm Merkezi), and touristic
facilities, camping zones, nomad camping zones (oba) and public touristic zones were planned

in the master plan prepared by the Municipality in 1986.3** However, the large scale and top-

343 The song was composed by Suavi Karaibrahimgil in 1981. Its lyrics was as follows in Turkish and
English:
Kucak kucak insanlar gelmeli Tiirkiye ye, Yan yana oynanmall samba ve harmandall,
Gitar cevap vermeli su bizim tiirkiilere, Diinya giiliimsemeli ve hep béyle kalmali.
Insanlar birarada hayattan zevk almali, Diisiiniin Antalya’da mutlu bir Hollandali,
Tiirk, Italyan, Ingiliz bir Bodrum gecesinde, Raki bardaklarinda kardesligi bulmals.
Many people should come to Turkey, Samba and harmandali should be danced side by side,
Guitar should response to our traditional songs, The world should smile and remain as such,
People should enjoy life together, Think about a happy Dutch in Antalya,
Turk, Italian, English at a night in Bodrum should find brotherhood in rak: glasses.

344 pekpak, 2012; Chamber of Architects, 1996, pp.60-107.
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down interventions based on tourism development had a negative impact on agricultural lands
in Lara. A large part of the agricultural zone was then defined as a settlement area; while hotels
were built in the region, local people had to leave their homelands.

“w
HISTORICAL
CITY CENTER

Figure 3.156. Location of Konyaalt1 and Lara beaches.(Source: Google Maps)

On the other side, the Konyaalt1 beach, easily accessable due to its close location to the city
center, had been used by the citizens since the establishment of the city. The Konyaalt1 coast
was public property until the 1970s when the lands were hired by the municipality and released
to the public. Wooden structures (oba) constructed in Konyaalt1 during the period provided
close relationship between sea and citizens as an initial form of touristic accommodation in
the city. In parallel to the changing tourism policies, oba life in Konyaalti1 was abandoned, and
the beach gained a recreational role for daily visitors after the 1980s.

All these developments strengthened the way for the transformation of Antalya into a tourism
center. The rapid progress that Antalya faced in tourism facilities prompted not just the
transformation in economics but also urban and spatial changes. Due to the increasing
population and diversified functions, the city started to spread towards the agricultural lands

in its periphery, industrial buildings were built and commercial and cultural facilities based on
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tourism were developed. New constructions resulted in dramatic changes both in the urban
morphology with the expansion through the peripheries and in the historical city center with
many high rise buildings built nearby the protected areas. The agriculture-based identity of the
city started to be transformed into the tourism-based identity.

Tourism had an extreme impact also on the urban culture from the point of sea-city interaction.
Antalya had an active relation with the water in changing senses throughout history. The
dynamic and spontaneous use of the sea and the coasts was transformed into mass tourism
facilities due to the state policies after the 1960s. As a result, alongside with the change of the
user profile from local people to a hybrid combination of locals and tourists, architectural and
urban characteristics of the coast had a dramatic transformation in terms of function, scale and

architectural language.

Due to the economic outcomes and expanded facilities, the 1960-80 period could be defined
as the tourism urbanization®® period for Antalya. The city became one of the focal points both
in the region and in the country with its coastal characteristics, and historical and natural
richness. (Figure 3.157) The combination of the existing features of the city with the planned
development and investment policies created a tourism center. The main discussion then
became the unpredictable physical and social transformation of the city as a consequence of
demographic change. The urban culture, which had been based on production through
agriculture and industry respectively, started to be transformed into consumption by way of
the offered touristic facilities after the 1960s.

345 As Mullins defines, tourism urbanization is a type of urbanization formed by the rapid expansion of
resort areas. His discussion underlines the consumption-based characteristic of tourism. Patrick Mullins,
“Tourism Urbanization” International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, vol.15, issue.3. (1991).
pp. 326-342.
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Figure 3.157. The bed capacity of accommodation buildings in Antalya and its towns in 1973.
(Source: Antalya Il Yilligr, 1973)

3.3.1.1. Facilities for Modern Holiday: From City Hotels to Resort Villages

In parallel to the changing economic and social conditions in the second half of the twentieth
century, transformation was also experienced in the understanding of leisure and holiday
activities and tourism facilities became more intense in the hinterland rather than the city
center as was before. Even though resort villages became the delineative figures of the coastal
zones of Antalya after the 1960s, the city had already had city hotels, although limited in terms
of both quantity and quality, in the earlier years. In 1949, the Association for Tourism and
Promotion of Antalya, which was founded by Burhanettin Onat and Osman Batur, had an
important role in the promotion of the city in both national and also international levels. In
addition to the accommodation spaces as khans and hotels that were converted from houses,
the very first hotel building, Park Hotel, was constructed in 1928 by the General Director of
Foundations in Tophane Park.3# (Figure 3.158- 3.159)

346 Cimrin, 2007, pp.626-627.
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Figure 3.158. The view of Park Hotel from the sea, 1932. (Source: Cimrin, 2007, p.626)

Figure 3.159. Park Hotel, 1932. (Source: Cimrin, 2007, p.626)

The number of the hotels in Antalya at the beginning of the 1950s was merely three.**” During
the next decade, new hotels were opened by private entrepreneurs in the city. As a consequence
of the limited number of tourists, hotels constructed during this period were not big-scale
facilities and many of them were established in existing buildings that had been built for
different functions. The investors of the first hotels were mainly local businessmen of
Antalya.34®

An extraordinary and innovative attempt in architectural production was experienced in 1950
with the architectural competition for a hotel in Tophane Park, which was organized by

347 TBMM Tutanak Dergisi (1953), Dénem IX, C.20, Ankara, p.496 cited in Géniillii, 2010, p.481.
Goniillii cites the reports of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey in which deputy Burhanettin Onat
indicated the number of the hotels in the city. Onat is known with his major impacts on the development
of tourism in Antalya. He made great efforts to organize artistic events, the Aspendos Festival in the
first place, and contributed to the activities of Tourism and Promotion of Antalya Association.

348 In 1951, a new hotel, Hotel Izmir Palas, was opened near the Old Izmir Hotel by Liitfii Sendiindar.

This was a 20-roomed hotel on Sarampol Road named izmir Hotel in 1960. Ahmet Trak rented the
newly built 29-roomed hotel in Zincirlihan (built by Konuklar Company) and established Trak Palas
Hotel in 1952. In the same year, Ege Hotel with 40 beds was opened on Sarampol Road by Sabrioglu.
Yayla Palas Hotel with 29 beds built by Salih Sipahioglu and Mehmet Lambaoglu on Ali Cetinkaya
Road was opened in 1953. Mustafa Yedek and Bekir Simsek restored the upper floors of Ottoman Bank
in Kalekapisi as a hotel and opened it with the name Emniyet Hotel in 1955. The old izmir Hotel was
restored by Hac1 Salih Kandes and opened as Imren Palas Hotel in 1956. A newly-built hotel, Yiiksek
Palas Hotel, was established in Sarampol in 1957. In 1958, Divan Hotel started to serve in Antalya.
Goniilli, 2010, p.480.
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Antalya Municipality. (Figure 3.160) The hotel can be considered as one of the few examples
designed after a competition in Turkey until that time. Besides specific hotels as Yalova
Thermal Hotel (1934), Yozgat Thermal Hotel (1935), and Haymana Thermal Hotel (1945),
competitions had been organized for city hotels in only few cities in the 1940-50 period
(Zonguldak, 1943; Adana, 1944). The architects of the winner project in Antalya were
Muhtesem Giray, Affan Kirrmli, Muhlis Tiirkmen, Siiha Taner and Fazli Tuncal1,**® who had

also designed the Siimerbank Pavilion in izmir International Fair in 1938. The project aimed

to follow the scale of the existing environment and to create harmony with the old town.3°
(Figure 3.161)

Figure 3.160. Antalya City Hotel (Source: Mimarlik ve Dekorasyon (n.d))

3% Yarismalar Dizini, 2004; Mimarlik, 1950/1, p.23; Mimariik, 1950/2, pp.2-9, Géniillii, 2010, p.480.

30 Anon., “Antalya Sehir (Belediye) Oteli” Mimarlik ve Dekorasyon. (nd). p.72.

201



Figure 3.161. Antalya City Hotel (Source: Mimarlik, 1950/2)

Touristic Teras Hotel, built in 1958 by the General Directorate of Foundations, had 42 rooms
in three floors. Cimrin indicates that the hotel was built for the tourists who would come for
the Antalya Film Festival. Even though it lacked enough customers in the first years, due to
the development in tourism sector in the following years, the number of customers
increased.*®* (Figure 3.162)

351 Cimrin, 2007.
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Figure 3.162. Touristic Teras Hotel (Source: Cimrin, 2007)

Many hotels continued to be constructed in the city center until the 1960s. One of the most
impressive hotels among these was Divan Hotel that had a large place in local newspapers of
the period. Built in 1958 in Karaalioglu Park, Divan Hotel had an important role in the urban
life and offered luxury services for the period such as central heating and air-conditioning

systems applied by an Italian company.®? (Figure 3.163- 3.166)

352 Even though the fagade organization has differences with the images of the 1958 newspaper, official
records confirm that the current building was built as a 3-storey hotel.
(https://parselsorgu.tkgm.gov.tr/#ara/cografi/36.87844915627322/30.706840753555298)
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Figure 3.163. Newspaper clippings of the advertisement of Divan Hotel (Source: fleri,
December 26, 1958 and August 2,1958)

Figure 3.164. Divan Hotel, 2018. (Source: Google Maps)

IVAN OTELINDE YENI
EGISIKLIKLER YAPILDI
Haber aldigimiza gire gehrimzin  Karaalj
parks icerisindeki demize pumr  Divan
, rostoramina ilave olarsk bir vitrln bug

daba koymuy ve boylece otel tam kon

* lale getirilmigtir
‘ \l‘“" tarsftan bir ltalyan girketi ile muy
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Figure 3.165. Newspaper clipping of the advertisement of Divan Hotel (Source: fleri,
December 26, 1958)

Figure 3.166. Clipping of the news about the application of heating and air-conditioning
system in Divan Hotel (Source: Zleri, August 2,1958)
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Another hotel located in Karaalioglu Park was the Park Hotel constructed in the same period.
The luxury and comfort assertion of the advertisement draws attention: “The best hotel that

comforts you is the Park Hotel with phone, radio, hot and cold water in each room.”%

The common feature of the above-mentioned hotels of the 1950s was their location that is
quite close to the historical city center. In their architectural language, their scale that was in
harmony with the environment and a modest functionalist approach were dominant features.
Local factors were considered in their design processes; still, contemporary materials and
techniques were preferred in the buildings as much as possible. While this gives clues about
the limited expansion of the urban morphology until this period, it can be also claimed that the
old Kalei¢i settlement and its environment were seen as the main potential area for tourism

facilities.

While city hotels were spreading and serving more actively from day to day, larger scale
decisions on the way to increase touristic facilities of Antalya were also taken and local and/or
foreign entrepreneurs were supported by the central authorities in the beginning of the 1960s.
Hotel complexes were thus constructed along the coast out of the city center. The topographic
feature of the city and the necessity to build larger hotels determined the location of these hotel
complexes. Since the city center was located on cliffs, locating hotels on flat lands where
accessibility to the sea could be better provided was preferred. Therefore, starting from the

Lara and Konyaalti coasts, complexes were spread through the periphery of the city in time.

In 1968, as an individual attempt of architect Ercan Evren®*, Motel Antalya was built on a
location that was 5 km distant from the city center on the way to the Lara beach. (Figure 3.167)

He expresses that, even though there were many city hotels in Antalya, there was a need for a

38 “Her odasinda telefonu, radyosu, sicak ve soguk suyu ile sizi rahat ettirebilecek en iyi otel Park
Otel’dir.” Ileri, November 13, 1958.

34 After his graduation from Istanbul Technical University in 1956, Ercan Evren worked as architect in
Switzerland for two years. After his return to Turkey, he settled in Antalya and established his office
there.
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bigger-scale accommodation for tourists on the seaside.®* The existence of the obas (nomad
camping sites) at the Konyaalt1 beach, which were open to the public, led him to build the
motel in Lara coasts that had the tourism potential at the time. After the construction phase,

Evren also ran the motel in collaboration with his family members.

Figure 3.167. Booklet of Motel Antalya (1968) (Source: Ercan Evren’s Personal Archive)

355 Interview conducted by the author with architect Ercan Evren, July, 2017.
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Motel Antalya offered a domestic life with its management style but also with its architectural
language. 12 rooms placed in two floors were reached from an open-corridor, which referred
to traditional houses with open sofas. The strong relation with its environment and respect to
local features provided the building with the Mediterranean characteristics. Motel Antalya,
which was preferred especially during the Film Festival®*® seasons, acted as the scene for many
Turkish movies, too. (Figure 3.168- 3.170) The building was demolished in 1995 and gave

place to a high-rise hotel building.

Figure 3.168.- Figure 3.169.- Figure 3.170.-Scenes from Turkish movie, Bos Cergeve, 1969.
(Source: www.youtube.com)

356 EXPO organization which had been ongoing in Karaalioglu park was transformed into Antalya Film
Festival (Golden Orange) by the Mayor Avni Tolunay in 1963. Afterwards, the festival gained national
and international interest and provided public recognition to Antalya.
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In 1970, another influential building of the city, Antalya (Talya) Hotel was designed by Metin
Er6zii®*®’ and Harald Loebermann, and opened in 1974. (Figure 3.171- 3.172) The hotel was
built by Tatas Turkish-German Tourism Inc. and then passed to the ownership of the Kog
company afterwards. Located on the cliffs, the main consideration of the design was to use the
advantages of the climate and the panoramic view of the location. The repetition of equilateral
triangular axes provides an angular composition to the fragmented design. This layout enables

to create open spaces in the direction of wind and sea view. Besides its modernist language,

Hotel Antalya is also precious for urban memory as the first five-star hotel in the city center.®*®
(Figure 3.173- 3.174)

Figure 3.171. Hotel Antalya, site plan. (Source: Erozii archive, http://erozu.com/talya-oteli/)

357 Metin Erozii (1935- 2011) was graduated from Istanbul Technical University in 1959. After his
graduation, he worked as architect in architectural offices in Germany and designed several large scale
buildings. In the period of 1962-1970 he worked for Architektburo Harald Loebermann in Nurnberg. In
1970, he turned back to Turkey and established his own office for the project of Talya Hotel.
(http://erozu.com)

358 For more information: Metin Erozii, Herald Loebermann, “Antalya Oteli,” Arkitekt, (1979-03).
pp.83-87; Ikbal Erbas, “Eski Antalya Oteli” Tiirkive Mimarliginda Modernizmin Yerel A¢ilimlart IX,
DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Calisma Grubu Poster Sunuglari, (Antalya, 2013).
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ANTALYA OTELI

ZEMINKAT 16. toplant: salonu

1. giris holii 17. aperatif bar

2. reception 18. mutfak

3. telefon kabinleri 19. room servis

4. muhasebe 20. personel yemekhanesi

5. miidiir muavini 21. personel we., dus, soyunma
6. midiir 22, LPG. deposu

7. sekreterlik 23. servis girigi

8. we. 24. gbp

9. erkek berberi 25. bos sise

10. kadin berberi 26. personel

11. butik 27. servis merdiveni ve asansdri
12. lobby 28. bagaj girisi

13. lokanta 29. migteri merdivenl!

14. lokanta teras: 30. gardrop

15. grill 31. teras

Figure 3.172. Hotel Antalya, ground floor plan. (Source: Er6zii and Loebermann, 1979, pp.83-
87.)

Figure 3.173. Hotel Antalya (Talya) in 1979. (Source: Er6zii and Loebermann, 1979, pp.83-
87.)

Figure 3.174. Hotel Antalya (Talya) in 2019. (taken by the author)

Hotel Antalya (Talya) became a significant representative of the period with its innovative
approach to tourism architecture that considered the local factors in a modernized way.
Therefore, the images of the building were used in posters and in the cover of the most
important architectural publication of the country, Arkitekt, in the 1970s. (Figure 3.175- 3.176)
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TORK-ALMAN TURIZM ASS.

ANTALYA OTELL | AR(ITEKT

Sanithagihﬁndemgmmm

DOGA GUZFELLMLERBIN EN COSKLIN OLDUSL ANTALYADA, ES8E GO vu».u)vo«
0 TR MONFCR, SRS VNP AR B0 CIFT WATARL DRNE wwuwx OO

S TOMARN * B & COMILL A SAACH LA » YOZME HAVLZL) » CEIOTEN & NJW -
UMM AT ROMPEAAES VE TOPLANT SALORARS #5 SPRORLARN « 9% BAKIADAN A
SADEME YANDIMC! VE KONJKSEVER TURN EXEE LE H2METINDE OresT e L

UNUTMAYINIZ: gelecek tatilinizi ANTALYA OTELI'ni |
b diisiinerek hazirlaymz. |

Figure 3.175. Hotel Antalya Poster, 1975. (Source: National Library)

Figure 3.176. The cover of the Architect journal, 1979.

As a part of the tourism policies of the period, vocational high schools were established in
Turkey with the aim to have educated and qualified staff for the tourism sector. Starting with
the one in Ankara (1961), many high schools for tourism education were established in
different cities including Antalya.®° A competition was organized for the Tourism and Hotel
Management High School in Antalya by the Ministry of Public Works in 1974.%%° (Figure
3.177) Practice Hotel built within the project became one of the alternatives for tourists besides
its educational mission. Located on a plot near the Konyaalti beach, the building was

surrounded by public buildings, such as Antalya Museum (1964, competition project by Dogan

39 Arzu Toker, “Tiirkiye’de Bir ilk: Ankara Otelcilik Okulu (1961-1974)” in Diinden Bugiine
Tiirkiye'de Turizm, Kurumlar, Kuruluslar, Turizm Bélgeleri, Meslekler. vol.10. ed. Nazmi Kozak.
(2018). p.565.

360 For more details about the competition process, see: Chapter 3.2.
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Tekeli, Sami Sisa, Metin Hepgiiler) and Karayollar1 (Highways) Housing (1967), which were

also representatives of the architectural milieu of the period.

Figure 3.177. Antalya Tourism and Hotel Management High School, designed by Zafer
Aldemir, Niikhet Unsal, Osman Tiirker and Mehmet Avci in 1974. (taken by the author, 2019)

While the main approach was to design new tourism buildings in the city, the conservation of
historical buildings also came to the agenda as a consequence of the pluralistic atmosphere of
the 1970s. In line with the international developments in the conservation field, legal
arrangements were extended at the time to include the conservation of cultural heritage in
settlement scale alongside the singular monumental entities.®! Following the conservation
policies about the historical Kalei¢i neighborhood, the restoration and reuse of historical
buildings started to be seen as a potential for touristic development. As a result of the Kaleigi
Conservation Project, the bank building dated 1869 in Kaleigi was restored and started to give
services as TURBAN Adalya Hotel in 1983.%%2 Refunctioning a historical building with
touristic facilities by the state agency would be exemplary for the many other traditional

buildings in the Kalei¢i neighborhood in time.

%1 Nuran Zeren Giilersoy, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Planlama ve Kiiltiirel Miras Iligkileri” in
Cumhuriyet’in Mimarlik Mirasi (Ankara: TMMOB Mimarlar Odasi, 2011). pp.71-90.

362 Mehmet Ozdemir, “Tiirk Turizm Tarihi Icinde TURBAN Yeri ve Onemi” Anatolia, vol.3, issue 6.
(1992). pp.23-34.
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Figure 3.178. Manavgat TUSAN Motel in 1970s. (Source: Tuna Ultav and Savasir, 2018;
Denizeri and Ultav Archive)

Figure 3.179. Manavgat TUSAN Motel in 2012. (Source: Tuna Ultav and Savasir, 2018;
Denizeri and Ultav Archive)

Lefebvre determines the sudden tourism boom in the Mediterranean coast that occurred after
the Second World War as the “transformation of the perimeter of the Mediterranean into a
leisure-oriented space for industrialized Europe”.®®® Relating the transformation in the
Mediterranean coasts to the post-war capitalism, he argues about the hegemony of bourgeois
life style over everyday life in those lands. Holiday villages were built in several countries (by
Club-Med in the first place), and those complexes created an economic revenue. Those
developments in the new industry of tourism were followed by Turkey as well. The 1970s was
the period when hotels and resort complexes became widespread in the towns of Antalya due
to the planned development in tourism, creating a new field for architects and designers.%*
TUSAN, established in the 1960s as an example of the developments in the field, was the first
privately-owned chain of hotels/motels in Turkey. The chain had facilities in different regions
that had touristic potentials, including one in Manavgat as the station in Mediterranean region.
TUSAN Motel in Manavgat used the camping building of Petrol Ofisi Corporation in the
1970s. Tuna Ultav and Savasir emphasize the role of TUSAN in the introduction of a new
touristic typology, i.e. motel, to the country. Considering the local dynamics, the buildings

363 Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space. (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 1991). p.58., Henri Lefebvre,
Toward an Architecture of Enjoyment. (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2014). p. XVII.

364 Aydan Balamir, “Mimari Kimlik Temrinleri I: Tiirkiye'de Modern Yap: Kiiltiiriiniin Bir Profili”
Mimarlik, 314. (2003). pp.24-29.
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provided job opportunities for the local people besides their economic profits in both local and
country-wide scale.®® (Figure 3.178- 3.179)

Figure 3.180. Kemer Resort Village (Source: Cavdar, T. (1975))

In the same period, another important facility was established in the western part of the city.
The first resort village in the city was built in Kemer, 45 km away from the city center, by the
Italian company Valtur and started to give service in 1973.3% The building complex was
transferred to Club Med Company at the end of the 1970s.%" (Figure 3.180) The 700-bed

365 Zeynep Tuna Ultav, Gokeecicek Savasir, “Tiirkiye Turizminin Ik Ozel M/oteller Zinciri: TUSAN”
in Diinden Bugiine Tiirkiye'de Turizm, Kurumlar, Kuruluglar, Turizm Bolgeleri, Meslekler. vol.10. ed.
Nazmi Kozak. (2018). pp.529-563.

%6 Kemer Resort Village was designed by Birlesmis Mimarlar Ortakligi Ofisi (The Office of United
Acrchitects) which was established in 1957 by academicians including Ahsen Yapanar, Emin Uzman,
[rfan Bayhan and Mahmut Bilen, and had an organizational transformation in 1969. Tuncay Cavdar,
graduated from Politecnico di Milano in 1960, became the member of the office in 1969. He had an
active role in the design and application of Kemer Resort Village. In 1984, he established his private
office and designed many other touristic buildings afterwards.

7 Antalya Il Yilligr 1973, pp.189-190. The first resort village in Turkey was built in Foga by Club Med
in 1967. Kemer project carries similarities with Foga Resort Village. (for more information: {lknur
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capacity resort was the first all-inclusive holiday village of Antalya and built after the
completion of the road between Antalya and the settlements in its western periphery.*® The
concept of the project was based on a holistic approach that placed the built spaces into the
natural environment in a harmonious way The plain and small-scale units placed in a
fragmented composition pays attention to the local context of the site. (Figure 3.181). Formed
on a two-centered plan layout, both the public spaces of the complex and also the
accommodation units were located according to the natural entities of the site.*® (Figure
3.182)

Figure 3.181. Kemer Resort Village, site plan (Source: Cavdar, 1975)

Tiirkseven Dogrusoy, “Foga Tatil Koyii (Club Med Fransiz Tatil Koyii)” Tiirkive Mimarliginda
Modernizmin Yerel A¢itlhimlart IV, DOCOMOMO Tiirkiye Ulusal Caliyma Grubu Poster Sunuglari,
(Bursa, 2008).

368 Cimrin, H., https://www.sabah.com.tr/akdeniz/2015/09/28/antalyada-turizme-nasil-basladik)

%9 Tuncay Cavdar, “Kemer Tatil Koyii”. Arkitekt, 358, (1975- 02). pp.60-65.
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Figure 3.182. Kemer Resort Village, accommodation units (Source: Cavdar, 1975)

Until the 1980s, the capacity of tourism buildings in Antalya was approximately of 2000 beds,
which was met mainly by Kemer Valtur Resort Village (700), Talya Hotel (150) and Alanya
Alantur Hotel (380).57° The capacity of the region started to develop as smaller towns around
the city also began to provide touristic facilities. Established in 1963, privately-owned Alantur
Hotel was the first touristic hotel in Alanya, a small town in the east of the city. (Figure 3.183-
3.184) The hotel was heavily used by touristic tour programs and so played a role in the
development of Alanya in terms of tourism. At the same time, offering new employment
opportunities, the hotel contributed to the economy of Alanya where agriculture had also been

the dominant sector previously.®”* (Figure 3.185)

370 Seher Giileng and Ece Dogantan, “Pamfilya’nin Tarihi Liman Kenti: Antalya” in Diinden Bugiine

Tiirkiye'de Turizm, Kurumlar, Kuruluslar, Turizm Bélgeleri, Meslekler. vol.10. ed. Nazmi Kozak.
(2018). pp.73-92.

31 Feyzi Agikalin, 42 No’lu Isletme: Alantur. (2017) https://www.turizmguncel.com/makale/42-nolu-
isletme-alantur-m1589.html
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Figure 3.183. Alanya Alantur Hotel (Source: Ercan Evren, “Turizm ve Mimari”. Arkitekt, 326,
(1967-02). p.68.)

Figure 3.184. The hall building of Alanya Alantur Hotel (Source: Ercan Evren, “Turizm ve
Mimari”. Arkitekt, 326, (1967-02). p.68.)

Figure 3.185. Alanya Alantur Hotel (Source: https://www.turizmguncel.com/makale/42-nolu-
isletme-alantur-m1589.html)
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In the 1965-1974 period, another significant tourism project was applied in Side, another small
town in the east of Antalya, by Turtel Tourism Company. (Figure 3.186) Having the capacity
of 152 beds, the motel complex also had a camping site and beach facilities. The architectural
project of the motel was designed by Yal¢m Tezcan and Esen Bolak®”? and became famous in
a short time. (Figure 3.187- 3.188) The quality of the spaces was promoted in national

newspapers, as in the words of journalist Abdi Ipekgi:

However, the real surprise is in the perfection of some of the facilities located in these
beauties. For a significant example, there is the newly completed motel of Turtel in
Side, a similar one of which cannot be easily found in Europe or America.’”®

Figure 3.186. Side Turtel Tourism Facility, Site Plan (Source: Anon., 1979, Arkitekt, pp.11-
13)

372 Yalgin Tezcan had his master degree in architecture and engineering from Istanbul Technical
University in 1960 and had his associate professorship in 1981. He established his architecture and
construction company in partnership with his friends in 1959 and designed many other large scale
projects such as the Ministry of Industry and Technology in Ankara (1967-72), Petkim Residential
Settlement (1975-78), Adana Cukobirlik Facility (1973-76), etc. Esen Bolak, graduated from the same
university in 1959, was one of the partners of the same company until 1984.
(http://lwww.yalcintezcan.com)

373 Translated by the author from Turkish: “Ama asil siirpriz bu giizellikler arasina kondurulan bazi
tesislerin miikemmeliyetindedir. Hele simdi Side’de Turtel’in yeni tamamlanan bir moteli var ki,

benzerini Avrupa ve Amerika’da bulmak kolay degildir...” Abdi Ipekgi, Milliyet, 29 March 1967.
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Figure 3.187. Side Turtel Tourism Facility, Accommodation Units (Source: Anon., 1979,
Arkitekt, pp.11-13)

11 [ [EERETT e
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Figure 3.188. Side Turtel Tourism Facility, Restaurant Block (Source: Anon., 1979, Arkitekt,
pp.11-13)

Located in a site one-km away from Side ancient city, the complex was constructed in four
phases. Including interior design, infrastructural solutions and landscape design, the project

was a successful example of a holistic design process.®” (Figure 3.189- 3.190)

874 Anon. (1979) “Turtel Turistik Tesisleri Side”. Arkitekt, 373. (1979-01). pp.11-13.
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Figure 3.189. The interior view from the accommodation units of Side Turtel Tourism Facility.
(Source: http://www.yalcintezcan.com/tr/mimarlik-faaliyetleri/10.aspx)

Figure 3.190. The interior view from the restaurant of Side Turtel Tourism Facility.
(Source: http://www.yalcintezcan.com/tr/mimarlik-faaliyetleri/10.aspx)

In addition to the new hotel/motel buildings and accommodation complexes, the development
in tourism sector also had dramatic impacts on domestic life of the city. Besides its impacts on

economic life, a new daily life style occurred in time that indeed ruptured the relation of the
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local people with the water and the seashores. With the accommodation buildings built for the
middle and upper classes along the coast, the daily use of the seashore by wider groups of
people was limited. The successor of the local nomadic life, obas, started to be built mainly
for touristic use, and even some public institutions designed obas and camping sites in Antalya
and offered holidays to their employees.

Still, besides promoting hotel investments along the coastline to attract tourists, the Southern
Antalya Tourism Development Plan (1974) also offered to meet the demands of local citizens
as well as domestic tourists.>”® Thus, while hotel complexes started to cover most of the
coastline, in the 1980s, Tourism Bank (TURBAN) pioneered camping services with the aim
to develop tourism activities for a wider group of people including families with lower-
incomes. Kemer Kiziltepe Camping (1980-1988) (Figure 3.191- 3.192) and Beldibi Camping
(1984-1988) were the ones in the Antalya region established by the Tourism Bank. Campings
had restaurants, shops, laundry services and leisure spaces in addition to tent zones.*”® These
camping sites were located in the natural environment with dense pine-trees and mountain
views.¥” Service buildings were located in these areas according to the existing natural
elements, and therefore, the sites continued to offer natural-ventilated spaces in the hot

Mediterranean climate.

375 Ece Dogantan et al. “The Evolution and Transformation of Camping and Coastal Campgrounds in
Antalya, Turkey”. Tourism: An International Interdiciplinary Journal, vol.65. (2017). pp.75-85.

376 Giileng and Dogantan, 2018, p.84; Ozdemir, 1992, pp.23-34.

877 Memoirs of Giircan Sen, https://dunyaislerim.wordpress.com/2017/10/15/konyaalti-turban-
kiziltepe-1981/)
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Figure 3.191. The entrance of Kiziltepe Camping Site, 1981. (Source: Giircan Sen Archive,
https://dunyaislerim.wordpress.com/2017/10/15/konyaalti-turban-kiziltepe-1981/)

Figure 3.192. The reception building of Kiziltepe Camping Site, 1981. (Source: Giircan Sen
Archive, https://dunyaislerim.wordpress.com/2017/10/15/konyaalti-turban-kiziltepe-1981/)

The need for the holiday places for employees of public institution led to another formation in
Antalya. With the aim to spread contemporary holiday practice, guest houses were built by the
institutions and served as holiday sites for public employees. The Army, General Directorate
of State Hydraulic Works (Figure 3.193- 3.194), General Directorate of Highways, Ministry
of Transportation, Turkish Radio and Television, Police Service and Gendarmerie were the

institutions that built holiday resorts and guest houses in Antalya and its periphery in the 1980s.

Figure 3.193. General Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI) Guest House (Source:
Biiyiikyildirim, 2017, p.365)
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Figure 3.194. General Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI) Camping Site in Manavgat,
Sorgun. (Source: Source: Biiyiikyildirim, 2017, p.369)

Holiday facilities of public institutions were usually planned on the seashore (especially on
the Lara coast if in the city center, or on the bays of peripheral towns) to provide easy access
to beach activities. Besides accommodation units, they also included cafés and restaurants,

social centers and beach services. (Figure 3.195- 3.196)

Figure 3.195. TRT Camping Site in Lara, accommodation units. (taken by the author, 2019)

Figure 3.196. TRT Camping Site in Lara, beach facilities. (taken by the author, 2019)
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Spending summertime in the highlands (yayla) also continued in the region to a lesser extent
in the later decades of the twentieth century. Throughout history, mountain villages had been
preferred as summer residences. Following the changes in accommodation culture (from tents
to lightweight structures and then to secondary houses), the characteristics of the mountain
settlements changed and those lands gained a settled outlook.

Apart from the temporary use of local people, mountains were also influenced by the tourism
attack of the late twentieth century. In 1972, the construction of a ski-resort, Saklikent, which
is 50 km far from the city center and located on the Bey Mountains, introduced a new function
that would increase the tourism potential of the city by offering a different experiment from
sea-sand-sun triple. One of the most remarkable projects of the 1970s was the casino building
constructed on Tiinektepe, a hill close to the city center. Designed by architect Ozcan
Kirmizioglu, the casino offered an extraordinary leisure experience accompanied with a

panoramic city-view.

While the modernization experience of Antalya was based on the interpretation of the natural
characteristics and local culture during the first half of the twentieth century, after the
development of tourism as a sector from the post-war decades onwards, the natural

environment became a touristic attraction for the city.

3.3.2. Natural Environment as a Modern Touristic Attraction

In addition to the central policies and tourism development plans for the Aegean and
Mediterranean coasts, changes in the understanding of leisure and thus in holiday activities
and the developments in the road and airway transportation, played important roles in the
development of the tourism sector in the post-war period. More importantly, the recreational
power of natural environments had always been an active determinant of daily life activities
and thus of the built environment including tourism architecture. In the subject of tourism and

leisure, the dominant impact of the natural opportunities could be easily followed. The nature
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acted as a guiding element in tourism architecture by providing local variations as the
responses to the local, natural and historical richness.®’®

Being a coastal city had the most significant role in the tourism activities of Antalya. From the
central policies that determined Antalya and its hinterland as the tourism region to the
encouragement of private enterprises in the tourism field, the opportunities provided by the
natural entities were very effective. As the result of the central policies and its local responses
that considered the historical, cultural and environmental richness of the region, Antalya

gained the status of the tourism center of Turkey.

The natural assets, primarily the sea and then the large green lands, forests, hills and
mountains, had been effective in the formation of the city throughout history. Consequently,
the tourism identity of the city did not develop just on the sea-sun-sand triple but also varied
touristic activities were offered in the high lands of the region. Having a ski-center in the
Mediterranean climate added a distinction to Antalya as the result of its natural diversity.

The 1980s became a turning point for the region as mass tourism gained speed thanks to the
transportation developments and changes in the organization systems. Tourist profile and
tourism understanding in general began to be based on consumption, and this brought
uniformity in building typology by minimizing diversity in expectations. The efforts to attract
visitors for pre-defined and standard life style created a conflict with the main aim of tourism,
i.e. to provide the opportunity to discover and experience local characteristics for visitors.
From this point of view, cultural sustainability as an aim of tourism policies, could not be

provided by the large part of the existing accommodation complexes.

While economic policies of the period introduced new functions as resort hotels, beaches,
airport, etc. to Antalya, the architectural language of those buildings was defined in association
with the contemporary worldwide tendencies. In time, each intervention began to have

different characteristics due to the investors’ demands and budget expectations, losing the

378 T, Elvan Altan, “Modern Spaces of Travel and Leisure: Tourism Architecture in Post-War Turkey”
METU Architectural History Graduate 30th Anniversary Meetings, Lectures - METU Studies
Architectural History  Program (April 24, 2019), Unpublished presentation.
(https://www.academia.edu/38919904/Modern_Spaces_of Travel_and_Leisure_Tourism_Architectur
e_in_Post-War_Turkey)
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quality of design features. Architectural languages of those which were built especially in the
seashore after the 1980s could especially be subject to criticism because of their incompatible
features with human scale and natural environment.

Considering the discussions on the subject of local modernization, this transformation
represented the impacts of the changing perspective towards the constant element of natural
environment in this case, on the formation of the modern architectural environment and

implicitly the modern architectural historiography of a locality.
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CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION

In Republican Turkey, modernization was adopted as the ideal of the new regime by the central
authority and was implied through the reforms in the social structure. However, the
comprehensiveness of the central policies that did not consider the diversity of localities could
be questioned by considering the heterogeneous characteristics of the society. Indeed, the
potentials and understandings of each local context determined its way of modernization. Even
though the modernization policy prescribed identical transformations, local features led to

unique results in different geographies.

The starting point of the dissertation was to open up such a discussion on the place of the
“local” as a concept to be evaluated in architectural historiography by focusing on a peripheral
city in a peripheral country: Antalya in Turkey. As being transformed from an agricultural
“peripheral” town to a tourism “center” in a century, Antalya is seen as one of the most
appropriate cases to question the supposed center-periphery dichotomy. Analyzing the
modernization process in Antalya from the 1920s to the 1980s, accepted as the significant
milestones in country-wide modernization in the twentieth century, required to define the
contexts by which the “local” modernization was formed in the city. Since architectural history
is a discipline with a ‘multifaceted nature’ that relates to various disciplines, the
material/physical evidence of architectural entities had to be supported with textual-visual

historical evidence to widen the context of the discussion in the study.3”®

The discussion on the place of the “local” concept in architectural historiography was framed

on two main contexts in the dissertation. Initially, criticizing the canonic historiography

3% Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya, “Introduction: Mapping Architectural Historiography” in
Rethinking Architectural Historiography, ed. Dana Arnold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya.
(Oxon: Routledge, 2006) pp.1-13. Andrew Ballantyne, “Architecture as Evidence” in Rethinking
Architectural Historiography, ed. Dana Amold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya. (Oxon:
Routledge, 2006) pp.36-49.
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methods, the “local” was discussed in relation with the center, examining the roles of central
and local actors in the formation of “local modernization”. Since the network of central-local
dynamics could show similarities in different locations, environmental factors could be
pointed out as determinant for specific local identities. The other frame of the dissertation is
defined with reference to this consideration, and the supposed dualities of natural-modern and

rural-urban environments formed the second line of the analysis.

In line with the contemporary critique of the canonic approach in architectural historiography
that has mainly been based on centric perspectives,®® the frame of discussion in study aimed
to reveal the complexity and diversity of the relation between central and local dynamics. As
a peripheral city of Turkey, the decisions of and the applications by the central mechanisms
played an important role in the modernization of Antalya. Still, the modernization experience
of the city cannot be defined without taking into account the local responses that were
developed towards the central policies. Thus, rather than discussing the modernization process
of the city in the frame of only the central approaches, the study aimed to demonstrate the
importance of the local approaches, and more importantly, of the interaction between the

center and the periphery in the modernization process.

Such an integrated approach undertaken in the dissertation also required to consider the roles
of influential central and local actors in the modernization of the city. The active authorities,
institutions and individuals who had an effect on the formation and transformation of the
cityscape during the defined period varied due to the social, economic and political dynamics.
While the state and the public institutions were the dominant power of the early Republican
period, the private sector started to be strengthened especially after the 1950s. On the other

hand, the position of architects, engineers and master builders as the professionals of the sector

380 Even though conventional architectural historiography, which has mainly been formed with Western-
oriented narratives, is associated with the so-called dichotomous relation of center and periphery, the
same duality also exists in the country-wide scale. In the case of Republican Turkey, firstly Ankara and
then Istanbul acquired the central roles and became the main subjects of the architectural historiography
of Turkey, in which a centric perspective has also been dominant. Consequently, many peripheral
settlements remained out of context in architectural historiography until recently. About the spatial and
temporal constraints of the presented subjects in conventional historiography, see: Elvan Altan Ergut,
“Cumbhuriyet Donemi Mimarligi: Tanimlar, Sinirlar, Olanaklar” in Tiirkiye Arastirmalari Literatiir
Dergisi, v.7, n0.13. (2009) pp.121-130.
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was also influential in the modernization period. While the professionals, who contributed to
the built environment of Antalya, were commissioned by the state on a large scale in the early
Republican period, in later decades the number of local professionals considerably increased.
Lastly, the society, as the recipient but also one of the decision-maker actor at the same time,
is the significant subject of the modernization process in Antalya. In the early Republican
period, in which rural and agricultural lifestyle was still dominant in the identity of Antalya,
the modernization attempts of the state were met with the efforts of the society. Central policies
that aimed to create modern environments in villages and to introduce scientific agricultural
techniques in the newly established state farms were welcomed by the society. Villagers
became active actors in the transformation of villages, and farmers volunteered to experience
the contemporary agricultural techniques in their farms. In the 1940s, the contribution of the
society acquired another dimension that led to the formation of an urban center via major
development projects. Under the leadership of the governor of the period, who acted as the
local representative of the central mechanism, local associations were established that gave
moral and material support to the transformation of the city. The active involvement of the
citizens in the urban decisions resulted in the embracement of urban projects by the local
people. On the other side, there could also be reactions such as in the case of the inhabitation
policy of the 1940-45 period forced the nomad people to be settled down in the newly-planned
villages, which resulted in both the support and also the resistance of the society. In any case,
the phenomenon of local actors and the impacts of the local processes on the modernization

process cannot be ignored for an in-depth analysis of the period.

Following the industrial developments in the country after the 1950s, increasing
communication opportunities strengthened the links between the center and the peripheral
regions. The exchange of materials, experiences and ideas became easier in this context, as not
only the economic structure but also social and cultural life had dramatic changes due to
contemporary industrialization. During the post-war decades, Antalya met new building types
and technologies, master plans were prepared that projected the future of the city, and
agricultural productivity became the source for the development of a local industry in the city.
Even though architectural productions of the era could not attract the attention of a wider
audience in the context of the country, the approaches and processes, which emphasized the

local identity, should be underlined in the modernization history of the city.
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The most influential identity transformation in Antalya started to be experienced after the
1960s following the tourism development plans of the state. The major objective of the tourism
policy of the period was to create a modern center for tourism in the region. As a result, the
local praxis in the use of urban environment changed, and tourism potential became the main
determinant in the formation of the city. The transformation of the seaside usage from obas as
traditional elements used by the local people to modern beach facilities for a hybrid user group
of local people and domestic/ foreign tourists, exemplifies the impacts of tourism on urban
daily life. Starting from the city center, touristic facilities spread along the hinterland towns of
the city on the coastal zone. In this spread, the most efficient factor was the natural potentials
of the lands. In the subject of tourism, the nature acted as a factor of attraction besides being

the guide for the creation of the built environment.

In addition to framing the discussion in relation the supposed duality between the center and
the periphery, the analysis carried on in the dissertation revealed the necessity to think about
the urban-rural and modern-natural environments as the other frame of discussion to evaluate
the “local” modernization context. As against the conventional understanding of
modernization and urbanization as unrelated to rural contexts and natural environments, which
thus takes these couples of concepts as dichotomous, the relationships between urban centers
and their rural hinterlands, and between natural geography and the built environment were
accepted as complementary in this study in order to provide a holistic view for the analysis of
local modernization. Lands, mountains, water sources, forests and mineral sources, which had
been influential in the formation of the built environment in Antalya throughout history, were
also effective in the modernization phase of the city and its large hinterlands. Not only as the
physical determinant but also with the culture created on the basis of environmental features,
the nature played an important role in the formation of a modern city. Traditions, vernacular
features, local life styles and exchanges among regions thus provided a “local” characteristic

to the modernization of Antalya.

In the analysis of the modernization of Antalya from such an environmental perspective, it
was seen that relation of architecture and environment were formed in two different manners.
In the early period of the modernization process, the natural environment guided the urban

identity and hence the architectural and urban development of the city. This manner could be
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related to the local culture and traditional lifestyle in the city that had been in a strong relation
with the nature throughout its history. Thereafter, in parallel to the policies accepted from the
post-war decade onwards, in which Antalya and its region was declared as a tourism center,
natural entities started to be used as attraction tools for the tourism sector. With this changing
perspective, the importance of the central and local policies in the perception of environment
was confronted as the subject to discuss. As Mikhail indicates in his outstanding book, Nature
and Empire in Ottoman Egypt, An Environmental History, experiences and realities that
already exist in localities and the central management policies that focus on the control of the

lands, form the holistic picture of “local” histories together.%

It is generally accepted that settlements had to abandon their local identities to be modernized.
However, the detailed investigation on the urban and architectural development of Antalya
during the twentieth century showed that, while the city was following the central
modernization policy, it also kept its local agricultural identity. Even though it is seen as a
dichotomy to consider traditions and local identities in modernization, the analysis of the study
showed that the development of a unique path of modernization required such dynamic
resources. In the case of Antalya, agricultural and rural identity of the city had a great influence
on the modernization of the city. The study proved that architecture played an important role
in shifting rurality into an element of local modernity both as a tool for modernization and an
instrument for cultural development.38 Furthermore, the local features acted as the agents that

generated specific modernization stories for localities.

The study, focusing on the impacts of the central-local relations and the natural features on
modernization in the case of a peripheral city of Turkey, Antalya, thus manifested a broader
perspective for writing the history of modern architecture. Critical of the discussions on
modernization that have been defined and formed by central mechanisms and centric
perspectives in conventional architectural historiography, the thesis emphasized the necessity

to see a “peripheral” city in the light of both central and local lenses. Depending on an

%1 Alan Mikhail, Nature and Empire in Ottoman Egypt, An Environmental History. (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2011). p.296.

382 popescu, 2010, C. p.145.
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understanding of modernization that has been formed by exchanges and cross-fertilized
processes, the concepts of the ‘local’ and the ‘modern’ seem related and intertwined. As the
result of continuous relations, the notion of ‘hybridization’ is also used to define the resultant
architectural products. Nonetheless, the way of hybridization in different locales varies
according to the local characteristics of the geographies.®®® Arguing for the requisite of
interdisciplinary researches on the subject, Stieber states:

The result has been a shattering of the project to construct large-scale explicative
narratives of history and culture. Instead, the focus has come to be on the contingent,
the temporary, and the dynamic, on processes rather than structures, on hybridity
rather than consistency, on the quotidian as well as the extraordinary, on the periphery
as well as the centre, on reception as well as production.384

The comprehensive attempt that relates the central and local dynamics with the urban and built
as well as the rural and natural environments, points at the need to widen the framework and
to develop an interdisciplinary approach. Stieber underlines the importance of the dialogue
between architectural history and other fields that study space, cities and architecture such as
cultural geography, anthropology and literature, which will result in a ‘transdisciplinary
discourse of space’.*®® Within this perspective, environmental history as one of the most

related disciplines in “local” context had a significant place in the structure of the dissertation.

Discussing architecture in its environments (or as an environment in itself) provided a broader
perspective to understand the mutual interactions among them.%® On the other hand, the
discussion of architectural production in its political, social, economic and cultural contexts

beyond the supposed dichotomy between the center and the periphery, helped in realizing the

383 Akcan, 2010, p.193.

%4 Nancy Stieber, “Architecture Between Disciplines” in Journal of the Society of Architectural
Historians, Vol. 62 No. 2, (Jun. 2003). pp. 176-177.

%5 Nancy Stieber, “Space, Time and Architectural History” in Rethinking Architectural Historiography,
ed. Dana Arnold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya. (Oxon: Routledge, 2006) pp.179-180.

38 Andrew Leach, “Architectural Historiography in the Anthropocene” in Architecture, Environment,
History: Questions and Consequences, Architectural Theory Review, 22:2, 2018, pp.249-286.
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aim of the study to reframe the architectural history of Antalya as a case of “local”

modernization.

Architectural production in the early twentieth century in Antalya was a kind of a sequence of
its processor examples. The local tradition that had came from its agricultural lifestyle was
influential in the formation of the architectural milieu of the city during the early Republican
period. While the modernization experience of this period was unique with its unconscious
consideration of local dynamics, following the mainstream architectural approaches intensely
especially in the postwar era resulted in an architectural environment that carried the common
features with many other modern cities. By the 1960s, under the impact of the pluralistic
environment, the regional and local features in architecture came into the agenda world-wide
and this time Antalya faced its local identity in a more conscious and centralized way. The
modernization of the city, starting from the rural hinterland, coming into focus in the urban
center and finally spreading along the city center and coastal hinterland, brought changing
building typologies such as agricultural stations, public administration buildings, recreational
areas, residential buildings, industrial complexes and tourism buildings respectively. The
common feature of the changing periods in the modernization narrative of Antalya is the
impact of central and local processes and actors as well as natural conditions on the formation
of the modern city. The transformation in the central/peripheral and urban center/hinterland
relations, the interaction between central and local actors, and the consideration of the relation
of nature and built environment, were all experienced in changing extents during the period of
1920s-1980s in Antalya. The local and therefore unique modernization in Antalya depends on

the togetherness of these central and local dynamics.

On this argument, the subjects included within the thesis have potentials for possible future
researches in wider contexts. First of all, as any history research, the study was mainly formed
on the archival study in local institutions and archives for information about the production of
architecture in Antalya during the period of concern. However, the archival visits done during
the research period revealed the lack of archiving especially about the Republican era of a
“peripheral” city. It should be once more underlined that the archiving methods of local

administrations should be professionalized, visual and textual documents should be found,
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categorized and shared. The dissertation could be seen as a modest attempt to collect the data
about the architectural and urban development of the city, which should be developed further.

As indicated in the Introduction chapter, the existing buildings were seen as the primary
sources within the study. Even though brief information about the buildings and architects is
included and interpreted in line with the main discussion, it was not possible to develop a
detailed documentation about them within the boundaries of the dissertation. Since the
literature about the modern buildings in Antalya is limited with DOCOMOMO poster
presentations and a limited number of researches, a comprehensive study about the period
could be developed in the light of the building list attached to the study. Definitely, each

building and architect could also be the subject of focused researches.

The major contribution of the study in architectural historiography is seen as to underline the
complex relations between the supposed center/periphery, central/local, center/hinterland and
urban/rural dichotomies. From this point of view, to talk about a decentralized and holistic
approach, the level of the existence of “local” histories in modern architectural historiography
should be increased and each locality should be analyzed within its unique characteristics. The
dissertation, in which Antalya is the focus of the discussion, tries to develop an investigation
method by discussing center/periphery relations, central/local actors and nature/built

environment. The method and subjects in this case are also open for improvement.

Lastly, the consideration of nature in the contextual discussion of the study revealed the
insufficiency of the environmental approach in architectural historiography. Getting use of the
literature developed in the related fields of study such as environmental history, provides to
gain another perspective about the supposed dichotomies of urban/rural and natural/built
environment. Advocating the necessity of interdisciplinary studies, the dissertation could also

be seen as an initial model for an environmental architectural historiography.
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A. CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF BUILDINGS IN ANTALYA, FROM THE LATE 19™ TO THE LATE 20™ CENTURY

APPENDICES

. Design/ _ . . . . .
Function | No Construction Date Building(s) Patron / Builder Details Developments in Antalya Worldwide/Countrywide Developments PERIOD
- 1 Flour Mills !nltla}tlves of individuals who were mainly _ _
immigrants *1840: New gate on the city walls, Yenikapi. ™
LEISURE 2 Vatan Coffee House Individual Demolished in 1990s *1908: Establishment of Sarampol for Cretan S
. — N immigrants —
RURAL | 1882 Bileydi Farm Individual In 125, rice plant started _ *1919-1921: Italian occupation *1877-1878: Ottoman- Russian War w
PUBLIC | 4 1898 Antalya High School Ministry of Public Works (Nafia Vekaleti) .Fd“s(;_h_‘gh Echool Geslsinipie *1919-1921: City map drawn by Italian engineer and [*1914- 1918: First World War Ind
; — ldadish constructor Iskarba *1919- 1923: Independence War ®)
PUBLIC | 5 1900 Memleket Hospital Municipality *1906: Establishment of Institute of Italian LL
PUBLIC 6 1916 Gazi Mustafa Kemal Primary School |ittihat ve Terakki Current Use: Governor's Office Colonialism and Consulate 1913 %
LEISURE | 7 1919 Elhamra Cinema Individual Demolished in 1970s
RURAL 8 1925 Cirkinoba Model Village State
RURAL 9 1926 Citrus Tree Nursery Ministry of Public Works (Nafia Vekaleti)
10 1926 Flour Factory Special Provincial Directorate Demolished in 70s *1923: Establishment of Turkish Republic
Ministry of Public Works - Municipality- *#1923: Izmir Economic Congress, rural and
. Antalya Electricity Turkish Incorporated . . . agricultural policies
11 1927 (28) Hydroelectric Plant Company (Antalya Elekrik Tirk Anonim Designed by Hungarian engineers *1924: The Village Law
Sirketi) *1924: The Law on Unity of Education
TOURISM | 12 1928 Park Hotel General Director of Foundations *1927-28: The Law of Architecture and
A A o Engineering
LEISURE I8 1930s Sea bath in Mermerli Municipality *1927: Establishment of Turkish Architects Society g
DWELLING| 14 1930-40 Villa Goksoy Individual *1923-...: Immigrants and refugees settled down due |*1930: Agriculture Schools and Institutions in )
- - - — - to the Treaty of Lausanne, model villages and various cities ™
- 15 1931 Sericulture School- Station Special Provincial Directorate Closed in 1938 economic houses *1930: Municipal Corporations (Belediyeler) and g
PUBLIC 16 1932 Peoples' House Governor, Municipality, RPP Architect: Resit Bey Public Health (Umumi Hifzisthha) Laws. —
- — - N *1930s: The Law of Encouragement of Industry
PUBLIC 17 1932 Aksu Bridge Ministry of Public Works (Nafia Vekaleti) (Tesvik-i Sanayi), foreign architects in Turkey
) ) The name of the station changed as Hot *1930s: Architectural competitions in Turkey
RURAL 18 1933 Ante?lya Rice Plant Experimental Ministry of Public Works (Nafia Vekaleti) CI|mate.ll(31§;anlchxperlmTt§I Statl;;r;l became widespread
Station (S1cak Iklim Nebatlart Teksir ve Is *1931: Professional periodical "Mimar"
lstasyon) *1937 Campaign of Education in Villages
FINANCE | 19 1934 Antalya Monopoly Building Ministry of Public Works (Nafia Vekaleti) | Architect: Tahir Tug
RURAL 20 1937-39 Rehabilitaton of Wagqf Farm Directorate of Foundations SHESIE (R e e
19th century
- 21 1938 Tekirova Chrome Mining Mining Company
O, Special Provincial Directorate, support of L .
LEISURE | 22 1940s Karaalioglu (Indnii) Park Antalyay: Gizellegtirme Cemiyeti Architect: Necmettin Ates
RURAL 23 1940 Aksu Village Institute Ministry of Education Architect: Asim Mutlu
DWELLING| 24 1940-50 Villa Dr.Burhanettin Onat Individual
: - . . Ministry of Education, support of . . )
PUBLIC 25 1941-44 Ismet Inonii Institute for Girls Pt G Ty et Demolished in 2006 *1940: The Governor of the period: Hasim iscan,
PUBLIC | 26 1941 Antalya High School Block A Ministry of Education modernization in urban infrastructure
- *1940: Establishment of Antalya'y1 Giizellestirme, |, -
DWELLING| 27 1943-44 Bahgelievler Housing Cooperative C(foperal.we, SuPp‘.m (.)[Amalyayl fmar ve Tanitma Cemiyeti (Association of Public Second World War 1939 .19‘.15 . 1921
Giizellestirme Cemiyeti - 3 *1940s: The number of periodicals was increased to o
N Works, Publicity and Embellishment of Antalya) four: Arkitekt (Mimar), Mimarlik, Yapt, Eser <t
PUBLIC | 28 1945 Bababurnu Lighthouse State *Inhabitant of nomads, Yesilbayir Village 1942- : B , Yapi, Es
State, with the support of Governor 1948
PUBLIC 29 1946 inénii Primary School (Lindnii) Hagim Iscan and Antalyayi Giizellestirme |Demolished in 2006 #1949: First architect: Tarik Akiltopu
Cemiyeti
. . Built by Antalya'y1 Giizellestirme . .
PUBLIC 30 1946 Maternity (Wagqf) Hospital Cemiyeti, assigned to Ministry of Health Demolished in 2006
PUBLIC 31 1946- 68 Boys' Art Institute/School Ministry of Education Block A was built in 1965.
DWELLING| 32 1949 Bahceli Memur Bvleri Housing Cooperative
Cooperative

Built by the Local Actors (Individual attempts, private
companies, cooperatives, etc.)

Built by the Central Authorities (State and Public
Institutions)

Built by the Local Authorities (Municipality)




A. CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF BUILDINGS IN ANTALYA, FROM THE LATE 19TH TO THE LATE 20TH CENTURY (CONT’D.)

Design/

Construction Date | BUHIdiNg(s) Patron / Builder Details Developments in Antalya Worldwide/Countrywide Developments PERIOD

Function | No

Muhtesem Giray, Affan Kirimli, Muhlis

TOURISM | 33 1950 Antalya City Hotel in Tophane Competition by Municipality Tiirkmen, Siiha Taner and Fazh Tuncal
PUBLIC | 34 1950s Bus Terminal Municipality
FINANCE | 35 1950s Ziraat Bank Ziraat Bank
FINANCE | 36 1950s Tirk Ticaret Bankasi Turk Ticaret Bank
DWELLING| 37 1950-65 Kirk Daireler Individual Architect: Hakan Eyican
LEISURE | 38 1951-65 Atatiirk Stadium Governor Hasim Iscan
LEISURE 39 1951-65 Atatiirk Sports Hall Governor Hasim iscan
DWELLING| 40 1951 Memurevleri Housing Cooperative  |Cooperative
Larabirlik with the partnership of
LEISURE | 41 1950s Lara Beach and Camping Site Glizeloba Village, Municipality and

Provincial Special Administration

Yesil Antalya Memurevleri Housing

DWELLING| 42 1953 Cooperative Cooperative *1950-51: Immigrants from Bulgaria
- — — *Restoration of mosques and tombs by the
LEISURE | 43 1953 Gebizli Open Air Cinema Individual Directorate of Foundation
LEISURE | 44 1954 Inci Movie Theater Individual *1955: Antalya Master Plan Competition by *1950: Accession of Democrat party to power
. N N 3 N Provincial Bank *People's Houses were closed
DL 1954 Ogretmenevleri Housing Cooperative| Cooperative *1956: Transformation of People's House into the  [*Urbanization, public investments n
LEISURE | 46 1955 Yildiz Movie Theater Individual Municipality *Industrial development, migration, squatting o
—| 47 1956 B « Housi - c @ *1957: Approval of Antalya Master Plan (Beyru et  |*1954: Establishment of the Chamber of Architects Lo
S arnak Housing Cooperative ooperative al.) by the Ministry of Public Works *1957: Establishment of the Ministry of Tourism
Stz_ite-owned economic enterprise + F%ruk Sumbul Miigteba Buhar:ah and *1958: Lara Master Plan and Publicity
48 1956 Cotton Weaving (Textile) Factory pl'Natt-“t seictor .Antf;\lya »Pam‘ukILIJ Dokuma Surey_ya Yiicesan from Bakirkdy Cotton  |x1959: Development Project for Antalya Region by
Sanayi Tiirk Anonim Sirketi, with the Weaving Factory, who were FAO
Pannershlp of Stimerbank. commissioned by Stimerbank. *Increase in internal migration after the 1950s
PUBLIC 49 1957 New Airport Istanbul Yol Yap1 Ltd.Company
PUBLIC | 50 1957 Tuberculosis Hospital Ministry of Public Works
PUBLIC 51 1957 Namik Kemal Primary School Ministry of Education
LEISURE | 52 1957 Obas in Konyaalt1 Beach Municipality
DWELLING| 53 1958 Villa Kivrak Individual
TOURISM | 54 1958 Touristic Teras Hotel General Directorate of Foundations
TOURISM | 55 1958 Divan Hotel Individual
FINANCE | 56 1959 Commodity Exchange Building State Architect: Turan Kemaloglu Built by the Local Actors (Individual attempts, private
. . companies, cooperatives, etc.)
Worker' Insurance Hospital and ) _—
FUELIE | 1959 Lodgement JACHke RN rcRlinStitition Built by the Central Authorities (State and Public
DWELLING| 58 1960 Villa Zamanlar Individual Institutions)
- 59 1959-64 Guayule Rubber Plant Private enterprise Built by the Local Authorities (Municipality)
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A. CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF BUILDINGS IN ANTALYA, FROM THE LATE 19TH TO THE LATE 20TH CENTURY (CONT’D.)

. Design - ) . . . .
Function | No Constrzzgor: Date Building(s) Patron/ Builder Details Developments in Antalya Worldwide/Countrywide Developments PERIOD
Eti Electrometallurgy Inc.with the
60 1959-61 Ferrochrome and Carbide Factory partnership of Etibank and French
Pechiney-Compadec Group
State-owned economic enterprise +
61 1961 Kepez Electricity Plant private sector :Kepez Electricity
Incorporated Company
TOURISM | 62 1963 DSI Social Center-Guest House Dsi
*1960-65: Kalekapis1 Carst
TOURISM | 63 1963 Alantur Hotel in Alanya Private enterprise *1963: Transformation of the Development Project
FINANCE | 64 1963 Antalya Branch of Central Bank Central Bank of FAO into the Regional Plan by SPO (DPT)
Designed by teshnician Nedim Yakimk *1964: First office of the Chamber of Architects
FINANCE | 65 1964 Belediye fshant Municipality Since Yaltinik, submitted by engineer | -00>-67: Revision of Master Plan by Bilent
Hacip Kayd for approval Berksan *1960: Coupe D'etat wn
ecali : P ovin | 71966: First office of the Chamber of Civil *1963 Ministry of Tourism and Promotion o
Ulusal Yiikselis (National - - Designed by Sculptor Prof. Dr. Hiiseyin
LEISURE | 66 1964 nseonsion) Mo?\flment Competition by Association o onea by Sedp Y Engineers *1969: *1965: Flat Ownership Law ©
N - - - - Declaration of the Tourism Development Area along |* Five Year Development Plans after 1963
TOURISM | 67 1965- 74 Side Turtel Tourism Facility Turtel Tourism Company Architect: Yalgin Tezcan and Esen Bolak the coast of Canakkale-Antalya
- 68 1965 Olive Oil Factory in Wagf Farm Directorate of Foundations *1969: International Tourism Planning Competition
Regional Directorate of State . for Side and lts Environment
PUBLIC 69 1967 Hydraulic Works (DSI) DSI *Increase in tourism investments
PUBLIC 70 1967-68 Regional Directorate of Highways Highways Architect: Nezihi Ozyalgin
TOURISM | 71 1967-69 Highways Social Center-Guest Hous [Highways
TOURISM | 72 1968 Motel Antalya Individual Achitect: Ercan Evren
DWELLING| 73 1968 Elbirlik Apartment Individual Architect: Ozcan Kirmizioglu
Agreement of the Ministry of Culture and
¥ N Tourism, Municipality and the High "
TOURISM | 74 1968-73 New City Port Council of Immovable Monuments and Holland Kingdom Company
Antiquities
Tatas Turkish-German Tourism Inc., then | Architect: Metin Er6zii and Harald
TOURISM | 75 1970 Antalya (Talya) Hotel passed to Kog Holding Losbermann
TOURISM | 76 1970s TUSAN Motel Manavgat TUSAN
FINANCE | 77 1970s Vakif fshani (Office Block) Directorate of Foundations
Turkish Radio and Television
FURIE | T Association (TRT) [ *1973: Antalya Master Plan by the Scandinavian
TOURISM | 79 1972 Saklikent Ski-Resort Planning and Development Organization by the
‘ — — _ - — - — request of the Ministry of Tourism
PUBLIC | 80 1972 Antalya Museum \cl::or:l?semlon 7y EREE a:?:;cé;);;g:" Tekeli, Sami Sisa and |y Southern Antalya Tourism Development Plan n
PUBLIC 81 1973 Antalya Governor's Office Competition by the Ministry of Public Architect: Mahmut Tuna, Merih Karaaslan 19_76: Conservation Project of Marina and its ,9
va Works and Onen Aktiirk iq\g;gngge"’:/l ter Plan by Ziihtii C
. Italian company Valtur, then passed to T -60: Master Plan by Zuhtu Can
TOURISM | 82 1973 Kemer Resort Village Club-Med. Architect: Tuncay Gavdar *1979:Declaration of Kaleigi Conservation Area,
TourIsM | 83 1974 Antalya Tourism and Hotel Competition by the Ministry of Public Architect: Zafer Aldemir, Niikhet Unsal, Kaleici Conservation and Development Plan
Management High School Works Osman Tiirker, Mehmet Avet
TOURISM | 84 1975-83 Tiinektepe Doner Gazino (Turning  |Provincial ?E?CIE“ Administration, | ovefts G R
Restaurant) Governor Ogiitgen
PUBLIC | 85 1976 Barbaros Primary School Ministry of Education Architect: Cemil Cahit S6nmez
86 1976 Organized Industrial Site State
87 1976 Battery Factory MKE
PUBLIC 88 1978 Hac1 Dudu-Mehmet Gebizli Mosque |Directorate of Religious Affairs Architect: Ozean Kirmizioglu
TOURISM | 89 1980-88 Kemer Kiziltepe Camping Tourism Bank (TURBAN) *Huge demand in construction field due to tourism,
PUBLIC | 90 1982 Provincial Special Administration |Provincial Special Administration developed infrastructure (porrt and airport) and
- - — — Kaleigi project
TOURISM | 91 1983 TURBAN Adalya Hotel Tourism Bank (TURBAN) Restoration project in Kaleici *1980: Change in municipal border
PUBLIC | 92 1983 Palace of Justice Competition by the Ministry of Public *1981-82: Environmental Master Plan
otke 1982: Kaleigi Master Plan *1980: Military Intervention
Antalya Faculty of Medicine Training |, . - L * . joni ion Si .
PUBLIC | 93 1983 and R):Zearch r—lilospital 91 | imited competition by Ankara University 1983: Reduction in the Falez Protection Site (from *1982: Tourism Encouragement Law n
180 m o 35 m) *1984: Coastal Law o
TOURISM | 94 1984-88 Beldibi Camping Tourism Bank (TURBAN) *1984: Lara coast was declared as a Tourism Center |, . . o0
- %1086 Lara Master Plan 1985: 3194 Law on Land Development Planning
Holiday resorts and guest houses of - ‘ . and Control
the Army, General Directorate of *Urban sprawl in agricultural lands
, . .
State Hydraulic Works, General *Increase !" squa_tter§ .
TOURISM | 95 1980s Directorate of Highways, Ministry of [Public Institutions '?Cre:se in tourism investments, infrastructure,
Transportation, Turkish Radio and refreshments, entertainment
Television, Police Service and
Gendarmerie

Built by the Local Actors (Individual attempts, private
companies, cooperatives, etc.)

Built by the Central Authorities (State and Public
Institutions)

Built by the Local Authorities (Municipality)
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B. CHRONOLOGICAL MAP OF ANTALYA

EXISTING DEMOLISHED

UNTIL 1920 .

1960 - 1980

The map was reproduced on the base of analytical maps of DAMPO (2003) and Google Earth (2019) (Source:METU Maps&Plan Documentation Unit)
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C. CENTRAL-LOCAL MAP OF ANTALYA
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The map was reproduced on the base of analytical maps of DAMPO (2003) and Google Earth (2019) (Source:METU Maps&Plan Documentation Uni
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D. BRIEF CHRONICLE OF TOURISM-ORIENTED DEVELOPMENTS IN
TURKEY AND ANTALYA

1923: Establishment of the Travelers’ Association (Seyyahin Cemiyeti) (renamed as Touring
and Automobile Club of Turkey in 1930)
1934: Establishment of Turkish Office (Tiirk Ofis) which had the Tourism Desk responsible
for tourism and promotion under the Ministry of Economy?®’
1949: Establishment of the Association for Tourism and Promotion of Antalya by Burhanettin
Onat and Osman Batur.
1950: Law for Encouragement of Tourism Institutions (5647 Turizm Miiesseseleri Tesvik
Kanunu)
1953: Law for Encouragement of Tourism Industry (6086 Turizm Endiistrisini Tesvik Kanunu)
1955: Establishment of Tourism Bank
1957: Establishment of the Ministry of Press Publication and Tourism (Basin, Yayin ve Turizm
Vekaleti)
1959-65: Antalya Regional Development Project (Antalya, Isparta, Burdur) (Antalya Bélgesel
Geligme Projesi)
1959: Mediterranean Development Survey (dkdeniz Kalkinma Etiidii)
1960: Mediterranean Basin Survey Report by the State Hydraulic Works (DSI)
(Akdeniz Havzasi Kesif Raporu)
1962: Pre-Investment Research in Antalya Region by FAO (Antalya Bélgesi Yatirum
Oncesi Arastirmast)
1963: Establishment of the Ministry of Tourism and Publicity (Turizm ve Tanitma Bakanligi)
1963-67: The First Five-Year Development Plan (1. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Plant)
1968-72: The Second Five-Year Development Plan (71. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Plani)

%7 Oytun Eylem Dogmus, dntalya Orneginde Ulusal Turizm Politikalarinin Sorgulanmast. Ph.D.
Thesis, (Izmir: Dokuz Eyliil University, 2010)
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D. BRIEF CHRONICLE OF TOURISM-ORIENTED DEVELOPMENTS IN
TURKEY AND ANTALYA (CONT’D.)

1969: Determination of Tourism Development Area (Turizm Gelisme Alani) through
Canakkale-Antalya coast.>®

1972: Additional articles to the Building Law (/mar Kanunu) about the coastal regions

1973: Antalya Master Plan by the Scandinavian Planning and Development Organization by
the request of the Ministry of Tourism

1973-77: The Third Five-Year Development Plan (IIl. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Plani)

1974: Southern Antalya Tourism Development Plan (Giiney Antalya Turizm Geligim Projesi,
GATGP)

1979: Kaleici Conservation and Development Plan

1979-83: The Fourth Five-Year Development Plan (1V. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Plani)

1980: Antalya Master Plan (Nazim Imar Plan)

1982: Law for the Encouragement of Tourism (n0.2634) (Turizmi Tesvik Kanunu)

1984: Coastal Law (n0.3086) (Ky: Kanunu)

1984: Declaration of Lara coast as a Tourism Center (Lara Turizm Merkezi)

1985: 3194 Law on Land Development Planning and Control

1985-89: The Fifth Five-Year Development Plan (V. Bes Yillik Kalkinma Plani)

1986: Lara Master Plan by the Municipality

38 A 3 km width belt in the Aegean and Mediterranean coast from Balikesir-Canakkale border to
Antalya-Mersin border has been declared as the Tourism Development Area by the decree of the
Council of Ministers dated 18.09.1969. This decree is known as the major start of tourism development
in the country. For more information: Mimarlar Odas1 Antalya Subesi, “Giiney Antalya Turizm Geligim
Projesi”, Mimarlik, v.05. (1988). p.57.
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F. TURKISH SUMMARY / TURKCE OZET

MODERN BiR KENTIN OLUSUMU: ANTALYA, 1920°’LER- 1980’LER

Cumbhuriyet’in ilanindan sonra Tiirkiye’de modernlesme yeni rejimin ideali olarak
benimsenmis ve sosyal yapidaki reformlar araciligiyla uygulamaya konulmustur. Ancak,
merkezi politikalarin yerelin gesitliligini goz ardi eden kapsayiciligi toplumun heterojen
karakteri dikkate alindiginda tartismaya agik bir konudur. Aslinda, her yerel baglamin kendi
potansiyel ve anlayis1t modernlesmesinin bi¢imini belirlemistir. Modernlesme politikas1 benzer

doniisiimleri tariflese de, yerel 6zellikler farkli cografyalarda 6zgiin sonuglar dogurmustur.

Tezin ¢ikis noktasi periferik bir tilkenin periferik bir kentine, Tiirkiye kentlerinden Antalya’ya
odaklanarak, mimarlik tarihyaziminda “yerel”in bir kavram olarak yerini tartismaya agmaktir.
Bir ylizy1l i¢inde tarimsal bir tagra kentinden bir turizm merkezine doniisen Antalya’nin
merkez/periferi tartigmasi i¢in en uygun zeminlerden birini olusturdugu diisiiniilmektedir.
Antalya’nin iilke ¢apinda yirminci yiizyil i¢in 6nemli doniim noktalar1 olarak goriilen 1920’ler
ve 1980’ler araligindaki modernlesme siirecinin analizi, Oncelikle kentteki “yerel”

modernlesmenin hangi baglamlarda gerceklestiginin tanimlanmasini gerektirmistir.

Bu caligma kapsaminda “yerel” kavraminin mimarlik tarihindeki yerine iliskin tartisma iki
temel baglam iizerinde sekillenmistir. Ilk olarak, kanonik tarihyazimi yontemlerini elestirerek,
“yerel”in merkezle olan iligkisi ve “yerel modernlesme”nin olusumunda merkezi ve yerel
aktorlerin rolleri incelenmistir. Merkezi ve yerel dinamiklerin iliski ag1 farkli yerlerde
benzerlik gosterebilecegi igin, 6zgiin yerel kimlikler i¢in ¢evresel faktorler belirleyici olarak
gosterilebilir. Tartigmanin diger aksi bu dogrultuda sekillenerek, dogal-modern ve kirsal-

kentsel ¢evre ikilikleri analizin ikinci yoniinii olusturmustur.
Tez, konvansiyonel mimarlik tarihi yazziminin Bati merkezli yaklagimini elestirirken, “yerel”

kavramina odaklanmaktadir. Diinya c¢apinda sirasiyla Bati ve Bati-disi olarak kullanilan

merkez ve periferi kavramsal ikilemine dair siiregiden tartisma, calisma kapsaminda iilke
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Olcegindeki bir analize c¢ekilmistir. Bu nedenle, merkez ve periferi kavramlari ve bu
kavramlarin Tiirkiye’deki tiirevleri ¢aligmanin konusunu olusturmaktadir. Calisma, periferik
(diger bir deyisle Bat1 dis1 veya “6teki”) bir iilke olarak kabul edilen Tiirkiye’nin periferik bir

kenti olan Antalya’nin modernlesme siirecini incelemektedir.

Tiirkiye’nin Akdeniz kiyisinda yer alan bir kenti olan Antalya, tarihi ve ¢evresel 6zellikleriyle
6zgiin bir 6rnek olusturmaktadir. Cografi 6zellikleri 6zgiin bir yasam bicimi olusturmustur ve
yirminci yiizyilda hizli bir doniistim gegirmis olsa da kentin yerel kimligi halen 6nemli 6lgiide
algilanabilir durumdadir. Yirminci yiizyilin baginda Antalya “periferik” bir kasaba olarak
tanimlanabilirken, ylizyilin sonunda degisen dinamikleriyle bolgede ve iilkede merkezi bir
konuma sahip olmustur. Bir yiizyil i¢inde yerel dinamiklerin farkli baglamlardaki degisken

rolleri ile, Antalya yerel modernlesme tartismalari i¢in iyi bir 6rnek teskil etmektedir.

Mimarlik tarihyaziminin merkezi bakis acisi iizerinden sekillenen kanonik yaklagimina iligkin
cagdas elestiriler paralelinde®° tartisma, merkezi ve yerel dinamikler arasindaki iliskinin
karmagikligini ve gesitliligini ortaya ¢ikarmayi amaglamaktadir. Tiirkiye’ nin periferik bir kenti
olan Antalya’nin modernlesmesinde merkezi aktorlerin karar ve uygulamalari énemli bir rol
oynamistir. Ancak, kentin modernlesme deneyimi merkezi politikalara verilen yerel karsiliklar
hesaba katilmadan tanimlanamaz. Bu nedenle, kentin modernlesme siirecini salt merkezi
yaklagimlar ¢ergevesinde ele almak yerine, yerel yaklagimlarin 6nemini ve daha da énemlisi,
modernlesme siirecinde merkez ve periferi arasindaki etkilesimi géstermek calismanin temel

amacidir.

Calisma, tarimsal ve kirsal kimlige sahip Antalya’nin yirminci yiizyildaki modernlesme siireci
ile birlikte Oncelikle bir kent merkezine ve daha sonra turistik bir merkeze doniisiimiinii

incelemektedir. Tez, politik, sosyal, ekonomik ve fiziksel degisimlerin tarihsel baglamim ele

%9 Bati merkezli anlatilarla sekillenen konvansiyonel tarih yazimi merkez ve periferi ikiligi ile
Ozdeslestirilse de, benzer bir ikilik {ilke 6l¢eginde de izlenmektedir. Cumhuriyetin kurulusundan sonra,
Tiirkiye’de énce Ankara ve sonra da Istanbul merkezi bir role sahip olmus ve merkezi perspektifin
baskin oldugu Tiirkiye’nin mimarlik tarihyaziminda baslica konular haline gelmistir. Bu yiizden, son
doneme kadar birgok periferik yerlesim mimarlik tarihyaziminin diginda kalmistir. Konvansiyonel
tarihyaziminda yer alan konularin mekansal ve zamansal kisitlarina iliskin: Elvan Altan Ergut,
“Cumbhuriyet Donemi Mimarligi: Tanimlar, Sinirlar, Olanaklar” in Tiirkiye Arastirmalari Literatiir
Dergisi, v.7, n0.13. (2009) pp.121-130.
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alarak, merkez- periferi iligkilerinin ¢ok yonlii katmanlarii ve merkezi ve yerel aktérlerin

kentin modern yapili ¢evresinin olusumundaki degisken rollerini analiz etmektedir.

Calisma kapsaminda merkez ve periferi tartismasi Antalya’nin iilkenin modernlesme
tarihindeki yeri iizerinden kurgulanmistir. Antalya gibi belirli bir yere ait siireci anlamak i¢in
kanonik mimarlik tarihi yazimindaki sézde “merkez” ve “periferi” arasindaki karmasik
iligkilerin analiz edilmesi gerekmektedir. “Merkez” karar verici pozisyonu temsil ederken,
“periferi” ise genellikle “merkez”in farkli konularda takipgisi olan yerlere referans
vermektedir. Tez kapsaminda denenen biitiinciil yaklasim siirecin “merkezi” ve “yerel”
aktorlerini de tartismanin temelini olusturan 6nemli 6zneler olarak karsimiza ¢ikarmaktadir.
Devletin yani sira, valiler ve memurlar gibi devlet tarafindan atanan kisiler ve kimi durumlarda
devlete ait tesebbiisler merkezi politikalarin temsilcileri olarak goérev yapan merkezi aktorler
olarak analize dahil edilmistir. Kentsel gelisimde etkin olan yerel aktorler, daha agik bir
anlatimla yerel otoriteler, mimarlar, miithendisler ve miiteahhitler gibi aktif profesyoneller ve

dernekler de tartismada 6nemli bir yere sahiptir.

Belirlenen donemde kentin olusumunda ve doniisiimiinde etkisi olan aktif otoriteler, enstitiiler
ve kisiler sosyal, ekonomik ve politik dinamiklere gore cesitlilik gdstermektedir. Erken
Cumbhuriyet doneminde devlet ve kamu kurumlari baskin gii¢ iken, 6zellikle 1950’lerden sonra
ozel sektor giic kazanmaya baglamistir. Diger taraftan, sektoriin uzmanlari olarak mimarlarin,
mithendislerin ve ustalarin pozisyonlart da modernlesme siirecinde etkili olmustur. Erken
Cumbhuriyet doneminde Antalya’nin yapili ¢evresine katkida bulunan profesyoneller biiyiik
oOlglide devlet tarafindan gorevlendirilirken, sonraki yillarda yerel profesyonellerin sayisinda
Oonemli bir artis yasanmuistir. Son olarak, toplum da hem bir alic1 olarak hem de karar verici bir
aktor olarak Antalya’nin modernlesme siirecinin 6nemli bir 6znesi olmustur. Kirsal ve tarimsal
yasam biciminin Antalya’nin kimliginde halen baskin oldugu erken Cumhuriyet doneminde
devletin modernlesme girigsimi toplumun cabalar1 ile biraraya gelmistir. Kdylerde modern
cevreler yaratmayir amaglayan merkezi politikalar ve yeni kurulan devlet giftliklerinde
baslatilan bilimsel tarim teknikleri toplum tarafindan desteklenmistir. Koyliiler koylerin
donisiimiinde etkin aktorler olurken, ¢iftciler cagdas tarim tekniklerini ¢iftliklerinde denemek

icin goniilli olmuslardir.

269



1940’larda toplumun katkis1 kent merkezinin biiyiik 6l¢ekli projeler araciligryla doniisiimiini
saglayacak baska bir boyut kazanmigtir. Bu donemde, merkezin yereldeki temsilcisi olarak
gbrev yapan valinin 6nderliginde kentin doniisiimiine maddi ve manevi destek saglayacak
yerel dernekler kurulmustur. Kentlinin kente iliskin karar siireglerine aktif katilimi1 yerel halkin
kentsel projeleri benimsemesini saglamistir. Diger taraftan, 1940-45 donemine gocebe
topluluklarin yeni planlanan kdylerde zorunlu iskan edilmesine yonelik izlenen politika bir
taraftan toplumun destegini kazanirken, bir taraftan da direncle karsilasmistir. Her iki sekilde
de, yerel aktorlerin varlig1 ve yere 6zgii siireclerin modernlesme iizerindeki etkileri donemin

derin bir analizi i¢in goz ard1 edilemez.

Ulkenin 1950’lerdeki endiistriyel gelisiminden sonra artan iletisim olanaklari merkez ve
periferik bolgeler arasindaki iligkileri giiglendirmistir. Bu baglamda, ¢agdas endiistrilesmeye
bagh olarak sadece ekonomik yapida degil sosyal ve kiiltiirel yasamda da doniisiim
gerceklesmis ve malzemenin, deneyimin ve diisiincenin takasi miimkiin hale gelmistir. Savas
sonrast donemde Antalya yeni yapi tipleri ve teknolojileri ile tanismis, kentin gelecegini
belirleyen kent planlar1 hazirlanmis ve tarimsal iiretim kentte yerel bir endiistri olugturulmasi
i¢in kaynak olarak goriilmiistiir. Donemin tarimsal {iretimi iilke ¢apinda yogun bir ilgiyle
karsilanmasa da, yerel kimlige referans veren yaklasim ve siireglerin kentin modernlesme

tarihindeki yeri vurgulanmalidir.

Antalya’nin kimligindeki en etkili doniisiim devletin turizm gelisme planlarini hazirladigi
1960’lardan sonra yagsanmigstir. Donemin turizm politikasinin en 6nemli amaci bdlgede
modern bir turizm merkezi yaratmaktir. Sonug olarak, kentsel ¢cevrenin yerel kullanim pratigi
degismis ve turizm potansiyeli kentin olusumundaki ana belirleyici haline gelmistir. Kiyilarda
yerli halk tarafindan insa edilen geleneksel obalarin yerine yerli halk ve yerli/yabanci
turistlerden olusan karma bir kullaniciya hitap eden modern plaj tesislerinin insasi turizmin
giinliik kent yasamindaki etkisine bir 6rnektir. Turizm tesisleri kent merkezinden baslayarak
kiy1 seridinde yer alan ¢evre kasabalara dogru bir yayilim gostermistir. Bu yayilmada en etkili
faktor bolgenin dogal potansiyeli olmustur. Doga, yapili ¢evrenin olusumunda yol gosterici

olurken ayni zamanda da turizm i¢in bir cazibe 6gesi olarak rol oynamistir.
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Merkez ve periferi arasinda var oldugu kabul edilen ikilik ile iliskili olarak kurulan tartisma
cergevesine ek olarak, tez kapsaminda yapilan analiz kentsel- kirsal ve modern-dogal cevre
iligkilerinin de “yerel” modernlesme baglaminda degerlendirilmesi gerektigini gostermis ve
bu ikilikler de tartigsma igin bir diger cergeveyi olusturmustur. Caligma kapsaminda “kentsel”
ve “kirsal” ikiligi “merkez” ve “hinterlant” kavramlari arasindaki iligkiler ¢ergevesinde
tartisilmistir. “Hinterlant” kavrami sadece fiziksel durumu degil daha da 6nemlisi bolgeler
arasindaki sosyo-ekonomik etkilesimi isaret etmek i¢in kullanilmistir. Antalya genis
hinterlanda sahip bir merkez niteliginde oldugu i¢in, kente iliskin yapilan arastirmada kent
merkezinin biiylik dl¢lide kirsal karaktere sahip olan hinterlant ile kurdugu iliski de dikkate

alinmustir.

Modernlesme ve kentlesmeyi kirsal baglamdan ve dogal ¢cevreden bagimsiz olarak goéren ve
bu nedenle bu kavramsal ikilikleri zitlik olarak ele alan konvansiyonel anlayisa karsit olarak,
kent merkezleri ile kirsal hinterlantlar1 ve dogal cografya ile yapili cevre arasindaki iliskiler
yerel modernlesmenin biitiinciil bir analizini saglamak amaciyla bu calismada birbirini
tamamlayic1 olarak kabul edilmislerdir. Bdlgenin cografi cesitliligini de gozeterek,
Antalya’nin yerel kimligi ayn1 zamanda ¢evresel karakteri ile de tanimlanmistir. Antalya’nin
yapili ¢evresinin olusumunda tarih boyunca etkili olan topraklar, daglar, su kaynaklari,
ormanlar ve madenler kentin ve sahip oldugu genis hinterlandin modernlesme siirecinde de
etkin olmustur. Sadece fiziksel bir belirleyici olmanin tesinde, gevresel 6zellikler temelinde
yarattig1 kiiltiirle de doga modern bir kentin olusumu i¢in 6nemli bir rol oynamustir.
Gelenekler, yerel ozellikler, yerel yasam bigimleri ve bolgeler arasindaki alig-veris

3

Antalya’nin modernlesmesine “yerel” bir 0&zellik saglamigtir. Ancak, konvansiyonel
yaklagimda modernlesme kentlesme ile iligkilendirilerek, bu siireglerin kirsal ve dogal
baglamlar1 doniistiirdiigii kabul edilmektedir3*® Bu nedenle, calisma aym zamanda
Antalya’nin yirminci yiizyildaki modernlesme siirecinde dogal ve yapili ¢evreleri arasindaki

degisen iliskileri anlamay1 hedeflemektedir.

3% puanfang Lu, Third World Modernism, Architecture, Development and Identity. (Oxon: Routledge,
2010); Panayiota Pyla, Landscapes of Development: The Impact of Modernization Discourses on the
Physical Environment of the Eastern Mediterranean. (Harvard Graduate School of Design, 2013).
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Antalya’nin modernlesmesinin boyle bir ¢evresel perspektifle analizi mimarlik ve cevre
arasindaki iligkinin iki farkli sekilde kuruldugunu gostermistir. Modernlesme siirecinin erken
donemlerinde, dogal ¢evre kentsel kimlige ve dolayisiyla kentin mimari ve kentsel gelisimine
rehberlik etmistir. Bu durum tarih boyunca dogayla giiclii bir iletisime sahip olan yerel kiiltiir
ve geleneksel yasam bigimi ile iligkilendirilebilinir. Daha sonra, Antalya ve ¢evresini bir
turizm merkezi olarak ilan eden savag sonrast donemi politikalarina paralel olarak, dogal
varliklar turizm sektorii i¢in bir ¢ekim nesnesi olarak kullanilmaya baslamistir. Bu degisen
perspektifle, merkezi ve yerel politikalarin ¢evre algisindaki 6nemi tartismaya deger bir konu
olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Mikhail’in tinlii kitab1 Nature and Empire in Ottoman Egypt’da
belirttigi gibi, yerelde zaten var olan deneyim ve gerceklikler ve topraklarin kontroliine
odaklanan merkezi yonetim politikalar1 “yerel” tarihlerin biitiinciil resmini birlikte

olusturmaktadir.®

Tezin kronolojik araligi 1920’ler ve 1980’ler arasindaki donem olarak belirlenmistir.
Modernlesme baglaminda Osmanli ve Cumhuriyet donemleri arasinda keskin bir ayrim
yapmak oldukga zor oldugu i¢in, baslangi¢ noktasi olan 1920’ler Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin
resmi olarak ilanina (1923) referansla belirlenmis fakat daha kapsayici ve gergekgi olmasi
amaciyla bir zaman aralig1 olarak birakilmigtir. Daha 6nceki yillar da dikkate alinmis ancak
daha koklii bir doniisiim siirecini beraberinde getiren Cumhuriyet’in kurulusu ana odak
olmustur. Diger taraftan, Antalya’nin temel 6zellikleri 1982°de 2634 sayili Turizm Tesvik
Kanunu’nun ve 1985°de 3194 sayili Imar Kanunu’nun yiiriirliige girmesiyle garpici bir
doniisiim yasamistir. Kentsel planlama yonetimindeki degisimlere paralel olarak, bu kanunlara
gore verilen arazi kullanim kararlart kentin tarim arazisi olarak kullanilan alanlara dogru
biiylimesine neden olmustur. Bu doniim noktasini1 gozeterek, analizin bitis noktasi da 1980’ler

olarak belirlenmistir.

Tezin cografi gergevesi ise esas olarak Antalya kent merkezini kapsasa da, hinterlantta
gerceklesen ve kentsel hayatin sekillenmesinde rolii olan 6nemli gelismeler de tez kapsamina
dahil edilmistir. Bu calisma kenti fiziksel, tarihi ve kiiltiirel katmanlariyla biitiinciil bir

baglamda incelemeye odaklandigi i¢in, ¢ok yonlii bir tartigma gelistirebilmek fiziksel

%1 Alan Mikhail, Nature and Empire in Ottoman Egypt, An Environmental History. (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2011). p.296.
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baglantilardan ¢ok iliski aglarina 6nem vermeyi ve Antalya’nin modernlesme siirecinde dogal-
yapili ¢evre ve kirsal-kentsel ikiliklerini baslica bilesenler olarak gdrmeyi gerektirmistir.
Kentin yapis1 tarimsal nitelikli bir bolgeden, kentlesmis ve endiistrilesmis bir kente ve sonra
bir turizm merkezine gecis siireci ile sekillenmis olsa da, bu doniisiimlerin her agamasi tarim
ve endiistri, tarrm ve turizm gibi ikilikler olarak ele almmuslardir. ikilik gibi gériinen bu
kavramlar ¢alisma kapsaminda birbirleriyle celigkili olmaktan ¢ok birbirlerini tamamlayict

olarak okunmuslardir.

Yirminci yiizyilin yapili ¢cevresine odaklanan ¢aligma, Antalya’nin heniiz bir tarihsel katman
olarak goriilmeyen bir donemine odaklanmaktadir. Bahsedilen dénem Tiirkiye’de onemli
politik, sosyal ve ekonomik degisimlere sahne olmustur. Yeni kurulan Cumhuriyet rejimi, ¢ok
partili sisteme gecis, endiistrilesme, askeri darbeler, 6zellestirme ve turizm politikalari
stireklilik gosteren degisim siirecinin baglica noktalaridir. Doniisiim, bu konularla her zaman

dogrudan veya dolayl iliskili olan mimari ve kentsel iiretimlerle somutlagtirilmistir.

Mimarlik tarihi farkli disiplinlerle iliski kuran ¢ok yonlii bir disiplin oldugu igin, tez
kapsaminda tartigmay1 derinlestirmek adina mimari nesnelerin maddesel/fiziksel varliklar
yazili, gorsel ve tarihi belgelerle desteklenmistir.3%? Aragtirma siireci Tiirkiye’deki modern
mimarlik literatiiriiniin sinirli bir kapsama sahip oldugunu bir kez daha gostermistir. Bozdogan
ve Akcan’in da belirttigi gibi, Tiirkiye’nin modern mimarliginin tamami heniiz detaylariyla
calistimamustir.3*® Mevcut literatiir esas olarak Ankara ve Istanbul gibi kent merkezlerine ve
az sayida da olsa farkli kentlere odaklansa da, yine de ¢alismanin baglangici igin genel bir

bakis saglamistir.

%92 Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya, “Introduction: Mapping Architectural Historiography” in

Rethinking Architectural Historiography, ed. Dana Arnold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya.
(Oxon: Routledge, 2006) pp.1-13. Andrew Ballantyne, “Architecture as Evidence” in Rethinking
Architectural Historiography, ed. Dana Arnold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya. (Oxon:
Routledge, 2006) pp.36-49.

393 Bozdogan and Akcan, 2012, p.12.
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Diger taraftan, Antalya’nin mimari ve kentsel tarihine yonelik yapilan calismalar genellikle
kentin antik dénemlerine ve Selguklu ddénemine odaklanmaktadir.’®* Antalya’ya iliskin
yapilacak galigmalar i¢in bir bagka kaynak da sinirlt sayida da olsa kentlilerin anilarini igeren
derlemelerdir.®® Son yillarda Antalya’nin yirminci yiizyilina iliskin galigmalar artmaya
baslamistir. Ancak, yapilan tez calismalarmin®®® ve bazi kisisel arastirmalarm®” biiyiik boliimii
belirli yapilara veya alanlara odaklanmaktadir. Mimari ¢evreyle iliskili olarak, kirsal kiiltiirel
peyzajlar, cevresel 6gelerin (6zellikle deniz suyu ve kiy1r bandi) kullanimi ve tarihi ve dogal
cevrelerdeki siirdiiriilebilirlik de kente iliskin yapilan arastirmalarin konularindan olmustur.3%
Son olarak, Antalya’ya iliskin bir¢ok giincel ¢alisma turizmin kentin doniisiimiindeki etkisine
veya geleneksel yap1 ve ¢evrelerin korunmasina odaklanmakta, bu tiir calismalar da genellikle

kentin yapili ¢evresinin belirli bir béliimiinii ele almaktadir.3*°

3% Leyla Yilmaz, Antalya (16. Yiizyihin Sonuna Kadar). (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu, 2002); Cemil
Cahit S6nmez, Antalya Kenti Kalesi’nin Tarihi: Bur¢lar, Kapilar ve Sur Duvarlary. (Antalya: Mimarlar
Odas1 Antalya Subesi, 2008) and Scott Redford, Gary Leiser, Victory Inscribed: The Seljuk Fetihname
on the Citadel Walls of Antalya. (AKMED: istanbul, 2008) bu konudaki baslica yaymlardir.

3% En bilinen érnegi Antalya’da yasayan ve yillarca turist rehberligi yapmis olan Hiiseyin Cimrin
tarafindan yazilan Bir Zamanlar Antalya, Tarih, Gézlem ve Anilar (2007) adli kitaptir.

3% Ornegin, Model Villages and Village Studies in Turkey between 1850-1950, H.T. Ormecioglu
(2003), Cumhuriyet Donemi Endiistri Yapilarmn Kiiltiirel Miras Baglaminda Incelenmesi: Antalya
Ornegi, O. Eriz (2016) ve Evaluations on the Transformation of Industrial Structures “Antalya Cotton
Weaving Factory”, C. Akis (2018).

37 Ornegin, DOCOMOMO Ulusal Bulusmalari’nda sunulan posterler: Cotton Weaving Factory (S.
Ceyhan (2010)),Hact Dudu-Mehmet Gebizli Mosque (H. T. Ormecioglu (2014))

398 Ornegin, Antalya Kaleigi Yerlesiminin Dogal, Kiiltiirel ve Tarihi Miras Olarak Incelenmesi ve Alanin
Turizm Agisindan Siirdiiriilebiliv Kullammi by H. Kocaboyun (2009), Antalya Su Havzasindaki
Yerlesmelerde Su, Insan, Mekan Iliskileri ve Su Yapilari, S. Dogu (2009) veYoresel Mimari ve Kiiltiirel
Peyzaj Analizi: Antalya Elmali Ornegi, H. M. Danaci (2012).

39 Ornegin, Turizmin Tarihsel Dokulara Etkileri: Antalya Ornegi, B.Yazar (2010); Tiirkivede Turizm
Mimarisi Olgusunun, Yerden Bagimsizlvk, Kimliksizlik ve Yeniden Isleviendirme Kavramlar: Acisindan
Irdelenmesi: Akdeniz Bolgesi, Antalya Ornegi, G.Kiigiiktasdemir (2013); Conservation History of
Cultural Heritage in Kaleigi District in Antalya (from the 20th Century to Present Day), G. Celik Basok
(2016).
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Mevcut literatiiriin sinirli olmasi nedeniyle, tezde birincil kaynaklar 6nem kazanmistir. Cok
katmanli bir kent olan Antalya’nin uzun bir tarihsel ge¢misi vardir. Yerlesimin tarihi Roma
donemi ile baglar, Selguklu doneminde kentin gelisimi en iist noktaya ulasir, Osmanli
doneminde kentin yerlesimi temelde sur i¢inde insa edilen konutlardan olusur ve Cumhuriyet
donemi boyunca da, ozellikle 1980°lerdeki turizm patlamasindan sonra, kent bugiinki
formuna ulasir. Roma doneminden Osmanli donemine kadar uzanan araliktaki tarihsel
katmanlar bir 6lgiide korunmus olsa da, Cumhuriyet donemindeki mimari iretim kentsel
hafizanin bir parcasi olarak goriilmemektedir. Cumhuriyet doneminin bir ¢cok yapist heniiz
belgelenemeden yikilmis veya doniistiirilmiistiir. Bu nedenle, arastirmanin en 6nemli birincil
kaynag1 olan mevcut mimarlik 6rnekleri kismen ulasilabilir durumdadir. Tez kapsaminda
donem oOzellikleri tasiyan, kentin modernlesmesinde ve kent hafizasinda 6nemli roller olan
yapilar incelenmis ve yapilarin mimari baglamlari ¢ercevesinde kentin olusumu ve doniistimii

anlasilmaya ¢alisilmstir.

Mimari eserlerin yani sira, kartografik belgeler, haritalar, planlar, ¢izimler ve eski fotograflar
birincil kaynaklarin bir diger boliimiinii olusturmustur. Ancak, kentin mekansal gelisiminin
analizine olanak saglayacak kartografik belgelerin biiylik boliimii ulasilabilir durumda
degildir. Arsiv kiiltiiriiniin eksikligi sebebiyle, 6rnegin 1950°li yillarda yarigma ile elde edilmis
imar planina devlet arsivlerinden ulagilamamistir. Bu nedenle, mevcut analizin bu konudaki
temel kaynagi plana referans veren akademik arastirmalar ve farkli kaynaklardaki yazili

acgiklamalar olmustur.

Donemde insa edilmis yapilarin mimari planlarina ulagsmak igin basvurulan ilk yer belediye
arsivleri olmustur. Arsivler ziyaret edilerek mimari projelere ve projelere iliskin yazili
belgelere ulagilmaya calisilmigtir. Belediye arsivlerinde ayrica donemin mimari ¢evresini
belgeleyen eski fotograf ve kartpostal gibi gorsel belgeler de arastirlmistir. Ancak bu
arsivlerin bir cogu kisisel fotograflardan olusmakta, biiyiik bir boliimii de tarihi Kalei¢i kentini
konu almaktadir. Yine de, ulagilabilir olanlar Antalya’nin yirminci ylizyilinin analizi igin

kullanilmagtir.

Yazili kaynaklar olarak, devlet arsivlerindeki belgeler, kentlilerin ve mimarlarin anilari,

donemi, bolgeyi ve kenti konu alan ¢agdas yaynlar, yerel dergi ve gazeteler donemin kentsel
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yasaminin kavranmasinda kullanilmistir. Ayn olaylara iliskin farkli hikayeler ve kent tarihine
iliskin yapilan akademik aragtirmalar ger¢egi daha iyi anlamak i¢in bir kontrol mekanizmasi

olmustur.

Bununla beraber, Antalya’nin tarihine 151k tutacak belgelerin argivlenmesindeki 6zensizlik ve
arsivlerin fiziksel kosullar1 6zellikle kentin yirminci yiizyilina iligkin yapilacak ¢aligmalar i¢in
biiylik sorun yaratmaktadir. Giigli, Teke Mutasarrifligi Mal Miidiiri Hamdi (Abdulhamid)
Bey’in 1889-1918 tarihlerine ait devlet belgelerini 1919°da Korkuteli’nin bir kdyiine
gotiirdiigiinii ve bu belgelere daha sonra ulasilamadigim belirtir.*®® Buna ek olarak, resmi
belgelerin biiyiik boliimii 1930 yilinda belediye tarafindan Tophane mahzenlerinde tahrip
edilmis ve bataklik kurutma ¢alismalar1 kapsaminda Kadin Deresi’ne atilmistir. Birgok resmi
belge bu tiir yollarla kaybolurken, korunmasi basarilan yaklasik 100 adet Ser’iye Sicili 1941
yilina kadar Antalya Miizesi’nde korunmus ve 1990 yilinda Kiiltlir Bakanligi’nin karari ile bir
bolimi Milli Kiitiiphane’ye gonderilmistir. Bu nedenle, kentin tarihinin izini siirmek

belgelerin biiyiik boliimiiniin yok olmasi sebebiyle olduk¢a zordur.

Gorsel ve yazili birincil kaynaklarin yani sira, donemi deneyimleyen mimarlarla ve kentlilerle
(6zellikle miiteahhitler, mithendisler ve sivil toplum o6rgiitii yoneticileri) yapilan goriismeler
calismaya farkli bir perspektif kazandirmistir. Bir ¢cok mimar projelerini arsivlemedigi igin,

yapilan goriismeler yazili ve sozlii belgeler kadar dnemli goriilmiistiir.

Sonug olarak, mevcut mimari ve kentsel 6geler, donemin mimarligini ve kentsel 6zelliklerini
inceleyen aragtirma ve yayinlar, donemin yerel gazeteleri, dergileri ve reklamlari, kartografik
belgeler, fotograf arsivleri, kurumlarin resmi yazismalar1 ve goriismeler ¢alismanin temel
kaynaklaridir. Antalya’nin yirminci yiizyilldaki mimari ve kentsel gelisimi ile ilgili bilgi
saglayacak arsivler, kamu kurumlar1 ve mimarlik ofisleri arastirma kapsaminda ziyaret edilen

yerler olmustur.

40 Muhammet Giiglii, XX Yiizyilin Ik Yarisinda Antalya. (Antalya: ATSO Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1997).
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Bu perspektifle, periferik kentlerdeki arsiv eksikligini isaret eden ve arsiv belgelerini kismen
de olsa bir araya getiren ¢aligmanin ikincil ¢iktis1 Antalya’nin yakin gegmisi ile ilgili gelecek

aragtirmalar i¢in temel olusturmasi olacaktir.

Periferide bir modern kentin olusumu siirecini Antalya 6rnegi {izerinden inceleyen tez dort
bélimden ve tamamlayict eklerden olusmaktadir. ilk boliim konu, kapsam, ydntem ve

arastirmanin kurgusuna iliskin bilgi veren bir giris niteligindedir.

“Yerel Modernlesme” baglikli ikinci boliim Antalya’nin modernlesme siirecine iliskin yapilan
analizin gergevesini sunmaktadir. Bu boliimde merkez- periferi, merkezi- yerel ve modern-
yerel ikiliklerine iliskin elestirel bir bakis agis1 saglanmaya calisiimistir. Oncelikle siirecin
farkli yerlerde farkli moderniteleri iiretme bi¢imini anlamak i¢in, modernlesmeyi tanimlayan
iligkiler ag1 “merkezi” ve “periferik” baglamlarda tartisilmistir. Bu tartisma, siirecin “merkezi”
ve “yerel” aktorlerinin modernlesme siirecindeki karsilikli etkilesimini analiz etmeyi de
gerekli kilmistir. Son olarak, modern yapili ¢evrenin olusumunda etkili olan dogal gevre
dinamiklerini anlamak amaciyla “kentsel” ve “kirsal” iliskiler “merkez ve “hinterlant”

kavramlari ¢ercevesinde ele alinmistir.

“Antalya’nin Modernlesmesi: Merkezi Politikalar ve Yerel Karsiliklar” baglikli tigiincii boliim
temel olarak ii¢ alt boliimden olugmaktadir. i1k olarak, Antalya’nin yirminci yiizy1lin basindaki
yerel kimligi tarihsel ve cevresel 6zellikleriyle agiklanmistir. Antalya’nin kirsal ve tarimsal
kimligi sunulmus ve cevresel kosullarin kimliginin olusumundaki etkisi vurgulanmustir. ikinci
alt boliimde, kentin yirminci yilizy1l boyunca kirsal bir yerlesimden kentsel olana dogru
gecirdigi doniisiim {i¢ konum {izerinden incelenmistir: kirsal hinterlant, kent merkezi ve kent
hinterland1. Kirsal hinterlanttaki doniisiim kirsal ve tarimsal yapi1 kompleksleri tizerinden
okunurken, kent merkezindeki doniisiim kamu ve yonetim yapilari, finans ve ticaret binalari,
eglence ve rekreasyon alanlar1 ve konutlar gibi gesitli tipolojiler iizerinden incelenmistir. Diger
taraftan 6ncelikle kent merkezinde yer alan ve daha sonra kent dis1 alanlara taginan ve bdylece
kentsel hinterlandi sekillendiren iiretim mekanlar1 da bu bdliimde ele alinmistir. Bu fi¢
konumun analizindeki temel ama¢ merkezi ve yerel dinamiklerin iliskilerini ve dogal bir

cevrede modernlesmenin yollarini arastirmaktir.
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Yerel mimarlik tarihlerini yazarken, yerlerin degisen kosullarin1 degerlendirmek igin etkili
aktorlerin tanimlanmasi 6nemlidir. Konvansiyonel tarih yaziminda yonlendirici aktorler
olarak goriilen mimarlarin yan sira, politik temsilciler ve yerel mimarlik organizasyonlar1 ve
bunlar arasindaki iliskiler, Antalya’nin yirminci ylizy1l boyunca kirsaldan kent yerlesimine
dontisiim hikayesinde de gorildiigi gibi, biiylk Onem tagimaktadir. Merkez- periferi
iligkilerini ve merkezi ve yerel aktorlerin rollerini dikkate almak yerel tarihi iceriden bir
bakigla yazmay1 miimkiin kilmaktadir.*** Yerel kiiltiirii olusturan vernakiiler aliskanliklar ve
yerel gelenekler fiziksel cevrenin modernlesmesini de biiylik Slgiide etkilemistir. Modern
mimari ¢evrenin olusumunda da ¢agdas fonksiyonlarin belirlenmesinde de dogal ve yerel
ozellikler 6nemli rollere sahiptir. Tezin {igiincii boliimiinde Antalya’nin yerel tarihi periferik

bir kentin dogal ¢evresiyle kurdugu ve devam ettirdigi iliskiler ¢ercevesinde ele alinmistir.

Son olarak, ge¢ yirminci ylizyllda merkezde ve hinterlantta yasanan doniisiim aracilifiyla
kentin bir turizm yerlesimine doniismesi incelenmistir. Turizm mekanlar1 oncelikle kent
merkezinde konumlandiklar1 ve zamanla hinterlanda dogru yayilma gosterdikleri i¢in bu
boliimiin kurgulanmasinda da benzer bir yontem izlenmistir. Ege ve Akdeniz kiyilar igin
hazirlanan turizm gelisme planlar1 ve merkezi politikalara ek olarak, toplumun eglence ve tatil
anlayisinda yasanan degisiklik ve karayolu ve havayolu ulasimindaki gelismeler savas sonrasi
donemde turizm sektoriiniin gelisiminde etkili olmustur. Daha da 6nemlisi, dogal ¢evrelerin
rekreasyonel giicii, glinliik yagsam bigimlerinin belirlenmesinde ve turizm mimarligi da dahil
olmak tizere yapili gevrenin diizenlenmesinde aktif bir belirleyicidir. Turizm ve eglence
konularinda dogal ¢evrenin sagladigi olanaklarin etkisi kolayca goriilebilir. Doga, yerel, dogal
ve tarihsel zenginlik olarak goriilen yerel ¢esitliligi olusturarak, turizm mimarligi i¢in rehber
olmustur.*? Turizm baglaminda dogal ¢evrenin rolii 5nceki boliimlerden farkli bir perspektifle

tartisilmistir. Ciinkdii analizler 15181nda, dogal ¢cevrenin bu donemde modern bir turizm gekim

401 TlhanTekeli, “Yerel Mimarlik Tarihlerinin Yazilma Yollari Uzerine Diisiinceler” in Cumhuriyet’in
Mekanlart Zamanlar: Insanlari, ed. Elvan Altan Ergut, Bilge Imamoglu (Ankara: Dipnot Yaynlari,
2010). pp.305-317.

402 T, Elvan Altan, “Modern Spaces of Travel and Leisure: Tourism Architecture in Post-War Turkey”
METU Architectural History Graduate 30th Anniversary Meetings, Lectures - METU Studies
Architectural History  Program (April 24, 2019), Unpublished presentation.
(https://www.academia.edu/38919904/Modern_Spaces_of Travel_and_Leisure_Tourism_Architectur
e_in_Post-War_Turkey)
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6gesi olarak rol oynadig1 anlasilmistir. Ugiincii béliim kentin turizm merkezi olarak degisen

kimligi konusundaki tartigma ile sona ermektedir.

Kisaca, kirsal- tarimsal bir yerlesimin kentlesmesi, endiistrilesmesi ve turizm alanindaki
gelisimi, diger bir deyisle modernlesmesi, tezin ana striiktiirlinii olusturmaktadir. Bu temalar,
kente dair yapilan kronolojik bir okumanin ¢iktilari olarak, Tiirkiye’nin periferik bir kiy1 kenti
olan Antalya’nin mimarlik ve kentsel ortamindaki degisimleri anlamak i¢in kullanilmistir.
Tezde modernlesmeyi tanimlamak amaciyla kullanilan temalar kronolojik bi kurguya sahip
olsa da, her bir temanin Antalya’nin 1920’ler- 1980’ler araliginda modernlesmesindeki etkileri
ayr1 ayr1 incelenmistir. Her alt boliimde yapili ¢evrenin doniigiimiinii genis bir perspektiften
gormek amaciyla baskin yapi tiplerine ve kentsel projelere yer verilmistir. Yapilarin mimari
ozellikleri analiz edilirken, kent morfolojisi iizerindeki etkileri ve dogal ¢evreyle etkilesimleri

calismanin temel s6ylemini olusturmustur.

Son boliim tezin genel sonu¢ boliimiidiir. Bu boliim 6nceki boliimlerde sunulan tarihsel ve
teorik altyapi iizerine sekillenen elestirel bir degerlendirmeyi icermektedir. S6zde periferik bir
kentin modernlesmesini merkezi- yerel iligkiler ve aktorler ile kentsel ve dogal cevreler
arasindaki etkilesim perspektifinden tartisan tez “yerellik” ve “yerel moderlesme”

kavramlarinin mimarlik tarih yazimindakini yerine igaret etmeyi amaglamaktadir.

Yerlesimlerin modernlesmek i¢in yerel kimliklerini kaybetmek zorunda kaldiklarina iliskin
yaygin bir goriis vardir. Ancak, Antalya’nin yirminci yiizy1l boyunca yasadigi kentsel ve
mimari gelisim detayl olarak incelendiginde, kentin merkezi modernlesme politikasini takip
ederken ayn1 zamanda yerel kirsal kimligini de korudugu ortaya ¢ikmistir. Yirminci yiizyilin
ilk yillarinda Antalya’daki mimarlik tiretimi 6nceki donemlerde tiretilen Orneklerinin bir
devami niteligindedir. Tarimsal yasam bicimden gelen yerel gelenekleri erken Cumhuriyet
doneminin mimari ortaminin sekillenmesinde etkili olmustur. Bu dénemin modernlesme
deneyimi yerel dinamikleri bilingsizce gdzetiyor olmasi sebebiyle 6zgilinken, 6zellikle savas
sonras1 donemde ana akim mimarlik yaklasimlarinin takip edilmeye baslamasi bir¢ok diger
modern kentle benzerlikler tasiyan bir mimari ortamla sonuglanmistir. 1960’lara gelindiginde,
cogulcu ortamin da etkisiyle, mimarlikta bolgesel ve yerel ozellikler diinya ¢apinda bir

giindem olusturmus ve Antalya bu kez yerel kimligi ile daha bilingli ve merkezi bir yolla
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yeniden yilizlesmistir. Kirsal hinterlant ile baglayan, daha sonra kent merkezinde yogunlasan
ve en sonunda da kent merkezi ve kiy1 boyunca yayilan modernlesme, tarim istasyonlari, kamu
yonetim yapilari, rekreasyonel alanlar, konut yapilari, endiistri kompleksleri ve turizm yapilar
gibi yeni yapi tiplerini de beraberinde getirmistir. Antalya’nin modernlesme hikayesindeki
farklt donemlerin ortak 6zelligi modern kentin olusumunda siireglerin, aktdrlerin ve dogal
kosullarin baskin etkisi olmustur. 1920- 1980 dénemi boyunca Antalya’da merkez/periferi ve
kemt merkezi/ hinterland iliskilerinde doniistim, merkezi ve yerel aktorler arasinda etkilesim
ve doga ve yapili cevre arasindaki iliskinin gozetilmesi degisen sekillerde de olsa
deneyimlenmistir. Antalya’nin yerel ve bu nedenle de 6zgiin olan modernlegsmesi bu merkezi

ve yerel dinamiklerin birlikteligine dayanmaktadir.

Modernlesmede geleneklerin ve yerel kimliklerin dikkate alinmasi bir ¢eliski gibi goriinse de,
calisma 6zgiin bir modernlesme bigiminin gelisimi i¢in bu tiir dinamik kaynaklarin gerekli
oldugunu gostermistir. Antalya’da kentin tarimsal ve kirsal kimligi kentin modernlesmesinde
cok etkili olmustur. Calisma, hem modernlesme hem de kiiltiirel gelisim i¢in bir ara¢ olan
mimarligin, kirsalligin yerel modernitenin bir 6gesine doniistiiriilmesindeki dnemli roliini
gostermistir..**® Buna ek olarak, yerel 6zellikler yerlere ait 6zgiin modernlesme hikayelerinin

olugmasindaki esas unsurlar olmuglardir.

Calisma, Tirkiye’nin periferik bir kenti olan Antalya’nin modernlesmesinde merkez- yerel
iligkilerinin ve dogal 6zelliklerin etkisine odaklanarak modern mimarlik tarihinin yazimi igin
daha genis bir perspektifi savunmaktadir. Tez konvansiyonel tarih yazimimin merkezi
mekanizmalariyla tanimlanmis ve sekillenmis modernlesme tartigmalarini elestirirken,
“periferik” kenti merkezi ve yerel bakis acgisinin birlikteliginde okumanin gerekliligini
vurgulamaktadir. Cok yonlii bir alig-veris ve iletisim yontemiyle sekillenen bir modernlesme
anlayisina dayanarak, “yerel ve “modern” kavramlari iligkili ve i¢ ice gegmis goriilmektedir.
Stirekli iligkilerin bir sonucu olarak, “hibritlesme” kavrami da elde edilen mimari iiriinlerin
tamimlanmasinda kullanilan bir kavramdir. Bununla birlikte, farkli yerlerdeki hibritlesme

bigimi de cografyalarin yerel 6zelliklerine gore gesitlilik gosterir..*%*

403 popescu, 2010, C. p.145.

404 Akcan, 2010, p.193.
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Merkezi ve yerel dinamikleri kentsel, yapili ve aym1 zamanda kirsal ve dogal cevrelerle
iliskilendiren kapsayic1 girisim bakis agisimi genisletmeyi ve disiplinlerarasi bir yaklasim
gelistirmeyi gerekli kilmaktadir. Stieber “mekanin disiplinler dtesi sdylemi”ile sonuglanacak
mimarlik tarihi ve mekan, kent ve mimarlik iizerine ¢alisan kiiltiirel cografya, antropoloji ve
edebiyat gibi diger alanlarin arasindaki diyalogun 6nemini vurgular.*® Bu perspektifle, “yerel”
baglamla yakindan iligkili olan cevresel tarih tezin kurgusunda 6nemli bir yere sahiptir.
Mimarhigi cevreleriyle beraber (veya kendisini bir ¢evre olarak kabul ederek) ele almak
aralarindaki karsilikli iligkileri anlamak igin genis bir perspektif saglamustir.*®® Diger taraftan,
mimarlik {iretimini merkez ve periferi arasindaki varsayimsal ikiligin sinirlarinin 6tesinde,
politik, sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltlirel baglamda tartismak, tezin “yerel” modernlesmenin bir
Ornegi olarak Antalya’nin mimarlik tarihine farkli bir acidan bakma amacina ulagmasini

saglamustir.

Periferik bir yerlesimin moderlesmesinin mimarlik tarihini yerlesimin merkezle iliskisinin
yani sira yerel Ozelliklerini de dikkate alarak yazmayi1 amaglayan calisma modernizmin
kanonik yorumuna bir karsi ¢ikis olarak goriilebilir ve mimarlik tarihyaziminda heterojenligi
savunan merkezsizlesme girisimleri ile aym ¢izgidedir.*” Dolayisiyla, merkez tarafindan
iretilen, diinyadaki ve tilkedeki baskin yaklagimlari olusturan ve “en iyi” mimarlik eserlerine

dayanan anlatilara kars1 bir elestiri niteligindedir.*® Yerel gevreleri aktif belirleyici olarak

405 Nancy Stieber, “Space, Time and Architectural History” in Rethinking Architectural Historiography,
ed. Dana Arnold, Elvan Altan Ergut, Belgin Turan Ozkaya. (Oxon: Routledge, 2006) pp.179-180.

406 Andrew Leach, “Architectural Historiography in the Anthropocene” in Architecture, Environment,
History: Questions and Consequences, Architectural Theory Review, 22:2, 2018, pp.249-286.

407 Giilsiim Baydar Nalbantoglu, “Between Civilization and Culture: Appropriation of Traditional
Dwelling Forms in Early Republican Turkey.” Journal of Architectural Education, n: 47/2 (1993). p.73;
Sandy Isenstadt, Kishwar Rizvi, Modern Architecture and the Middle East. (Seattle: University of
Washignton Press, 2008); Duanfang Lu, Third World Modernism, Architecture, Development and
Identity. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010); Sibel Bozdogan, Esra Akcan, Modern Architectures in History.
(London: Reaktion Books, 2012).

408 Mark M. Jarzombek, Vikramaditya Prakash, Francis D.K. Ching, A Global History of Architecture.
(New Jersey: Wiley, 2011); Richard Ingersoll, Spiro Kostof, World Architecture: A Cross- Cultural
History. (Oxford University Press, 2012).
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gérmeyen tutumlarin yerine, ¢evresel tarih yaklagimini benimseyerek, ¢evrenin mimari ve

kentsel doniisiimdeki dnemine vurgu yapmaktadir.4%°

Kostof un belirttigi gibi: “Kiiltiirleri ve toplumun diinyanin farkli yerlerindeki ve tarihin farkli
donemlerindeki yapilarini daha ¢ok bildikge, yapili ¢cevrelerini daha iyi okuyabilir duruma
geliyoruz.”*® Bu yaklagimla, ¢alisma Antalya’min mimarlk tarihi i¢in biitiinciil bir bakis

olusturma girigimidir.

Tez kapsaminda ele alinan konular gelecekteki arastirmalar i¢in bir ¢ok potansiyel
barindirmaktadir. ilk olarak, her tarih arastirmasi gibi, bu ¢alisma da Antalya’nin modern
mimarlig ile ilgili bilgi saglayacak yerel kurum ve arsivlere bagvurmay1 gerektiren bir arsiv
calismasi iizerine insa edilmistir. Ancak arastirma siireci boyunca yapilan arsiv ziyaretleri
ozellikle “periferik” bir kentin Cumhuriyet donemine iliskin belgelerin arsivlenmesinde biiyiik
sorunlar oldugunu ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Bu noktada yerel yonetimlerin arsivleme yontemlerinin
profesyonellesmesi gerekliliginin alt1 ¢izilmeli, gorsel ve yazili dokumanlar bulunmali,
simiflandirilmali ve paylagilmalidir. Tez, kentin belli bir donemdeki mimari ve kentsel
gelisimine iliskin bilgiyi toplayan ve sunan kiigiik bir ¢aba olarak degerlendirilebilinir ve

gelistirilmeye agiktir,

Girig boliimiinde belirtildigi gibi, mevcut yapilar calisma kapsaminda birincil kaynaklar olarak
goriilmustiir. Ana tartisma ekseninde, yapilar ve mimarlarina iliskin kisa bilgiler verilmis ve
yorumlanmis olsa da, tez kapsaminda detayli bir belgeleme ¢alismasi miimkiin olamamustir.

Antalya’daki modern yapilara iliskin literatir DOCOMOMO poster sunuslari ve siirli

409 Cevresel tarih yaklasimina iliskin genel bilgi i¢in: John Robert McNeill, “Observations on the Nature
and Culture of Environmental History”. History and Theory, vol.42, no.4, issue 42. (2003). pp.5-43;
Johnson Donald Hughes, What is Environmental History?. (Cambridge: Polity, 2006); Stephen Mosley,
The Environment in World History. (Oxon: Routledge, 2010). Mimarlik tarihi ve ¢evresel tarih arasidaki
iliskiler konusunda: Vandana Baweja, “Sustainability and the Architectural History Survey.” Enquiry
11(1) (2014). pp.40-51; Daniel A. Barber et al., “Architecture, Environment, History: Questions and
Consequences”. Architectural Theory Review, 22:2 (2018). pp.249- 286.

410 “The more we know about cultures, about the structure of the society in various periods of the history
in different parts of the world, the better we are able to read their built environment. ”Spiro Kostof, The
City Shaped, Urban Patterns and Meanings Through History. (London: Thames and Hudson, 1991).
p.10. Yazar tarafindan Tiirk¢e’ye ¢evrilmistir.
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sayidaki arastirmalarla sinirli oldugu igin, tez ekinde yer alan yapr listesi 15131nda déneme
iliskin kapsamli bir belgeleme calismasi yapilabilir. Ve elbette, her yapit ve her mimar ayr1

birer arastirmanin konusu da olabilecektir.

Calismanin mimarlik tarih yazimina baslica katkis1 merkez/ periferi, merkezi/ yerel, merkez/
hinterland ve kentsel/ kirsal ikiliklerinin arasindaki karmasik iligkilere vurgu yapmasidir. Bu
acidan, merkezi olmayan ve biitiinciil bir yaklasimdan bahsedebilmek icin “yerel” tarihlerin
modern mimarlik tarihyazimindaki yerleri genisletilmeli ve her yer kendi 6zgiin karakterleri
dogrultusunda analiz edilmelidir. Tartismasi Antalya tizerinden kurgulanan tez merkez/
periferi iliskilerini, merkezi/ yerel aktorleri ve doga/yapili ¢evreyi tartisarak bir arastirma

yontemi gelistirmeye ¢alismaktadir. Bu yontem ve igerdigi konular da gelistirilmeye agiktir.

Son olarak, tartigmanin baglamsal kurgusunda doganin ele alinmas1 mimarlik tarih yaziminda
cevresel yaklasimin yetersizligini ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Cevresel tarih gibi ilgili alanlarla iletisim
icinde olmak kentsel/ kirsal ve dogal/ yapili ¢evre ikiliklerine iliskin bir bagka perspektif
kazanilmasina yol agmustir. Disiplinlerarasi g¢alismanin gerekliligini savunan tez g¢evresel

mimarlik tarihi yazimi i¢in bir baslangi¢c adimi olarak goriilebilir.
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