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ABSTRACT

INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL,
ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL DECISIONS DURING THE
RESTORATION PROCESS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

Cakmur Houses building group, that was constructed in the middle of the 19"
century, extended with additional spaces and went through various repair works during
the 20" century, are one of the rare constructions in the region with its original
architectural space and elements. Cakmur Houses are related with the population
movements due to Ottoman-Russian wars that took place in South Caucasus in the 19
and 20" centuries. Cakmur Houses located in Gaziler (Bardiz) village of Senkaya district
of Erzurum consists of three house structures, two of which adjacent to each other, and
the other ancillary spaces around these residences. Residents, that changed due to the
wars after the 19" century, constructed both new buildings and added new spaces to
existing buildings in Bardiz and its surroundings. Cakmur Houses consist of original
structures built in this way. The building group was damaged in the Senkaya earthquake
that occurred in 1999. The restoration of Cakmur Houses, registered as an immovable
cultural asset in 2008, was completed in 2012. The purpose of this study to analyse the
values of the building group and to investigate and evaluate the technical, administrative
and legal decisions made during the conservation process according to the international
charters, the law numbered 2863 and the principle decisions of Supreme Council for the
Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets. Investigating the steps followed during
conservation process of a rural building group will contribute to the prevention of possible

similar problems that might occur during the restoration of similar building groups.



OZET

CAKMUR EVLERI’NIN RESTORASYONU SURECINDEKI TEKNIK,
IDARI VE HUKUKI KARARLARIN INCELENMESI VE
DEGERLENDIRILMESI

19. ylizy1lin ortalarinda insa edilen ve 20. ylizyil boyunca ¢esitli mekanlar eklenen
ve onarimlar géren Cakmur Evleri yap1 grubu, 6zgiin mimari mekéan ve elemanlar ile
bolgedeki ender yapilardan biridir. Cakmur Evleri, 19. ve 20. yiizyillarda Osmanli Devleti
ve Rusya arasinda Giiney Kafkasya’da gerceklesen savaglar ve savaglara bagli olarak
gelisen niifus hareketleri ile iliskilidir. Erzurum’un Senkaya Il¢esinin Gaziler (Bardiz)
Kdyu’nde yer alan Cakmur Evleri; ikisi birbirine bitisik ti¢ konut yapisi ile bu konutlarin
cevresindeki yardimci birimlerden olusmaktadir. 19. yiizyildan sonra yasanan savaslar
sonucunda degisen kullanicilar, Bardiz ve ¢evresinde, hem yeni yapilar inga etmis hem
de mevcut yapilara yeni mekanlar eklemislerdir. Cakmur Evleri de bu sekilde insa edilmis
0zglin yapilardan olugmaktadir. Yapt grubu, 1999 yilinda meydana gelen Senkaya
depreminde hasar gormiistiir. 2008 yilinda tasinmaz kiiltiir varlig1 olarak tescillenen
Cakmur Evleri’nin restorasyonu 2012 yilinda tamamlanmistir. Bu ¢alismanin amaci;
yapinin degerlerini analiz etmek ve koruma siirecinde verilen teknik, idari ve hukuki
kararlari, uluslararas: tiiziikleri, 2863 sayil1 yasa ve Tasinmaz Kiiltiir Varliklar1 Yiiksek
Kurulu'nun ilke kararlart dogrultusunda incelemek ve degerlendirmektir. Kirsaldaki bir
yap1 grubunun koruma siirecinde izlenen adimlarin incelenmesi, benzer 6zellikteki yap1
gruplarinin restorasyonlari sirasinda gergeklesecek benzer sorunlarin tekrar yaganmamasi

adina katk1 saglayacaktir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Rural architecture is defined as houses or structures built by local building
connoisseur, with traditional construction techniques with the resources of the
environment and available materials in low-populated settlements such as villages and
towns whose production is based on agriculture and animal husbandry (Oliver 1997).

Construction technigues and material use in rural architecture are localized due to
environmental factors and are traditionalized by being transferred anonymously to the
next generations (Erpi 1990, 73; Baran 2006, 141). It is suggested that environmental
factors such as architecture, climate, topography; cultural factors such as lifestyle,
environment/space-home use; social factors such as family size and socio-economic
structure; individual factors such as intensity of individual life and self-perception,
constitute rural architecture (Batur and Gir 2005, 165).

The evaluation of original rural architectural examples within the concept of
cultural heritage is important in terms of preserving the lifestyle and local environmental
characteristics that make up the local culture. It is thought that the first study on the
definition and protection of rural architecture emerged in Switzerland in 1790. Karl
Viktor von Bonstetten proposed the idea of gathering farmhouses in a park as “tangible
data of the past culture” (Eres 2013, 457). In 1891, Skansen Open Air Museum was
opened in Stockholm and traditional farm residences in the region were moved to the
museum and exhibited (Zippelius 1974, 239).

After the Second World War, the concept of conservation gained importance in
the European cities where destruction occurred. In 1962, UNESCO's Conference of
“Protection of the Identity and Attractiveness of Settlements and Natural Environments”
was organized in Paris, and recommendations were made about rural architecture and
natural environment (Eres 2013,458). The Article 1 of the Venice Charter published in
1964 stating “The concept of a historic monument embraces not only the single
architectural work but also the urban or rural setting in which is found the evidence of a
particular civilization, a significant development or a historic event.” emphasized the

importance of protecting rural settlements (ICOMOS 1964).



In 1970s, international symposiums were organized where rural architecture was
defined as a cultural asset that should be preserved (Madran and Ozgoniil 1999, 210-213).
In the “Rural Architecture within the Regional Planning Symposium”, held in Granada,
1977, it was emphasized that rural architecture should be preserved within the regional
planning (COE 1977). Approaches of conservation of the rural architecture heritage were
expanded in the 1980s. In the 1990s, the concept of cultural landscape was developed in
the World Heritage Convention on the idea that rural architectural heritage should be
preserved together with its natural environment surrounding.

In ICOMOS Charter on The Built Vernacular Heritage, published in 1999, the
necessity of preserving of rural architecture was emphasized and principles of
conservation and implementation regarding the protection process were determined.
(ICOMOS 1999).

The slogan of “Let’s Protect Our Historical Villages”, which was chosen as the
subject of International Monuments and Sites Day in 2001, is important in terms of
showing an international approach to the conservation of the rural architecture at the
beginning of 21" century (www.icomos.org/18thapril/18april2001.htm, access:
21.04.2020).

In 2006, decisions of “European Parliament Resolution on the Protection of the
European Natural, Architectural and Cultural Heritage in Rural and Island Regions” were
taken by the European Parliament (Strasbourg 2006).

Turkey has ratified the “Convention of Protection of the Architectural Heritage of
Europe”, dated 1985, with 13 April 1989 and 3534 numbered law. An expression;
“Although it does not require protection measures in rural areas and urban planning in
every possible situation, and the article 3 of this contract does not require protection in
accordance with the meaning of paragraph 1, urban and rural environment and to ensure
that it is protected and used within the framework of its style” in paragraph 4 of Article
10 of this convention (Resmi Gazete, 22.07.1989: 20229).

In 2000, Turkey Ministry of Culture and the Academy of Sciences jointly
prepared by Turkey's Culture Inventory System (TUBA-TUKSEK) as well as urban and
rural architecture inventory is discussed in two categories and a building inventory card
was developed for rural buildings (Akin et al, 2003). On 10 June 2003, the European
Landscape Convention of 20 October 2000, which emphasized the importance of rural
areas, was approved (Resmi Gazete, 10.06.2009: 25141).



As can be seen, there are studies on the definition and preservation of rural
architecture on an international scale from 1790 to the present day that Turkey
internalized international approaches. Today, studies on rural architecture continue
increasingly, both theoretically and in practice. However, in the preservation efforts of
the rural architecture in Turkey some faulty implementations are being observed. These
issues arise not only from the improper practices in the legislation and methods, but also
mainly because the concept of “rural architecture” is still not fully understood in Turkey
and is not included in the legal legislation. For the conservation of the rural architecture
below listed proposals can be recommended:

e One of the most important factors in the rural architecture not being preserved
is that the structures are not used and remain dysfunctional. Migration from village to city
is accelerating due to difficulties in living conditions in the village and inadequate
educational opportunities apart from economic reasons. Qualified structures in the vacant
villages are becoming dysfunctional and dilapidated. The development projects that will
stop migration from village to city and support remigration by relevant institutions, will
contribute to the sustainability of rural architecture.

e Another problem is that local construction techniques are forgotten and cannot
be transferred to the next generations. The village characteristic is lost due to reasons like
the transition of villages to administrative status and this affects the rural architecture.
The production of projects promoting the research of local building materials by local
administrations for local construction techniques to continue will help preserve the rural
architectural identity.

e Another problem is that local construction techniques are forgotten and cannot
be transferred to the next generations. The village characteristic is lost due to reasons like
the transition of villages to administrative status and this affects the rural architecture.
The production of projects promoting the research of local building materials by local
administrations for local construction techniques to continue will help preserve the rural
architectural identity.

e The importance of preserving rural architecture and rural architecture is not
widespread. The academy and local governments need to make co-decisions regarding
rural development and rural architecture and inform the local community about rural

conservation.



e One of the main reasons why rural architecture is not sufficiently protected in
Turkey is that there is no rural protection law and the terms such as “rural site” and “rural
architecture” are not included in the legal legislation. Rural protection-based laws and
policy decisions prepared in the context of international conventions should be included
in the legislation, and audits and practices should be carried out in accordance with this
legislation.

e The audit process stands out as one of the most important problems during the
restoration applications. The small number of personnel working in the Conservation
Councils in provinces with a large surface area makes auditing difficult. For this reason,
the improper works cannot be intervened sufficiently. Increasing the number of personnel
responsible for auditing of institutions will help to solve this problem.

e Inarticle 58 of Law No. 2863, it is stated that the Conservation Councils should
consist of seven representatives to be selected by the Ministry among those who are
experts in archaeology, art history, law, architecture and city planning. However, there is
no concrete criteria for members' professional competencies other than their professional
definitions. For this reason, it is recommended that members who specialize in special
areas such as rural architectural heritage and conservation take a place in the Regional
Councils.

e Restoration projects are carried out based on insufficient analysis and the fact
that there are suspense intervention decisions in the restoration suggestions leaves the
responsibility, especially in terms of quantities and materials, to the contractors
performing the application. For this reason, the restoration projects should be prepared
specific to the structure studied as a result of detailed research and analysis. In the
restoration decisions, uncertain expressions where the intervention scale is not clear
should be avoided, the type of material and the content of the intervention should be
clearly stated in the recommendations.

The rural architecture concept and regulations mentioned above for its
conservation show that this subject is a working area that is still up to date. Accordingly,
the conservation process of Cakmur Houses in Gaziler Village of Senkaya District of
Erzurum has been determined as a research subject in order to contribute to the literature
through a concrete example having a rarity value with its unique merek space and
woodworking in ceilings. Examination of this building group which was shaped

according to the needs of different users in different periods, is important in terms of



documenting and determining conservation problems of original structures such as merek
space with its corbelled ceiling

Gaziler Village has a strategically important position due to its location on the
transportation routes and its sheltered location. For this reason, the settlement in Gaziler
has been going on for nearly a thousand years (Hanigman 1970, 218). Gaziler Village and
its surroundings have changed owners frequently as a result of wars between different
states throughout history. The village, which witnessed five war periods between the
Ottoman Empire and Czarist Russia in the 19th and 20th centuries, came under Czarist
Russian rule between 1878 and 1917 (Nalgact 2012, 150). In this period, the village is
shown as a Greek village in historical sources (Badem 2018, 119).

As aresult of wars and migrations, the village hosted users from different cultures.
Changing users have both used the built environment from previous periods and built new
spaces in line with their own culture and needs. Civil and public structuring reflecting the
traces of different cultures and different periods in Gaziler Village is still seen today. The
Cakmur Houses building group, which was examined in detail within the scope of the
study, consists of buildings built by different cultures in different periods.

Cakmur Houses, which show rural architectural features as shaped according to
the needs of the users and carry traditional construction techniques, were damaged by the
1999 Senkaya earthquake and experienced a restoration process. Examining the decisions
made in the conservation process of the building group in line with the international
regulations, the Law No. 2863 on Conservation of Cultural and Natural Assets and the
principle decisions of the Supreme Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural
Assets, is important in order to evaluate the performance of the legal legislation on the

protection of rural architecture.

1.1. Definition of Problem

A variety of regulations and activities were made to conservation of rural
architecture in Turkey and the world. However, these studies are dated to a later period
than urban architecture works. The studies for the recognition and protection of rural sites
and architecture worldwide have a history of approximately 230 years. Turkey has
adopted international conventions and conservation approaches in this process in general.

However, the legal legislation included the expression “cities and places that are subject



to social life” instead of the definition of rural sites and rural architecture. So, rural
architectural works and urban architectural works are evaluated with the same legislation.
The absence of a specialized conservation legislation for rural architecture suggests that
there may be negligence in the conservation of these structures.

Factors such as not giving sufficient importance to rural development, insufficient
education and job opportunities, opening up agricultural areas to structuring and
decreasing the economic income from agriculture accelerate the migration from the
village to the city. With migration, rural buildings are dysfunctional and frayed. In
addition, changing the administrative structures of the villages as a neighbourhood
accelerates the process of the disappearing village identity.

Due to the factors mentioned above, it can be claimed that rural architectural
elements are at risk in Turkey. The Cakmur Houses building group, a part of which was
registered as an immovable cultural property in 2008 by the Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council for the Conservation of Cultural Assets due to its cultural property
feature, is thought to be a rural architectural example and has similar conservation
problems with other rural architectural examples.

The conservation process of the building group, which was damaged after the 5.4
magnitude Senkaya earthquake in 1999 and was preserved with its restoration works,
started in 2008 with the registration of a part of the building group and ended with the
completion of the restoration applications in 2012. Examining the technical,
administrative and legal decisions made during the conservation process is important in

terms of evaluating and developing conservation approaches of rural architecture.

1.2. Purpose

Cakmur Houses have architectural and historical values in terms of the events they
witnessed, their plan and facade features, original architectural elements and construction
technique. Different areas were added to the building group both before the 1877-78
Ottoman-Russian War (93 War), during the Russian rule between 1878-1921 and from
1921 to 1999. Cakmur Houses, consisting of structures that show changing construction
techniques, plan features and architectural elements in a period of about 170 years, are

considered as examples of rural architecture.



The purpose of this study is to examine the Cakmur Houses, which is a qualified
example of rural architecture; the protection practices and protection problems of the
Gakmur Houses building group, which started in 2008 and was completed in 2012, by
international regulations, the Law No. 2863 on the Conservation of Cultural and Natural
Assets and the principle of the Supreme Council for the Conservation of Immovable
Cultural Assets; to examine the conservation legislation arranged according to urban
architectural works through the restoration process of Cakmur Houses and to develop
applications and regulations for the development of conservation processes of rural

architectural examples.

1.3. Content and Method

In Gaziler Village, structures built in various periods can be seen from 1728 until
today. These structures are divided into two as examples of public and civil architecture.
Today, the village has residential buildings built since the mid-19th century. These houses
built until the 1970s show rural architectural features as they are shaped according to the
needs of the users and carry traditional construction techniques. It is possible to divide
the structures built during this period into 3 groups: the structures built by the Ottomans
from 1850s to 1878, the structures built by Greek and Russian users from 1878 to 1921,
and the structures built by resettled Turkish users from 1921 to the 1970s.

The Cakmur Houses building group consisting of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet
Cakmur House, Adnan Cakmur House, merek, new barns, old barn, machine house (milk
house) and guest house consists of the structures belonging to the three periods mentioned
above. The sofa and daily room of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and
merek were in first term; the bedroom and furnace place of Alisan Cakmur House, Adnan
Cakmur House and old barn were in the second period; the machine house, the guest
house and the eastern part of the new barns were built in the third period. In the researches
carried out within the scope of the thesis study, no building other than the Cakmur Houses
building group was built in Gaziler village before 1878. It is believed that the family,
which is known to have migrated to Anatolia from the South Caucasus region and earned
its livelihood through milling and woodworking, brought the knowledge of the
construction technique of the merek place from the geography where they migrated from.



The buildings in Cakmur Houses building group have rural architectural features
owing to plan features shaped according to the needs of the users in the building period
and were built with traditional construction methods.

Working method consists of studies of documentation, analysis and evaluation. In
order to define the current situation of the building group and to evaluate the relief and
restoration drawings prepared by Sirmact Architecture in 2010, the building group was
examined on site at various intervals in 2018 and 2019. During the field studies, the spaces
and architectural elements belonging to the building group were photographed; the
construction techniques, architectural features, changes and damages to the building
group were examined. Adnan Cakmur House, where there was a collapse, could not be
measured and photographed in detail for security reasons. The drawings of this building
have been prepared based on the measurements taken from the exterior. The original
architectural features of the building group and the changes over time have been
determined with literature researches and oral sources. After the field studies, survey and
restitution drawings were prepared using AutoCAD 2019 and Photoshop CS6 software.
In the restitution works, verbal sources and architectural elements and traces in the
building group were used.

During the evaluation process, the legal process for the protection of rural
architecture in the world and Turkey, international regulations, No. 2863 Law on the
Conservation of Cultural and Natural Assets, the principle decisions of Supreme Council
for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets were examined. As a result of these
investigations, the relevant legislation and the conservation process of rural architecture

were evaluated on the example of Cakmur Houses.

1.4. Sources

The primary resource is the building group itself. In addition, projects, reports and
photo albums prepared by Sirmaci1 Architecture were utilized in 2010. Official documents
related to the registration, project design and implementation process of the building
group were obtained in 2019 from the Archive of Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets. Directive Regarding
Transactions Carried out According to Articles 13 and 14 of the Law No. 2863 on

Conservation of Cultural and Natural Assets; Principle decisions numbered 373, 635,



660, 663, 664 and 680, taken by the Supreme Council for the Conservation of Immovable
Cultural Assets; Athens Charter (1931), Venice Charter (1964), NARA Certificate of
Authenticity (1994), ICOMOS Charter on The Built Vernacular Heritage (1999) and
ICOMOS Principles for the Analysis, Conservation and Structural Restoration of
Architectural Heritage (2003) were used while evaluating the technical, administrative
and legal decisions made during the protection process. Oral sources were used from the
changing users and spatial organization of the building group. With the published sources,
the historical process of Bardiz (Gaziler) Village and the Ottoman-Russian relations in

the 19th and 20th centuries were reached.



CHAPTER 2

LOCATION, GEOGRAPHY, HISTORY AND
SETTLEMENT FEATURES OF GAZILER (BARDIZ)
VILLAGE

2.1. Location

Bardiz (Gaziler) Village, which is administratively attached to Senkaya District
of Erzurum Province, is located at the southwest end of Allahuekber Mountains stretching
between Kars and Erzurum (Figure 2. 1 and Figure 2. 2). Selim in the east, Sartkamis in
the southeast, and Senkaya Districts are in the north of the village. Transportation to the
village, which is 144 km air distance from Erzurum and 111 km air distance from Kars,
is provided by Senkaya-Horasan Highway. The Cakirbaba Mountain Pass, with an
altitude of 2400 m, is located 4.5 km air distance south of the village. This mountain pass,
which is junction point of historical "topyollari" in region, has a strategically important
location (Tozlu and Gok 2008, 16)®. Tableland attached to the village, located between
Cakirbaba Mountain Pass and the village center, is located at the southwest of the
agricultural areas. The river, which passes through the village and is the main water
source of the agricultural areas of the village, is known as Bardiz Stream. This stream,

merging with Oltu Stream, joins the Coruh River and flows into the Black Sea.

L They are the roads in war zones, which are used to transport firearms to the front and generally pass
over the mountains (Tozlu and Gok 2008, 8).
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Figure 2.1. Map showing the location of Gaziler.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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Figure 2.2. Gaziler Village and its surroundings.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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2.2 Geographical Features

2.2.1. Mountains

Northeast Anatolia Region, which is comprised of Erzurum, Kars and Ardahan,
is known for its high mountainous areas. Central fissure volcanism motions were effective
in the formation of Erzurum-Kars Plateau (Ozer 2004, 84).

The mountain ranges extending between the provinces of Erzurum and Ardahan
along the northeast-southwest axis, starting from the west towards the east; are
Kargapazar1i Mountains, Giillii Mountains and Allahuekber Mountains. The areas in the
southeast of these mountain ranges and the areas in the northwest are merged to each
other via high straits.

The Gaziler Village is located at the junction point of the north-eastern end of the
Gulli Mountains and the south-western end of the Allahuekber Mountains. Gaziler
Village, which is located at a lower altitude compared to its surroundings, is located to
the southwest of Gulli Mountains, in the northeast is the Allahuekber Mountains, and in
the southeast the Soganli Mountain placed Cakirbaba Strait, which provides
transportation to Karaurgan. The northwest of the settlement is bordered by Bardiz
Stream. The C-shaped splitting valley extending towards the north along Bardiz Stream
(Atalay et Al 1985, 135), is known as Bardiz Stream.

2.2.2. Streams

Sarikamig-Senkaya region where Gaziler (Bardiz) Village is located between the
Aras River passing through the south line and the Coruh River bordering the north and
northwest. These two big rivers also determine the routes of the highways between
Erzurum, Kars, Ardahan and Artvin. Gaziler Village and its surrounding, which are quite
rich in rivers, are fed by the flowing to the Coruh and Aras Rivers (Figure 2. 3).

The stream that borders the north and east of the settlement area of the Gaziler
(Bardiz) Village is known as Bardiz Stream. This stream, which extends parallel to the
Senkaya-Gaziler way, the Lihsor Stream is formed merging with Blyuk Stream near
Obayayla. The Lihsor Stream also extends along the Erzurum-Ardahan road and then

12



merges the Oltu Stream near the Saglicak Neighbourhood in Oltu. Oltu River merges with

Coruh River at the junction point of Erzurum-Ardahan and Erzurum-Artvin highways.

.......

ERZURUM

Figure 2.3. Map showing regional streams.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)

2.2.3. Climate and Vegetation

Senkaya-Sarikamig Region has a continental climate seen in the majority of
Eastern Anatolia (Glinal 2013, 13). Air frost almost all year round in the region where the
air temperature falls below 0 degrees for more than half of the year (Sevindi 2018, 112).

According to meteorological data, the dominant wind direction of the region is
west. Minor winds blow from the northeast. The highest humidity rate in the region is
observed in December with 78% and the lowest humidity rate in August and September
with 62% (General Directorate of Meteorology, www.mgm.gov.tr).

Gaziler Village receives the most rainfall in May and June, while the lowest
rainfall occurs in September. The number of snowy days is about one-sixth of the year.
Moreover, more than one-third of the year is rainy (General Directorate of Meteorology,
www.mgm.gov.tr). There are three different vegetation zones in the region: Steppe, forest

and subalpine-alpine vegetation. In the region, steppes can be found in almost every layer
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up to a height of 2700 meters. This is because the surrounding villages subsist on forestry
and by extension, destruction within this area can be shown as the rise of the lower
boundary of the forest (Ozer 2004, 97).

The upper boundary of forest in the region reaches up to 2800 meters. The
dominant species is yellow pine (Gilinal 2013, 13). Poplar and birch species can be found
in the areas where yellow pine has been destroyed which is resistant to low temperature
and air frosts (Ozer 2004, 99) (Figure 2.4).

As from the height that temperature values do not allow trees to grow are found
meadows and pastures (Ozer 2004, 101). It can be said that these pastures and meadows
have been quite important for the livestock activities of the peoples in the region for many

years.

TITREK KAVAK FOREST
SUBALPIN-ALPIN STEPPE

STEPPE FORMATION

' MOUNTAIN STEPPE

. ANTHROPOGENIC STEPPE VI T )

Figure 2.4. The vegetation of Gaziler and its surroundings.
(Source: Serkan Ozer, 2004)
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2.3. Historical Process

2.3.1. History of The Gaziler (Bardiz) Village

Gaziler, in historical sources? is known as Bardiz, Bardus, Bordus, Barduz,
Bardiiz and Doskaya. In a writing of 1573, Barduz name is found in the villages of the
Oltu District. It is thought that this name derives from the word Borduz, which means
“bahge, bostan” (Kirzioglu 1992, 170).

It is known that the Antakya patriarch was in the territory of Iberia (Georgia)
before the region was captured in 1064 together with Panaskert (Olur) by the armies of
Alparslan (Honigmann 1970, 218). After the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, Sultan
Alparslan gave Erzurum and its surroundings as the iqta to Abu'l-Kasim and the region
was transferred to Saltuklu administration (Turan 2004, 19). Castle of the village? is dated
to this period (Figure 2. 5) (Beygu 1936, 86).

Figure 2.5. The view of Bardiz Castle from the south.
(Photograph: Author, 2018)

2 Ernst Honigman, Eastern Border of the Byzantine State, trans., Fikret Isiltan (Istanbul: istanbul
University Faculty of Letters Publications, 1970), 218.; Contact Mehmet Fahrettin directly Upper -
Kipchaks in the Cure and Coruk tribes (Ankara: Turkish Historical Society Press, 1992), 170.; Evliya
Celebi, Evliya Celebi Travelogue in Modern Turkish: Bursa - Bolu - Trabzon - Erzurum - Caucasus -
Crimea - Crete 2. Book 2. Skin, pleasure. Yucel Dagli, Seyit Ali Kahraman (Istanbul: Yapi Kredi
Publications, 2005).; Giirsoy Solmaz and Kerra Altug, Bard Bardiz, the important castle of Kars and
Erzurum in the Middle Ages, Journal of Atatlirk University Faculty of Letters 59 / Il (2017): 158.

3 Evliya Celebi, who came to the village in 1647, Bardiz Castle. It reads the name of Kerimeddin Hatun,
the daughter of Melik 1zzeddin (Evliya Celebi, 1846/2005, 383).
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Gaziler (Bardiz) remained under the control of Kipchaks, Mongols, Ilhanians,
Eratnans, Karakoyunlular, Akkoyunlular and Safavids, before submitting to the rule of
the Ottoman Empire in 1537 (Uzungarsili 1969, 180-213; Sumer 1976, 22-24; Kafesoglu
1992, 69; Gode 1994, 97-104; Aydin 1998, 38-46; Toksoy 2015, 657;). Bardiz, in the
books of grant and cadastral records between 1538 and 1540, is seen to be attached to
Zivin Sub-district (now called Siingiitas1) of Pasin District (Kirzioglu 1976, 165). In
Tabakati'l-Memalik and Deracatl’'l Mesalik of Mustafa Celal-zade (b. 1490, d. 1567), the
name of the village is referred to as Doskaya (Solmaz and Altug 2017, 158).

In 1647, while Evliya Celebi was traveling from Erzurum to Revan, he related
reaching to Bardiz Castle in Kars Province and described that there were a small bath, a
mosque and prayer rooms (Evliya Celebi 1846/2005, 383)*. Only the castle from these
structures has survived to today. The only public structure that survived from the Ottoman
period is the Bardiz Mosque, dated 1728, in the northeast of the village square (Figure 2.
6 and Figure 2. 7) (Konyal1 1960, 527).

Figure 2.6. The view of Bardiz Mosque from the northeast, 2007 (Source: Yildiz
Technical University Faculty of Architecture of Restoration Project Group,
2007).

4 Bardiiz Castle is mentioned in the book.
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Figure 2.7. The view of Bardiz Mosque from the northeast, 1960.
(Source: Konyali 1960, 526)

2.3.2. Bardiz in the Periods of 19" century Wars, World War |
and National Struggle

In 1806-1812, 1828-1829, 1853-1856 and 1877-1878, four wars occurred
between the Ottoman Empire and Czarist Russia (Nalg¢ac1 2012, 150). These wars in the
19th century, are of particular concern to Kars, Ardahan and Batumi so-called Elviye-i
Selase in terms of administration and geography® .

Following the Ottoman-Russian War of 1877-1878 (93 War), San Stefano (3
March 1878) and Berlin Treaties (13 July 1878) were signed between the two states
(Badem 2010, 9). In accordance with Article 19 of the Treaty of San Stefano (Yesilkdy)
(3 March 1878), the Ottoman Empire was liable to pay compensation to Czarist Russia
one billion four hundred ten million (1,410,000,000) rubles (Kurat 2011, 599). However,
due to the economic problems of the Ottoman Empire, Kars, Ardahan and Batumi were
left to Czarist Russia for one billion one hundred million (1,100,000,000) rubles of
compensation (Erim 1953, 397; Kurat 2011, 599).

5 Elviye-i Selase: Three Liva or Three Sancak means. It was used as the common name of the provinces

of Kars, Ardahan and Batumi in the 19th and 20th centuries (Islamic Encyclopaedia, Volume 11,
“Elviye-i Selase”™).
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Bardiz Stream, passing through the Gaziler Village, was accepted as the border
between the two states (Kurat 2011, 259). Although Bardiz remained within the Ottoman
territory, it came under the rule of Czarist Russian rule following fieldwork by the
authorities in order to determine the state borders. ‘’Here border will be assigned by
another committee afterwards’” expression referred to in the paragraph (b) of Article 19
of the Treaty of San Stefano, affirms this information (Kurat 2011;599).

After the 1877-1878 Ottoman-Russian War (93 War), Malakans and Greek
minorities in Bayburt, Sivas and Glimiigshane were settled in Bardiz and its surrounding
villages. From this date, the migration of the Turkish population in Three Districts to
Ottoman Empire began. In accordance with Article 7 of the Istanbul Treaty (8 February
1879), those who wanted could migrate to the Ottoman State after they sold their
immovable properties within three years of the date of the agreement. For this purpose,
the Czarist Russian government established a commission in Kars. This commission
established with the name of “gorodskaya uprava’ by the Governor of Kars General
Frankini, deals with registration, conveyancing and selling transactions (Badem 2010,
103).

Marag Commission established on January 5, 1860 by the Ottoman Empire
became active in result of movement of great migration that occured after 1877-1878
Ottoman-Russian War (93 War) (Pasaoglu 2013, 351). A total of 1,268 people between
1878 and 1880 and 9,028 people in 1881 from Bardiz, were attached to Oltu District,
applied to Czarist Russia Immigration Commission (Badem 2010, 107)°.

According to the information obtained from oral sources’; Zara of Sivas and
Elbistan of Maras settlements by Immigration Commission of Ottoman Empire are shown
as a new settlement area for immigranz candidates in Bardiz. However, apart from these
two settlements, it is known that there are people who migrated to different regions. The
Bardiz village is shown as a Greek settlement in the census conducted during the Czarist
Russia period. The population of the village was 404 people in 1886 (Badem 2018, 119).
In 1888, there were 66 houses (432 people) Greek immigrants in Bardiz Village of Oltu
District (Badem 2010, 90). The population in 1896 and 1906 was 506 and 614 people,
respectively (Badem 2018, 119). In addition, although the exact number is unknown, it is

known that Russian soldiers lived in the village (Badem 2018, 71). The existence of the

¢ For more information, Kars Province under the Tsarist Russia 3.24 on page 108 of his work can be
examined.
" Zeki Cakmur (born 1963), Turhan Cakmur (born 1952), Alisan Cakmur (born 1931, d. 2008).
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Turks who did not immigrate to the Ottoman Empire and Malakans who worked as the
miller in the village has been learned from oral sources®.

Between 1878 and 1917 (Bolshevik Revolution), churches, police stations and
primary school buildings were built in Bardiz. The construction date of the church, the
ruins of which have survived to date, is unknown (Figure 2. 8). However, it is reported
that churches of four villages, includes Bardiz, were looted in the Turkish Attacks that
occurred on May 25-26, 1914 in the newspaper Kavkaz published in Thilisi (Badem 2018,
436).

Figure 2.8. View of the ruins of the church from southeast and southwest, respectively
(Photograph: Author, 2018).

The existence of the police station known as Adnan Cakmur Evi® was determined
from only oral sources. As mentioned above, the presence of soldiers supports the
possibility of a police station structure in the village.

In 1886, the settlers of the villages of Bardiz, Merines, Ersinek and Posik in Oltu
District built a school. Bardiz, one of these villages, was found suitable for school
construction due to being large and rich village although it is close to Ottoman border
(Badem 2018, 382). The school was opened in 1898 and had 60 Orthodox students in
1899 (Badem 2018, 411). In the advancing years, it is known that Turks also studied
Russian at Bardiz Primary School (Figure 2. 9 and Figure 2. 10). After the proclamation
of the Republic, the primary school was named after teacher Nesimi Akin (Yildiz

8 Alanur Cakmur (born 1955), Turhan Cakmur (born 1952), Tiirkan Cakmur (born 1931), Zeki Cakmur
(born 1963).
®  Zeki Cakmur (born 1963), Alisan Cakmur (born 1931, d. 2008).
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Technical University Faculty of Architecture Restoration Project Group, 2006). Today,

the school building is used as a village room.

Figure 2.9. Building survey plan of Bardiz Primary School.(Source: Yildiz Technical
University Faculty of Architecture Restoration Project Group, 2007)

Figure 2.10. The view of Bardiz Primary School from the east (Photograph: Hisnu Geng,
2014) (Source: Erzurum Directorate of Surveying and Monuments Archive,
2019).



In 1914, Allied States started a war against the Ottoman Empire owing to the fact
that two German armour bombed the ports of Czarist Russia. On November 11, 1914, the
Ottoman Empire announced that they participated as a side of the Central Powers in
World War I (Nalgaci 2015, 667). During this war, was fought with Tsarist Russia in the
Caucasus Front including Bardiz.

The 9™, 10" and 11" Army Corps, 2" Regular Army Division and 3 Military
moved to Sarikamis with a total of 118.000 people on December 22, 1914, (Durak 2015,
509). The village of Bardiz, which was strategically an important settlement for Sarikamis
Operation, was captured by 2" Division on 29 December 1914. (Durak 2015, 512).
However, due to harsh climatic conditions and rugged geography, this operation failed
(Figure 2. 11).

With the failure of Operation Sarikamis, the Czarist Russian armies advanced
towards the west and occupied Erzurum on 16 February 1916 (Tekir 2016, 46). On March
15, 1916, the Russian soldiers continued to advance towards the west and reached Tercan
in Erzincan Province (Tekir 2016, 51). The one hundred and sixty thousand Turkish
population, including Bardiz people, in the Caucasus Front, which was under the rule of
Czarist Russia, migrated into Anatolia until 27 March 1916 (Tekir 2016, 52).

When the Bolshevik Revolution occurred in Russia in 1917, the Czarist regime
collapsed. Firstly, the Erzincan Armistice was signed between Russia and the Ottoman
Empire (18 December 1917) and Russian troops began to retreat eastward (Day1 2004,
245). The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk was signed on 3 March 1918 between the Ottoman
Empire and Russia who retreated from the war and it was declared that Evliye-i Selase
was left to the Ottoman State (Gul 1995, 369). However, with the Russian retreat, the
influence of Armenians and Georgians increased in Bardiz and its surrounding.

The 1st Caucasus Army Corps under Kazim Karabekir advanced eastward and
took Kars back from Armenian and Georgian gangs on 25 April 1918 and declared
authoritarianism in Evliye-i Selase (Gul 1995, 371). In accordance with the Brest-Litovsk
Treaty, a public vote was taken on 14 July 1918 and Kars, Ardahan and Batumi agreed to
come under the rule of the Ottoman Empire as a result of the vote (Gul 1995, 372). Thus,
Bardiz became part of the Ottoman Empire again.

On September 15, 1918, because of the capture of Baku by Halil Pasha, Soviet
Russia countermanded the Brest-Litovsk Treaty on September 20, 1918 (Gl 1995, 370).
Ottoman State signed the Armistice of Mondros on October 30, 1918 when World War |

was won by the Entente States. In accordance with the Armistice, Turkish troops returned
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to their pre-war border. In addition, Batumi and Baku were left to the rule of the Entente
States (Erim 1953, 519-524). On 25 January 1918, in addition of Elviye-i Selase, Bardiz
also was completely abandoned (Gul 1995, 378).

On 10 August 1920, the Ottoman Empire signed the Treaty of Sevres and gave
seven provinces (Erzurum, Trabzon, Van, Bitlis, Diyarbakir, Elazig and Sivas) to the
Armenians (Erim 1953, 559-560). On 20 September 1920, Grand National Assembly of
Turkey 15 gave operation permission to the commander of the Army Corps, Kazim
Karabekir Pasha. Kazim Karabekir Pasha recaptured Bardiz with Kars on 30 October
1920, this time as the Commander of the Orient Army (Karabekir 1960, 856). On 3
December 1920, following the Gyumri Peace Settlement signed with the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey, the Democratic Republic of Armenia announced that they waived
the seven provinces mentioned above. Following Treaty of Moscow on March 16, 1921
and Treaty of Kars, Soviet Russia, Armenia, Georgia and Azerbaijan Republic recognized
the current borders and thus Bardiz was included in the Republic of Turkey (Rose 1995,
380).

A part of the population that migrated due to 1877-1878 Ottoman-Russian War
(93 War) and 1914-1918 World War I returned to Bardiz. During this period, the Greeks,
who had been the living in the village for almost forty years, also left the village to a large

extent.

2.3.3. Bardiz in the Period of Republic

From the proclamation of the Republic (1923) to 1942, Bardiz was the sub-district
center of Kars of Sartkamis. After Senkaya became a district in 1946, Bardiz came under
the rule of Senkaya and joined the Erzurum administrative organization (Solmaz and
Altug 2017, 158). In 1960, Bardiz name was changed to Gaziler by Ministry of Interior
(Erzurum Province 1960, 36). With article 1 of Law No. 6360, published in the Official
Gazette of the Republic of Turkey on 6 December 2012, Gaziler obtained the status of
neighbourhood (Resmi Gazete, 06.12.2012: 1).
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2.4. Settlement Properties of Gaziler Village

Gaziler Village of Senkaya District of Erzurum Province is a settlement between
Horasan-Senkaya Highway passing to the west and Bardiz Stream in the east. The
agricultural areas to the south, west and north of the village center limit the settlement.

The historical castle is located to the northeast of the village and is located on a
hill dominating the surroundings. In the northwest there is a gendarmerie station and a
lake. To the south of the village is the old building of Nesimi Akin Primary School. The
church ruins are to the west of the village.

Today there is a 3-centered settlement in the Gaziler (Bardiz) Neighbourhood.
These centres; Old Village, Container Campus and Earthquake Houses in chronological
order. The Old Village is located in the southwest. In the northwest 300 m away from
the old village is the Container Campus which essentially abandoned. This campus is
bordered by Horasan-Senkaya Highway from the north and east sides. Earthquake Houses
are located to the northwest of the highway (Figure 2.13).

2.4.1. Old Village

The 12 m wide and 120 m long road that passes through the village square and
extends in the east-west direction divides the Old Village settlement into two parts: north
and south.

In the north of village square, there are coffeehouse and warehouse units and
National Education, medical and mukhtar structures built during the sub-district period
(1945). The building belonging to the National Education is used as a guest house of the
municipality today (Figure 2.14). Medical and mukhtar structures are used as housing.
The historical Bardiz Mosque is located to the northeast of the coffeehouse. On the south
side of the square, there are commercial buildings and housing, which used as post offices

during the sub-district period and used as mukhtars office today.
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Figure 2.13. Map showing the settlement of Gaziler Village.
(Drawer: Author, 2019)

Figure 2.14. View of the village square and the Municipal Guest House from the west
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

At the eastern end of the square, there is a 2-storey registered house belonging to

Turhan Kizeci, thought to have been built by Greek craftsmen (Figure 2.15). This
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housing was used as headquarters by Enver Pasha and Thsan Pasha during the Sarikamis
Operation (1915) (Figure B.1) The road extending parallel to the front of this residence
located precipitously to the square provides transport to the northern and southern

settlements of the village.

Figure 2.15. Turhan Kuzeci House
(Source: Turhan Kiizeci personal archive).

Although northeast of the village square is not in the status of neighbourhood, it
is known as the Castle Neighbourhood. Although the present settlement was located in
the southwest of the castle, there are structure ruins between the Bardiz Stream and the
castle on the south-eastern foot of the castle, whose dates have not been determined.
These structure ruins suggest the presence of an older settlement at the foot of the castle.
The fact that Bardiz Mosque is located on the northern side, which is not directly related
to the village square, supports this argument.

The residence which Hanifi Ustaoglu owns today and is known as the Vicarage
colloquially, which is precipitously articulated to the coffee shop (Figure 2.16 and Figure
2.17). The structures belonging to the Cakmur Houses and the Ottoman-era mills, which
were carried out by the Malakan minority during the Russian administration, are located
in the Kale Quarter. The southern part, which is spread over a larger area than the northern
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side, is known as Yukar1 Quarter. The Yukar1 Quarter is limited by agricultural areas in
the south. Here structures are generally shaped according to the slope. The historical
building belonging to the Nesimi Akin Primary School, built during the Russian
administration and some of the Greek-built houses, are located in Yukar1 Quarter.

Figure 2.16. Village Square and surrounding buildings indicated on the Google Earth
Map (Author, 2019).

Figure 2.17. Hanifi Ustaoglu House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

27



2.4.2. Container Campus

As a result of the earthquake with 5.4 magnitude in December 3, 1999 with an
epicentre in Senkaya, the buildings in Gaziler Village and the surrounding settlements
were damaged (Milliyet; January 9, 2000). A Container Campus was built where the users
of damaged buildings would be temporarily sheltered. A temporary earthquake campus
consisting of 263 containers was set in these areas by covering the product costs of the
fields owned by Yilmaz Senol, Adnan Karakas, Miitahar Senol and Binali Aktas, which
is surrounding the lake and merging the village to gendarmerie station (Hirriyet; August
19, 2000).

Containers located in the south and southeast of the lake were positioned parallel
to each other with their entrances facing north. The containers on the west side were
placed in a double row, precipitously to those in the southeast and the entrance doors
facing east. The single row of containers to the north of the lake was set with entrances
facing the southeast.

Following the construction of reinforced concrete earthquake houses in 2007,

some of the containers were removed and today 20 containers remain in this area.

2.4.3. Earthquake Housing

Northwest of the Container Campus and southwest of the gendarmerie station;
The new campus, which consists of 38 reinforced concrete earthquake houses, was built
in 2007. Gaziler (Bardiz) Village has a 3-centered settlement after the Earthquake Houses
Campus, which consists of similar planned houses, started to be used. Since the buildings
have been repaired in the Old Village and 20 containers in the container campus are being
used today.
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CHAPTER 3

INTRODUCTION OF CAKMUR HOUSES

Cakmur Houses in Gaziler Neighbourhood of Senkaya District of Erzurum
Province; consists of the structure ruins belonging to machine house (milk house) and
Guest House and Alisan Cakmur House, Adnan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House,
merek (sheepfold) and three barns (two new barns and one old barn) (Figure 3.3). After
the earthquake with 5.4 magnitude on 3 December 1999, the machine house and guest
house and roof of the furnace of Alisan Cakmur House and the southern wall of Cevdet
Cakmur House were destroyed. Other parts of the structure group were also damaged.

As a result of these applications, Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House
and merek were registered as cultural assets under the name of Cakmur House by the
Regional Board of Protection of Cultural Heritage in Erzurum with Law no. 1074 on 11
September 2008 (Figure B.2). The registration application of Adnan Cakmur House was
rejected on 31 July 2015 (Figure B.3). Survey of registered structure group, restitution
and restoration projects were drawn by Sirmaci Architecture in 2010 (Figure B.4). The
renovation of Alisan Cakmur House and merek in accordance with the projects prepared

in 2010 and Renovation of Cevdet Cakmur House was completed in 2012 (Figure B.5).
3.1. Location

Cakmur Houses are located in the Old Village part of Gaziler Quarter, in southeast
of the historical Bardiz Mosque, southwest of Bardiz Castle and in the east of the village
square. There are five residences known as Kiizeci Houses, which are built adjacent to
the north side of the street starting from the east of the rubble stone garden wall of Bardiz
Mosque and going to the southeast (Figure 3.1). A residence belonging to Enver Sahin
on the south side of the street and now owned by the General Directorate of National Real
Estate; however, there are ruins of a structure which was previously used as a residence
by Settar Bayraktar and known to have been built during the Russian administration
(Figure 3.2). At the southeast end of this 27 m long and 3.50 m wide street, the road is
divided into three: The road to the Northeast to Bardiz Castle, the road going from the

lower part to the southeast to Adnan Cakmur House from structures that create Cakmur
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Houses and the road going to the south reaches the houses of Alisan Cakmur and Cevdet
Cakmur (Figure 3.4).

Figure 3.1. View of the Cakmur Houses from Bardiz Mosque. On the left side there are

the residences belonging to Ihsan Kiizeci and belonging to Enver Sahin on
the right side (Photograph: Author, 2019).

Figure 3.2. Currently owned by the General Directorate of National Real Estate; but the
view from the Kiizeci Houses of the entrance front of the structure, which was
previously used by Settar Bayraktar as a house, which was known to have
been built during the Russian Administration (Photograph: Author, 2019).
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Figure 3.4. View of Alisan Cakmur House from Adnan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.2. Site Plan

The adjacent Alisan Cakmur and Cevdet Cakmur Houses are located in the center
of the structure group in the north-south axis, with Alisan Cakmur House in the north;
and Cevdet Cakmur House in the south. The street in the north-south direction in the east
of these two houses is used as an open area belonging to the structure group.

The house, which is located to the northwest of Alisan Cakmur House, is Adnan
Cakmur House (Figure 3.5). Access to this house located on the bottom elevation;
provides from a different street in the east.

The trapezoid planned unit, built adjacent to the northern wall of the Alisan
Cakmur House and located between the Alisan Cakmur House and the old house of Settar
Bayraktar, located to its northwest, is the furnace. There is a warehouse in the south of
the bakery and in the basement floor of Alisan Cakmur House'®. Here is access is
provided transportation from the bakery only.

The unit, which was built adjacent to the western wall of the Alisan Cakmur
House, is known as merek (sheepfold). The structure of merek is adjacent to the kitchen
of Enver Sahin's house in the west and Settar Bayraktar's old house in the east (Figure
3.6).

Old barn consisting of two closed volumes; the south wall of merek and the
western wall of Cevdet Cakmur House. On the south side of the old barn, there are two
barns, whose entrances are provided through the doors in the south. These units, built in

the east-west direction and adjacent to each other, are known as New Barns.

10 The place where grain products are stored.
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Figure 3.5. View of Adnan Cakmur House from Alisan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

1.Alisan Cakmur House
2.Cevdet Cakmur House
3.New Barns

4.0ld Barn

5.Merek

6.Furnace

7.Adnan Cakmur House
8.Ruins of Makine Evi
9.Ruins of Guest House

0 25 & 10 1
N T m

Figure 3.6. The site plan showing Cakmur Houses and surroundings
(Prepared by Author, 2019).

There are structure ruins belonging to machine house and guest house in the south
of Cevdet Cakmur House, to the east of the old barn. The entrance of the machine house,
which is understood to consist of a single volume, is in the north. The structure ruins,
which was built adjacent to the western wall of the machine house and whose two rooms
can be observed, are known as guest houses. It is understood that this unit was accessed
from the west (Figure A.1, Figure A.2 and Figure A.3).
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3.3. Architectural Analysis of Alisan Cakmur House

Alisan Cakmur House was built adjacent to Cevdet Cakmur House to its south
and merek buildings to its west. Structure is located in the west of Adnan Cakmur House,
in the north of the guest house and machine house, in the northeast of the new barns and
the old barn.

3.3.1. Plan Characteristics

Alisan Cakmur House has two floors and consists of six rooms. On the ground
floor there is a hall, a daily room, a bedroom and a bathroom. Below the bedroom in the
north is the warehouse. In the north of the warehouse is a trapezoidal planned furnace
adjacent to the structure. The furnace and warehouse are below the basement level of the

structure (Figure 3.7).

Figure 3.7. The view of Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur House from the
southeast (Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019).

The entrance to the house is provided by the landing of 1.50x1.50 m on the east
side of the house and reached by three stone steps. Both sides of the stone steps and the
landing are surrounded by wooden railings. The upper surface of the landing is covered

with later production sheet material (Figure 3.8).
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Figure 3.8. The view of the entrance landing from the southeast.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

To the hall space from the semi-open entrance landing is entered with a single-
sash, abat-jour wooden door that was renewed during the repair. The hall measures
3.30x5.50 m. The only window that lightens this space is on the east wall and south of
the entrance door. This window has three sashes, woodwork and wood jamb.

There is a semi-circular arched furnace in the upper surface on the western wall
of the hall. It is defined by two wooden studs of 16x20 cm and the timber beam of 30x20
cm added with these studs to each other on the north and south walls in the space where
the furnace is. This western part of the sofa is separated from the eastern part by a single
step of 6 cm high (Figure 3.9).

There are wooden, double-leaf doors, understood to be original, on the north and
south walls in the lower level of the sofa. These doors open to the bedroom in the north

and the daily room in the south (Figure 3.10).
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Figure 3.9. The view of the western part from the eastern part of the hall.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

Figure 3.10. The view from the daily room to the hall and bedroom.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The door on the south wall of the western part of the sofa in where fireplace is
opened to the bathroom.

The space in the south of the sofa is the daily room (4.81x4.02 m). On the south
wall of the room there is an old sedir, which is 94 cm wide and 49 cm high. During the
repair, a new sedir, 60 cm wide and 49 cm high along the western wall of the room was

added (Figure 3.11). The window on the eastern wall of the room measures 1.48x1.11 m.

36



The wooden window has three sashes, one of which is openable. The floor of the daily
room, which is understood to be original, is covered with wooden covering boards of 24
cm wide extending in the north-south direction (Figure 3.12).

Figure 3.11. Old and new sedir.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.12. Daily room floor.
(Photograph: Tuncer Cagr1 Cakmur)

To the north of the sofa is a bedroom measuring 4.94x4.24 m (Figure 3.13). Two
90x129 cm single-sashed wooden windows that light the room are located on the east
wall. The floor of the bedroom is covered with about 24 cm wide wainscoting woods

extending in the north-south direction.
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Figure 3.13. The view of the bedroom from the door.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

In the south of the 6 cm high western part of the sofa, there is a toilet and a
bathroom (Figure 3.14). The wet area floor, covered with ceramic, is 24 cm higher than
the western part of the sofa and has two elevations in itself. There is a stud measuring
20x20 cm in the 2.27 m south starting from the door inside this space of 397x114 cm.
The floor in the south of the stud is 16 cm higher and has pan closet on it. The stud carries
a joist that is made of wooden material, which is understood to be original and extends
between the southern wall and the door belonging to the space. There is a 40x60 cm space

on the timber joist that provides access to the attic (Figure 3.15).

Figure 3.14. The view of the bathroom from the door.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.15. The area that provides access to the attic.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The furnace is located to the north of the house. The entrance to this area is
provided from the east with a single-sashed wooden door. There are two fireplaces
opposite the entrance. The semi-dome covers of the fireplaces made of rubble stone is
covered with soil plastering. It is observed by a non-woodwork window opening on the
northeast wall. The ground is soil, the ceiling is wooden joisting, and is supported by
wooden studs understood to be made later. The walls surrounding the furnace area are
rubble stone without plaster. The roof of the room rising up to the subbasement level of

the house is pitched in one direction and covered with nylon canvas.

Figure 3.16. The view of warehouse from the furnace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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The warehouse below the bedroom is used as cereal storage. This room is accessed
from a single-sashed wooden door in the south of the furnace built adjacent to the
structure. There are two embrasures that narrow towards the front on the east wall of the
warehouse. The ceiling of the warehouse with soil ground is wooden joisting. Rubble

stone is observed on the plastered walls (Figure 3.16).

3.3.2. Facade Characteristics

The south facade of the Alisan Cakmur House is adjacent to Cevdet Cakmur
House, while a part of west facade is adjacent to the merek and the old barn structures
and the part up to the subbasement line the north facade is adjacent to the furnace. Stone
walls have different stone knits that show different interventions. Cut stones were used
in the corners of the structure. It is understood that window top lintel and stone cincture
of different sizes have different period bondings. The cornice made of cut stones continue
along the eastern and northern facade of the structure.

The main entrance to house is on the eastern side. The facade is bordered by
Cevdet Cakmur House in the south and by furnace in the north. The door that provides
entrance to the hall of the house is on this facade. In the south of the entrance door, there
are two windows, one belonging to the hall and one to the daily room. In the north of the
door have two windows of the bedroom and two embrasures of the warehouse on the

lower floor of the bedroom (Figure 3.17).

Figure 3.17. The cast facade of Alisan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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The part from the floor up to the threshold level of the entrance door is the
subbasement line and this part protrudes 2 cm from the facade surface. There are cornices
made of cut stone at the upper level of the facade, under the soffit. Jointings are cement
mortar on the facade where there are different stone wall bondings.

There are different stone walls on the southern and northern sides of the entrance
landing, indicating different bondings. The subbasement level in the northern part of the
facade, (the wall of warehouse) was built with coursed rubble. Two embrasure window
apertures of the warehouse were built with cut stones. Between the subbasement level
and the cornice coursed rubble stone bond was used. There are cut stones on the left and
right sides of the two windows of the bedroom. The upper surface of windows is covered
with a jack arch made of five cut stones. Both windows have cut stone sill.

In the southern part of the facade, the subbasement was built of pitch-faced rubble
stone. Today, scaffolding slots covered with cement mortar are seen on the subbasement
line. The sash of the window openings of the hall and the daily room were built with cut
stones. There are wooden lintels covered with cement plaster on the windows without
sill. In the part from the subbasement line to the top level of the window, pitch-faced
rubble stone bonding is seen. In the area between the top level of the window and the
cornice, there is a coursed rubble stone bonding. There is a wooden element that protrudes
80 cm above the window of the hall. The facade was finished with cornice, which were
placed on wooden joists that protrude 40 cm from the facade surface above the cornice.

The north-eastern facade of the structure formed the entrance facade of the furnace
area built adjacent to the structure. There is a single-sashed wooden entrance door with a
width of 124 cm and a height of 197 cm in the northeast-facing front of the furnace. There
is a lattice element 60 cm high on the exterior side of the wooden door 1. The northeast
facade of the furnace was built with pitch-faced rubble stones (Figure 3.18). There is a
lintel made of one-piece cut stone on the 22x36 cm aperture on the northeast facade.

The north facade of the Alisan Cakmur House formed the relieving northern wall
of the bedroom. On the facade, whose corners are bounded by cut stones, there is coursed
rubble masonry with cement jointings. The stone cornice element extends at the upper

level of the facade. The triangular side surface of the roof, which slopes from west to east

11, The railing door in front of the entrance door was made in order to prevent animals from entering the
interior when the entrance door is open.

41



towards one direction, with wooden base and plating, is covered with plate material on
the north side (Figure 3.19).

Figure 3.18. The northeast view of the furnace area.
(Photo: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.19. The cast facade of Alisan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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The west facade of the house can be seen from the roof of the merek and the old
barn. This facade is adjacent to the west facade of Cevdet Cakmur House in the south.
The west facade of the Alisan Cakmur House forms the back surface of the roof inclined
towards one direction, rising from the east to the west and is completely covered with
plate metal roofing material. The west wall of the bedroom is recessed to the east by107
cm and forms a recession on the facade. There is a wooden door on this recessed part

allowing access to the roof above merek through the attic (Figure 3.20).

Figure 3.20. The west facade of Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.3.3. Architectural Elements

Architectural elements in the structure; furnaces, daily room and bedroom ceilings
and ceiling roses, cornices extending along the east and north facade, wedges in the
bedroom floor and wooden element on the east side in the areas of interior and exterior

doors, windows, furnaces and daily rooms.

3.3.3.1. Doors

Doors can be analysed as entrance door, daily room door, bedroom door and

lattice element in the furnace area.
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Entrance Door: Single leaf entrance door with 1.00x2.00 m measurements and
its frame made of wood. The ceiling of the door opening is covered with wood (Figure

3.21).

Figure 3.21. Renewed entrance door during repair.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Daily Room Door: The door, which is known to be original, has an opening of
1.21x2.08 m and is biparting door (Figure 3.22). The wooden leaves open toward the
lounge/daily room and are pieced to the frame by three hinges. In the hall front of the
door has a wooden frame with the width of 14 cm and diagonal corner pieces. The
doorframe on the facade of daily room is 8 cm wide. The door, which is 24 cm thick, has

a wooden threshold of 12 cm wide and 7 cm high.
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Figure 3.22. The view of the daily room door from the daily room.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

On the both sides of the 60.5 cm wide west leaf have a door handle one each made
of cast iron (Figure 3.23). The keyhole is seen next to the door handles. There is a metal
bolt used to stick the frame on the top of the leaf (Figure 3.24). The mark of underside
bolt is seen.

Figure 3.23. Metal door handle of daily room door.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.24. The metal bolt of the daily room door.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

There is no door handle on the eastern door leaf, which is 60.5 cm wide. This leaf
has only the upper bolt. Mark of the lower bolt can be seen. In addition, there are marks
of hinges on the surface where the leaf merges with the other leaf. It is understood that
this leaf was reassembled by turning it upside down. The whole wooden door is painted
with oil paint.

Bedroom Door: The wooden door, which is known to be original, has an opening
of 1.03x 2.00 m and a depth of 22 cm, has double leafs and has 7 cm wide doorframe on
both sides. The wooden doorframe is 18 cm wide and 5 cm high. On the inside and outside
of 52 cm wide eastern door leaf has decorative metal door handles. The west leaf is 54
cm wide and has a 2 cm wide tread on which the other leaf can settle. On both leafs, there

is one metal bolt that sticks the leafs to the doorframe (Figure 3.25).
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Figure 3.25. Metal bolt and door handle
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.26. The tuirfus element.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

Tirhig: The wooden lattice on the outside of the door that provides access to the f
area is 60x124 cm and is made by the users after the repair. It is closed when the entrance

door is open to prevent animals from entering the interior. (Figure 3.26).
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3.3.3.2. Windows

Windows are analysed as sofa windows, daily room windows, bedroom windows
and warehouse windows.

Sofa window: There is a 127 cm wide, 126 cm high and 90 cm deep original
window aperture on the east side of the sofa. There are windows one each on the interior
and exterior surfaces of the window aperture. Wooden doorframes are seen on both

facade and surfaces of interior area (Figure 3.27).

Figure 3.27. The view of sofa window from the east.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019).

Figure 3.28. The view of daily room window from interior area.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Daily room window: It is a 138x111 cm window on the eastern facade of the
daily room. Window opening is 148x111 cm in the interior and 138x111 cm on the
exterior. In the narrowing part towards the exterior of the wall of 88 cm thickness, the
wooden window that has been renewed within the scope of the repair has wooden
doorframe on its facade surface. The bottom and side walls of the window opening are
plastered and painted with plastic. The ceiling of the opening is covered with wood
(Figure 3.28).

Bedroom windows: There are two windows on the eastern wall of the bedroom.
There is a distance of 104 cm between the windows. Windows that have same size,
narrow towards the exterior. The window openings are 120 cm interior and 90 cm wide
exterior. Towards the exterior, the window frames are settled in the parts where the
window opening is flattened.

The upper surface of window openings is each a jack arch made of stones by five.
The jack arch stones are wedge-shaped. Four cut stones were used as one long and one
short towards down from up on the sides of the window. Trapezoid shaped stones cut
according to the angle of the arch stone were used in the mergence of the outer arch stones
and the blocks on the windowsill. There are stone windowsills under the windows. A

crack is seen on the windowsill of the northern window (Figure 3.29).

Figure 3.29. The view from the east of the bedroom windows.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The window joinery, which are completely renewed during the repair, are divided

into two by a transverse muntin close to the upper part. The three niches, which are at the
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top of the muntin, the equal size in next two and the narrower in the middle, are stable.
Under the middle frame there are two sashes one of which is openable. The ceiling parts

of the window openings are covered with wood (Figure 3.30).

Figure 3.30. The view of bedroom north window after repair.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Warehouse windows: On the eastern wall of the warehouse, there are two
embrasure windows opening equally sized, enlarging towards exterior. The windows
have an opening of 68x 62 cm on the interior and 15x27 cm on the facade. The window
openings are flattened starting from 12 cm behind the facade surface. The bonding timber
pass through the windows indoors. The ceilings of the window openings are covered with
wood. Window openings are unplastered, but soil plaster ruins are seen on the opening

grounds (Figure 3.31).

Figure 3.31. The view from indoors of the north window of the warehouse.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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There is no woodwork in the windows. There is an ornamented cast iron bar on
the north window. It is understood that this element was made to prevent the entrance of

animals to the area used as grain storage (Figure 3.32 and Figure 3.33).

Figure 3.32. Warehouse north window and metal bar element.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.33. Warehouse south window.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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3.3.3.3. Fireplaces

These are sofa fireplace and its niche and two fireplaces in furnace.

Sofa Fireplace and Its Niche: On the western wall of the sofa, there is semi-
circle arched fireplace which have a 70 cm opening and 71 cm height. In the north of the
fireplace is a niche measuring 18x20 cm on the south side of the bedroom wall (Figure 3.
34 and Figure 3.35).

Figure 3.34. Sofa fireplace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.35. Sofa fireplace niche.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

52



Fireplaces in Furnace: There are two fireplaces, one is one-chambered and other
is two on the western wall of the furnace. Today these fireplaces are used in the south.
The fireplace with damaged cover is 68 cm wide. There is a 39x32 cm chamber under
this fireplace. The northern fireplace is 68 cm wide and 115 cm high. The arch of the
fireplace at the ground level is in good condition. However, it is not used because its flue
is damaged.

The fireplaces have dome-like covers. The soil plaster ruins on the surfaces of the
covers are seen. The fireplaces, which were largely destroyed during the earthquake, were

partially repaired by the users (Figure 3.36).

Figure 3.36. Fireplaces in the furnace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.3.3.4. Ceilings

The ceilings were analysed as the ceiling and the rose of daily room and the ceiling
and the rose of bedroom.

Daily Room Ceiling: The original ornamented wooden ceiling belonging to daily
room has survived to today. The ceiling, which its profile is surrounded by a lath, is
divided into 16x16 cm squares with 3.5 cm wide profiled wooden laths (Figure 3.37).
The square surfaces where the ceiling merges the walls are enriched with floral motifs.
Among the floral motifs, a motif consisting of interwoven squares is repeated (Figure 3.

38).
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Figure 5.37. The ceiling of the daily room.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.38. Detail of the mergence of daily room ceiling with the wall.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The ceiling rose is located 9-square-part in the middle ceiling. The rose is in the
form of a 17-angled star. There are spiral plant motifs on the ceiling rose extend
decreasing from the corners to the center. From oral sources'? it was learned that this
detail was designed by Emin Usta and that it was put on the ceiling after engraved into
wood by Molla Mehmet (Figure 3.39).

12 Alisan Cakmur (b. 1931, d. 2008), Tiirkan Cakmur (b. 1932).
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Figure 3.39. The rose detail of daily room ceiling.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Bedroom Ceiling: The original wooden covering of ceiling of the bedroom was
changed during repair. The original ceiling consists of the wooden profiles that are 8 cm
wide placed on a timber cover extending along the southeast-northwest axis and leaves
from the walls with a 10 cm wide sash.

The original ceiling rose was cut and placed on the original reconstructed ceiling
during the repair. The rose consists of a 16-angled star, placed on a 110-centimeter circle.
The element known to be made by Greek users consists of floral motifs narrowing

towards the centre, similar to the ceiling rose in the daily room (Figure 3.40).

Figure 3.40. The detail of bedroom ceiling rose.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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3.3.3.5. Wedges

There are 3 chocks measuring 10x12 cm on the wooden ground of the bedroom.
It is understood that these chocks close the holes the warehouse used for storage to spread
grain and which is located below the bedroom (Figure 3.41).

Figure 3.41. The wedge on the bedroom ground.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.3.3.6. Cornice

The 20 cm wide stone cornice extends along the eastern and north facade of the
Alisan Cakmur House and the east and south facades of the Cevdet Cakmur House and
protrude 9 cm from the facade surfaces. The differences in material and size in the cut

stone forming the cornice indicate interventions at different periods.

3.3.3.7. Wooden Element on the East Facade

There is a wooden element protruding 80 cm from the surface of the facade 110

cm above the sofa window of Alisan Cakmur House (Figure 3.42). It is believed that this

element was used to carry material with rope to the roof, which was originally soil.
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Figure 3.42. Wooden element on the east facade.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.3.4. Construction Technique and Use of Materials

The southern part with sofa, daily room and bathroom of the Alisan Cakmur
House, is single-storey, and the northern part with bedroom and warehouse is two-storey.
The furnace is located to the north of the structure and was built adjacent to the
warehouse. The subbasement extending along the east facade at the threshold level of the
entrance door, protrudes 2 cm from the surface of the facade.

The exterior walls of the house were built with stone material by masonry
technique and no bonding timber were used on the load-bearing stone walls. On the
exterior, cut stones were used in the corners of the structure and on the ledges of windows
and doors. The wall separating the sofa and the bedroom, the wall separating the daily
room and the bathroom, and the wall separating the Cevdet Cakmur House and the Alisan
Cakmur House were built with a wooden frame system. The wall separating the sofa and
the daily room, and the wall separating the sofa and the daily room, were built in masonry
technique with solid bricks.

Alisan Cakmur House is covered with a free-standing roof, coated metal sheet,
wooden base, forming 40 cm wide eaves along the east facade, which decreases from
west to east. The triangular shaped side roof surface on the northern side of Alisan
Cakmur House is also covered with sheet metal material. The entrance landing is covered

by a lean-to roof with wooden base, coated sheet, which decreases from west to east.
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Sofa and bathroom floors are covered with 30x30 cm ceramic. Daily room and
bedroom floors are covered with average 24 cm wide covering woods extending in the
north-south direction. The floors of the warehouse and furnace area are soil.

The ceilings in the sofa, daily room, bedroom and bathroom are made of wood.
The ceilings of the warehouse and the furnace are uncoated wooden joisting.

The outer walls of the building are unplastered. There are plastic paints on gypsum
plaster on the interior walls of the sofa, daily room, bedroom and bathroom area. The
interior walls of the furnace and warehouse are unplastered, but there are ruins of soil
plaster on the domed cover coat of the fireplaces in the furnace and in the window

openings of the warehouse.

3.4. Architectural Analysis of Cevdet Cakmur House

Cevdet Cakmur House was built adjacent to the Alisan Cakmur House in its north
and the old barn buildings in its west. Building is located in the southwest of Adnan

Gakmur House, in the north of the guest house and machine house, in the northeast of the

new barns and in the southeast of the merek.

3.4.1. Plan Characteristics

Cevdet Cakmur House is one-storey and it consists of three areas. These areas are

hall, daily room and bedroom (Figure 3.43).

Figure 3.43. The view of the Cevdet Cakmur House from the northeast.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)
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The house is accessed from the entrance landing measuring 1.50x1.16 m which is
on the east facade of the house and reached by two stone steps. The stone steps and
landing are surrounded by wood railings. The upper surface of the landing is covered with

sheet metal material inclined single direction (Figure 3.44).

Figure 3.44. Entrance landing of Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The hall is entered through a wooden door with a top window, single wing,
measuring 104x240 cm, on the east side of the house. In the west of hall measuring

1.01x4.14 m has a daily room and a bedroom in its south (Figure 3.45).

Figure 3.45. The view of the hall from the entrance door.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)
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The daily room in west of the hall is accessed by a single-sashed wooden door
measuring 116x171 cm. There is a window measuring 142x142 cm on the south wall of
the 15.5 m?sized daily room and the original fireplace on the north wall (Figure 3.46 and
Figure 3.47).

Figure 3.46. The view of daily room in Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.47. The view of daily room fireplace from the south.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)
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The bedroom is accessed from a single-sashed wooden door measuring 119x186
cm on the south wall of the hall. This room is in 4.02x2.85 m and covers 142x142 cm on

the eastern wall (Figure 3.48).

Figure 3.48. The view of the bedroom from the hall.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

3.4.2. Facade Characteristics

The north facade of Cevdet Cakmur House is adjacent to the Alisan Cakmur
House and the west facade is adjacent to the old barn. Cut stones were used in the corners
of the building. There are different stone bonding and concrete bond beam on the walls
showing different period bondings. The cornice made of cut stones continue along the

east facade of the building.

3.4.2.1. East Facade

The east facade of Cevdet Cakmur House is the main facade to which the building
is accessed and is adjacent to the east facade of the Alisan Cakmur House in its north. On
the facade, there are two openings of the entrance door and the bedroom window. The
reinforced concrete beam with an average width of 20 cm extending along the facade is
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seen on these openings. The subbasement line and cornice on the east facade of Alisan
Cakmur House go along east facade of Cevdet Cakmur House. One-direction inclined,
wood base and metal sheeting roof forms eaves protruding 40 cm over the facade.

In the mergence of the east and south facade, obfuscatory cut stones arranged from
subbasement line up to the reinforced concrete beam were used. The same stone masonry
is seen at the ledges of the window and door openings on the facade. The subbasement
part, which protrudes 2 cm from the surface of the facade, is built with pitch-faced stone.
In the part between the sub-basement line and the windowsill, serial rubble stones were
used. The ledges of the windows between the reinforced concrete beam and the
windowsills made of cut stones were built with cut stones. Between the reinforced

concrete beam and the cornice, both rubble and cut stone bonding are seen (Figure 3.49).

Figure 3.49. The east facade of Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.4.2.2. South Facade

The south facade of the building merges precipitously to the eastern wall of the
old barn. The facade consists of the south wall of the daily room and the triangular
wooden surface formed by the roof slope. On the facade, there is a daily room window
and a wooden door on the side surface of the roof. Cut stones were used in the corner of
the facade and on the ledges of the daily room window. The triangular wooden surface
formed by the slope of the roof and the wall of daily room; 6 cm wide wooden moulding

passes over 22 cm of the window (Figure 3.50).
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Figure 3.50. The east facade of Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.4.2.3. West Facade

The west facade can be seen over the old barn. The facade, which consists of the

back surface of the roof space, is metal covered with metal sheet (Figure 3.51).

Figure 3.51. The west facade of Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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3.4.3. Architectural Elements

Under the title of architectural elements, doors, windows and fireplace of daily

room were analysed.

3.4.3.1. Doors

The doors were analysed as entrance doors and interior doors.
Entrance Door: The entrance door on the east side of the house is 104x240 cm.
Single-leaf door and doorframes and sill are wooden. The abat-jour window on the

entrance door provides lighting of the hall area (Figure 3.52).

Figure 3.52. The view of the entrance door from the east.
(Source: Bahadir Kiizeci, 2019)

Interior Doors: The doors of bedroom and daily room are made of wood and
have single leaf. The daily room door measures 116 X 171 cm and the bedroom door

measures 119 X 186 cm.
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3.4.3.2. Windows

The windows were analysed as daily room and bedroom windows.

Daily Room Window: Daily room window is on the south facade and is wood.
The window opening that extends from the interior area to the outside is 163 cm indoors;
142 cm wide on the facade. The depth of the window opening is 84 cm. The window
frame measures 142x142 cm. The upper part of the window, which is divided into three
vertically, is stable. In the lower part, there are three stable sashes on the two sides and
the opening in the middle.

On the exterior, both sides of the window are bordered by one short and one long

four cut stones (Figure 3.53).

Figure 3.53. Cevdet Cakmur House, daily room window.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Bedroom Window: The bedroom window is located on the east facade and is
made of wood. The window aperture that extends from the interior area to the exterior is
163 cm indoors; 142 cm wide on the facade. The depth of the opening of the window is
52 cm. The window frame and its joineries are similar to the daily room windows (Figure
3.54).
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Figure 3.54. The bedroom window of Cevdet Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.4.3.3. Fireplace

The fireplace of the house is on the northern wall of the daily room and 75 cm
away from the western wall of the room. The fireplace measuring 109x168 cm has a depth
of 85 cm. The face of the fireplace, which opens into the room, is arranged with an
ornamental stone facing, cusped arches. There are geometric and floral motif reliefs on

the furnace which has symmetrical ornament (Figure 3.55 and Figure 3.56).

Figure 3.55. Cevdet Cakmur House, the fireplace in the daily room.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.56. Reliefs on fireplace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.4.4. Construction Technique and Use of Material

The exterior walls of the house were built in masonry technique with stone
material and cement mortar. The 20 cm high concrete bonding over the openings on the
east facade extends along the facade. Cut stones was used in the corners of the building
and on the ledges of windows and doors. The interior walls of the housing are built with
cinder block. The wall separating Cevdet Cakmur House and Alisan Cakmur House was
built with wooden skeleton system.

Cevdet Cakmur House is covered with a free-standing roof, coated metal sheet,
wooden base, forming 40 cm wide eaves along the east facade, decreasing from west to
east. The triangular shaped side roof surface on the southern side of the Cevdet Cakmur
House is covered with wood. The entrance landing is covered by a lean-to roof with
wooden base, coated metal sheet, descending from west to east.

The floor of the house is covered with 6 cm wide wooden veneer boards. All three
areas in the house have a wooden lath ceiling.

All the internal walls of the house are unplastered. The exterior walls are covered

with cement plaster and plastic paint.

3.5. Architectural Analysis of Adnan Cakmur House

Adnan Cakmur House is located in the southeast of the Bardiz Mosque, in the east

of the Alisan Cakmur House and in the south of the Kiizeci Houses. The building was
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used as a police station until the 1950s, and then was purchased by Sabri Cakmur, the
father of Alisan and Adnan Cakmur, with a tender organized by the Senkaya District

Governorate.

3.5.1. Plan Characteristics

Adnan Cakmur House has two floors and consists of four rooms. The sofa on the
ground floor of the building; there are two bedrooms on east of the sofa. In the basement,
there is a cellar. The ground floor and the basement are accessed from different
elevations.

The entrance to the house is provided from the entrance landing, where the floor
has been demolished, on the right side of the north facade of the building. The upper
surface of landing is covered with one-direction inclined, wooden base and metal sheeting
lean-to roof. There is a rectangle opening fireplace on the retaining wall to the west of
the entrance landing.

It is entered by a double-leaf, abat-jour wooden door to the sofa from the entrance
landing. The sofa measures 8.75x3.30 m and is divided into two parts by a wooden wall
as the north and the south. The northern part of the hall measures 4.70x3.30 m and has a
58 cm fireplace on the western wall. From the northern part of the sofa to the southern
part, it is reached by a double-leaf, wooden door on a wooden wall. The southern part
measures 4.00x3.3 m. The only window in the area is on the south wall.

It is accessed by a double-leaf wooden door on the eastern wall of the northern
part the hall to the bedroom in the northern. There are two wooden frame windows
opening on the eastern wall of the room measures 2.95x4.60 m.

It is reached by a double-leaf, wooden door on the eastern wall of southern part to
the southern bedroom. The area has two equal size window openings on the eastern wall
measures 3.20x4.15 m.

The basement of the building is reached by a wooden frame door opening on the
eastern wall of the entrance landing (Figure 3.57). There is a single-leaf wooden door
which provides access to the cellar on the south wall of the middle area is in ruins. There
are 8 studs with circular sections that carry the ceiling, the cellar measures 8.90x6.65 m
(Figure 3.58). The area is lighted by three embrasures on the east wall and one embrasure

on the south wall.
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Figure 3.57. Door under the landing providing access to the basement of the building
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

Figure 3.58. The view of the cellar from the entrance door.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.5.2. Facade Characteristics

Adnan Cakmur House is located on a field rising from east to west and the western
side of the house reclines against the grade. For this reason, the building receives daylight

from the eastern facade.
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Cut stones were used at the corners of the building and at the ledges of the window
openings. In the other parts there are coursed rubble stone bonding. Stones of different
colours and textures can be seen on the facade surfaces indicating different interventions.

North Facade: The facade where the entrance to the building is provided, is the
north facade. Due to the slop of the land, the western part of the facade is single-storey
and the eastern part is two-storey. The opening on the north facade is the only entrance
door of the building.

The retaining wall to the west of the facade and the landing extending along the
facade were largely demolished. In the coursed rubble stone facing walls, material loss,
vegetation and colour changes are seen (Figure 3.59).

East Facade: The east facade of the building is formed by the eastern walls of the
entrance landing, bedrooms and cellar. To the north of the facade, there is a single-storey
entrance landing built adjacent to the building. On the eastern wall of the landing there is
a wooden frame door opening which have heavily destroyed (Figure 3.60 and Figure
3.61).

On the surface of the facade, there are four vertical rectangular bedroom windows
and three embrasures of the cellar. Between the embrasures and the bedroom windows
there are wooden arranged slots along the facade.

There are cut stones around the window openings and in the corners of the facade,

and the remaining surfaces are coursed rubble stone bonding.

Figure 3.59. The north facade of Adnan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.60. The east facade of Adnan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.61. Door opening on the eastern wall of the entrance landing.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

South Facade: The south facade of the building consists of the southern part of
the sofa on the ground floor, the southern bedroom and the south facade of the cellar on
the basement floor. Due to the slop of the land, the western part of the cellar facade is

underground (Figure 3.62).
On the facade, there is a wooden lintel sofa window on the ground floor and a

embrasure of the cellar on the basement floor. In the eastern corner of the facade, there
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are cut stones, and on the other surfaces there are coursed rubble stone bonding (Figure
3.63).

Figure 3.62. The south facade of Adnan Cakmur House.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.63. The view of the south facade from the southeast.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

West Facade: Due to the slop of the land rising from east to west, the west facade
of Adnan Cakmur House can be partially seen. There is no opening on the facade which

was built with the coursed rubble stone bonding (Figure 3.64).
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Figure 3.64. The view of the west facade from Alisan Cakmur House
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

3.5.3. Architectural Elements

The architectural elements of the building were examined as windows and

fireplaces.

3.5.3.1. Windows

The windows are the sofa window, the windows in the bedrooms and the cellar
windows.

Sofa window: Sofa window is on southern wall of the sofa and the opening is
adjacent to the ceiling. The window opening is 96x112 cm indoors and 86x92 cm on the
exterior. The walls of the aperture are unplastered, and its ceiling is timber cover.
Wooden window frame and metal railings are placed in the part where the window
aperture is flattened towards the exterior.

There is a wooden lintel on the exterior on the window opening. The right and left

side of the opening and windowsill is cut stone (Figure 3.65 and Figure 3.66).
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Figure 3.65. The view of sofa window from interior.
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

Figure 3.66. The view of sofa window from the south.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Windows in bedrooms: There are found equal window openings on the east wall
of the bedrooms. The window opening narrows towards the exterior. The openings are
106 cm wide interior and 90 cm wide exterior. In the parts where the window opening is
flattened towards the exterior, woodwork windows are placed in two vertically and four
horizontally (Figure 3.67).
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The upper surface of window openings is flat arched each made of five stones.
The flat arched stones are wedge-shaped. The four cut stones were used as one long and
one short from down to up on the ledges of the window. There are stone windowsills

under the windows (Figure 3.68).

Figure 3.67. The south window of the south bedroom.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.68. The windows of south bedroom.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Cellar windows: There are three embrasures on the eastern wall of the cellar and
one embrasure on its south wall. The openings narrow from the interior to the facade.
Equally sized windows have an opening of 116x130 cm on the interior and 18x27 cm on

the exterior. The window openings are flattened starting from 14 cm behind the facade
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surface. The timber beam pass over the windows at the interior. Cut stone on the right
and left of the unplastered window openings and rubble stone bonding on the floor are
seen. The ceiling of the openings is covered with wood. The embrasures are formed with

cut stones on the facade (Figure 3.69 and Figure 3.70).

Figure 3.69. The view of the embrasure on the east facade from interior.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.70. Embrasures on the east fagade.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.5.3.2. Fireplaces

The fireplaces are located in the sofa and in the entrance landing.
Sofa fireplace: The semi-circular arched fireplace is in on the west wall of the

north part of the sofa. There are cut stone curbs on the left and right sides of the fireplace.
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It is seen arch bases which is profiled stone on cut stone curbs. There is a semi-circular
arch consisting of three cut stones on the bases (Figure 3.71).

There is a 12x12 cm niche 60 cm above fireplace not used today (Figure 3.72).

Figure 3.71. Sofa fireplace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.72. Niche above the sofa fireplace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Entrance landing fireplace: There is a fireplace 60x76 cm with rectangular

opening on the retaining wall to the west of the entrance landing (Figure 3.73).
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Figure 3.73. Entrance landing fireplace.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.5.4. Construction Technique and Use of Material

The building is located on sloping land rising from east to west. The western part
of the basement floor of the 2-storey Adnan Cakmur House is on the bedrock. The house
was built by masonry technique with stone material. Cut stones were used in the corners
of the building and on the ledges of windows and doors.

The exterior walls of the house are made of masonry rubble stones. The walls
between the bedrooms and the sofa and the walls between the southern and northern
bedrooms were built as timber framed block.

The wooden and coated metal sheet hipped roof cover the house. The entrance
landing is covered by a lean-to roof with wooden base, coated metal sheet decreasing
from south to north. Roof carrier and sheeting have been largely damaged.

The wooden floor of the entrance landing has been largely demolished. The sofa
and bedroom floors are covered with an average width of 24 cm wood strips. Sofa and
south bedroom timber flooring, in the north-south direction; the north bedroom flooring
Is in the east-west direction. The cellar floor is soil.

The destroyed ceilings of the sofa and bedrooms are wooden ceilings with batten

cleat. The ceiling of the cellar is wooden joisting (Figure 3.74).
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Figure 3.74. The mergence of southern and western wall and ceiling of the sofa.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The exterior walls of the building and the interior walls of the cellar are
unplastered. Plaster in powder form, which is largely damaged is seen on the load-bearing
walls of the ground floor. On the baffle walls, there is plaster made by lath and plaster
technique (Figure 3.75, Figure 3.76 and Figure 3.77).

Figure 3.75. The mergence of the south bedroom and the south wall of the building.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.76. The west wall of the building.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.77. The north window of the south bedroom.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.6. Architectural Analysis of the Old Barn

Old Barn is adjacent to the merek to its north, the new stables to its south and
Cevdet Cakmur House to its east. Building is located to the southwest of Alisan Cakmur
House, to the west of the machine house and guest house (Figure 3.78).
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Figure 3.78. The mergence of old barns and new barns in its south
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

3.6.1. Plan Characteristics

The old barn is one-storey and consists of two parts as the north and the south.
The northern and southern parts are divided by the circular wooden posts and wooden
screens (Figure 3.79).

The building is entered by a single-leaf wooden door measuring 120x185 cm on
the east wall of the southern part. The southern part measures 9.75x12.20 m and is
supported by 19 circular cross wooden studs of various sizes (Figure 3.80). The area is
lighted with a window aperture of 55x66 cm on the eastern wall.

The northern part is reached from the 2.65 m wide opening in the north of the
southern part. There is a wooden door providing entrance to merek area on the north wall
of the southern part measuring 7.90x11.70 m (Figure 3.81). The area is lighted by an abat-

jour in the east and west of the corbelled ceiling.
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Figure 3.79. Serial of wooden posts separating the northern and southern parts.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.80. The view of the southern part from the entrance door. The wall on the left
separates the old barn and new barns (Photograph: Author, 2019).
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Figure 3.81. The view of the wall between the northern part and the merek from the south
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

Both the northern and southern parts of the old barn are similarly planned. On the
north and south walls of the symmetrically built areas have the poultry mangers®®. Both

parts are covered with corbelled ceilings.

3.6.2. Facade Characteristics

The north facade of the old barn is adjacent to the merek, the south facade is
adjacent to the new barns, and the northern part of east facade is adjacent to the Cevdet
Cakmur House. Building, which has garden belonging to Turhan Kiizeci to its west, only
examined the east facade.

East Facade: The east facade has a width of 8.06 m and is adjacent to Cevdet
Cakmur House in the north and new barns in the south. There are 2 apertures on the
facade. In the north of the facade, there is an entrance door adjacent to the southern wall
of Cevdet Cakmur House. Door opening has wooden lintel, frame and leaf. There is a
window opening with wooden lintel and wooden frame in the 1.15 m south of the door

opening. The facade wall is made of rubble stone (Figure 3.82).

13 Manger: Element for the feeding of animals in the barn, ready-to-feed and dry food, such as the element
put.
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Figure 3.82. The east facade of the old barn.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.6.3. Construction Technique and Use of Material

The building was built by masonry technique with stone material. Rubble bonding
is seen on the unplastered walls. The area, measuring 17.85x12.00 m, was separated into
two parts as the north and the south, with a wooden wall.

The upper surface of the northern and southern parts is covered corbelled ceiling.
The corbelled ceilings are supported by circular wooden posts. The exterior surface of
the ceiling is covered with soil. There are 2 skylights in the east and west of the northern
part (Figure 3.83).

Figure 3.83. The west wall and corbelled ceiling of the southern part.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Levelling concrete was poured by the users of the building on the floor of the old
barn. The decomposed wooden posts in front of the walls were replaced with wooden
posts of different sizes (Figure 3.84).

Figure 3.84. Corbelled ceiling and skylight of the northern part.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.7. Architectural Analysis of Merek Area

Merek area is adjacent to Enver Sahin House in the north and to the ruined
building of the General Directorate of National Real Estate property today, to Alisan
Cakmur House in the east, to the Old Barn in the south, and to ashane* of Enver Sahin

House in the west.

3.7.1. Plan Characteristics

The single storey merek area consists of a single volume. Merek is accessed from
a single leaf wooden door measuring 120x183 cm on the northern wall of the old barn
(Figure 3.85). The merek area, almost rectangular planned, protrudes to east 91 cm along

the western wall of the bedroom of Alisan Cakmur House.

14 The part of the house where the food is cooked, and which includes a stove.
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Figure 3.85. The door providing passage from the old barn to the merek.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

In front of the rubble stone walls surrounding the area, wooden posts of different
sizes are arranged. The average of 45 cm wide floor, where the posts are arranged, is
raised about 50 cm with rubble stone bonding and between the posts a manger was

designed by covering with wood in front of its!® (Figure 3. 86).

Figure 3.86. The manger on the western wall.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

15 Element for the feeding of animals in the barn, ready-to-feed and dry food, such as the element put.

86



There are second serial wooden posts at an average distance of 2.00 m from the
walls. The studs surround an area of 8.20x5.45 m which is 8 cm below the merek ground
level. The 4 in the corners of the 10 studs are circular cross-section and have an average
diameter of 35 cm. The other six studs with a square cross-section have an average size
of 25x25 cm. The second serial studs support the corbelled roof. The skylights in the

north and south of the corbelled ceiling light the area.

3.7.2. Facade Characteristics

The building (the old house of Settar Bayraktar), which belongs to the General
Directorate of National Real Estate, which is located to the north of the merek area
surrounded by buildings, has been largely destroyed. For this reason, the north facade of
merek can be observed.

North Facade: The north facade consists of a masonry wall without opening

made of rubble stones of various sizes (Figure 3.87).

Figure 3.87. The north facade of the merek building.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.7.3. Architectural / Structural Elements

Wooden Posts: There are two wooden posts each with square cross-section in

the east and west and one square cross-section each wooden posts in the north and south,
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of the area measuring 8.20x5.45 m in the center of the merek area. The wooden posts
supporting the corbelled ceiling have an average cross-section of 25x25 cm and consist

of 3 sections: base, shaft and capital (Figure 3.88).

Figure 3.88. The wooden carrier in the north of merek center.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

The base sections are made of cut stone. The 60x60 cm bases have a height of 6
cm (Figure 3.89). Square cross-section posts are placed on the bases. The posts on the
east and west of the center are approximately 2 m; the posts on the north and south have
an average height of 1.5 m. The corners of the posts were cut above the 145 cm base level
(Figure 3.90).

Figure 3.89. Cut stone base.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.90. Notches on the post.
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

On the posts, there are wooden capitals with an average length of 110 cm and a
height of 25 cm (Figure 3. 91). The capitals, where lower surfaces were sharpened as 3
convex and 1 concave, have symmetric regularity. The timber joists with circular cross-
sections, which support the corbelled ceiling, were placed to upper surface of capitals

(Figure 3.92).

Figure 3.91. Wooden capital.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.92. The mergence of wooden capital and ceiling joist.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Corbelled Ceiling: The upper surface of area measuring 8.20x5.45 m in the
center of the building is covered by a corbelled ceiling with skylight. Ceiling is supported
by a series of 3 series of wooden joist, which its end is sharpened in the form of
hammerhead, rising towards the center of the area. There are skylights in the north and

south of the corbelled ceiling (Figure 3.93).

Figure 3.93. Corbelled ceiling and skylight and wooden joist sharpened in the form of
hammerhead its ends (Photograph: Author, 2019).
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3.7.4. Construction Technique and Use of Material

The building has masonry rubble stone walls. Soil mortar is seen between the
stones. The wooden studs arranged in front of the wall and around the center supported
joists with a circular cross-section approximately 60 cm diameter. Above circular cross-
section joists there are wooden joists, sharpened in the form of hammerhead, descending
towards the exterior and enter into the rubble stone wall (Figure 3.94). The hammerhead
joists supported another circular cross-section joist beam by protruding 100 cm from its
under joist towards the center. The system is repeated 3 series vertically ends with

skylight. The area is covered with soil (Figure 3.95).

Figure 3.94. Schematic section drawing of merek’s east wall.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.95. The corner mergence of hammerhead joists.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Levelling concrete was poured by the users of the building on the floor of the
merek area. The rotted wooden posts in front of the walls were replaced with wooden

posts of different sizes.

3.8. Architectural Analysis of Machine House and Guest House

The adjacent machine house and guest house buildings, built in the 1940s, are
now in ruins. Buildings are located to the south of the Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet
Gakmur House, to the east of the old barn and to the northeast of the new barns. The plan
schemes of the building group and the architectural east belonging to the machine house

and architectural elements were partially observed (Figure 3.96).

Figure 3.96. The view of the machine house and guest house from the old barn (from
west) (Photograph: Author, 2019).
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3.8.1. Machine House (Milk House)

The machine house is entered by a wooden door with single-leaf, wooden lintel
and frame on the north wall. The area is about 25 m?and built with rubble stone bonding
by masonry technique. Cut stones were used at the opening corners and ledges of the
building. Soil mortar is observed inside the walls. The exterior is unplastered. Interior
surface the walls, there are ruins of soil plaster and whitewash (Figure 3.97).

Figure 3.97. The view of the machine house from the north.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

On the eastern wall, there are 2 window openings with wooden frames enlarging
from the interior to the exterior (Figure 3.98). The upper surface of the window openings,
there is wood in the interior and stone lintel on the exterior (Figure 3.99). The stone lintel
of the southern window was sharpened like the flat arches above the window openings of
the bedroom of Alisan Cakmur House. Ruins of a fireplace are seen on the southern wall

adjacent to the ruins of another building (Figure 3.100).
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Figure 3.98. East facade of the machine house.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 3.99. The windows on the east wall of the machine house.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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Figure 3.100. The ruins of the fireplace on the south wall of the machine house.
(Photograph: Author, 2019).

3.8.2. Guest House

The guest house is located to the west of the machine house and on its upper level.
The ground floor of the building, according to oral sources®®, covers on the machine
house by extending to the east. The entrance to the building is from the west. The ruins
of the building indicate that there were two rooms in the western part of the building. In

the masonry walls, rubble stone bonding with soil mortar is seen (Figure 3.101).

Figure 3.101. The view of the guest house from the northeast.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

16 Alisan Cakmur (b. 1931, d. 2008), Tiirkan Cakmur (b. 1931).
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3.9. Architectural Analysis of New Barns

New barns consist of two adjacent barns built next to the south wall of the old
barn, are accessed from south direction. It is known that the barn in the west was built
during the period under Russian rule (1877-1917) and that the barn in the east was built
in the first quarter of the 20th century. New barns were purchased by Alisan Cakmur in
1973%7.

New barns are located to the southwest of the machine house and guest house.
The building group consists of two barns and were built with rubble stone bonding by
masonry technique. Cut stones were used at the opening corners and ledges of the
building. There are 2 entrance doors on the south facade and two windows each on the
east and west facades. Window and door lintels are wooden. The upper surface of the
building group consists of the lean-to roof with sheet metal-cover, wooden base and
inclined in single direction, descending to the south starting from the north and forming

eaves along the south facade (Figure 3.102 and Figure 3.103).

Figure 3.102. The south facade of the new barns.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

17 Oral Resources: Alisan Cakmur (b. 1931, d. 2008), Tiirkan Cakmur (b. 1931), Zeki Cakmur (b. 1963),
Turhan Cakmur (b. 1952).
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Figure 3.103. The view of the new barns from the northeast.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

3.10. Restitution of Cakmur Houses

Restitution works were prepared to determine the architectural features of the
buildings when they were first built or in certain periods. In the restitution of Cakmur
Houses building group; the measured drawings of the Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet
Cakmur House and merek structure made by Sirmaci Architecture in 2010, traces from

the buildings and oral sources were used.
3.10.1. History of Cakmur Family and Cakmur Houses'®

The oldest known ancestor belonging to the Cakmur family is Abdullah Hoca,
one of the Mollamehmetogullari. According to historical inferences; Between 1820 and
1830, Abdullah Hoca, with Mustafa (known as Cakmur Aga), Mehmet (Molla Mehmet)
and Salli, who were his wife and children were subjected to forced migration from Ahiska
region in the Caucasus and settled today in Aydinkdy which is under the rule of Ardanug
District of Artvin (formerly known as Danzot). The family (5 people) emigrated to Bardiz
as a result of a disagreement experienced in Aydinkdy (Danzot) on an unspecified date

(Figure 2.12).

8 The information given in this section is with Memet Zeki Cakmur (b.1963) on 12.02.2018 and
26.03.2018, with Turhan Cakmur (b. 1952) on 28.03.218 and with Alanur Cakmur on 27.03.2018 and
03.04.2018. (b.1955) was obtained as a result of oral interviews.
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The basic source of living of the family in Bardiz was milling. The structures
known as Uguk Degirmenler in the region today were built by Mollamehmetoglu
Abdullah Hoca. He solved the accommodation problem of the family by building new
houses. For this purpose, two houses in the north-south direction and a merek (now known
as barn and sheepfold) next to the western wall of the northern house were built?®,

After the Ottoman-Russian War of 1877-1878, it is known that the family lived
under the Russian rule for 1 to 3 years with non-Muslims (Greeks, Russians and
Malakans) in Bardiz. After this period, the head of the family Abdullah Hoca, together
with some of the village people, applied to the Immigration Commission and requested
to immigrate. Pursuant to the agreement between the two states, Zara and Elbistan located
within the Ottoman border were shown as residences to Muslim families. However, 40-
50 households, including the Cakmur Family, went to the idyllic village Cilhoroz, about
30 km away from Bardiz, and repaired the ruined houses and settled there. Minorities in
Czarist Russia were settled in the residences that Muslim people abandoned in Bardiz.

Until 1914, the settlement continued in Cilhoroz. After the start of World War I,
Cilhoroz came under Russian control, irregular immigration began and enlarged to the
west. Many members of the family lost their lives in various places during these dates

due to epidemics and war.

Figure 2.12. The grave of Abdullah Hoca from Mollamehmetogullari in igmesu Village
of Senkaya (Photograph: Author, 2019).

9 Village houses, where the products such as grass, hay, animal feed is stored in the section called merek.
The merek section of the Cakmur Houses was used in accordance with its original function until the
third quarter of the 20th century. After this date, it was used as a small livestock barn. For this reason,
the merek section is also referred to as the Davar Komu and stable.
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The two sons of Cakmur Aga, Sabri and Abdullah, were soldiers at the Orient
Front during those dates. Abdullah, the grandson of Cakmur Aga who went to Malatya,
stayed in Malatya and did not return. After the disruption of the regular army, Sabri
Cakmur also settled in Urut village under the control of Russian (today this village is
under Oltu district and its name was changed to Cayustt). Sabri Cakmur and his family

settled in Bardiz when Bardiz remained within the borders of National Pact in 1921.

3.10.2. Restitution Problems of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet
Cakmur House, Merek, Adnan Cakmur House and Old

Barn

Sufficient information about the building group could not be obtained from the
archive documents and the literature. Traces from the buildings, comparative study in the
building group, measured survey drawings made by Sirmaci Architecture in 2010, oral
sources and architectural requirements were used to determine the original, changed and

lost parts in the building group.

3.10.2.1. Restitution Problems of Alisan Cakmur House

The ground level of the open area to the east of Alisan Cakmur and Cevdet
Cakmur Houses was raised as a result of laying the soil in garret here during the
restoration works. The door of the machine house, which is 1 m below the ground level,
gives information about the original ground level.

According to the oral sources, the house consists of the daily room, sofa and cellar
in the original period. One of the most important changes in the structure was the addition
of a bedroom to the north of Alisan Cakmur House. The bedroom was added by Greek
users between 1881 and 1921. The western wall of the dwelling, making the indentation
in the bedroom section to the east, the changing patterns of stone weave around the
window spaces on the east side of the bedroom and other parts of the house and the
information obtained from the oral sources confirm this information.

Another restitution problem is the removal of the wooden skeleton wall that
divides the sofa space in the east-west direction. The elevation difference between the

eastern and western parts of the hall and the faced wooden struts on the north and south
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walls and the wooden beam carried by the pillars indicate that the hall consisted of two
parts. The western part, where the sofa fireplace is located on the western wall was used
as a cooking space. According to oral sources, the part dividing the sofa was removed
during repairs in the 1970s.

During the restoration work in 2010, the space to the west of the daily room was
transformed into a bathroom and toilet. This section, which opens to the cooking space
of the sofa was used as a cellar before 2010 according to oral sources. In the survey
drawings made by Sirmaci1 Architecture, the floor of the space is soil.

Nowadays, the wooden roof coated with sheet metal inclined in one direction,
covers the structure. The stone roller, which came out of the roof during the restoration
applications in 2010, indicates that the original roof was a flat roof covered with soil.
According to oral sources, during the repairs made in the 1970s, the house was covered
with a wooden roof coated with sheet metal.

According to oral sources; the southern wall, with a wooden frame, that separates
the sofa from the daily room and cellar, was built in its original place with solid bricks
during the repair works carried out in the 1970s.

According to oral sources; in the 1970s, a wall was built to the northeast of the
open fireplaces, and the space was covered with a one-sided inclined wooden roof. The
differences in the colour, size and bond technique of the northeast wall of the furnace and
the stones used on the east facade of the Alisan Cakmur House confirm this information.

According to oral sources; the fireplaces in the furnace of the residence were built
by Greek users between 1881 and 1921.

Another restitution problem is the original sedir form and the location of the
gusilhane. According to the information received from Alanur Cakmur (b.1965) and
Turhan Cakmur (b.1952), the sedir in its original form was a U form. Gusilhane is on
the eastern branch of the sedir. Some of the boards on the eastern branch of the sedir were
removed and a rectangular gusulhane is used. During the repairs in the 1970s, the western
and eastern branches of the sedir were removed. During the restoration implementations
in 2010, in addition to the old sedir, a new sedir was made in front of the western wall of
daily room and the sedir has taken the L form today.

According to the information obtained from Turhan Cakmur (b. 1952); during the
repairs in the 1970s, the window opening in the daily room was enlarged. In addition,

iron bars were attached to the daily room and sofa windows.
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3.10.2.2. Restitution Problems of Cevdet Cakmur House

The first of the restitution problems in the building is the reinforced concrete beam
on the window openings on the east facade. According to oral sources, during the repairs
in the 1970s, the wall bonding was partially changed and a reinforced concrete beam was
added; then the wall was rebuilt.

The original roof is another restitution problem. The roofs of Alisan Cakmur
House and Cevdet Cakmur House built together are similar. The flat roof of the dwelling,
covered with earth was replaced with a one-sided inclined, metal sheet covered wooden

roof during repairs in the 1970s.

3.10.2.3. Restitution Problems of the Merek

The location of the original entrance door of the merek space is another restitution
problem. According to oral sources, the original entrance door of the building built with
Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur House is to the north end of the eastern wall.
At the end of the 19" century, the wall with the original entrance door was removed with
the addition of a bedroom to the Alisan Cakmur House by Greek users. A new door
opening was created from the eastern end of the wall between the merek and the old barn
to the south.

According to the information received from oral sources; the corbelled ceiling
covering the merek place was changed in the 1970s repairs. The height of the ceiling was

reduced by removing the last rows of beams on the corbelled ceiling.

3.10.2.4. Restitution Problems of Adnan Cakmur House

Dividing the sofa of Adnan Cakmur House into two, north and south, the wooden
divider is a restitution problem. The conjunction of the wooden divider with the walls in
the west and east show that this divider did not exist in the original.

Wood holes located 20 cm above the embrasure windows on the east facade of
Adnan Cakmur House are another restitution problem. There are similar holes on the
same height on the north facade. Wooden beams bearing the floor of the entrance platform

on the north facade were placed in these holes. According to oral sources, the floor of the
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entrance hall on the north facade continued along the east facade until the 1970s.
According to the information gathered from Tirkan Cakmur (b. 1931) and Turhan
Cakmur (b. 1952), the flat roof of the dwelling was turned into a hipped roof coated sheet

metal during the repairs in the 1970s.

3.10.2.5. Restitution Problems of Old Barn

According to oral sources, the old barn was built by Greek users at the end of the
19th century.

According to information received from Zeki Cakmur (b. 1963), during the repairs
made in the 1970s, the top windows of the southern section of the old barn were closed

and the window that exists today was opened on the east wall.

3.10.3. Periods of Cakmur Houses

It is understood from the oral sources, architectural traces and historical inferences
that the first buildings belonging to Cakmur Houses building group (Alisan Cakmur
House, Cevdet Cakmur House, merek) were built in the 1850s. With the migrations in the
19th and 20th centuries, the users of the building group changed. Changing users made
additions and repairs to the building group. The building group, which was damaged in
the earthquake in 1999, was restored in 2010.

In Cakmur Houses, which has a history of about 170 years, six periods that affect
the architectural features of the building group have been identified. These periods are as
follows: Period I is from the construction of the building group to the immigration of the
Gakmur Family from the village (from 1850 to 1881); Period Il is the building group was
used by the Greeks under Russian rule (from 1881 to 1921); Period Il is the new
buildings that were added to the building group (from 1921 to 1970); Period IV is the
process in which the building group was restorated (from 1970s to 1999); Period V, the
last period, is the process from restoration to the present (from 2010 to 2019).

Period I (Between 1850 - 1881): According to oral sources, the first buildings
belonging to the building group were built by Abdullah Hoca, who emigrated from Artvin
at the beginning of the third quarter of the 19" century. These structures are the merek,

the sofa of Cevdet Cakmur House and of Alisan Cakmur House, daily room and cellar
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sections. It is known that Mustafa (Cakmur Aga), son of Abdullah Hoca, married in
Bardiz. Therefore, it is thought that two adjacent houses were built. It is understood that
the family, whose main source of livelihood was milling in the first years in Bardiz, used
the merek place as an herb and grain warehouse. The merek was also the place for winter
weddings. The unique entrance door of the merek is on the north side of the east wall
(Figure C.1).

The sofa of Alisan Cakmur House, divided by a wooden-framed wall, consists of
two parts, east and west. The eastern part of the sofa is the place where time was spent
and meals were eaten in the winter months. There is a sedir in front of the east wall of
the sofa. To the north of the entrance door, there is an architectural element called a
gunroom and on which outer clothes are hung.

The western part of the hall is used as a cooking space. The hearth on the western
wall of the space is used for both cooking and heating water. There are shelves called
“terek” on the east and south walls of this place. The cellar to the south is reached from
the cooking space. The cellar is the section where food is stored.

The daily room of Alisan Cakmur House is the place where guests are hosted,
time is spent and food is eaten in winter. At the same time, bathing and sleeping actions
take place. Clothes inside the chests on the sedir, and mattresses and duvets on the chests
are stored and covered. There are two windows on the east wall of the room.

The daily room of Cevdet Cakmur House is the place where meals are cooked,
eaten and guests are accepted. There is a sedir in front of the south wall of the daily room.
There is also a sedir in front of the east wall of the bedroom. In this room, daily sitting
and sleeping actions take place. The toilet is in the open area east of Alisan Cakmur
House. The flat roofs of the buildings were covered with earth. (Figure C. 1.).

Period Il (Between 1881-1921): After Bardiz passed into the Russian
administration in 1878, Greek residents settled in Cakmur Houses. In this period, two
bedrooms, warehouse and two furnaces covered with dome were added to the north of
Alisan Cakmur House. The old barn was built adjacent to the western wall of Cevdet
Cakmur House. The merek space, which its east wall covered with bedroom and a barn
roof, was reached from the northern part of the old barn.

The western part of the new barns and the Russian police station known as Adnan
Cakmur House were built during this period (Figure C.1, Figure C.3 and Figure C.4).

Period 111 (Between 1921 to 1970): When Bardiz remained within the borders

of the Ottoman State in 1921, the grandson of Cakmur Aga, Sabri Cakmur, and his family
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settled in the building group. The main livelihoods of the family in this period were
agriculture and animal husbandry. The old barn was used for sheltering animals, and the
merek was used for storing animal food. The dome-like covered fireplaces from the Greek
users were used for cooking milk and making bread.

Adnan Cakmur House, which was used as a Russian police station until 1921 and
as a gendarme station until the 1950s, was bought at auction by Sabri Cakmur and joined
the Cakmur Houses building group. Adnan Cakmur, the son of Sabri Cakmur, used this
residence with his family. In the same period, a machine house and a guest house were
built in the south of Cevdet Cakmur House. The machine house (milk house) got its name
from the milk machine in it. This is also the place where meals were cooked and
sometimes eaten in the summer.

The guest house on the upper floor of the machine house consists of two rooms.
The main entrance to the guest house is from the west. However, a single-arm wooden
staircase in the southeast of the machine house is directly accessible to the east room of
the guest house. This room is the place Sabri Cakmur and his wife started using after the
1960s. The room in the west is the place where boarding guests came to the house.

In this period, the eastern section was added to the western section of new stables
whose ownership was not in the Cakmur Family (Figure C.5 and Figure C.6)

Period 1V (Between 1970’s to 1999): In the last quarter of the 20" century,
Cakmur Houses buildings underwent a series of restorations. During these restorations;
The Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur House, which have a flat earthen roof,
were replaced with a one-sided sloped and a sheet metal covered wooden roof.

The wooden skeleton partition wall on the sofa of Alisan Cakmur House was
removed. The wooden skeleton of the sofa was removed and rebuilt with solid bricks in
its original place. The window opening of daily room was enlarged and took its present
form.

The stone bonding on the east facade of Cevdet Cakmur House was partially
dismantled and an average of 20 cm high reinforced concrete beam was placed on the
upper level of the window and door. Removed sections of the wall were rebonded.

The last beam row of the corbelled ceiling covering the top of the merek was
removed and the ceiling ledge was lowered. The skylights to the east and west of the
corbelled ceiling in the southern section of the old barn were closed. New window
openings were created in the south of the entrance door.
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The furnace was created by closing the northeast and above the fireplaces in the
north of the house. New stables were purchased by Alisan Cakmur and added to the
building group.

An entrance landing was built on the north facade of Adnan Cakmur House. A
fireplace was added to the retaining wall to the west of the entrance landing. This fireplace
was used for cooking daily milk and heating bath water. In the 1980s, Adnan Cakmur and
his family moved to a new residence in the southwest of the village square. Adnan
Gakmur House was rented to different users from 1980s to December 3, 1999.

The Cakmur Houses building group was damaged as a result of the 5.4 magnitude
earthquake in Senkaya, which occurred on December 3, 1999. Alisan Cakmur and Turkan
Cakmur, users of the Alisan Cakmur House, moved to the Container Campus in the
northwest of the village in 1999 (Figure C.7 and Figure C.8).

Period V (Between 2012-2019): The Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur
House and merek structures, which were damaged in the earthquake in 1999, took their
current form with the restoration applications in 2010 and 2012 (Figure C.9, Figure C.10
and Figure C.11).

3.11. Values of Cakmur Houses

Cakmur Houses is a building group that represents 19" and 20" century rural
house architecture. Building group has historical, architectural, document, continuity and

social values in terms of its history, architectural elements and construction technique.

3.11.1. Architectural Value

The southern part of the Alisan Cakmur House and the merek space show the rural
residential architecture characteristics of the mid-19" century. The bedroom of the Alisan
Cakmur House, the western part of the old barns, the furnace and Adnan Cakmur House
show the rural residential characteristics of the late 19" century and early 20" century.
The other buildings of the building group show the rural residential architecture
characteristics of the 20" century. The merek, which has ornamented vertical posts, the

ceiling with corbelled technique, ram-shaped beams and skylights, is a structure that has
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not been encountered until today in Gaziler Village and its vicinity. Therefore, merek has
architectural value with its construction technique and spatial features.

The narrowing windows from the interior to the facade in the residential buildings,
the different stone bondings on the exterior walls of the masonry walls, the fireplaces in
different parts of the building group and constructed for the cooking needs of different
periods, the bedroom of the Alisan Cakmur House and the original decorated wooden

ceilings of the daily room can be shown as a rural architectural values.

3.11.2. Historical Value

Cakmur Houses has a history of about 150 years and witnessed wars and
migrations that changed the history and social structure of the region during this period.

The building group has a historical value with these features.

3.11.3. Document Value

The building group has document value in terms of showing the changing space
needs, construction technologies and material usage in the 19" and 20" centuries as well as
the changes in the social structure experienced in this process. For example; when settling
in Bardiz, family members whose main source of livelihood was milling built a central
planned merek space with a corbelled technique ceiling having skylightto store grain. After
the family migrated to Cilhoroz with the end of the 1877-78 Ottoman-Russian War (93
War), Greek users living with livestock settled. For this reason, the barn section consisting
of two sections was added to the building group. The members of the Cakmur family, who
returned to the village after the National Struggle, started to livestock and built the machine
house in the 1950s to process the milk they obtained from the animals. All of these

constructed buildings show the construction technique and material usage of their period.

3.11.4. Continuity Value

Today, despite the changes in the spatial organization and the use of materials, the
building group maintains its original function with its original architectural elements and

that shows it carries continuity value.
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3.11.5. Social Value

Cakmur Houses witnessed the 19" century Ottoman-Russian Wars, World War 1,
the National Struggle period, the War of Independence and the migration that occurred
due to these wars. The users of the building have also changed over time due to migration.
For nearly 150 years, the building group was owned by both Greek and Turkish users at
different times. With these changes in ownership, new spaces were added to the building
group according to the needs, and the ways of using the existing spaces differed. For
example; during the first construction of Cakmur Houses, cooking takes place in the
western part of Alisan Cakmur House's sofa and in the fireplaces of Cevdet Cakmur
House’s daily room. With the settlement of Greek users in the building group, the
fireplaces built in the north of Alisan Cakmur House were used for cooking. The building
group became the property of Cakmur Family after 1921, the top and east part of the
fireplaces left from the Greek users were covered and the furnace was created. Thus, the
family baked their daily bread in furnace and cooked their food in the fireplace into their
houses. In the 1950s, the machine house, with a fireplace on its south wall, in which a
milk machine for the processing of daily milk was added to the building group. Thus, a
new cooking space was created and meals were cooked and eaten in this place in the
summer time. In summary; Cakmur Houses consist of users that change over time and
spaces shaped according to the changing needs of these users. The structure of the
building group, shaped according to social events and social structure changes, constitutes

the social values of Cakmur Houses.
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CHAPTER 4

RESTORATION PROCESS OF CAKMUR HOUSES
AFTER 1999 EARTQUAKE AND EVALUATION OF THE
PROCESS

As a result of the 5.4 magnitude earthquake in Senkaya, which occurred on
December 3, 1999, the machine house and the guest house were largely destroyed. Alisan
Cakmur House was moderate; Cevdet Cakmur House and Adnan Cakmur House were
heavily damaged. Slight damage occurred in new barns, old barns and merek locations.
In this section, the renovation process of Cakmur Houses building group, which started
in 2008 with the registration applications of Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur

House, were examined.
4.1. Restoration Process

Restoration process of the Cakmur Houses bulding group was examined in 3
stages. These stages are registration process, documentation and projecting process and

application process, chronologically.
4.1.1. Registration Process

A petition was written by Alisan Cakmur on 16.01.2008 to Directorate of Erzurum
Regional Conservation Council for the Conservation of Cultural Assets with a request to
protect the Alisan Cakmur House and the barn (merek) in the Gaziler District (Figure
B.6.).

Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek places were examined
on site by city planner Umit Akdogan and art historian Muammer Budak (Figure B.7).
On May 11, 2008, Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek spaces were
registered as immovable cultural assets that must be protected under the name Cakmur
House (Figure B.2). In the registration card, it was stated that the building group was built

in the early 20th century and showed Baltic Architectural features (Figure B.8).
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A petition was written by Mehmet Emin Cakmur, the son of Adnan Cakmur, to
the Directorate of Erzurum Regional Conservation Council for the Conservation of
Cultural Assets on 15.04.2015, with the request of registration of Adnan Cakmur House
as a cultural and natural property (Figure B.9). However, the registration application for
the residence was rejected, stating that the building does not have the attributes of cultural

property to be protected (Figure B.3).

4.1.2. Documentation and Projecting Process

A report on Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek spaces was
submitted to Directorate of Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Cultural and
Natural Assets on 25 March, 2009 (Figure B.10) In the report, the opinion regarding the
completion of the restoration as soon as possible after the projects of the building group
were prepared. On the same date, with the application of Zeki Cakmur, Project and
Project Application Request Preliminary Evaluation and Structural Status Form were
submitted to the Directorate of Regional Conservation Council (Figure B.11, Figure B.12,
Figure B.13 and Figure B.14). On 24 February, 2010, a new report was submitted to the
Directorate of Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Assets,
with a view to repair the building group (Figure B.15).

With the decision dated 29.03.2010 and numbered 1 of the Commission for the
Aid to the Restoration of Immovable Cultural and Tourism Assets, it was reported that
TL 8,679 would be provided for the preparation of the survey, restitution and restoration
projects of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek spaces (Figure B.16,
Figure B.17). Measured survey drawings, survey analyses, restitution, restoration
projects, intervention sheet, photograph album and survey, restitution, restoration and art
history reports of the building group were prepared in 2010 by Sirmact Architecture,
which was founded by Architect Arzu Sirmact.

Survey Works: Within the scope of the survey, site plan, floor plans, six sections,
east, north and south facades, floor and ceiling plans and ceiling core details were drawn
(Figure D.1, Figure D.2, Figure D.3, Figure D.4, Figure D.5, Figure D.6 and Figure D.7).

Report of Art History: In the report of art history, information about the
etymological origin of Erzurum name, the status of Erzurum in prehistoric times and its

climatic and geographical features were given. Then the civil architecture in Erzurum was
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examined with its examples and the space organizations of traditional Erzurum houses
were introduced.

Cevdet Cakmur House and Alisan Cakmur House were named as Memet Zeki
Cakmur House in the report of art history. It is stated that the building has the
characteristics of traditional Erzurum houses with stone walls. However, unlike
traditional Erzurum houses, it stated that it does not use wooden beams on the bearing
walls of Memet Zeki Cakmur House. Instead of the ashane (tandir house) covered with
kirlangi¢ ceiling seen in the Erzurum houses, it was reported that there was a dome-like
covered fireplace in the residence. Then, information was given about the current state
of the building (2010) and opinions were given to renovation of the building immediately.

Restitution Works: In the restitution report, information was given about the
damages that the building experienced during the earthquake. In addition, it was stated
that, expect the inclined roof, which was added later, the building preserved its original
state and did not have any unqualified additions to affect original plan scheme. (Figure
B.18, Figure D.8, Figure D.9 and Figure D.10).

Restoration Project: In the restoration project and restoration report, the
restoration proposals are specified as follows:

A- The partly ruined and damaged stone walls and wooden beams of the building
will be made with the original material again according to its original form.

B- The sheet metal roof cover and wooden construction on the building are
damaged. These parts will be removed and rebuilt.

C- Damaged wooden doors and windows of the building will be made of first
class wood material according to its original form and will be painted with wood
protector.

D- The windows with the original form detected from the building trail on the
facade wall of the building will be rebuilt with the original material.

E- External entrance stairs will be rebuilt.

F- Damaged, cracked and broken wooden floor coverings will be reconstructed
with original materials while preserving their original shape.

G- Stone flooring will be made with original materials instead of soil coverings.

H- Wooden ceiling coverings, which have been damaged and separated from the
wall, cracked and whose parts have been destroyed by breaking, will be renewed with the
original material, while preserving their original shape.
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I- There are no toilets and bathrooms suitable for today's conditions. A bathroom
and toilet will be built on the ground floor in order to meet the needs of those living in
the building.

4.1.3. Application Process

Survey, restitution works and restoration projects were presented to the
Directorate of Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural and
Natural Assets on 7 September, 2010 (Figure B.19). With the decision of Council dated
28.08.2010 and numbered 1994, the projects were found appropriate and it was stated
that the implementations were carried out in line with the projects and under the
supervision of the project owner (Figure B.20). After the approval of the projects, the

restoration of Alisan Cakmur House and then Cevdet Cakmur House were carried out.

4.1.3.1. Alisan Cakmur House

Alisan Cakmur House was restored in 2010 at the price determined by the
Commission for the Aid to the Restoration of Immovable Cultural and Tourism Assets.
(Figure B.21).

Entrance Landing: The stairs of the entrance landing, which were destroyed

during the earthquake, were repaired with their original materials. The wooden railing
and porch surrounding the landing were renewed with wooden material and the roof of
the porch was covered with sheet metal roofing material (Figure 4.1).
Sofa: The floor of the sofa consisting of wooden veneer boards extending in the east-west
direction was covered with ceramics measuring 30x30 cm. Ceramic skirting boards are
placed at the bottom of the walls. The wooden ceiling was completely renewed as a slatted
wooden ceiling.

It is known that the single-leaf wooden entrance door used today had a double-
leaf and wooden sliding entrance door with a top window before the earthquake.
According to the survey drawings made by Sirmaci Architecture, the original door

measures 1.25x 2.00 m. (Figure 4.2).
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Figure 4.1. Condition of the entrance landing before restoration (Source: Erzurum
Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive.

Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

The sofa window was renewed with wooden material so that the joinery
dimensions remained the same during repair, and the metal bars on the facade were
removed (Figure 4.3).

The arch of the fireplace on the east wall of the sofa was covered with plaster and
plastic paint. Wooden posts on the north and south walls of the sofa and 30x20 cm

wooden beam carried by the posts were painted with oil paint (Figure 4.4 and Figure 4.5).

Figure 4.2. The view of the entrance door and sofa window from the interior before the
restoration (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable
Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).
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Figure 4.3. Condition of the sofa window before restoration (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date:
19 July, 2019).

Figure 4.4. Wooden post and beam on the north wall of the sofa.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Figure 4.5. The east view of the west part of sofa (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date:
19 July, 2019).
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Daily Room: Daily room floor and original ceiling, consisting of boards with an
average width of 24 cm, were cleaned and preserved. During the repair, the plaster spilled
on the walls of daily room was repaired, and gypsum plaster and plastic paint were applied
to all walls.

Original daily room door was cleaned and protected (Figure 4.6). The dimensions
of the window space have been preserved and the wooden floor of the window's metal
rail and the window aperture have been removed. In addition, the joinery details have
changed and wider top windows were used (Figure 4.7). The old sedir on the south wall
of daily room was repaired and a new wooden sedir was added on the western wall
(Figure 4.8).

Figure 4.6. Inside view of the door after the earthquake (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date:
19 July, 2019).
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Figure 4.7. The condition of daily room window before restoration (Source: Erzurum
Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive.
Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Figure 4.8. View of sedir before the restoration (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Bedroom: As part of the restoration works, the destroyed parts of the north wall
were rebuilt with stone material and cement mortar (Figure 4.9). Gypsum plaster and
plastic paint were applied to all interior walls of the bedroom, and the original floor was
cleaned and preserved. The wooden ceiling was completely renewed, but the original

ceiling core was cut and placed on the new ceiling.
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Figure 4.9. The northern wall of the bedroom that was destroyed during the earthquake
(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural
Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

The original door of the bedroom was cleaned and preserved. The size of the
window openings was not changed, but the joinery was renewed with wooden material.
In the pre-repair photos, it is understood that the middle part remaining above the
intermediate mullion in the previous windows is narrower and the two wings below can
be opened. The detail of the ceiling of window opening is the same as before repair. The
metal bars seen in the photos before the repair do not exist today (Figure 4.10 and Figure
4.11).

T

Figure 4.10. The view of the bedroom windows from the interior before the restoration
(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural
Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).
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Figure 4.11. The view of northern window of bedroom before restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Bathroom: This space, which was originally used as a cellar, was converted into
wet space during restoration. Levelling concrete was used on the floor, which was soil
before restoration, and covered with tiles measuring 30x30 cm. The ceiling of bathroom
has been renewed with wood material, gypsum plaster and plastic paint has been applied
to all interior walls. A wooden door was placed in the 76 cm wide entrance opening
(Figure 4.12).

Figure 4.12. Cellar view from the door before the restoration (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date:
19 July, 2019).
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Warehouse: The space used as a grain storage was repaired by the users of the
building after the earthquake. Wooden beam ceiling is supported by wooden posts (Figure
4.13).

Figure 4.13. Wooden posts supporting the warehouse roof.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)

Furnace: During the earthquake, the roof of the furnace was completely
collapsed, the northeast wall was partially destroyed, and the fireplaces were destroyed.
The northeast wall of the building was restored with rubble stone; the destroyed fireplaces
were partially restored. The roof was formed by covering the wooden beams on the wall

with a nylon canvas (Figure 4.14).

Figure 4.14. The view of furnace damaged during earthquake from the northeast
(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural
Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).
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Facades: During the restoration, cement joints were made between the stones on
the east and north facades. Scaffolding holes on the basement wall were filled with cement
mortar. Metal window bars are removed (Figure 4.15).

The back of the roof that forms the west facade was covered with sheet metal.

Figure 4.15. The view of Alisan Cakmur from the east before the restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Roof: The original roof appears to have been soil. The stone roller found under
the roof during the restoration supports this opinion. Nowadays, no traces of gutters or
waterspouts were found. However, according to the information obtained from the users,
there were wooden gutters that provide water discharge from the roof until about 30 years

ago (Figure 4.16).

Figure 4.16. The stone roller in the attic.
(Photograph: Author, 2019)
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4.1.3.2. Cevdet Cakmur House

The restoration of Cevdet Cakmur House was carried out in 2012 at the price
determined by the Commission for the Aid to the Restoration of Immovable Cultural and
Tourism Assets.

Entrance Landing: The entrance landing and steps that were destroyed during
the earthquake were restored with their original material. The landing is covered with
levelling concrete. Wooden railing was built around the steps and the entrance landing.

The landing was covered with a wooden porch covered with metal sheet (Figure 4.17).

Figure 4.17. View of the entrance landing from the southeast before restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Sofa: The west and south walls of the sofa, which were destroyed during the
earthquake, were rebuilt with cinder blocks in their original places. Cement plaster and
plastic paint were applied to all walls in the sofa.

The floor consisting of an average of 24 cm wide covering boards in the east-west
direction of the sofa was replaced with 6 cm wide covering boards. Wooden skirting
boards were placed at the wall and floor conjunctions. The wooden ceiling has been

completely renewed as a slatted wooden ceiling.
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The wooden entrance door of the residence was replaced by a wooden door with
different details. A top window with wooden frame and no partition was placed instead
of the top window belonging to the entrance door with wooden frame and divided into

three vertically (Figure 4.18).

Figure 4.18. East view of the entrance door of Cevdet Cakmur House before the
restoration (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable
Cultural Assets Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Daily Room: During the restoration, the completely demolished southern wall of
the daily room and the demolished parts of the partially damaged western wall were
rebuilt with original stones and cement mortar. The eastern wall of daily room was rebuilt
with cinder blocks in its original place. Cement plaster and plastic paint were applied on
all walls. Daily room floor in the north-south direction, consisting of boards with an
average width of 24 cm, was covered with 6 cm wide planks laid in the east-west
direction. The ceiling has been completely renewed with a slatted wood veneer.

The wooden door of the room was replaced by a wooden door with different
details. The window opening, which disappeared with the collapse of the south wall
during the earthquake, was reconstructed based on the dimensions of the bedroom
window.

Before the restoration application, the surface of the fireplace, which was covered

with whitewash, was cleaned and reliefs were revealed (Figure 4.19).
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Figure 4.19. The view of the dally room from the south before the restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Bedroom: The destroyed south wall of the bedroom was rebuilt with original
stones and cement mortar. The north and west walls of the room were rebuilt with
concrete briquettes in their original locations. Cement plaster and plastic paint were
applied on all wall surfaces. Wooden floor coverings of 24 cm width, furnished in the
north-south direction of the room; were replaced with 6 cm wide wooden planks in the
same direction. The ceiling has been completely renewed as slatted. A single leaf wooden
door was placed in the opening of the double leaf door measuring 119x186 cm.

The wood window joinery on the east facade was renewed with wood; the metal

bars in front of the window were removed (Figure 4.20).

Figure 4.20. View of the bedroom window from the southeast before restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).
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Facades: The destroyed south wall of the building was rebuilt using cement
mortar and original stones (Figure 4.21). Cement joints were made between the stones on

the east facade, and the window bars were removed (Figure 4.22).

Figure 4.21. The south facade of Cevdet Cakmur House before the restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).

Figure 4.22. The south facade of Cevdet Cakmur House before the restoration (Source:
Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive. Access Date: 19 July, 2019).
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Roof: The sheet metal roof that was destroyed during the earthquake was repaired.
The wood on the triangular surface formed by the roof slope on the south facade were
renewed. A wooden joinery window on this surface was removed and a wooden door was

added to the west of the triangular surface, allowing for access under the roof.

4.2. Evaluation of Restoration Process

The restoration process of Cakmur Houses, that started in 2008 and ended in 2012,
is divided into registration, project and implementation periods. Technical, administrative
and legal decisions made in these periods were examined in accordance with the
international charters and the principle decisions of Supreme Council for the
Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets and Law No. 2863 on Conservation of

Cultural and Natural Assets.

4.2.1. Registration Period

Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek structures were
registered as immovable cultural assets to be protected under the name Zeki Cakmur
House on 11 September, 2008. The registration application of Adnan Cakmur House was
rejected on 31 July, 2015. There is no registration application or decision for the other
buildings of Cakmur Houses.

1-) Principle decision, dated 5 November 1999 and numbered 663, Supreme
Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets is titled “Principles to be
Considered at the Stage of Assessment of the Issues Related to the Identification and
Conservation of the Immovable Cultural Assets that have the Characteristics of Cultural
Asset to be Conserved”. The decision reads; “It was decided ... In cases where civil
architectural examples worth protecting in all kinds of building styles and settlements
with texture features are found collectively, the definition of the block or street scale that
will give the integrity before the decision on the single lot scale within a whole, not to
give the definitions that are not included in the legislation (e.g. culture street, etc.)”.

In addition to this, the 6th article of the Venice Charter (1964) says; "The
protection of monuments should include the care of its surroundings provided that it does

not extend beyond its scale. If there is a traditional environment, it should be left as it is.
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New additions, destructions or modifications to change mass and colour relationships
should not be allowed.”.

There are more than one historical and qualified buildings on the building block
where Cakmur Houses are located. For example, Turhan Kizeci House, located on the
west of the building block, is a registered residence used as a headquarters by Enver Pasha
during Operation Saritkamis (1915). The old house of Settar Bayraktar, located on the
north of merek, is a qualified building structure by Greek settlers in Bardiz in the 19"
century. Enver Sahin House, built adjacent to the west wall of the merek, was built in the
19" century by Greek settlers. The residence has a unique ashane with a kirlangic
(corbelled) ceiling. (Figure 4.23, Figure 4.24 and Figure 4.25). The western section of the
new barns was also built by Greek users in the 19" century and has the original
construction features of its period.

Considering the historical and architectural values of the building block, it is
thought that a conservation decision should be taken not on the building scale but on the
building block scale. However, this did not come to the agenda in the decisions of the

Council.

Figure 4.23. Kirlangi¢ (corbelled) ceiling of Enver Sahin House's ashane.
(Photograph: Author, 2018).
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Figure 4.24. Terek (shelf) of Enver Sahin House's ashane.
(Photograph: Author, 2018).

Figure 4.25. Fireplace of Enver Sahin House.
(Photograph: Author, 2018).

2-) The second part of the Law No. 2863 on Conservation of Cultural and Natural
Assets defines the Immovable Cultural and Natural Assets to be Protected: “Avrticle 6 -
The immovable cultural and natural assets that need to be protected are as follows:

a) The natural assets that need to be protected and immovables built until the end
of the 19" century. However, the immovables that are decided to be protected by the
Conservation Councils in terms of their architectural, historical, aesthetic, archaeological
and other importance and features are not considered as immovable cultural assets to be
protected.”
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Directorate of Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural
and Natural Assets states that the Adnan Cakmur House was built in the 19" century in a
petition, which rejected the registration decision. The reason for this decision is that the
building does not display the Immovable Cultural Asset Requiring Conservation (Figure
B.3). However, Adnan Cakmur House has historical, architectural, social, rareness and
document values. Therefore, this decision is considered to be incorrect.

3-) The related expression in the 6™ article of the Venice Charter (1964) is as
follows “...The valid contributions of different periods based on the monument must be
respected, because the purpose of the repair is not the style union”.

There is an opinion; “...The changes made over time should be respected and
evaluated as a document reflecting the characteristic of traditional architecture...” is
included in Chapter 6 of the ICOMOS Charter on the Built Vernacular Heritage dated
1999.

There is also the expression; “It has been decided that... the annexes of the
buildings that have historical and socio - cultural value... will be preserved” in
subparagraph C of the I1. section in 660 numbered and 5 November 1999 dated principle
decision of Supreme Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets.

One of the most important features of Cakmur Houses is that it has spaces built to
accommodate the needs and users changing for about 150 years. Each place added to the
building group in time added different values to Cakmur Houses, and the building group
has traces from each period. However, Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of
Immovable Cultural and Natural Assets considers that only a part of the building group
is worth registering.

4-) Principle decision, dated 5 November 1999 and numbered 664, of Supreme
Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural Assets is titled “Protection of Lots
with Immovable Cultural Asset to be Protected on outside Protected Area”. In the
decision, it is stated that "... It has been decided that the lots that are adjacent to registered
lot or has a facade overlooking the registered lot, even if a road passes through them, will
be accepted as a protection area.” However, a decision on the protection area regarding
the machine house (milk house), guest house, old barn, new barns and Adnan Cakmur
House, which are adjacent to the Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek

structures could not be found
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4.2.2. Documentation and Projecting Period

Survey, survey analysis, restitution, restoration projects, intervention sheet,
photograph album and survey, restitution, restoration and history of art reports prepared
by Sirmact Architecture in 2010 have been approved on 28 September 2010, in
accordance with Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural and

Natural Assets.

4.2.2.1. Survey Drawings

Documentation and project phase of the building group started with measured
drawings. At this stage, including measured surveys and drawings, some practices being
wrong or missing were observed. These practices and their evaluations are listed as
follows:

1-) Article 16 of the Venice Charter (1964) begins with the statement “Definitive
documents should be prepared in the form of remedial and critical reports that are always
clarified with drawings and photographs in all conservation, repair and excavation
works...”.

Additionally in General Considerations of "Building Survey-Restitution and
Restoration Project Preparation™ section of 660 numbered and 5 November 1999 dated
principle decision of Supreme Council for the Conservation of Immovable Cultural
Assets, there is also a phrase; “In addition to documenting the current state of the building,
survey-restitution-restoration projects should provide an explanation of the interventions
required for the new use by identifying problems, investigating potential and new use
possibilities, determining basic approaches to repair and to forms of intervention”.

In the survey drawings prepared in 2010, the location of the merek was shown
incorrectly. However, the merek space of Alisan Cakmur House adjacent to the western
wall of the bedroom was drawn to the southwest of Cevdet Cakmur House. The entrance
door to the east of the south wall of the merek was drawn to the east of the building. The
original location of the merek was indicated as the neighbouring building in the survey

drawings. Besides these, drawings of the old barn structure were not made.

128



2-) General Considerations of the 660 numbered principle decision continues as
“Documents to be prepared for this purpose will contain sufficient scales and details in
terms of drawing, writing and photography.”.

However, the details such as the fireplace with herbal decorations in the daily
room of Cevdet Cakmur House and the embroidered carriers in the merek were not
included in the survey drawings.

In the survey drawings, the ceiling and its core of the Alisan Cakmur House were
drawn as architectural element details. However, the ceiling core, the detail of which is
drawn, has 16 corners and belongs to the ceiling of the bedroom. The ceiling core of the
daily room consists of a 17-corner motif. In the 1/50 reflected ceiling plan drawings, the
same 16-corner ceiling core was drawn into the bedroom and daily room.

3-) There is a phrase; “1/500 - 1/200 site plan (building, outbuildings, well, tree,
garden wall, flooring material, etc. in the lot and the structures in the building) will be
processed. " in the subparagraph A of the Documents that must be Prepared title of the
Project Services section of the 660 numbered principle decision. It is stated that “The
1/200 scale silhouette of the building whose survey is drawn, which includes at least two
buildings on the right and left of the street or street where the facade is given...”.
However, in the survey drawings, the machine house and guest house spaces, which are
the structures of Cakmur Houses, were drawn as neighbouring buildings. These structures
were not included in the silhouette drawings of 1/200 scale. Likewise, the former
residence of Settar Bayraktar, which was adjacent to the building group and the residence
of Enver Sahin, did not appear in the silhouette drawings of 1/200 scale. Alisan Cakmur

House, Cevdet Cakmur House and the roof plans of the merek were not drawn.

4.2.2.2. Restitution Studies and Art History Report

In the art history report, which started by explaining the etymological origin of
Erzurum name, the status of Erzurum in prehistoric times and its climatic and
geographical features, no information was provided about Senkaya and Gaziler regions.
However, Erzurum city centre and Gaziler Village are both climatically and
geographically different regions. Moreover, the village, which was affiliated with Kars
until 1946, joined the administrative organization of Erzurum around that time.
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After this section, in the art history report, traditional architectural examples in
Erzurum were examined and information was given about the location organization of
traditional Erzurum houses. It has been stated that Alisan Cakmur and Cevdet Cakmur
Houses, which are examined under the name of Memet Zeki Cakmur House, show the
characteristics of traditional Erzurum houses, however, unlike traditional Erzurum
houses, wooden beams are not used in the residence and there is no tandir house with a
corbelled ceiling and the building has a fireplace with a domed cover. Comparison of the
building group with the residential buildings in Erzurum city centre is incorrect. Because
the utility programs and user profiles of the buildings in the city centre and the countryside
are different from each other. Moreover, Cakmur Houses building group differs from
traditional Erzurum houses in terms of plan, facade and space organization with its
architecture built by different users in different periods. The fact that the tandir house,
which is one of the main components of the traditional Erzurum houses, is not in the
building group, is also stated in the report. In addition, the report states that residences
have a history of approximately 100 years. However, as explained in the studies
conducted within the scope of the thesis, Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur
House were built in the 1850s and have a history of approximately 160 years at the time
of writing the report.

In the restitution studies, it was stated that the building group preserved its original
condition and did not change except for the one-sided inclined, metal sheet covered
wooden roof added later. However, as explained in the restitution studies carried out
within the scope of the thesis, there are different periods in the building group where the
plan scheme and facade features change, and new places are added to the building group.

As a result, it is understood that there is not enough historical research in the art
history report and restitution studies, and comparative study and change analysis are
insufficient, and traces indicating different periods in the building group cannot be
identified.

4.2.2.3. Restoration Project

The development of the restoration proposals belonging to the building group and
the drawing of the restoration project was the last phase of the documentation and project

phases. Regarding the restoration project completed in 2010 and its proposals, the
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sections considered to be inaccurate or incomplete and the evaluations of these sections
are listed below:

1-) Intervention decisions have been made for Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet
Cakmur House, but no suggestions have been made for merek and architectural elements
in the merek.

2-) The functions of the spaces are generally preserved. It is suggested that only
the space which has the original function of the cellar should be turned into a toilet and
bathroom and the floor of this space should be covered with ceramic tile. The floor of the
toilet and bathroom space; has been shown as ceramic coating on the floor plan and
wooden coating on the floor plan.

3-) In the 3" paragraph of 2" part of Grouping, Maintenance and Repairs of
Immovable Cultural Property Principle Decision with No. 660, it is stated that this should
be the main principles for heating, lighting, clean water and sewage systems required for
the new use of the building in restoration and new use projects. However, there was no
installation principles in the restoration projects of Cakmur Houses. In particular, clean
and dirty water systems of the cellar space, which is converted into toilet and bathroom,
were left to the responsibility of the contractor performing the implementation.

4-) In the Principles for the Analysis, Conservation and Structural Restoration of
Architectural Heritage, published by ICOMOS in 2003, there is the expression; “The
peculiarity of heritage structures, with their complex history, requires the organisation of
studies and proposals in precise steps that are similar to those used in medicine”. In the
restoration proposals of Cakmur Houses, general statements about the stone walls,
wooden beams, ceiling and floor coverings of the building were used and it is stated that
the parts that have been destroyed must be rebuilt with their original materials or original
forms. However, in the project design process, it was not mentioned in which sections
what deteriorations took place.

5-) It is recommended to express the architectural elements in the building with
detailed drawings in the section "Principle of Preparation of the Survey-Restitution-
Restoration Project” of the Principle Decision No. 660. However, in the restoration
suggestions, the interventions to be made to the elements such as the furnace and flue of
Cevdet Cakmur House, the thrust ceiling elements and ornamental wood posts and the
furnace and sedir of Alisan Cakmur House were not specified. In the survey and analysis
studies, detailed drawings of qualified door and window frames were not made and which

deteriorations were not specified in these elements. The phrase; “Damaged wooden doors
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and windows of the building will be made of first class wood material according to its
original form and painted with wood protector” was used in the restoration proposals and
responsibility for these employees were given to the contractor firm that implemented the
application.

6-) It was proposed to rebuild the southern wall of Cevdet Cakmur House, which
was destroyed during the earthquake, with the original material. However, the location
and dimensions of the window on the facade are not specified in the restoration proposals.
Instead, in the suggestions, it is stated that “windows with original form determined from
the building trail will be reconstructed with the original material on the facade wall of the
building to be reconstructed” and this responsibility was also given to the contractor firm

performing the application.

4.2.3. Implementation Period

The conservation process of Cakmur Houses was completed with the restoration
of Alisan Cakmur House in 2010 and Cevdet Cakmur House in 2012. The evaluations of
the restoration applications are listed below:

1-) During the implementations, the sedir in Alisan Cakmur House was extended
in a way that is not in the project. Also, the floor of the Alisan Cakmur House, which was
proposed as a wooden covering in the restoration project, was covered with ceramics.
However, projects were not revised to reflect these interventions.

2-) In the restoration suggestions, it was proposed to repair the fireplaces in the
furnace and to lay stone in the places with a ground floor and to build the Cevdet Cakmur
House’s chimney. However, the fireplaces in the furnace were not repaired during the
implementation; the soil floor of the warehouse and the chimney of Cevdet Cakmur
House were not intervened.

3-) It is stated in the Principles for Analysis, Conservation and Structural
Restoration of Architectural Heritage (2003) that no intervention, which has not been
proved compulsory, should not be performed and should be avoided as much as possible
to remove and replace any historical material or distinct architectural element. Due to the
general expressions used in the restoration projects of Cakmur Houses, the scale of the
interventions to be applied on the floor and ceiling coverings was not clear. For this

reason, the ceiling coating of the bedroom of Alisan Cakmur House, which could be
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repaired with smaller interventions, was completely renewed, and the cut ceiling core was
placed on the new coating. Likewise, the ceiling and floor coverings of Cevdet Cakmur
House were completely renewed.

4-) Although the restoration projects of Alisan Cakmur House and Cevdet Cakmur
House were drawn together under the name of Memet Zeki Cakmur House, the repair of
the two houses was done with 2-year intervals due to ownership difference. It was stated
in the restoration proposals that the sheet roof covering the structures should be renewed.
However, due to the implementations being carried out at different periods, the roof of
Alisan Cakmur House was renewed first and the roof of Cevdet Cakmur House was
renewed 2 years later. During the roof renovation, as the combination of roofs of the two
buildings were not taken care of, rain and snow now eroding the wall separating the two
houses.

5-) 9 article of the Venice Charter (1964) states that “The process of restoration
is a highly specialized operation. Its aim is to preserve and reveal the aesthetic and historic
value of the monument and is base on respect for original material and authentic
documents”. During the restoration of Cakmur Houses, unfortunately the material
analysis was not performed for the original mortars during the stone wall repairs and
cement mortar was used in the renewed stone walls. Similarly, joints were made with
cement mortar in the stone wall sections that did not need to be renewed.

6-) Article 9 of the Venice Charter states that the interventions should be
understandable and noticeable. However, this difference was not observed especially in

the rebuilt sections of the exterior.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

The development of proposals for the importance and conservation of the concept
of rural architecture has a period of approximately 230 years. For this purpose, various
studies have been organized in the international arena, and suggestions for the protection
of rural architectural heritage have been included in the international charters and policy
decisions. Turkey has adopted international conventions on the protection of rural
architecture and conservation approach to the process in general. However, although this
process begins later in Turkey, statements about rural protection are also not included in
the conservation legislation.

It was observed that Erzurum's Gaziler Village of Senkaya District, which was
examined within the scope of the study, contains rural architecture samples. In the village
where the settlements continue for nearly 1000 years, the structures built since 1850s have
survived to date. Especially in the 19" and 20" centuries, the village, whose owners
changed between the Ottoman Empire and Czarist Russia as a result of the wars, has civil
and public buildings constructed during the periods under the rule of both states.

Cakmur Houses building group the construction of which started in 1850s, has
been evaluated as a qualified rural architectural element with its unique merek structure.
The building group consists of units that were built to meet the needs of different users in
different periods.

The building group is located around the adjacent Alisan Cakmur and Cevdet
Cakmur Houses. To the west of the Alisan Cakmur House, there is a merek place with a
qualified corbelled ceiling carried by ornamented wooden posts. On the west of Cevdet
Cakmur House, there are old barns built by Greek users during the Russian administration
period, and on the west of the old barn, there are new barns built in the same period.
During the Russian rule, the furnace space was adjacent to the north wall of the Alisan
Cakmur House, and the Russian police station building to be used as a residence by Adnan
Cakmur was built in the east of the furnace. The machine house and the guest house,
which have their ruins survived to date, were built after the proclamation of the Republic.

They are located on the south of the building group.
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Cakmur Houses were damaged during the Senkaya-based earthquake which had
a magnitude 5.4 in 1999 and in the following time frame the repair of the building group
started. The process, which started in 2008 with the registration of Alisan Cakmur House,
Cevdet Cakmur House and the merek as immovable cultural property, was completed in
2012 with the restoration of Cevdet Cakmur House.

Within the scope of the study, technical, administrative and legal decisions were
made during the registration, documentation, project design and implementation stages
of the protection process of Cakmur Houses were examined and evaluated in accordance
with international regulations, law and principle decisions numbered 2863. As a result of
these evaluations, faults and erroneous decisions during the restoration process were
identified.

e Registration of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House and merek
spaces was a correct decision. However, other buildings belonging to the building group
(old barn, new barns, Adnan Cakmur House, guest house and machine house) had to be
also registered as "The valid contributions of all periods to the building of a monument”.
In addition to that, on the same building block there are other buildings with historical,
architectural and originality values. Therefore, a registration across the whole block is
required.

e The survey drawings of the building group are incomplete according to the
legal legislation. The location of the merek space was also incorrect in the survey
drawings. Merek was drawn on the place of the old barn and the location of the merek
was indicated as the adjacent building. In addition, the survey drawings did not include
drawings of qualified architectural elements of the building group and faults were also
detected in the drawings of architectural elements in the projects.

e Within the context of restitution, comparative study and historical researches
were done and sample houses in the city center of Erzurum were selected for comparison.
However, instead of this sample group, similar period structures in the same region as
Cakmur Houses should have been chosen.

e It was stated in the art history report that the building group has a history of
about 100 years. However, Cakmur Houses were built in the 1850s. It was also stated that
the building group did not change until 2010 except for its roof. Within the scope of the

thesis, the spatial changes of the building group in different periods are explained.
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e The details of the interventions to the damaged sections were not specifically
stated in the restoration proposals and the scale of the interventions were not established.
Therefore, sections that do not require detailed intervention in the building group were
also removed and reconstructed.

e Restoration project did not include protection suggestions for architectural
elements in the merek space and in the building group. Besides that, the installation
projects of the cellar space, which was converted into toilet and bathroom, were not
drawn.

e During the implementations, revised projects were not drawn for the
interventions which are not indicated in the restoration proposals.

e Ceiling and floor coverings, which could be repaired with small-scale
interventions, were completely renewed during the restoration.

e The mergence between the roofs of Cevdet Cakmur and Alisan Cakmur Houses
could not be constructed correctly and therefore the wall separating the two houses is
affected by rain and snow penetrations.

e Laboratory analysis of the mortars, which were used during the stone wall
repairs on the facades were not made and restoration completed with cement mortars.

Cakmur Houses, which maintain their original function today, consist of
places shaped according to the requirements and cultures of different users in different
periods until the Senkaya earthquake in 1999. The evaluation of the decisions made
during the conservation process of the building group, whose repair process was
completed in 2012, is important in terms of contributing to the conservation process of

similar rural architectural assets.
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

MEASURED DRAWINGS OF CAKMUR
HOUSES

MEREK

ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

KEY PLAN © iz

Q RSO

DAILY ROOM

SOUTHE
PART OF
OLD BARN

BEDROOM

PART OF
NEW BARNS

EASTERN
PART OF ; . RUINS OF
NEW BARNS GUEST HOUSE RUINS OF
\ g MACHINE
\ % HOUSE
< 2]
<
IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY \
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES b |

A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER GAGRI CAKMUR BASAK [PEKOGLU

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE,
CEVDET CAKMUR'S HOUSE, MEREK, OLD BARN, NEW
BARNS AND MACHINE HOUSE

Figure A.1. Measured drawing plan redrawn from Sirmact Architecture
(Prepared by Author, 2019).
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

MEASURED DRAWINGS OF CAKMUR
HOUSES

KEY PLAN O tmiti® %,

F TECHNOLOGY
‘GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR. BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF CAKMUR'S HOUSE
AND GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

Figure A.2. Measured drawing plan redrawn from Sirmaci Architecture.

(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
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MEASURED DRAWINGS OF CAKMUR
HOUSES

310

KEY PLAN O

IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

Figure A.3. Measured drawing plan redrawn from Sirmaci Architecture.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)

reTT TR

10

T 11

146



APPENDIX B

ARCHIVE DOCUMENTS

147



www hylyrturym gov 1t

L

2573

KCLTCR VE TURIZM BAKANLIG) 7>
Kuliir Varhklan ve Miveler Genel Madardigd / J L
- a2 AT el
Sayi : B.16.0.KVM.011.02.00.25.15.19-1733 Y 417 -
Konu : Erzurum, $enhaya, Gaziler KasG.

ERZURUM KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MUDURLUGUNE

flgi:  09.08.2007 tarihli ve 138404 savily vazimiz.

Erzurum fli. Senkava Igesi. Gaziler Koyvi'nde bulunan, Enver Pasa. Hafiz Hakka
Pasa ve lhsan Pasa tarafindan Karargah olarek Kullamifan evlerde »apilan uygulamalara
ifiskin ilgi varimez gereginin yerine getirilmesini 1. defa tekiden rica ederim,

Omer CAKIR
Genel Midir a.
Paire Bagkam

DT HBMM Ulee 06543 Ankara Tel 390260 (9hat)  Fav 311K 4R
F-Mal huhursarkkmuze ahohurtunzm gov te

Figure B.1. Official document of Turhan Kizeci House dated 15.10.2007. (Source:

Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets
Archive, Access: 2019)
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T.C.
lv.t"LT( R ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
KCLTCUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI

M ™ RomovaBbicesumcie

KURUL KARARI .ﬁ.,‘b

Toplanty Yeri
Toplaat Tarihi ve Ne : 11.09.2008/68 ERZURUM

Karar Tarihive No  : 11.092008/ 1974

Erzurum ili, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziler(Bandiz) Kdytinde bulunan, 82¢l malkiycte ait,
herhangi bir sit alan iginde bulunmayan Cakmur Evinin, LaliGr varhifs olarak tescil edilmesi
istemine iligkin ligilisinin 10.01.2008 ginld dilckgesi. chleri, Modarin3Gmasan 20087232
say1ly uzman raporu odundu; dosyaw incelendi; vapilan porBymeler sonucunda;

Ernurum ili, Senkaya lgesi, Gazilcr(Bardiz) Koy inde bulunan Calmur Evinin, koltar
vatsh dzclligi postendidinden, 3386 ve 5226 samili yasavla defisik 2863 sayil yasa
Lapsaminda “Lorunmas: gerehli tapnmaz Ldlar varliih™ olaral tesciline;

Karar venhdi.

BASKAN BASKAN

YARDIMCISI

Yrd Dog. Dr. A.Yalgin TAVURQU
(Imsa)

Prof. Dr.Hamra GONDOGDU
(Imza)

CyE CYE CYE
Dog. Dr. A.Al BAYHAN Yrd. Dog. Abdalladir AKIL  Yrd. Dog. Dr. Ayfer GOL.
tImza) (Imza) (imza)

CyE
Yed. Dog. Dr. S$ahahettin OZICRK

({Inva)

TEMS.CYE
Fikret OZTCRK
Erzurum Valilik Tems.
(Imza)

Figure B.2. Document for registration of Alisan Cakmur House, Cevdet Cakmur House
and merek structures (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of
Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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T.C.
KOLTOR VE TURIZM BAKANLIGI
Erzurum Kiltdr Varlkklarnim Koruma Bdlge Kurulu

KARAR

Toplant Tarihi ve No:31.07.2015-102 Toplant1 Yeri:ERZURUM
Karar Tarihi ve No  :31.07.2015-1768

Erzurum ili, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziler Mahallesi, 209 ada, S parsclde yer alan, herhangi bir sit alant
igerisinde bulunmayan, mitlkiyeti 8z¢] millkiyete ait olan, 1877 Osmanh - Rus harbinden 8nce yapilan,
Ruslann Bardiz'a yerlestirdigi Rumlar tarafindan kullamlan, Kurtulug savagindan sonra ise 1950 yilina
kadar Jandarma Karakolu olarak, ginimtizde ise konut olarak kullamlan taginmazn tescil edilmesi
istemini igeren, llgilisinin 15.04.2015 tarihli dilekgesi, 2015/399 sayli rapor okundu, dosyas: incelend,
yapilan gdriismeler sonucunda;

Erzurum ili, Senkaya llgesi, Gaziler Mahallesi, 209 ada, $ parsclde yer alan konut, 2863 sayih
Kanun kapsaminda Korunmasi Gerekli Taginmaz Kalttr Varhidt dzelligi gdstermemesi nedeniyle
tesciline gerck olmadigina karar verildi.

BASKAN . BASKAN YARDIMCIS!
Prof. Dr. Hiseyin YURTTAS Sevda KESKIN
(Imza) (Imza)
OYE OYE OYE
Yrd. Dog, Dr. Ali Yalgin TAVUKCU Yrd. Dog. Dr. Selman CAN
(Imza) (Imza)
OYE OYE
TEMSILCI OYE TEMSILCIOYE  TEMSILCI OYE TEMSILCI OYE
Sennur ARINC AKKUS Fatih Serkan AYNALI
Baydkgehir Belediye Temsileisi Senkaya Belediye Temsileisi
(Imza) (Imza)

Figure B.3. Official decision of Adnan Cakmur House (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:
2019).
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T.C. @

KOLTUR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
ERZURUM KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MODURLOGO

SAVI :BI6OKTV.4250002 25,1525 {99 T ERZURUM
KONU : Erzurum 15, Senhava llgesi. Gaziler(Bardiz) Ky iinde () Y 2y
bulunan teseilli Mehmet Zoki CAKMUR Evi

D.G.Y.Y

(/i yuhanda belintilen honu habhinda Ersurum Kiltdr ve Tabiat Varliklanm Koruma Balge
Kurulu tarufindan alinan 28.09.2010 gan ve 1994 sayih hurul karan chte gondentmektedir,

Bilgileninizk ve geredini arz/ rica edenm.

Fhi
1-Karar ( 1 Adet)
2. Roltwe ve Rextorasyon Projelen (3 thim)

DAGITIM :

Geredi : Bilgi :

-Frzurum Valiligi -Kal.Varae Mz Gn. Md'l030

(1l Kiltiir s¢ Fur. Md. ne) (Kurullar 1).Bsk’na) (182 Konmads)
- Oty Kaymakambhi (I'esp.Plan Din Mir AL D. Bgh. naXER2 Konmadi)
{Japu Kadastro Md."ne) (ER2 Konmadn (leyvae Tes Yap.Yard 1D.B3k "na) (ER 2 Konmadi)
- Senkaza Kaymakambl (Rt L U D Bsk'na) (EL2 Ronmadn)
(lapu Sicil Md.'ne) {ER2 Keamads) -Lirzurum Valligi

-EFraurum RolGve ve Anmtlar My’ ne (Bayinirhh, ve Ish. Md'ne) (ER2 Konmadn
=M. Zehi CAKMUR tEL2 honmadi) Erzurum 11 Ozel dd.GnSekt'ne (L2 Konmadn)

Havr Ahmethaba Mah 8350l

Umman apt4'16 Palandoken /FRZURUM _F. ‘ ' mq hﬂwfve plu-m—“l-a'fr"

SIRMACT Mimarhih

Cumhuriset Cad. Kialay 15 Merhesi. V‘t. An.-}-VMU’Jm

Kat:d ERZURLUM e,‘th
Qa'ofve.ﬂfﬁdef ifpn elen

Ars, Simices
Vo~

Qldlm .

Havati KESER Mimar  29.00.2010

Adres : Yeni Hikdmet Koy Kat:$- ERZVRUM 1el: (342) 23326 51 A av: 23V 1S 89

Figure B.4. Document dated 30 September 2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:
2019).
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RO A - &

KURUL KARARI T.C.
KULTCR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGH
FRZURUM KCLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA BOLGE KURLLU
KARAR

Toplant Tarihi ve No : 28.09.2010 - 104 Toplantiyeri:ERZURUM
Karar Tarihive No  : 28.09.2010 - 1994

Erzurum Ili, Senkaya lgesi. Gaziler (Bardiz) Kéyinde bulunan ve her hangi bir sit alam iginde yer
almayan, Kurulumuzun 11.9.2008 giin ve 1074 savili karan ile tescillenen. milkiseti Mchmet Zchi
CAKMUR a ait cvin mdlove, restitdsyon ve restorasyon projelerinin onaylanmasi talebini igeren ilgilisinin
dilckgesi, 2010532 savih uzman raporu okundu, dosyasi ile rdléve, restitisyon ve restorasyon projeleri
incelendi, yapilan gorliymeler sonucunda:

Frrurum Mi. $enkaya llgesi. Gaziler Koy 207 ada, 2-3 parselde kayith bulunan yapinin, korunma
grubunun 1 olarak belirlenmesine, tescilli taginmara sdnelik haarlanan roldse. restitdsyon ve rstorassen
projelerinin uypun olduguna, Kaltdr ve Tabiat varliklanm Koruma Ydksck Kurulu'nun 5.11.1999 giin ve
660 sayil ve 22.03.2001 giin ve 680 sayili ilke kararlan geregince uvgulamamin onaylanan projeleni
dogrultusunda proje milellifi denctiminde yapilmasina. proje miellifi tarafindan uy gulamanin onay lanan
proje dogrultusunda bitinldigine dair hasrlanacak rapor ¢ folograflann Kurulumus Miadirligine
iletilmesine, yine ayne ilke karan gereginee ur gulama bittikten sonra miellif mimann isminin yazildifs bir
tabelamin yapimin uy gun bir yenne asitmasi gerektigine karar venldi.

Lokm LU
Bblg \_f
BASKAN R BASKAN YARDIMCISI
Yed. Dog. Dr. $ahabettin OZTURK Mustafa TOKOZ,
(imza) (Imza)
Oye OYE Cye
Prof. Dr. Hamza GUNDOGDU Prof.Dr.Cevat BASARAN  Yrd.Dog.Dr. ENihal CETINIURK
{Bulunmad) (Imza) (Imza)
CYE . UYE
Yrd Dog DAl Yalgin TAVURCU  Yrd Dog DM, Teoman TEKKOKOGLU
{imza) (Bulunmadi)
TEMS.CYE TEMS. CYE TEMS. UYE TEMS. UYFE

Fikret OZTURK
Frzurum Valilik Tems.
tImsa)

Figure B.5. Commission Decision dated 28 September 2010. (Source: Erzurum

Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive,
Access: 2019).
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Figure B.6. Registration petition of Alisan Cakmur (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:
2019).
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RAPOR y o
Dovsa No 225182728
Raput No 20080 T3
R lanhi 228.07.2008
R.Konusu Freurum . Senkaya blgesi. Gaziler Koy dinde bulunan tayinmazlann 2863
say th vasa hapsaminda degerlendinimesi

KCLTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKEARINI KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MODURLOGUNE
FRZURUM

1N.GEa)y Alisar CAKMUR 'un 1601, 2008 20nl0 dilehgeni.
M Anlla SENOL un 10.01.2008 gl dilchgesi .

Freurum i, Senbana Heesi Gaviler Koytnde bulunan tyinmaslann Kolir Varhp
olarak tescil edidmesi istemini igeren ilgi yanlar gerefi sz honuse ayinmaslar 3386 ve 5226
say il yasa de degiph 2863 syl yana hapsanyinda yerinde incelenmigtir.

Yaplan incelemeler neticesinde;

CGarziler (Senollar Eni):

1 reurum I, Senbava llgest Gaziler Koy nde bulunan tayinmay iki hath bir diizenleme
pintermehte olup st hat biyOk oranda tahnp olmuoytur. Yapr beden duvarlan yer molostay
malzemeyle yer yerde hesme tay malzemesle inya edilmistir, Yapmin (st hattaki pencere
gevreleni diz hesme tay malzemey e inga edilmiytr,

Yapinin iy mehanda Gt ahyap malzemeli olup st 80 abyap dirckler tarafindan
tapnmaktadiryapuin &n hisannda tay inn yapist ser almaktadic. Loy finmin bly ak bie kism
toprakla hapanmaytir.

Yapinm yakminda Kurslumuzun 10031978 giin ve 1003 sayih harany la tewil edilen
Hardiy Asbanpaga Camii ve BardioAGaziler) Kalesi yor almaktadir,

Gaziler (Cahmur Evi):

Fezurum i, Senhasa Hgest Gazler Koy Onde bulunan tayinmaz teh hath bir dizenleme
gostermehtedir. Yapimin diy cophe beden dusarlan yer molos tay yer yerde hesine tag
malzeme hullamlarah ings edilmigtie. Yapda pencere gevielen de dizgln hesme tay
malzemed e inya edilmiytir. Yapida Finn yapia olaruh hullamilan yor olarak sdylenilen yerin
giriy s kemerli olup ig hisme dolu olduu igin incelencmemistir,

Yapiya batipk  olarak kullamlan alie kasmindia ise bosah shyap dirchlerle sapstnngy
higlangag Lavan 6nd sivtemi yer almaktadir,

Yapimn ig ks beden duvarlan sivali olup ser yer sivalar dak Gimily haldedir,

ilgilerinizi geregini ars ederim.

“mit AKIX WGAN
vebry’lanc

Muammer ", IDAK
‘-_ . . Eh&‘ -

Figure B.7. Site survey report (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of
Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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Konseei [DOGAL VE KILTOREL VARLIKLARI KORUMA ENVANTER!  DKVXE. [ o i1 | ENVANTER NO:

TURKIYE KULTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA GENEL MUDURLUGU HARITA MO
| ERZURUM JLCES SENKAYA MAHALLE VE KOY © GAZILER(BARDIZ) KOYD KORUMA | ANITSAL 1l 2l ol
WAK VE KA NO - KADASTRO PAFTA - ADA - PARSEL- DERECES| I=rureser 1
gi: T TYAPTIRAN - YAPAN - | MIVAART Baltsk Mmaruy
AKMUREVI  [FAPIM TARIHL 30 whaglan | KITARE - | VAKFIVE -

ENEL TANIM . Yap1 Kurulumuzun 10.03.1978 gln ve 1003 say1li karany la tescil edilen Bardiz Aslanpaga Camii ve Bardiz{Gaziler)
alesi yakininda k8yiginde yer almaktadir,

ORUMA Al vl TASIYICI [A [DIS YAPL 1A [USTYAPI [A]CYAPL [A ] SUSLEME A |RUTUBET 1A |YOK
URUMU |8 | ORTA 8 | a 8 B | ELEMANLAR] (B B {121 VAR
C | FENA c c 4 c C | ONEMLI

\\

ZIYET
/“( \\7‘ oAl
“” QL f/f(‘ |

| WA -
."- t'
Y. « [ wT, -

- ':*;:- -\ ’(
VW. 'u:-;{\. L.Y'

B | s

IGOUNKD SAHBE BAKIMOAN SORUMLU OLAN - [TEXNIK__ TSu [ Elextri [ mitma | Kanskzasyon
ISAN CAXMUR | ALiSAN cARIUR WGEAR T -1 - 1. 1 -
WPILAN ONARIMLAR CRIJNAL KULLANIWI

KOSLT

AYRINTIL! TANIM : Erzurur i, Senhaya flgevi Ganler Koyfinde buluzun:mNKU KULLANIMY
Anmaz tek hath bir dizenleme gostermehtedir. Yapmin diy cephe beden duvarlan s
r moloz tag yer yerde kewme tay malzeme hullanilarak nga edilmistir. Yapida,
ncere gevreleri de JOrgn kesme tay malzemeyle inga edilmigtic. Yapuda Fann FaNCRITEN KULLAMIMI

arah kullamlan yer olarak sdslenilen yenn giriy kismi kemerli olup i kismi KONUT
w vt K in incelenememistir,

Yaprya bitiyik  olarak kullanilan aher kisminda ise boyUk ahsap direhlerle] . .
pilmuy harlangig tavan Ortd sistemi yer almaktader. HAZIRLAYANLAR 2607 008

Yapinin i ki beden duvarlant sivalt olup yer yer sivalar d0h0ImMO$ | Ui AXDOGAN

Jehe Plancu d-

Idedir. . Muarmmer BUDAX s.m:'r.m Vol
| - v
L
" \ --u :\
rnonmou:bm f
(¢ zs/*"’ ‘
| KUKUL ONAYI ..\_;M
[ERZURUR KT V.CB K 05 + H SO 2008 gun
YN DT ERLER ve 1074 Saym K'ln I!-Ml,%
WC':: * “»-._-_- P
FOTOGRAF v | REVIZYON i 12007
ROLOVE PROJESH
RESTORASYON
[PROJESI
H-»‘RITA I
'KROKI i
KITABE I
“VARriYE R
) . e [oiGER !

Figure B.8. Registration sheet of Cakmur House (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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' “UMA 1L MODURLUGUNE
KUOLTUR VE TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA iL S URUM

15 i th
i i i 209 ve parsel: 5’ de {izerime kay1
{icesi Gaziler (Bardiz) Mahallesi Ada i
bulunansevtk:;?an:m tarafindan 1877 (1293) Osmanh Rus harbinden dnce ya;‘n!an' k‘orr;utu;n,
Bardiz’ 1n harp tazminaty olarak Ruslara verilmesi ile Ruslarin Bardiz’ a yerlestll:rl:l:gl un':1 ea;
l -
i Jandarma Karakolu o tahmi
indan kullanilmigtir. Kurtulus harbinden sonra !se
'-:;;f) li yillara kadar ]fullamlrmstlr. Bu tarihten sonra ise konut olarak kullamlmagtir.

Koltir ve Tabiat varhi olarak tescil edilmesi hususunda gereginl &z
ederim.15.04.2015

i i Mehmet Emin CAKMUR
Eki: Tapu sureti ve tagmmaza ait fotograflar e 081704

Adres:Gaziler (Bardiz) Mahallesi f
Senkaya/Erzurum /"'{ l

{rtibat TIf:0 538 8323758

Figure B.9. Registration application petition of Adnan Cakmur House (Source: Erzurum

Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive,
Access: 2019).

156



> 3~

RAPOR \Va

DosyaNo :25.15/28

Rapor No : 2009/ [f:f‘

R. Tarihi  :25.3.2009

R. Konusu :2863 sayili Yasa kapsamunda incelenmesi

KOLTCOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MCDORLOGO'NE
ERZURUM

ILGI: Koltdr Varhiklan ve Mazeler Genel Modirldgan0n 11.3.2009 giin ve 47959 sayili yazilan

Taginmaz Koltdr Varhhlanmin Onanmina Yardim Saglanmasina Dair Yonctmehk kapsaminda
Bakanligimiz 2009 mali bltgesinden proje ve proje uvgulama yardimi yapilacak taginmazlann ilgi yan
cki formlaria beraber incelenerck rapor, fotograf, harita gibi cklerin genel midarlogimize iletilmesi
istemnini igeren ilgi yan geregi s0z konusu taginmaz 2863 sayili yasa kapsaminda dosyast incelenmigtir,
Yapilan inceleme neticesinde;

-Erzurum 1li, Senkaya ligesi, Bardiz KdyQinde bulunan Kurulumuzun 11.9.2008 giin ve 1074 sayih
karant ile Kalidr Varligi olarak tescil edilmigtir.

- Cakmurlar Evi herhangi bir sit alani igerisinde bulunmamaktadir.
-Tescil karanmin diginda taginmaza yonelik alinmig bagka karar yokiur.
-Tescilli taginmazin vakin ¢evresinde Bardiz Kalesi ve Camisi bulunmaktadar.

- Tescilli taginmazan tek Kath, tag duvar Srgtll gelencksel Erzurum evierindendir. On cephe dizgiin yonu
tastan yapilmigtir. KOseler ve pencere kenarlannda didzgin kesme tag malzeme kullamlmistir. Bodrum kat
aydinlatilmas) mazgal pencere tarzinda kigik pencerelerle saglanmistirls oda tavanlan gqualar ve
kenarlardaki bitkisel bezemelerle siislenmistir.Orta gdbeklerde bitkisel bezemelere sahiptir. Taginmaz diz
toprakla 8r1al0 iken galvanizli sag malzeme ile kapaulmisur.tki syn girisi bulunan dn cephede ddrgen
formlu 5 pencere bulunmaktadir. Tag basamaklarla qikilan giniglerden sagda olamn sundurma cklentisi
bulunmaktadir, Diger girig Gzerinde beton kiniy ve Egimli bir arazide yapilmistir. Yan gikig kapistun
onlinde kesme tay malzemeli ocak bulunmaktadie. Yakin gevresinde Bardiz cami ve Bardiz kalesi
bulunmaktadir. D@z toprak damli iken gan ile kapatitmistir.

Sonug olarak, rdldve, restitdsyon ve restorasyon projelerinin hazirlanarak kurulumuzda onaylanmasin
milteakip en kisa zamanda restorasyonunun yapiimasinin uygun olacags ditsOnflmektedir. Mcveut durumu
itibari ile yardim igin acilivet arz ctmektedir.

Bilgilerinizi ve geregini arz ederiz.

Figure B.10. Report dated 25.03.2009 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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PROJE VE PROJE UYGULAMA TALEBI ON DEGERLENDIRME VE
YAPISAL DURUM FORMU

7 |

TASINMAZA ILISKIN TALEP U
Proje yandim Talebi [X] Proje uygulama Talebi [ ]

TASINMAZIN
hi: ERZURL'M licesi: SENKAYA Mahallesi: BARDIZ KOYO

Pafta no: - Adano: - Parsel no:
Bagvuru sahibinin adi: MEHMET ZEK] CAKMLUR

Tescil tarihi: 11.9.2008  Tescil sayis: 1074 Grup karan: YOK

TASINMAZIN KONUMU

1- Tescilli tasinmaz sit alam kapsaminda midir?
Evet - Hawir

O &

2- Sit grubunu ve derecesini tammlaviniz.
{ agiklamal alan)

3- Koruma amagh imar plani sar mu?

Var - Yok

O
(koruma amach imar plam varsa taginmazin gdsterildigi planda ilgili bolama renklendirersk
lejantlan ile bidikte gonderiniz)

4- Konuma amagh imar plani yvoksa Gegis ddnemi yapilanma kogullan belirlenmis mi?
Evet - Hayvir

O ™

5. Tasinmaz sit alans disinda ise, taginmazin korunma alam belirlenmis mi?
Evet - Havir

0 X

6- Taginmazin yakin gevresindekd tescilli ve geleneksel yapr yodunludu.
Cok -Orta -Az -Yok

033X U

7- Tasinmann bulunduZu alanda gelencksel doku bltlinl(2a bozulmus mu?
Evet — Havir

0 K

Figure B.11. Document dated 25.03.2009 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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8- Taginmazin yakin ¢evresinde doku batOnligand bozan yeni yapilasma var nu?
Var - Yok

O X «

9- Taginmazs konumu itibari ile degerlendirin,

Agiklamal alan ( Konumu itibari ile taginmaz gevresine ne yonde bir katkida butunmaktadir?)
Tayinmaz iiceye uzak bir dag kdy@nde olup nz saywdaki tarihl yapilardan olmas
schebiyle Snem arz ctmcktedir,

TASINMAZIN TESCIL DURUMU - A

1+ 19 uncu yOry1l sonuna hadar yapilang Laginmaz D
agiklamalt alan ( tarz ve donem belirlemek igin tescil figini kullammz varsa tescil fisini
ckleyiniz yoksa olmadigim belintiniz )

2. 19 uncu ylzyil sonundan sonra yapiimiy tapinmaz E
agiklamal alan { tarz ve ddnem belirlemek igin tescil figini kullanimz varsa tescil figini
ckleyiniz yoksa olmadifini belintiniz )

Agiklamal alan ( Taginmuz tarihsel, mimarhk, sanatsal, dzglnltik ve gelencksel degerler
ydninde hangi belge deferlerine sahiptir. Mimari kompozisyonu ve elemanlan agisindan
ddncmini yansitan ve belgelenmesi gercken 8zgtin ve nitelikli detaylan var mi? Agiklama ve
fotopraf cklenccek)(Yapi tek katl, tag duvar Srgilad gelencksel Erzurum evlerindendir.)

e NY S WRUMU
1+ Genel durumu

Apur hasarlt - orta hasarh - az hasarls - saglam — yikilnug

O B

2- Taginmazin Kat adedi: { Bodrum - zemin — normal katlar ve ¢ati kat belirtilecek )
Bodrum(yan topraga gdmGl0)+zemin

3- Tagtnmazin yapim teknii: Kagir - ahsap kagir -~ shsap karkas
(agiklama alan)
Kagir

4- Taginmazin cophe yontinden deerlendirilmesi

a) Ozgln ve mimari detaylar: (agtklamali alan) cephe kaplamatan, kegir yapim teknikler,
sagak alts, cumba alti, denizlik alt s@slemeler, konsollar, pencereler, kapilar vb, gibi)

Tescilli tasinmazin tek katls, tay duvar 3rgild gelencksel Erzurum evicerindendir. On
cephe ditzglin yonu tagtan yapilmigtir. Kdyeler ve pencere kenarlannda ddzgtn kesme
tay malzeme kullamimigtir, Bodrum kat aydinlatilimasi mazgal pencere tarnunda kiclik
pencercleric sslanmistir.d¢ oda tavanlan qitalar ve kenarlardaki bitkisel bezemelerle
slslenmistir.Orta gbbekierde bitkisel bezemelere sahiptir.Taginmaz d0z toprakla drtild
iken galvanizli sa¢ malzeme ile kapatitmigtir.{ki ayrr girigi bulunan &n cephede dbrtgen

2

Figure B.12. Document dated 25.03.2009 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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@

formlu § pencere bulunmaktadir. Tay basamaklaria gikalan giriglerden sapda olanmin
sundurma cklentisi bulunmakiadir. Difer giriy Gzerinde beton kirly ve Efimli bir
arazide yapimigtir, Yan ¢ikiy kapsimn Snlnde kesme tay malzemcli  ocak
bulunmakiadir. Yakin gevresinde Bardiz cami ve Barduz Kalesi bulunmaktadir, Diz
toprak damli iken ¢at: ile kapatilmagtir.

b) Niteliksiz ek ve detaylar ( agiklamah alan ) ilave kat, ana yapya bitigik cklenti. kap
re formlannda ve 02gfn malzemede yapiimig olan bozulmalar)

nccleme yapilan tarihte eve girilemedigl i¢in detayh aragtirma yapllamamugtir. Ancak

peacercier kink oldupundan icerl ve tavanlar gdrlilcbilmistir. Ahgsap kisimlannda

bozulmalar daha belirgindir.

Onemli not: Koruma bdlge kurulu karan ile 2863 sayih yoasaun 9, moaddesi kapsaminda
izinsiz modahalede bulunduklan saptananlar yardimdan yararlanamazlar,

¢) Cephedeki hasar ve bozulmalar: (agiklamali alan) Zeminde oturmalar, dlisey sapmalar,
cephe kaplamalanndaki bozulmalar, yapisal ¢atlaklar, yapisal kopmalar, malzeme bozulmalan
vb, gibi

Pencere ve duvariarda ¢atlaklar ve yer yer ayrimalar girilimstlr,

5. Taginmazin ig mekan yOnlnden dederlendirilmesi
Inceleme yapilan taribte eve girilemedigi igin detayh araytirma yapilamamagtir,

2) 02500 ve mimari detaylar; (agiklamal: alan) merdivenler,
korkuluklar, kapilar, dolaplar, duvar resimleri, tavan sGslemeleri, ocak vb gibi)

b) Niteliksiz ek ve detaylar ( agiklamah alan)

¢) Hasar ve bozulmalar: (agiklamali alan) Tavan ve dosemelerdeki borutmalar, schim,
dlseyinden kayma, malzeme bozulmatan vb. gibi

Tav‘.\pla.: ve tavan gobek ve Kenarlanndaki, bezemcler oldukga iyi olarak glnimtze
gelmigtie.

6- Tagiyict sistem: (agiklamali alan) yatay ve dilsey tasiyicilann durumu
Yiima tay duvar olarak yapilmistir,

Onemli pot: Tagiyscr sistemi ileri derecede hasar gdrmy yapilara proje uygulama yardimi
vcn!mgz. Prgjc yardimlaninda ise r8idve restorasyon projelcrinin diyinda statik projelerinin de
gdnderilmesi gerchmektedir Ancak statik proje bedeli Bakanlik tarufindan karyilanmaz.

7- Cati ; (agiklamahi alan) yapinin genel durumu, dig tesirlere aqik olup olmadip, ¢atidaki
hasar ve bozulmalar

D&z toprak dami iken ¢ats ile kapatilmistir,
8- Mimasi proje dizeyi katsayisi ( Bu bd1am proje yardimlan igin kullamilacakur.)
E a) Sivil mimarhk Omci basit yapilar (sade): Mimari kompozisyonu ve clemantan

acisindan sade Szellik tagiyan ve belgeleme stresinde hizmet gaglaga gistermeyceck yapilar.
( Katsayisi @ 1) :

3}

Figure B.13. Document dated 25.03.2009 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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D b) Sivil mimarhk denei ve amitsal yamlar ( zengin): mimari kompozisyenu ve clemanlan
agisindan nitelikli deder tayryan, belgclenmesi gerckli dzgln ve nitclikli detaylan bulunan ve
ayin bozulmalar nedeniyle belgelenme sQeesinde hizmet goglDga gostereock yapitar ile tescilli
1. grup olan anitsal yapilar ( cami, han, hamam, kilise vb. gibi vaplar )

( Katsayiu: 1,5)

D ¢} Sivil mimarhk Omegi ve amitsal yapilann 8z¢] Ormncklen ( gok zengin): miman
kompozisyonunda sanatsal yOnden 8zg0n tasanm ve bezemeler ile cfrisel agikhk ve ond
sistemleri. almagik duvar OrgOsiine sahip, 8zg0n ve nitclikli detaylan bulunan ve agin
bozulmalar nedeniyle belgelenme stiresinde hizmet paglogU gdsterccch yaplar

( Katsayisi: 1,75)

9. Tagtnmazs yapisal durumuyla deerlendirin
Agtklamali Alan ( meveut durumu itibari ile yardim igin acilivel arz odip ctmedigini belirtin)
Mevcut durumu itibarl lle yardim Igin sciliyet arz etmektedir,

Tespit tarihi: 28.03.2009

Tespit ckibi:

'MALOGLU

Harita B4ohendisi

Figure B.14. Document dated 25.03.2009 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation
Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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RAPOR @

Dosya No :25.15.28

Rapor No :2010/3%

R.Tarhi :24.02.2010

R.Konusu :Erzurum lli. Senkaya tigesi, Gaziler Kdyiinde bulunan CAKMUR evinin 2863 sayih
yasa kapsaminda incelenmesi.

l\.ULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MODORLCGONE
ERZURUM

ILGI: Kalar Varliklan ve Mozeler Genel Madarlaga'ndn 04.02.2010 gln ve 24121 sayih yazisi

Erzurum lli, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziler KOylinde bulunan CAKMUR evinin yerinde
incelenerck Proje ve Proje Uygulama Talebi On Degerlendirme ve Yapisal Durum Formu ile
- cklerinin gdnderilmest istemini igeren ilgide kaysth yazs geredi s0z konusu taginmaz 2863 sayili -
yasa kapsaminda 16.02.2010 tarihinde yerine gidilerek tarafimizea incelenmigtir.

Yapilan incelemeler neticesinde;

Erzurum lli, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziler Koynde Bulunan Cakmur Evi Kurulumuzun
11.09.2008 giin ve 1074 say1h karan ile kalir varhd olarak tescil edilmigtir. Herhangi bir sit
alani igerisinde yer almamaktadir,

Taginmaz tek katl: dikddrigen planls dozenlemeye sahiptir. Taginmazin kuzey tarafi 2 kath
olup alt kati bodrum ycklinde dozenleme gostermekiedir. Taginmazin girlg cephesinde bulunan
giry kapisina merdivenlerle ulagilmaktadie, Girig kapisinda ki sundurma yapiya sonraki
donemlerde eklenmisgtir.

D cephe itibariyle beden duvarlan tag malzemeli olup Gstil ¢atiyla drtaladar. Taginmazin
glneyinde tapinmaza bitisik olarak inga edilmiy yap: yer almaktadir. Bu yaps farkhi molkiyette
olup gliney duvanda blyik oranda yikilnug durumdadr.

Taginmazin dnce cephesinde bulunan pencerelerden kuzey tamafta bulunan iki pencere
dikddrtgen formlu olup gevresi dilzgln kesme tay malzemeyle sinirlandinimigtir. Inceleme
tarthinde kapilanmin kilitli olmasi nedeniyle i mekam incelenememistir. Ancak dosyasindaki

fotograflardan anlagildid: kadanyla i¢ mekanda ki odalann ikisinin Ost drtdsinde ahsap sOslemeli
gobek kismu yer almaktadir. Yine dosyasindaki fotograflardan i¢ mekan bdlme duvannda hasarh
alanlar oldugu anlagilmigir. Yapinin kuzey cephe duvannda yikilmig bdldm yer almakts olup
pencerelerinde ve beden duvarlannda da hasatlar meveuttur,

Yapinin bau cephesinde tapinmaza bitisik olarak inga edilmis ve alir olarak kullanilmug
yapi, kuzey tarafinda ise ocak kismi yer almaktadir,

S8z konusu yapida hasarli olan kisimianin bahse konu kalt@r varhiginda daha adir hasarlar
olugturmamasi igin onanlmasinin uygun olacad: kanaatindeyiz.

Bilgilerinizi ve geregini arz edcriz.

Giiyen YA Muam r){;ﬁi{)
l S ihgisi

Figure B.15. Report dated 24.02.2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council
of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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9.

AULTURVE FURIZM BAKAMLIG
Kiluir Varhklary se Mizcler Genel Mudiirliaza

FASINVIAZ RULLUR VE TABLAT \-'_.\Rl.ll'il..\RINiN ONARIMINA YARDIM
ROMVISYOND NUN 29032000 FPARDHLGEVE LSAYILIKARARLERLERININ LISTEST
20t Yah Prege Yardum Bagyuen Eaatest

200 Vil Proge Yardisin Listest

2008 Yahinds Proje Yardimn Yapidmasr Karsrtastinlan Projest Daha Sonrbe Bie Uanlie
Onas lutan Ve Proge Bedelinm 2010 Yl Baity esinden Odeamesi Kararbastinbanlara it Liste

ce Yihoda Proje Yardimu Yopilmas Kararbigtielan Projest Daha Sonrake Bie Tanhbte
Onaylamn Ve Proe Bedelinn 20100 Yl Bityesinden Odenmesi Kardaytinlanlara it Liste

2006 Yilinda Proje Yordine Yapilinast Kararbisunlan Projest Asme Yil Onay lanan Proje
Boedelinin 2010 Yl Biitgssinden Odeantesi Karadayialan Tasiumaza Ait Lise

2007 Yilinds Proje Yardua Yapilmast Kerrlgyhinlan Projesi Daha Soncahi Bie Tanhie
Onay lanan Ve Proje Iedelinin 2010 Yil Bitgesinden Odenmesi Karardagtinlantara At Liste

2008 Yiinda Proje Yardinu Yopdmast Koradmtinlan Projesi Daha Soacaki Bie Tanbie
Onaylanan Ve Proje Badelinin 2010 Yih Bitgesinden Odenmesi Karulayunlanlara Ait Liste

2009 Yihinda Proje Yardime Yapilmas Kararlasinlan Projest Dala Sonraki Bie Tanhbte
Onavlanan Ve Proje Badclinin 2010 Yih Batgesinden Odenunesi Kararlsytinluanlara Aat Liste

2007 Yiheda Eksih Odenen Proje Bedelinin 2010 Yihinda Odenmesi Kararagtinlan
Fasinmaza Ait Liste

L2008 Yilinda Elsih Odenen Proje Bedelinin 2010 Yilinda Odenmesi Karurlastinlan

Faginmaza Ait Liste

L2010 Yih Proje Us gulama Bagvuru L
. 2010 Yili Proje Uveulama Yardinu Listesi

2 Wil Prore vculaon Yardiew Karwrlagtetlan Ve At OlMuilan Yil o lgensinde

Ralamdamayan Yasdon Tutariconn 2000 Yibnda Kullandindmast Kararlagtinlan
Tastamardara it Liste

S200 Yihada Proje Yardim Yopdmas Komslagunlin Ancak e OAdeiu Yl leensinde

Vuzulimaya Baylnewmast Nedenisle On Odemelerinin Lde Elilne Kanlagtinliniara
At Liste

22000 Y Prore D avulama Yordime Yedod Lintesi

-
- v.-’-v

L AMIE T LRI . sy Lkt T e

Figure B.16. Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Turizm Varliklarinin Onarimina Yardim Komisyonu

Decision no.1 dated 29.03.2010 and list of annexes (Source: Erzurum
Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive,
Access: 2019).
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dated 29.03.2010 and Annex 2 (Source: Erzurum Regional

Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:

Figure B.17. Decision no. 1,
2019).



ERZURUM ILI
SENKAYA ILCESI
GAZILER(BARDIZ) KOYU

MULKIYETI MEHMET ZEK{CAKMUR’A AIT TESCILLI
EVIN

RESTITOSYON RAPORU

Erzurum 1li, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziler(Bardiz) k8yQnde bulunan Cakmurlar Evi y1gma tekniginde
yapilmig olup dikddrtgen planh ve genelde tek kath ve kuzey kdsede bodrum kati bulunan bir yap1 olup
gesen zaman icinde oldukea tahrip olmug ve gney duvan yikilmig, kuzey duvan ise aynimig her an
yiktlma tehlikesi iginde olan yaptnin, bu kadar olumsuzluklanna ragmen sonradan cklenen gatisi dijinda,
ilk ginkd halini yansitir olmasi, bir bagka ifadcyle zaman iginde niteliksiz ve Ozgln plan yemasini
bozacak, gdrindm0 etkileyecek muhdes cklentilerin olmayigi yapinin restitlisyon ¢aligmasinda en bilylik
avantajidir.Bir bakima yap aslina uygun restore edildiginde yapinin 8zgin hali de kendiliginden ortaya
¢ikacaktir,

Figure B.18. Restitution report (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of
Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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Figure B.19. Petition of Zeki Cakmur dated 07.09.2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:
2019).
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o RAPOR @
Dosya No : 25.15.28 St

Rapaor No : 2010337 o
R.Tarihi :24.09.2010 e
R.Konusu: Erzurum i, $enkaya lgesi, Gaviler(Bardiz) Koy Onde bulunan tescilli, 8

Mcehmet Zehi CAKMUR Evi Projelerinin incelenmesi

KULTUR ve TABIAT YARLIKLARINI KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MODORLCGO'NE
ERZURUM

1L.G1: Mchmet Zeki CAKMUR *un 07.09.2010 tarih)i dilekgesi

Ersurum L, Senkaya ligesi, Gaziter (Bardiz) Koylnde bulunan ve her hangi bir sit alam iginde yer
almanan,  Kurulumuzun 1192008 gin se 1074 sayih haran  ile tescillenen,  mitkiyeti Mchmet Zchi
CAKMUR a ait evin rdldve, restitdsyon ve restorasyon projelerenin onayfanmasi talebini igeren ilgide kayath
dilchgeye astinaden s02 honusu tapinmaz 2863 savih yasa kapsanmunda  14.09.2010 warihinde mahalline
gidilerel incelenmigtie. Yapulan incelemeler sonucunda;

Ersurum ili, $enkaya Hgesi, Gaziler (Bardiz) koyOnde bulunan yapr, Kurulumuzun 11.9.2008 pin ve
.074 sayth haran ile MOIOr varlis olarak tescil edilmigtir.Cakmurlar Evi herhangi bir sit atam igerisinde
bulunmamahtadir, Tescil karmnmin diginda tayinmaza yonelik alinmig bagha hamr yoktur, Taginmuzin yakin
sevresinde, Gayrimenhu! Eski Eserler ve Amitlar Yhsek Kurulu'nun 10.03.1978 gn ve A1003 sayil haran ile
tescil edilen Bardiz Aslan Paga Camii ve Bardiz Kalesi yer almaktadir.

Tescilli taginmasin tek kath, Jdikdongen planh ddzentemey e sahiptie, Taginmaz kusey tarafi 2 kath olup
alt katt bodrum gehlinde dizenleme gostermehtedir. Tag duvar orgdll gelencksel Erzurum evlerindendir Ancak
Gelenchsel Erzurum Exlerinden farkl olarak tapiyicr dusarfarda chyap haul kullamlmadig gibi. Ersurum
Eslerine dzpd kirlangig Onald tandirevi(aghane) yerine yoreye dzgll alu kemerli, 0810 finn yeklinde ocak
yapilmistiz..On cephede kdyeler, hapt v pencere henarlun dilzglin yonu tastan, diger yerler ise moloztagtan
vapimistir. Bodrum hatn aydinlanbmast mazgal pencere taranda kigtk pencerclerle saglanmigiedy oda
tavanlan gitalar ve henardardaki bitkiselibenzemelere sahiptir. Odalanin ikisinin tavaninda ahgap sihvlemeli
pobek hism ver almaktadir Tayinmaz dilz toprakla 8ndld iken galvanizli sag malzeme ile ek yine eimli
sundurma gatinla drtdimogtir.dhi ayn girg bulunan On cephede, gneydeki kismin milkiyeti bagkasina ait
wlup, geymis yahin dinemde ¢sasl onanm gegirmigtir.Canka bu Kismin kapr ve pencere Gzerinde betonarme
hatilla bogluklar gegilmiytirBu kismin giney duvan da boyik oranda yikilmug durumdadie.Duvan yikitan
odatardan bilydk olaninda tag bir $dmine bulunmaktadir. Her iki binamin 6n cephesinde, dorngen formlu 5

encere bulunmaktadir. Tag basamaklarla gikilan giriglerden sagda olamin sundurma cklentisi bulunmaktadir,
Yapiin husevinde, Gggen formda ayn girigi olan, Gzerindeki ¢atisi ¢okmils ve ydreye 82g0 linn-ocak ocak
bulunmaktadir.dreye d7g0 finn-ocak bulunmaktadir.Ocagin kemerli olan kismi kismen toprak ve moloz yigim
alunda Rhalmegur.Ocagen pigirme yeni hare bigiminde bir bugluh bulunmakta ve gevresi dilzgln yonu tagtan
orfliddr.Ocagin igt vine disglin yonu tagtan ve kubbemsi bir formda yaprlmigtr.Ocagin atey yakilun Kisnm
alita olup, kemerli bir dilzenlemeye -sahiptir.Ocagin duman bacasi evle ocagin birleyligi i hiyeden
yihselmektedir, R

Taginmazlann giney duvan yililonsg, huscy duvan ise aynlmig heran yikitma tehlikesi igindedir. Arka
hisme Lor cephe olan yapinmin, ig mekantanndaki tagiyace ve bagdadi bolme duvarlan blybk dlglide thrip

olmuy, yer yer yikilma se gatlaklar meveuttur. Bu haliyle ivedilikle onanlmasi gerckmektedir.

Miilk sahipleri vekili tarafindan,*Tagtnmaz K@liir Varhiklannin Onanmiina Yardim Saglanmasina dair
Yincimelih™ kapsaminda, proje wygulama yardimindan yoararlamlarak hazirdanlan, taginmaza ait réline,
restitisyon e restorasyon projeleni Kurudumuza iletmig. amlan projeler mahallinde bina ile birchir
harylaytinlarak kontrold yapidmug, tespit edilen chsiklik ve hatalar bizzat fenni mesule izah edilmisti, Tespit
edilen bu chsiklik ve hatalar proje miellifinee ditzeltilmig ve onaylanmak fizere tekrur sunulmugtur

Dosyast ve ckleri incelencrek konuya ilighin Kurulumuzea bir karar alinmass hususunu bilgilerinize arz
wderiz,

Figure B.20. Report dated 24.09.2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council
of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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KURUL KARARI T.C.
KOLTOR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
ERZURUM KOLTOR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA BOLGE KURULU
KARAR
Toplanti Tarihi ve No : 28,09.2010 - 104 Toplant: yeri: ERZURUM

Karar Tarihi ve No  : 28.09.2010 - 1994

Erzurum i, Senkaya lgesi, Gaziler (Bardiz) Koy@inde bulunan ve her hangi bir sit alam i¢inde yer
almayan, Kurulumuzun 11.9.2008 glin ve 1074 sayih karan ile tescillenen, molkiyeti Mchmet Zeki
CAKMUR'a ait evin rol0ve, restitlisyon ve restorasyon projeleninin onaylanmasi talebini igeren ilgilisinin
dilekgesi, 2010/532 sayilt uzman raporu okundu, dosyas ile 1813ve, restitlisyon ve restorasyon projeleri
incelendi, yapilan gbrismeler sonucunda;

Erzurum 11i, Senkaya llgesi, Gaziler Koy 207 oda, 2-3 parsclde kayith bulunan yepinin, korunma
grubunun I olarak belirlenmesine, tescilli taginmaza ydnelik hazirlanan rdl6ve, restitiisyon ve restorasyon
projelerinin uygun olduguna, Kalttir ve Tabiat varhiklanm Koruma Yiksek Kurulu'nun 5.11.1999 gOn ve
660 sayih ve 22.03.200]1 giin ve 680 sayih ilke kararlan geregince uygulamanin onaylanan projeleri
dogrultusunda proje moellifi denctiminde yapilmasina, proje maellifi tarafindan uygulamanin onaylanan
proje dofrultusunda bitirildigine dair hazirlanacak rapor ve fotograflann Kurulumuz Mudarligone
ilctilmesine, yinc aym ilke karan geregince uygulama bittikten sonra miellif mimann isminin yaziidigu bir
tabelanin yapimn uygun bir yerine asiimas: gercktigine karar verildi.

. -
- -
BASKAK YARDIMCISI
Av. Mustafa TOKOZ

Ny, Selocd

YE. OYE
Ppf.Dr.Cevat BASARAN  Yrd.Dog.Dr. E.Nihal CETINTORK

OYE
Prof. Dr. Hamza GON DU

(BULUNMADS

St

OYE OYE
Yrd.Dog.Dr.Ali Yalgin TAVUKGU Yrd.Dog Dr.M.Teoman TEKKOKOGLU
(BULUNMADI)
TEMS.OYE TEMS. OYE TEMS. OYE TEMS. OYE
Fikret OZTORK

Erzurum Valilik Tems.

Figure B.21. Council decision dated 28.09.2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access:
2019).
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TCCI
KULTUR ve TURIZM BAKANLIGI
ERZURUM KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI
KORUMA BOLGE KURULU MCDERLUGT

SAYT : B.16.0.KV)M.4.25.00.02 /~$0% ERZURUM
KONLU £ 2010 Yalt Proje Yandim Taleplerinin 02.03.2010
Degerlendinimesi

KCLTTR VARLIKLARI VE MUZELER GENEL MUDURLTCGU'NE
ANKARA

1L.GL: 04.02.2010 giin v B.16.0.KVM.0.06.02.00 24121 savili yazniz

226 sayil yasa ile dedisih 2863 sayth yasanin 12, maddesi geredinee hazirdanan 15.07.2005
glin ve 25876 sayili Resmi Gazete'de yayinlanan “Taginmaz Kaltdr Varliklanmn Onanmina Yardim
Saglanmasina Dair Yonetmelih™ hapsaminda Bakanhidimiz 2010 Mali Yilt Bargesinde proje ve proje
up gulama yardimu yapilacak tasinmarlann incelenmesine ilighia ilgi yaamz ve ohi incelenmigtir,

Muadarligamiizin porey aluminda kalan e ilgi yazamez okt listede ser alan peoje sankm
talebinde bulunan taginmazlann Madardigamisce yerinde incclenmesi sonucy hazirdanan “Proje ve
Proje Uygulama Talebi On Degerlendirme ve Yapisal Durum Formu™ ile ekleri haaranarak yaamiz
ckinde pondentmekiedir,

Bilgilerinizi ve Genegini arz ederim

Fh: Dosa i _.g.g\d\:tl
CD (.2 Aden

L. g

Adres : Yeni Hakimet Konag Kat 5 ERZURUM Tel: 00342, 23326 31 Fanv: 233 1580

Figure B.22. Petition dated 02.03.2010 (Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council
of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019).
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1850s TO 1881

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE,
CEVDET CAKMUR'S HOUSE AND MEREK

DAILY ROOM

=

(]

Figure C.1. Restitution drawing of the period from 1850s to 1881.

(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAT
DECISIONS

.
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

hy o

SETTAR BAYRAKTAR'S HOUSE

S

ENVER SAHIN'S ASHANE

MEREK

PART QF
OLD BARN

WESTERN
PART OF
NEW BARNS

<
IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER. ERZURUM
PREPARED BY:

SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU
THE PERIOD FROM 1881 TO 1921

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE,
CEVDET CAKMUR'S HOUSE, MEREK, OLD BARN AND
WESTERN PART OF NEW BARNS

Figure C.2. Restitution drawing of the period from 1881 to 1921.
(Prepared by Author, 2019).

ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER GAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1881 TO 1921

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE
'AND GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

(Prepared by Author, 2019)

Figure C.3. Restitution drawing of the period from 1881 to 1921.

@014 4
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER GAGRI CAKMUR BASAK [PEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1881 TO 1921

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

Figure C.4. Restitution drawing of the period from 1881 to 1921.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS

DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSLES

IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

SUPERVISOR:

PREPARED BY:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1921 TO 1970s

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF GUEST HOUSE

ENVER SAHIN'S ASHANE /

Q.

ALiSAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

NORTHERN PART OF _

OLD BARN |

SOUTHEX
OLD BARN'

WESTERN PART OF / = e
NEW BARNS R

SABRI CAKMUR®

EASTERN PART OF
ROOM

NEW BARNS

ADJACENT BUI DING

Figure C.5. Restitution drawing of the period from 1921 to 1970s.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

o
/.

WESTERN
PART.OF
NEW BARNS

IZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR

SUPERVISOR:

BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1921 TO 1970s

ROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE,
T CAKMUR'S HOUSE, MEREK, OLD BARN, NEW
BARNS AND MACHINE SE

Y N

SETTAR BAYRAKTAR'S HOUSE

ADNAN-CAKMUR'S HOUSE

-__—__\‘——-

WC

PART QF
OLD BARN

EASTERN
PART OF
NEW BARNS

ADJACENT BULDING

Figure C.6. Restitution drawing of the period from 1921 to 1970s.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAI

DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

[ZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1970s TO 1999

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE.
CEVDET CAKMUR'S HOUSE, MEREK,, OLD BARN, NEW
BARNS AND MACTINE [IOUSE

ENVER SAHIN'S ASHANE

PART OF
OLD BARN

AWESTERN
PART OF
NEW BARNS

EASTERN
PART OF
NEW BARNS

ADJACENT BULDING

[~

Figure C.7. Restitution drawing of the period from 1970s to 1999.
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ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE
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(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
DECISIONS

DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

1ZMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNCLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AN SCIENCES
AMASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER. ERZURUM
TUNCER GAGRI GARMUR BASAK [PEKOGLU

THE PERIOD FROM 1970x TO 1999

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE
AND GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

(Prepared by Author, 2019)

/ FURNACE

o

. WAREHOUSE ®

Figure C.8. Restitution drawing of the period from 1970s to 1999.
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

17MIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOIL. OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS TN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR [HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR

TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEKOGLU

THE PERIOD AFTER 2012

THE GROUND FLOOR PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE,
CEVDET CAKMUR'S HOUSE, MEREK, OLD BARN, NEW
BARNS AND MACHINE HOUSE

WESTERN
PART OF

NEW BARNS

MEREK

BEDROOM

DAILY ROOM

PART OF
OLD BARN

EASTERN
PARF OF ' . RUINS
NEW BARNS

RUINS OF
MACHINE
HOUSE

]

ADNAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE

Figure C.9. Restitution drawing of the period after 2012.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING TIIE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR [OUSES

INSTITUTE OF
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING SCIENCES
AMASTER IN ARCIITECTURAL RESTORA

GAKMUR HOUSES IN GAZILER, ERZURUM

PREPARED BY: SUPERVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK IPEROGLU

THE PERIOD AFIER 2012

THE BASEMENT PLAN OF ALISAN CAKMUR'S HOUSE
AN GROUNT FLOOR PLAN OF ATINAN CARMUR'S HOUSE

FURNACE

* WAREHOUSE ,

-

Figure C.10. Restitution drawing of the period after 2012.

(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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INVESTIGATION AND EVALUATION OF
TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL
DECISIONS
DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS OF
CAKMUR HOUSES

PERIODS OF CAKMUR HOUSES

LEMIR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND SCIENCES
A MASTER THESIS IN ARCHITECTURAL RESTORATION

CAKMUR HOUSES TN GAZILER, ERZURLM

PREPARED BY: SUPFRVISOR:
TUNCER CAGRI CAKMUR BASAK [FEKOGLU

THE PERIOD AFTER 2012

THE T PLAN OF AKMUR'S HOUSE

Figure C.11. Restitution drawing of the period after 2012.
(Prepared by Author, 2019)
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MEASURED DRAWINGS OF SIRMACI ARCHITECTURE
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Figure D.1. Measured drawings, 2010.

(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019)
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Figure D.3. Measured drawings, 2010.
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Figure D.4. Measured drawings, 2010.
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Figure D.6. Measured drawings, 2010.
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Figure D.7. Measured drawings, 2010.
(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019)
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Figure D.8. Restitution drawings, 2010.
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Figure D.10. Restitution drawings, 2010.
(Source: Erzurum Regional Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural Assets Archive, Access: 2019)
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