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Abstract

This research focuses on the story of Ulus Square as a heritage place and its emergence, evolution and transformation through time. It is
aimed to reveal the values that are ascribed to the area during the periods defined, and to determine the main factors that have affected
how these values have been shaped over time. A particular emphasis has been placed on highlighting the vulnerability of Ulus Square
in the face of current urban projects, and the risk of the area losing its cultural significance, authenticity and integrity as an important
public open space within the city.

In the first part of the article, the integration, starting from the Roman Period onwards, of the empty open space (corresponding to today’s
Ulus Square) to the city is examined. Secondly, the emergence of the square in the early 19th century, and the subsequent acceleration of
its development through the Tanzimat Reforms, is analysed in detail. In the following parts, effects on urban space and city life of several
events and trends, such as the proclamation of the Republic, the declaration of Ankara as the capital and the ideological structure of the
state is discussed through the story of Ulus Square. There is also consideration of the changes within the political, economic and socio-
cultural structure of the country after the Second World War, the impact of international relations on urban structure, and how the
transformation of Ulus Square reflects these changes. The final section of the paper is mainly concerned with the role of conservation and
renovation master plans on the continuity of Ulus Square. These plans are analysed regarding their impact on the square and the values
attached to the area. The clear correlation between current projects and the renovation plan that was repealed in 2008 is particularly
emphasised, and the negative impacts of these projects on the cultural significance of Ulus Square are discussed in detail.

Keywords: Historic public open space, Cultural heritage, Urban Conservation, Conservation master plan, Renovation plan, Ulus
Square, Ankara
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Oz
Bu aragtirma bir kiiltiirel miras alani olan Ulus Meydanrnin tarihsel siireg igerisinde olusum, gelisim ve doniisiim hikayesi iizerine
odaklanmaktadir. Makalede, tariflenen donemlere ait degerlerin ortaya ¢ikarilmasi ve bu degerlerin zaman iginde yasadig: stireklilik,
degisim ve doniisiimii etkileyen ana faktorlerin belirlenmesi hedeflenmektedir. Béylelikle bu makale ile kentin 6nemli kamusal
acik alanlarindan biri olarak tariflenen Ulus Meydanrnin giincel uygulamalar dogrultusunda kiiltiirel niteligini, 6zgtinliigiinii ve
biitiinliigiinii kaybetme tehlikesine dikkat gekmek amaglanmaktadir.

Makalenin ilk bélimde, bos bir agik alan olarak Ulus Meydanrnin tanimlamis oldugu bolgenin Roma déneminden itibaren
giiniimiize dek kente entegre olma bigimi aktarilmis, zamanla bir meydan niteligi kazanmasini saglayan tarihi siire¢ ve etmenler
tartistlmugtir. Tkinci béliimde ise 19. yy'dan itibaren, 6zellikle Tanzimat hareketlerinin ydnetim yapisi ve kente olan etkileri sonucu
baglayan meydanlasma siireci detaylariyla anlatilmistir. Devam eden béliimlerde, Cumhuriyetin ilaninin, Ankaranin bagkent olma
stirecinin ve ideolojik yapinin kent mekénina ve kentsel yasama yansimasi, Ulus Meydani hikayesi {izerinden tartigilmustir. Takip
eden boliimlerde, II. Diinya Savas1 sonrasinda yasanan politik, ekonomik ve sosyo-kiiltiirel yapidaki degisim, uluslararasr iligkilerin
kentsel mekanin kurgusundaki rolii ve bu siiregte Ulus Meydanrnin yeniden sekillenmesi incelenmistir. Son boliimde ise, tarihi
Ankara olarak tariflenen ve Ulus Meydan1 ve yakin gevresinin de bir boliimiiniin dahil edildigi bolgenin koruma ve yenileme
planlar1 dogrultusunda yeniden ele alinmasi incelenmistir. Bu planlar meydanin korunmasi ve meydani tarifleyen degerlerin
stirdiiriilebilirligi agisindan ele alinmistir. Ozellikle alanda uygulanan giincel miidahalelerin 2008 yilinda iptal edilmis olan bir
yenileme planiyla yiiksek derecede olan benzerligi ve bu projelerin alanin kiltiirel miras 6zellikleri tizerindeki olumsuz etkileri
detaylandirilarak tartigilmistir.

Anahtar sozciikler: Tarihi kamusal acik alan, Kiiltiirel miras, Kentsel koruma, Koruma amaglh imar plani, Yenileme plani, Ulus
Meydani, Ankara

demolition, reconstruction and refunctioning activities.
As well as the loss of the unique physical and functional
aspects that identify Ulus Square, there is also a loss of
the socio-cultural values attached to the area. It is clear
that a systematic historic analysis should be conducted
to preserve the cultural significance, authenticity and
integrity of the square, as well as to develop coherent
conservation principles to ensure the continuity of the
values attached to the area. In this sense, the story of
Ulus Square will subsequently be told to reveal the multi-
layered characteristics of the area, as well as its heritage

Introduction

Historic public open spaces of Ankara have developed a
complex structuring over time and most of them embody
the physical, socio-cultural, functional, ideological and
visual values of different periods. Furthermore, while
these open spaces have been, to a certain extent, able to
maintain these essential attributes for centuries, recent
political and economic demands have inevitably led
these areas to transform into brand new urban spaces.
Desultory interventions, insufficient master plans and

inadequate conservation strategies specifically developed
for public open spaces, have all had a devastating effect
on features inherited from their past. Within this context,
Ulus Square is a vulnerable example that is confronted
by the gradual erosion of both its tangible and intangible
values.

Ulus Square and its close vicinity has, since 2005, been
part of aradical and irreversible transformation process of

value for Ankara.

Emergence of Ulus Square: Transformation of an
Empty Open Space into a Public Square’

Although archaeological findings show that the surround-
ings of Ankara have been utilised from prehistoric times
onwards,? evidence obtained from the city centre indi-
cate that the area has been intensively inhabited since

1 Starting from the Phrygian period onwards, several scholars mentioned the larger context of Ulus Square as an area being used for multiple
purposes. On the other hand, there is insufficient information on the existence of a settlement, or the function and form of Ulus Square during
Pre-Roman times. For this study, the Roman Galatian Period has therefore been chosen as the starting point for analysing the characteristics of

the area before it became Ulus Square.

2 The tumuli found within the boundaries of today’s Ankara province prove that the area was inhabited by many medium and small sized tribes in

3000 BC (Bulug, 1994, p. 21).
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the Phrygians.’ In addition, apart from negligible shrink-
age during certain periods, the habitation area has been
continuously expanding.

After the annexation of the city by the Romans in 25 BC,*
the settlement began to expand towards the base of the
Kale Hill. The area was typified by monumental buildings
and open areas in parallel to “the Romanization politics
that gives importance to architecture for constituting
collective memory” (Giiven, 2001, p. 112). As it was
located at the junction of the Roman road network in
Anatolia, Ankara became one of the most important
centres of this peninsula of the Empire, from about 25
BC onwards (Akgura, 1971, p. 16). There is not sufficient
information on the existence of a public open space
during the Roman Galatian Period at the location of
today’s Ulus Square. On the other hand, considering the
location of monumental buildings such as the Palatium,
Nymphaeum and Julian Column, as well as public open

spaces such as cardo maximus and agora (Kadioglu and
Gorkay, 2008, p. 151), it is a reasonable conjecture that
the area which today is Ulus Square, was, by being part
of an agora, used for commercial and social activities
during the Roman Galatian Period. It is also possible, in
terms of the location of a Palatium (palace) on the south
of Ulus Square, to argue that the area was also used for
administrative functions.

Between the Roman Galatian and Early Ottoman Period,
there is no information on “Ulus Square™ and its close
vicinity. Starting from the Seljuks and Ahi Period, western
parts of “Ulus Square” had witnessed the construction
of several commercial and public buildings such as
mosques, hammams and hans. Constructed in the 13®
century, Kuyulu Mosque (with its coffee house), Kizilbey
Complex and Baklac1 Baba Mosque are signs of public
activities around the larger context of “Ulus Square” in
that period (Figure 1A and 1B).
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Figure 1B. Kizilbey Complex, a detailed view of the fourth part of Vue genérale de la
Ville d’Angora [Panoramic view of Ankara].

Photograph by: Guillaume Gustave Berggren, Source: Université Bordeaux
Montaigne, Fonds Paris, Série N / n°151 bis, 795196.

Figure 1A. Kuyulu Mosque, 1922.
Source: VEKAM Library and
Archive, Inventory no. 2711.

3 Some studies suggest that Ankara was a small-scale settlement in the Hittite Period. Nevertheless, due to the absence of archaeological data
(Akurgal, 1994, p. 13) detailed studies of the city cannot be conducted.

4 Broughton states that Galatia became a part of the Roman Empire by 25 BC, but officially became a province in 20 BC (1938, p. 580).

5 Ulus Square is written within quotation marks to refer the open area where today’s Ulus Square is located.
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In line with the rise of the Ottoman Empire, Ankara’s
most prosperous period was between the 15" and the 16™
century, with its greatest success at the end of this period.
Even though it used to be a fortified defence city, especially
starting from the 16" century, the city was internationally
renowned on account of the fine mohair woven cloth of
the area, known as sof, and which was produced from the
hair of a special local goat, known as the tiftik kegisi or
Angora goat (Faroghi, 1985, p. 211). With local industry
being concerned with sof production and its commerce,
Ankara transformed itself into one of the most important
commercial centres of not only the region, but also the
empire (Figure 2A, 2B and 2C).

Figure 2A. Ankara Goat, 1920.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 1550.

Ankara by emphasizing sof production.
Source: Rijksmuseum, Inventory no. SK-A-2055.

Figure 2C. A detailed view of the lower part of “View of Ankar

Along with the increase in economic welfare as a
result of the commercial activities, the population also
increased, and newly developed residential areas began
to appear outside the citadel mainly surrounding the
existing districts. Mosques, masjids and hamams were
constructed according to the requirements of these new
neighbourhoods. Moreover, the increase in sof production
and commerce, which affected the level of wealth,
also resulted with the emergence of new specialized
commercial areas in the city.® The city eventually gained a
“double centred” (Ergeng, 1995, p. 16) structure, and these
centres were named Yukar: Yiiz [Upper Face] (around
Mahmut Paga Bedesteni)” and Asagr Yiiz [Lower Face]

Saib Lok piot

Figure 2B. Sof producers and merchants, 1905.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 0763.

00

a’, 18" century: It can be clearly seen that the painter depicted

6 According to Tahrir Defterleri [Ottoman Registries] of the 16™ century, Ankara was one of the wealthiest cities in Anatolia, and was continuously

growing and developing (Tanyeli, 1987, p. 98).

7 The area covering Mahmut Paga Bedesteni, Samanpazari and Koyunpazari environs was named as Yukar: Yiiz.

M 30

Journal of Ankara Studies 2019, 7(1), 27-73



E. S. Ayhan Kogyigit, A Tale of Ulus Square: Emergence, Transformation and Change

(around Tahtakale and Karaoglan).® Most importantly,
these two main centres were connected to each other via
Uzungarst [Long Market], along and inclined commercial
street (Figure 3A and 3B).

In additional to information related to the construction of
monumental buildings, the only data available on “Ulus
Square” in the 16™ century was on its utilisation as a part of
Asagi Yiiz, one of the newly emerging commercial centres
of Ottoman Ankara. In parallel with the transformation
of the urban character of the city, open spaces around
the lower parts, and especially the western and south-
western areas of Asag1 Yiiz, began to be used for fields,

cemeteries and short-term accommodation for foreigners
visiting the city. For instance, Dernschwam mentioned
in 1555 that, they stayed in a plain open space located
in the lower parts of the city (1987, p. 257). Referring to
this information, it can be stated that even though the
surrounding areas of “Ulus Square” were mainly utilised
for cemeteries, certain zones were used for temporary
accommodation.

In the early 17™ century, Ankara witnessed a series of
attacks led by irregular troops called Celali. These lead
to most of the public buildings and commercial areas
of the city, including Karaoglan and Tahtakale, being

Figure 3A. Uzungarsi.
Source: E. Tamur Archive, cited in Erdogan, Giinel and
Narince, 2007, p. 48.

2 ke, 3 B e 3 e

Figure 3B. Southern parts of UzungarsL.

Source: VEKAM Library and Archive,
Inventory no. 0884.

Figure 4A and 4B. Zincirli Mosque, 2017.
Photograph by: Elif Selena Ayhan Kogyigit.

8 Asag Yiiz covered an area between Hacibayram Mosque and Karacabey Complex, western parts of today’s Anafartalar Road. The centre of this
area was constituted from the functionally specialized streets between Tahtakale/ Taht-el-Kala/ Kale alti-dibi where Hasan Pasa Hani (Suluhan),

Tahtakale Bath and Karaoglan Carsisi [Karaoglan Bazaar] were located.

Journal of Ankara Studies 2019, 7(1), 27-73
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burnt down. In order to prevent further destruction,
construction of a third circuit of the city walls with
several gates began in earnest. After the third circuit had
been completed, most of the devastated areas including
Karaoglan, began to recover and several buildings, such
as Zincirli Mosque (Figure 4A and 4B) were erected.

The third circuit had eight main gates, and several smaller
ones, located in different parts of Ankara. Among these
gates, Istanbul Gate was located just in front of “Ulus

IGNELI
BELKIS BATH

A

MOSQUE

ISTANBUL GATE

Square” (Figure 5)° and was one of the main gates of the
city. In terms of Istanbul Gate’s role and importance for
the city, the area between Asagi Yiiz and the third circuit
evolved into an open space that was mainly utilised by
foreigners (especially the English, Dutch and French)
for transportation, commercial activities and also for
temporary accommodation.'’

During the following century, Ankara continued to
develop within the boundaries of the third circuit."

ESET GATE

Figure 5. A detailed view of the upper left part of the “View of Ankara” painting, 18" century: A detailed view of the east

and northeast parts of the city.

Source: Labelled by the author on View of Ankara, Rijksmuseum, Inventory no. SK-A-2055.

9 Thelocation of istanbul Gate corresponds to an area that was the centre of the cemetery aligned with Millet Square (Mamboury, 1933/2014, p.86).

10 Evliya Celebi, who visited the city in 1640 mentioned that the area between Asag: Yiiz and third circuit of the city wall was mainly used by
foreigners (especially by the English, Dutch and French) for commercial and residential purposes (1970, pp. 125-137).

11 During his visit to Ankara in 1703, Aubry de La Motraye mentioned in his notes that the city was surrounded by an irregular shaped city wall
which was in a poor condition (1730, pp. 226-228).
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Although some parts of the wall were slightly demolished,
it continued to be used until the end of the 18" century.
The data gathered from travellers’ notes, such as Pitton
de Tournefort (1717) and Paul Lucas (1712), as well as
the court records and accounts of the construction of
several public monumental buildings, all indicated an
increase in commercial activities around Asag1 Yiiz. As
it was located between Karaoglan and Istanbul Gate,
“Ulus Square” and its close vicinity continued to function
as a transition area between Asag1 Yiiz and the outer
parts of the city, mainly being utilised by merchants for
temporary accommodation, and it was also used as the
site of an open bazaar.

The 19" century marked a period of upheaval in the
political, administrative and social aspects of Ottoman
Empire, and this uncertainty was reflected in the
emergence and use of urban space. In this respect, the
city of Ankara, as with several other cities of the Ottoman
Empire, was shaken by countless connected events. The
notes of travellers such as Baptistin Poujoulat'? provide
evidence that Ankara was experiencing economic
problems during the first decades of the century. On
the other hand, with the promulgation of the Tanzimat
Reforms (1839-1876), new regulations on administrative
and political issues, subsequently induced an era of
transformation for Ankara and other Ottoman cities.

The period of Tanzimat officially began with Giilhane
Hatt-1 Hiimayunu [The Edict of Giilhane], which was
issued in 1839. The reforms borrowed from the political
conventions of Western republicanism and principally
focused on renovation of the administrative apparatus.
Even though Tanzimat was exclusively belonging to the
bureaucratic elite in Istanbul, and thoroughly nurtured
in the state-centred ideology of the Ottoman system
(Keyder, 1987, p. 28), it was not long before the impact
of the reforms were felt by the rest of the society, as well
as other parts of the Ottoman Empire. Immediately

following the promulgation of Tanzimat, Major Von
Vincke visited Ankara in 1839 and produced two maps
of the city (Figure 6A and 6B). The first map depicted
Ankara and its surrounding region, while the other
mainly focused on the city within the boundaries of the
third circuit.

Of these maps, Plan der Stadt Angora is the first document
that depicts Ankara with its topography, including
cemeteries, waterways, city walls and gates, the castle,
major roads and monumental buildings, most of which
are labelled with their names. This plan is also the only
document of the early 19" century that clearly shows the
spatial aspects and street pattern of “Ulus Square” and its
close vicinity. It can be clearly seen in Von Vincke’s map
thatanewsquare, named Hiikiimet Meydani [Government
Square (Hiikiimet Square)], and Tahtakale are depicted
as open spaces, whereas there is no evidence of the
existence of Ulus Square. It is important to highlight this
as it shows that during the early periods of 19" century,
Tahtakale continued to function as a commercial public
open space, while the formation of Hiikiimet Square had
already begun with a small garden'® emerging in between
surrounding governmental buildings. Furthermore, it can
also be observed from the map that while the square was
not yet fully formed, there are traces as paths of today’s
major roads and streets around “Ulus Square” (Figure 7).

In the following decades, the decline of commercial
activities in the Yukari Yiiz region, as well as changes
in the administrative structure of the Ottoman
Empire, considerably accelerated the displacement of
administrative areas from the Castle to the Asag1 Yiiz
region, where the new city was emerging.'* The area
between igneli Belkis Mosque and Hasan Paga Bath, an
area close to Karaoglan, was selected for the construction
of administrative and military public buildings, such as
Pasa Saray: [Governor’s Office] and Redif Kislas: [military
barrack]. Although there is no specific information on

12 Poujoulat, who visited the city in 1837, depicted Ankara by emphasizing its poor physical condition. He believed that Ankara was the most

dispersed and neglected of all Turkish cities (1841).

13 There was a worn out, small memleket [hometown] garden in this square. This garden was described as being a puny greenery where destitute,
homeless people, and some local tradesman, spent their time (Ortayli cited in Yalim, 2001, p. 67).

14 Before the 19" century, the governor of the city used to rent a house in the Yukar: Yiiz area and conduct administrative issues from that building.
It was not therefore possible to see governmental houses in the Anatolian lands of the Ottoman Empire (Ortayli, 1984, p.3). However, after 1839,
following the Tanzimat Reforms, there was the need for a large/single building that could host all of the state officials in a hierarchical manner
(Yalim, 2017, p.172). It was therefore necessary to transfer administrative functions from Yukar: Yiiz to a new and empty area that could be
utilised for the construction of new buildings that symbolised the modernisation of the period.

Journal of Ankara Studies 2019, 7(1), 27-73
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Figure 6. Maps of Ankara with different scales, prepared by Von Vincke, (1839).
A. Karte der Umgegend von Angora/ Map of the Neighborhood of Angora.

Source: Vincke, 1846.
B. Plan der Stadt Angora/ Plan of Angora City.
Source: Vincke, 1854.
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Figure 7. A partial view of Von Vincke’s Plan
of Angora, enlarged to provide a detailed view
of Ulus Square and its close vicinity (Source:
labelled by the Author on Von Vincke’s Plan of
Angora). Red Line represents Ulus Square, red
dotted line represents Larger Context of Ulus
Square, beige lines with capital letters show the
monuments that are labelled by Von Vincke,
orange lines are the remarks of the author, and
blue lines are the traces of the roads, streets and
the square that are still utilised today.
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their construction dates, it can be seen from Von Vincke’s
map that the formation of Hikiimet Square had already
begun by 1839 in between Igneli Belkis Mosque, Paga
Sarayi, the military barrack, Julian Column and Hasan
Pasa Bath. The development of the square continued in
subsequent years with the construction of other public
buildings such as the Telgrafhane' (Figure 8A, 8B and
8C). Moreover, shortly after the declaration in 1882-1883
of Ankara as the administrative centre of Ankara Vilayeti
[Ankara Province], with Corum, Kayseri, Kirsehir and
Yozgat falling under its jurisdiction, the number of daily
visitors to the city for administrative purposes gradually
increased, and Hitkiimet Square became one of the most
crowded public open spaces of Ankara.

In addition to the shift of administrative functions
from Ankaras Yukar: Yiiz to Asagi Yiiz, the relocation
of commercial activities also commenced during this
period. In 1881, a fire in the commercial centre of
Yukar: Yiiz resulted in the partial demolishment of the
most important commercial buildings of this region —
Mahmut Pasa Bedesteni and Kursunlu Han. This event
dramatically changed the characteristics of the Yukar:
Yiiz region and, as a result, there was a slight shift in the
activities around these buildings towards the Asag1 Yiiz
region. It can therefore be claimed that these incidents
strengthened the vitality of commercial life in Karaoglan
and the surrounding areas.

The greatest number of physical changes in “Ulus Square”
and its immediate surroundings took place during the last
quarter of the 19 century. As previously mentioned, “Ulus
Square” was mainly used for temporary accommodation
by merchants visiting Ankara. In proportion to the
increase in administrative and commercial activities in
the last quarter of the 19" century, the number of daily
visitors also increased and there was a corresponding
need for short-term accommodation. In response to this
need, a han with rooms for accommodation, called Tashan
[stone han], was constructed on the land located at the
end of Karaoglan (at the location of today’s Stimerbank)
in 1888 (Tunger, 2001, pp. 61-62 and Sarioglu, 1995, p.
185) (Figure 9A, 9B and 9C).

The emergence of the square that had begun with the
opening of Tashan was accelerated by the construction
of a railway between Istanbul and Ankara (Ortayls,

Figure 8A. The second building of Pasa Sarayz,
late 19 century.

Source: Aktiirk, 2006, p. 2.

Figure 8B. Military Barrack and Julian Column
in the front, 1905.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 0071.

Figure 8C. The Telgrathane, late 19" century.
Source: Aktiirk, 2006, p. 4.

15 Even though the Telgrafthane is not labelled as a monument on Von Vincke’s map of 1839, its location on the west of Pasa Saray1 is labelled in a

different hatch.
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Figure 9A. Taghan, 1931.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 1687.

Angora. - Tache-han-Hétel.

Figure 9B. Tashan at Karaoglan, 1890.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 0975.
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Figure 9C. Courtyard of Taghan, 1921.
Source: Streit, 2011, p. 55.

16 A teachers’ training school for secondary education.
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2000, p. 210). In 1892, a train station was opened in the
southwestern part of historic Ankara in the direction of
the Istanbul Gate. The opening of the train station allowed
cheaper and faster transportation of goods, and this
resulted in changes both in the structure of urban facilities
and also in the spatial organisation of the city (Tekel,
1994, pp. 175-176). This event was marked by the revival
of commercial activities in Asag1 Yiiz, especially around
Karaoglan. Due to the fact that the area between the
train station and Taghan was a huge empty lot filled with
cemeteries, the first area visitors of Ankara encountered
when approaching the city from the direction of the train
station was the open space in front of Tashan. By being
a significant building for its time, Tashan provided an
impressive welcome for the passengers coming to Ankara,
both with its appearance and with its accommodation
facilities (Yalim, 2001, p. 70).

Due to the opening of the train station, most of the
buildings located at Karaoglan and “Ulus Square”, which
had been previously used for agricultural commerce and
storage, began to be replaced with modern shops, cafes,
restaurants and hotels. Between 1892 and 1899, several
hans were constructed in Ankara, especially around
Karaoglan. Sakir Bey Hani and Kayseri Han were two of
the most important of these hans, and were constructed
next to Taghan as attached buildings. At around this time,
the idea of implementing a Millet Bahgesi [Nation Garden
(Millet Garden)] in Ankara began to be considered. This
was in line with the modernisation movement that had
been developed in Europe and had spread to Ankara
via other Ottoman cities. In 1895, the area called Beylik
located on the northeast of Istasyon Road (where 100. Yil
Carsist is located today) was chosen as the site of the first
green public open space of Ankara. As well as green areas,
the garden also featured a central pool and represented
an oasis for Ankara residents (Memliik, 2009, p. 73).
Immediately following the construction of the garden,
Dariilmuallimin'®, the second monumental building
defining the boundary of Ulus Square, was erected on the
southern part of the square (Figure 10A). It was also in
this period that the tiny paths depicted in Von Vincke’s
1839 map evolved into one of the main axes of Ankara,
and began to be known as Kizilbey Road (Figure 10B).
As a result, even if the space surrounding Tashan did not
have the spatial aspects of an urban square, by the end of
the 19" century this small open space started to be known
as Taghan Square due to the increasing importance of its
public functions.
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Figure 10A. Dartlmuallimin and Millet Garden, 1901.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no.
ACF0037.

To summarise, the effect of the Tanzimat Reforms during
this period led to a conscious intention to extend the city
beyond its boundaries for the sake of ‘modernisation,
and the new institutional buildings and roads were
all reflections of this ideology (Yalim, 2001, p. 82). As
aspects of this development, the paths that crossed at
“Ulus Square” had been transformed into more definite
streets and roads, the first green area of Ankara was
implemented, major roads were widened, paved and
planted with trees, and several monumental buildings
were constructed within “Ulus Square” and its environs.
Even though Tahtakale and its surrounding areas
continued to house commercial activities, Karaoglan and
Ulus Square were transformed into the main commercial
and leisure centres of Ankara. Most important of all, two
urban squares emerged: Hiikiimet Square and Taghan
Square.

From Tashan to Hakimiyet-i Milliye, Millet and
Ulus Square

At the beginning of the 20™ century, the negative impacts
of political and economic problems were being felt in
every part of the Ottoman Empire. After the collapse
of local industry and artisanry in the face of Western
competition during the 19 century, the early 20* century
saw increasing foreign debts, financial bankruptcy and
the European seizure of Ottoman revenues. All of these
events were a precursor to a loss of political independence
and the onset of seemingly perpetual wars with purposes
that were often unknown but with apparently certain
conclusions (Timur, 1987, p. 9). This was an agonising
period for the Empire that left most of its cities and villages

Figure 10B. Kizilbey Road increased its importance within
Ankara and was accordingly planted with trees.
Source: VEKAM Library and Archive, Inventory no. 2439.

in a poor physical condition. The problems of the Empire
accel