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ABSTRACT 

 

UNDERSTANDING GÖLDE (İNCESU) WITH ITS TANGIBLE AND 

INTANGIBLE CHARACTERISTICS 

 

International conservation agenda focuses on the significance of understanding rural 

heritage with a holistic approach considering both tangible and intangible aspects. However, 

tangible aspects are still the main concern of legal documents as well as academic discussions 

in Turkey. Thus, most of rural heritage sites are either demolished or lost its authentic 

characteristics without being understood and documented inclusively. 

 This study aims a holistic understanding of Gölde (İncesu) rural settlement within the 

border of Kula where Muslim Turkish and Orthodox Rum communities lived together until the 

beginning of the 20th century. Considering the aim of the study; both tangible and intangible 

characteristics of Gölde are deciphered by using different information sources; observation and 

analysis of the physical environment for tangible, and narratives of the present Muslim and past 

Orthodox Rum inhabitants for intangible. Thus; continuing, changed and lost values of Gölde 

could be evaluated.  

The results of the study made it clear that analysis of the sole physical environment in 

not enough to understand a place with all its dimensions. Intangible characteristics that shaped 

and/or performed in this physical environment should be also understood.  
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ÖZET 

 

GÖLDE (İNCESU)’NİN SOMUT VE SOMUT OLMAYAN 

NİTELİKLERİYLE ANLAŞILMASI  

 

 Uluslararası koruma yaklaşımları, kırsal mirası, somut ve somut olmayan özelliklerini 

göz önünde bulundurarak, bütüncül bir yaklaşımla anlaşılmasının önemine odaklanmaktadır. 

Ancak Türkiye’de yürütülen birçok akademik çalışmanın yanı sıra, yasal düzenlemelerde de, 

somut özelliklerin ön plana çıktığı görülmektedir.  Bu nedenle, birçok kırsal miras alanı yok 

olmakta, ya da kapsamlı bir şekilde belgelenmesi yapılmadan özgün özelliklerini 

kaybetmektedir.  

 Bu çalışma, Müslüman Türk ve Ortodoks Rum topluluklarının 20. yüzyılın başlarına 

kadar birlikte yaşadığı, Kula sınırları içinde yer alan Gölde (İncesu) kırsal yerleşimini bütüncül 

olarak anlamayı amaçlamaktadır. Araştırmanın amacı dikkate alınarak; çalışmada, yerleşimin 

somut özellikleri gözlem ve fiziksel çevrenin analizi ile, somut olmayan özellikleri günümüzde 

var olan yerel halkın ve geçmişte yerleşimde yaşamış olan Orthodox Rum sakinlerinin aktarımı 

ile, farklı bilgi kaynakları kullanarak yorumlanmaktadır. Böylece, Gölde’nin devam eden, 

değişen ve zaman içinde kaybolan değerleri tespit edilebilmiştir.  

 Çalışmanın sonuçları, sadece fiziksel çevrenin analizinin, bir yeri tam anlamıyla 

anlamaya yetmeyeceğini açıkça ortaya koymuştur. Bu fiziksel ortamda şekillenen ve/ veya 

gerçekleştirilen somut olmayan özellikler de anlaşılmalıdır.    
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CHAPTER 1 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Rural heritage was considered in a narrow perspective for a long time referring 

only tangible aspects that include vernacular buildings and other structures related to 

agricultural, socio cultural and religious activities such as mills, wells, chapels etc.This 

limited scope widened in time realizing the fact that built environment is a dynamic 

organism that is affected by natural and cultural components. Today, rural heritage is 

conceived in a broader and holistic context emphasizing both tangible and intangible 

aspects1.  

Tangible aspects are based on rural landscape, immovable property, movable 

property and products2. Rural landscape results from human activities on the environment. 

Immovable properties include buildings that are signs of specific activities or an 

architectural style. In addition to buildings that are used for living, agricultural, economic 

activities and public buildings, in rural world, immovable properties also include fountains, 

food markets, water wells, ruins and archaeological sites. On the other hand, movable 

properties are all artistic objects and works that show creativity of the community and 

present aesthetic values in the landscape. They may be objects for domestic use (furniture in 

regional styles), for religious purposes (furnishings in churches, chapels or mosques) and 

for festive events (carnival floats, village or corporation emblems).    

In addition to tangible elements, rural heritage also includes intangible aspects. 

According to UNESCO, cultural heritage cannot be limited with monuments and 

collection of objects. It also includes intangible issues that were inherited from ancestors 

and passed to new generation of a community3. Depending on growing globalization, 

preserving of intangible heritage is so significant to maintain culture of a community. 

                                                 
1  Definition of rural heritage is considered as “the settlement with tangible and intangible aspects 

showing the relationship of the human community that has established in territory over time”,  

Committee of Senior Officials of the European Conference of Ministers responsible for 

Regional/Spatial Planning (CEMAT), “European Rural Heritage Observation Guide – CEMAT,” 

published at 80th meeting held in Budapest (Hungary) on 28 March 2003, Last Accessed June 06, 

2018, https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2. 
2  Committee of Senior Officials of the European Conference of Ministers responsible for 

Regional/Spatial Planning (CEMAT), “European Rural Heritage Observation Guide – CEMAT,” 

published at 80th meeting held in Budapest (Hungary) on 28 March 2003, Last Accessed June 06, 

2018,  https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2. 
3  “Intangible Heritage,” UNESCO, Last Accessed September 4, 2018, https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-

intangible-heritage-00003. 

https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2
https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2
https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-intangible-heritage-00003
https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-intangible-heritage-00003
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Additionally, understanding of intangible heritage of different communities also provides 

intercultural dialogue and respect for other ways of life.  Most importantly, intangible 

heritage may shape tangible heritage and this impact can be observed through built 

environment in rural heritage. Main intangible heritage issues that have impact on 

tangible heritage can be listed as techniques and skills, non-written traditions and ways of 

organizing social life4. Techniques and skills enable creation of rural landscape including 

construction of buildings and production of architectural elements. Within this context, 

transmission of traditional construction technique and craftsmanship is the main principle 

for conserving existing tangible heritage. Non-written traditions are the way of expression 

that shows the impact of the community on its environment. They are mainly local 

dialects, traditional music, dance, stories and legends mostly related local history and 

place names. Ways of organizing social life are based on certain customs, regular events 

like celebrations, wedding and burial ceremonies, festivals and rituals5. 

 

1.1 Problem Definition 

 

Depending on the connection between tangible and intangible issues, revealing 

and understanding them are so significant for assigning heritage value to a settlement 

and conserving it. In terms of conservation policies, although some international 

charters have been followed and laws have been brought into force, there are still 

shortcomings in their implementations. Moreover, lots of rural heritage areas 

disappeared without documentation of their built environment and culture. In addition, 

ICOMOS has clarified that rapid deterioration is in progress especially in rural areas6. 

Many rural sites in Turkey is also under the danger of extinction. 

Gölde, officially named as İncesu, is one of the settlement that Orthodox Rum 

and Muslim Turkish people lived together before “population exchange” of 1924. 

Although originality of the built environment is largely maintained, some buildings 

have collapsed and some of them are faced with the danger of collapse depending on the 

                                                 
4  Committee of Senior Officials of the European Conference of Ministers responsible for 

Regional/Spatial Planning (CEMAT), “European Rural Heritage Observation Guide – CEMAT,” 

published at 80th meeting held in Budapest (Hungary) on 28 March 2003, Last Accessed June 06, 

2018, p. 9, https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2. 
5  “Intangible Heritage,” UNESCO, Last Accessed September 4, 2018, https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-

intangible-heritage-00003.  
6  K. Kutgün Eyüpgiller, Zeynep Eres, Prof.Dr. Nur Akın'a Armağan: Mimari ve Kentsel Koruma, 

(İstanbul: Yem Yayın, 2013), 442.  

https://rm.coe.int/16806f7cc2
https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-intangible-heritage-00003
https://ich.unesco.org/en/what-is-intangible-heritage-00003
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decreased population. Thus, the settlement which contains cultural and architectural 

values is facing the danger of extinction. For this reason, tangible and intangible 

characteristics of the settlement should be documented with a holistic approach.  

Although there are lots of international charters and declarations that emphasize 

that rural heritage should be understood embracing its tangible and intangible aspects 

together, most of studies in Turkey are mostly focused on tangible aspects. Within this 

context, approaches to the conservation of rural heritage in Europe and in Turkey will 

be discussed in detail in following chapters. 

 

1.2 Approaches to the Conservation of Rural Heritage in Europe 

 

Evaluation of a “habitation” as a cultural heritage and necessity of conserving it 

datesback to end of 18th century as a result of industrial revolution. In that period, 

increased migration from rural areas to urban areas as a result of industrialization and 

technological developments in agricultural activities causes changes in traditional life of 

rural settlements. Lots of traditional rural settlements in the world face the danger of 

extinction because of migration to cities and decreased population in the villages. Thus, 

conservation of architecture that is the product of villager-farmer based society has 

emerged. First conservation works regarding rural settlements have been performed as 

opening open-air museums in Europe. Depending on destructive effects of Second 

World War on built environments, ideas for protection and survival of damaged 

traditional rural settlements have begun to develop. Within this context, Venice Charter 

(1964) is a breaking point among them in terms of conservation of historical urban and 

rural settlements as a whole (Table 1.1). 

In the early 1970s, charters and recommendations for conservation of rural 

settlements have been presented by expanding its scope particularly in Europe. Among 

them, The Granada Appeal: Rural Architecture in Regional Planning (1977) is 

significant. The document states that rural settlements should be considered in regional 

planning studies7.  

 

  

                                                 
7  Emre Madran, Nimet Özgönül, International Documents Regarding the Preservation of Cultural and 

Natural Heritage (Ankara: ODTÜ Mimarlık Fakültesi Yayınları, 1999), 221-222.  
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Table 1.1. Approaches and scope of International documents about conservation of 

rural heritage. 

 

Recommendation Approach to Rural Heritage Scope of recommendation 

Venice Charter (1964) “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 

particular civilization”  

Definition, conservation, 

restoration, historic sites, 

excavations, publication  

Amsterdam Declaration 

(1975) 

“The architectural heritage includes not 

only individual buildings of exceptional 

quality and their surroundings, but also all 

areas of towns or villages of historic or 

cultural interest” 

İmportance of preservation, scope 

of preservation, responsible 

institutions, funds, restoration 

process 

 

The Granada Appeal: Rural 

Architecture in Regional 

Planning (1977) 

"Participants were not only concerned 

with the aesthetic values of the rural 

architectural heritage, they also accept it 

as evidence of wisdom.” 

Causes of threats, results of these 

threats in rural heritage, solutions 

Convention For the Protection 

of the Architectural Heritage 

of Europe (1985) 

 

 

 

 

“architectural heritage … comprise … 

groups of buildings: … urban or rural 

buildings conspicuous for their 

historical, archaeological, artistic, 

scientific, social or technical interest 

which are sufficiently coherent to form 

topographically definable units” 

Definitions, what should be 

protected? How can be identified?  

Analyzing current built 

environment, determining changes, 

physical deteriorations, harmful 

effects, conservation policies 

 

Recommendation on the 

Protection and Enhancement 

of the Rural Architectural 

Heritage By Council of 

Europe, Committee of 

Ministers (1989) 

“To safeguard the collective memory of 

rural Europeby developing instruments 

for research into and identification of its 

architectural heritage” 

Safeguarding of collective 

memory, incorporating the 

protection of the built heritage into 

the planning, regional development 

and environmental protection 

process, activating the 

enhancement of heritage, 

promoting respect and knowledge 

of the rural heritage 

Recommendation On the 

Integrated Conservation of 

Cultural Landscape Areas as 

Part of Landscape Policies By 

Council of Europe, 

Committee of Ministers 

(1995) 

“Cultural landscape areas … formed by 

various combinations of human and 

natural agencies, which illustrate the 

evolution of human society, its settlement 

and character in time and space and 

which have acquired socially and 

culturally recognised values at various 

territorial levels, because of the presence 

of physical remains reflecting past land 

use and activities, skills or distinctive 

traditions, or depiction in literary and 

artistic works, or the fact that historic 

events took place there” 

Definitions, field of application, 

aims, the process of identifying and 

appraising cultural landscape areas, 

levels of competence and strategies 

for action, implementation of 

landscape policies, legal protection 

and conservation of cultural 

landscape areas as part of 

landscape policies, information and 

awareness-raising, training and 

research, international co-operation 

Charter on the Built 

Vernacular Architecture 

(1999) 

“The built vernacular heritage is 

important; it is the fundamental 

expression of the culture of a 

community, of its relationship with its 

territory and, at the same time, the 

expression of the world's cultural 

diversity.” 

Scope of vernacular, principles of 

conservation, guidelines in practice 

(research and documentation, 

sitting, landscapes, traditional 

building systems, replacement of 

materials and parts, adaptation, 

changes and period restoration, 

training)  
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Additionally, rural architecture is evaluated not only with its aesthetic value but 

also as a sign of vital memory in this document. Afterwards, Council of Europe 

presented recommendations for conservation of rural heritage in 1979. These 

recommendations determine the values of rural settlements with a holistic approach and 

identify rural settlements as “cultural heritage”.   

In the 1980s, the scope of recommendations related to rural settlements have 

widened including main problems and threats that these settlements face with8. 

According to the recommendation of Council of Europe in 1989, built and natural 

environments are inseparable parts of rural heritage. Also, this document recommends 

tools for research and identification of settlement’s architectural heritage. One of these 

tools is based on establishing of scientific inventories and geographical typologies for 

the settlement. Another tool is organizing the study for identification of rural heritage 

on a multidisciplinary basis that include not only architectural and artistic qualities but 

also geographical, historical, economic, social and ethnographical factors9.  

In the 1990s, rural heritage began to be consideredwithin the scope of “cultural 

landscape” in connection with its larger surroundings. Council of Europe defines 

“landscape” as “formal expression of the numerous relationships existing in a given 

period between the individual or a society and a topographically defined territory, the 

appearance of which is the result of the action, over time, natural and human factors and 

of a combination of both10. In addition, it defines “cultural landscape” as “specific 

topographically delimited parts of the landscape, formed by various combinations of 

human and natural agencies which illustrate the evolution of human society, its 

settlement and character in time and space and which have acquired socially and 

culturally recognized values at various territorial levels because of the presence of 

physical remains reflecting past land use and activities, skills or distinctive traditions, or 

depiction in literary and artistic works, or the fact that historic events took place there”. 

                                                 
8  K. Kutgün Eyüpgiller, Zeynep Eres, Prof.Dr. Nur Akın'a Armağan: Mimari ve Kentsel Koruma, 

(İstanbul: Yem Yayın, 2013), 441.  
9  Council of Europe, Committee of Ministers, “Recommendation on the Protection and Enhancement of 

the Rural Architectural Heritage,” adopted by the Committee of Ministers on 13 April 1989 at the 

425th meeting of the Ministers' Deputies, https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1989-

recomendacao_relativa_a_protecao_e_valorizacao_do_patrimonio_arquitetonico_rural-

conselho_da_europa.pdf.  
10  Council of Europe Committee of Ministers, “Recommendation No. R (95) 9 On the Integrated 

Conservation of Cultural Landscape Areas as Part of Landscape Policies,” adopted by the Committee 

of Ministers on 11 September 1995 at the 543rd meeting of the Ministers' Deputies, 

https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1995-

recomendacao_relativa_a_conservacao_dos_sitios_culturais_integrada_nas_politicas_de_paisagem-

conselho_da_europa.pdf. 

https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1989-recomendacao_relativa_a_protecao_e_valorizacao_do_patrimonio_arquitetonico_rural-conselho_da_europa.pdf
https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1989-recomendacao_relativa_a_protecao_e_valorizacao_do_patrimonio_arquitetonico_rural-conselho_da_europa.pdf
https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1989-recomendacao_relativa_a_protecao_e_valorizacao_do_patrimonio_arquitetonico_rural-conselho_da_europa.pdf
https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1995-recomendacao_relativa_a_conservacao_dos_sitios_culturais_integrada_nas_politicas_de_paisagem-conselho_da_europa.pdf
https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1995-recomendacao_relativa_a_conservacao_dos_sitios_culturais_integrada_nas_politicas_de_paisagem-conselho_da_europa.pdf
https://www.culturanorte.pt/fotos/editor2/1995-recomendacao_relativa_a_conservacao_dos_sitios_culturais_integrada_nas_politicas_de_paisagem-conselho_da_europa.pdf
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It is obvious that while built environment reflects the sociocultural structure of society, 

culture also shapes the built environment at the same time. Thus, built environment and 

culture throughout history of the settlement should be evaluated together to understand 

a rural heritage. In 1999, Charter of the Built Vernacular Architecture by ICOMOS, 

approaches to rural settlements as “built vernacular architecture” and states their 

importance. In addition, it shows guidelines in practice for conservation process but 

they are based on documentations of existing built environment in terms of traditional 

characteristics and changes11.  

When all charters and recommendations that identify the scope of rural heritage, 

reveal the conservation problems and present conservation policies are taken into 

consideration; it can be said that they aim conservation of tangible and intangible 

heritage together. They claim that rural heritagerepresents the societies’ distinctive 

identities, so they should be conserved andtransferred to next generations.  

 

1.3 Approaches to the Conservation of Rural Heritage in Turkey 

 

Rural heritage were not evaluated in the scope of conservation policies until 

1970’s in Turkey12. Throughout Ottoman Empire Period, conservation was focused on 

archeological sites and historical buildings through four regulations that were called 

as“Asar- ı Atika Nizamnamesi”. In the Republic Period, the concept of “heritage” has 

been identified in connection withconservation policies following the approval of 

Venice Charter in 1967. Afterwards, this concept became legal with “1710 sayılı Eski 

Eserler Yasası” in 1973 and conservation policies has been applied in the scope of 

“urban heritage” throughout 1970’s.  

Concept of “rural heritage” came up firstly in 1979 through a declaration by 

“Garimenkul Eski Eserler ve Anıtlar Yüksek Kurulu”. This declaration is based on 

determination of the structures belonged to particular periods and gathering information 

about  their  characteristics.  Depending  on inadequacy of this declaration, “2863 Sayılı 

Kültür  ve  Tabiat  Varlıklarını  Koruma Kanunu” came into force in 198313. Concept of  

                                                 
11  ICOMOS, “Charter on the Built Vernacular Architecture,” ratified at 12th General Assembly, in 

Mexico, October 1999, https://www.icomos.org/images/DOCUMENTS/Charters/vernacular_e.pdf.  
12  K. Kutgün Eyüpgiller, Zeynep Eres, Prof.Dr. Nur Akın'a Armağan: Mimari ve Kentsel Koruma, 

(İstanbul: Yem Yayın, 2013), 443-444. 
13  “2863 Sayılı Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu”, Mevzuat Bilgi Sistemi, accessed 

September 8, 2018, http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/MevzuatMetin/1.5.2863.pdf.  

https://www.icomos.org/images/DOCUMENTS/Charters/vernacular_e.pdf
http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/MevzuatMetin/1.5.2863.pdf
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Table 1.2.  Some thesis about conservation of rural heritage and their context in last 10 

years (Theses that present a tool to understand traditional rural settlement 

with its tangible and intangible aspects are highlighted.). 

 
Thesis Context 

Begüm Demiroğlu, “Ankara- Polatlı rural residential 

architecture: The example of Sarıoba village and 

Seyhahmetli”, Master Thesis, Selçuk University, 2017. 

A settlement that host various civilizations, 

architectural values of settlement through current 

architectural characteristics of six examples 

Tuğba Karabulut, “The analysis, evaluation and the 

preservation-rehabilitation proposal of rural settlement 

pattern of Buyukalan Village at Akseki province, 

Antalya”, Master Thesis, Gazi University, 2017. 

İdentification of architectural, physical and social 

characteristics of the village, potential of tourism, 

problems, values and conservation problems 

Şeyma Sarıbekiroğlu, “Understanding Cultural 

Landscape Characteristics: The Case of Barbaros 

Settlement”, Master Thesis, İYTE, 2017. 

Understanding rural settlements as a whole, 

importance of identifying them through not only 

architectural characteristics but also natural and 

cultural characteristics of them  

Gamze Şayın, “Defininig the preservation problems 

and analysis of vernacular architecture herigate of 

Denizli Hisarköy (Attuda) settlement”, Master Thesis, 

Dokuz Eylül University, 2016. 

Analyzing of current architectural, physical and social 

characteristics of the village, problems in site scale and 

building scale, solutions in site scale and building scale 

Koray Güler, “A model proposal for conservation of 

abandoned rural settlements in Turkey: Case study of 

Odemis-Lubbey Village”, PhD Dissertation, İTÜ, 

2016. 

Problems in rural settlements in Turkey, historical 

background of conservation policies, conservation 

proposal for abandoned rural settlements 

Yüksel Altuğ, “Conservation problems in rural 

settlements: Case of Baglar region-Bergama”, Master 

Thesis, Dokuz Eylül University, 2016. 

Identification of current physical environment of the 

settlement, physical problems and solutions 

Ayşen Etlacakuş, “Conservation aimed evaluation 

of Darkale rural settlement in Soma, Manisa”, 

Master Thesis, IZTECH, 2015. 

Developing ways to understand traditional dwelling 

units, authenticity of rural settlement with its close 

environment in different scales, evaluation of values 

and conservation problems 

Emine Çiğdem Asrav, “Place and community driven 

conservation and empowerment in historic rural 

landscapes: Principles and strategies for Taşkale 

village, Turkey”, Master Thesis, METU, 2015. 

Formation of rural settlements, forces that shape rural 

settlements, sustainability of traditional life with 

traditional built environment 

Sevim Sezi Karayazı, “Assessment of rural 

architectural characteristics in Belenalan village, 

Akseki”, Master Thesis, Gazi University, 2015. 

İdentification of current architectural, physical and 

social characteristics of the village, potential of 

tourism, problems, values and conservation problems 

Göze Bayram, “Research of rural architecture in 

Aegean Region (A study of Manisa Kayacık)”, Master 

Thesis, Dokuz Eylül University, 2012. 

Forces that shape rural settlements in general and in 

Anatolia, identification of current architectural 

characteristics of the buildings, sustainability of 

traditional architecture 

Gülsüm Hande Yeşilyurt, “Conservation in rural 

areas, case study: Örenli Village in Kepsut, 

Balıkesir”, Master Thesis, METÜ, 2012. 

Concept of rural heritage, legislations on 

conservation of rural heritage, identification of 

physical and sociocultural structures of the 

settlement, principles for conservation of the 

settlement   

Nihan Kocaman, ”Proposal to protect rural texture of 

Burdur Altinyayla (Dirmil)”, Master Thesis, İTÜ, 2012. 

Analyzing of architectural characteristics and current 

situations of the buildings, identification of the 

problems 

Emine Gizem Başkan, “The role of architectural 

heritage in the rural built environment: A case 

study”, Master Thesis, METU, 2008. 

Concept of rural heritage, sustainable rural 

development, tools to protect and enhance rural 

settlement, identification of the physical 

environment through observations and interviews 

Öget Nevin Cöcen, “Identifying the values of 

Küçükbahçe Village through its architecture and 

collective memory”, Master Thesis, METU, 2007. 

Identifying the settlement through observations in 

physical environment and collective memory of 

inhabitants, determination of values and problems 
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“heritage” has been explained as “urban and urban residences of various civilizations 

reflecting the social, economic, architectural and similar characteristics of the periods 

they  have  lived,  places  where  historical  events  took  place  and characteristics of the 

determined nature”. However, definition of urban, archaeological, historical and natural 

heritage has not been discussed separately and “rural heritage” has not taken place 

within the law. Because of this shortcoming, in 1989, Turkey approved “Conventions 

for the Protection of the Architectural Heritage of Europe” dated 1985. In 2000, 

“Türkiye Bilimler Akademisi (TÜBA)” established the system of “Türkiye Kültür 

Envanteri” cooperating with “Ministry of Culture” and inventory of architecture was 

developed as urban and rural separately. However, this establishment is not still 

guaranteed by laws14.  

 Although Turkey has followed and approved the international recommendations 

regarding conservation, there are some problems in their implementations. Thus, some 

changes have been made in “2863 Sayılı Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu” 

and definition of “heritage” has been widened with addition of “places where cultural 

assets are concentrated and hosts social life” in 2004. According to this change, 

although there is no distinction as urban and rural heritage, it comprises rural heritage 

implicitly. Afterwards, “urban heritage” has been explained as “places where cultural 

and natural components that have more importance existing together than existing as 

single are located” and definition of “urban heritage” was further enhanced with a new 

resolution in 2006. However, there is still no exact definition for “rural heritage”.   

 In addition to approved international charters, laws and resolutions about 

conservation of rural heritage, there are also lots of academic studies about it in Turkey 

(Table 1.2). While most of these studies are focused on formation of rural settlements, 

identification of physical environment through documentations, determination of values 

and conservation problems, some of them also provides conservation proposal for rural 

heritage. In terms of methodology, some of them are not focused on only tangible 

heritage but also intangible characteristics of the settlements. These studies that tackle 

rural heritage embracing tangible and intangible characteristics are significant in terms 

of presenting a way to understand rural settlements as a whole. 

  

                                                 
14  K. Kutgün Eyüpgiller, Zeynep Eres, Prof.Dr. Nur Akın'a Armağan: Mimari ve Kentsel Koruma, 

(İstanbul: Yem Yayın, 2013), 447. 
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1.4 Aim of the Study 

 

The aim of the study is to understand Gölde with a holistic approach considering 

bothits tangible and intangible characteristics. Within this aim, the study tries to answer 

the following questions;  

 How is traditional life and built environment at present? 

 How was the traditional life and built environmentbefore the population 

exchange in 1924? 

 What were and are the tangible and intangible characteristics? 

 Are there any differences between present and past in terms of tangible and 

intangible aspects?  

 

1.5 Method and Sources 

 

This study aims to understand Gölde settlement with its tangible and intangible 

characteristics in its current and past situation. Thus, abandonment of most of the 

dwellings, small population that include mostly old people, being isolated from Kula 

than other neighboring villages and lacking of literature sources raised the necessity of 

documentationof the built environment, vialiterature and archive sources as well as 

collective memory to understand the settlement with a holistic approach (Table 1.3).  

Studies about ancient Gölde is limited. There are two main books that provide 

information about Gölde in ancient period. Bilge Umar’s book, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel 

Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi, emhasizes Gölde as a significant ancient Lydian 

city and gives information about Lydian Period. Additionally, studies of Hasan Malay 

that has been published in the scope of Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula 

Sempozyumu in 2006, reveal the archeological findings regarding ancient period of the 

settlement. Also, in the scope of this symposium, a study of Eti Akyüz Levi that briefly 

introduces settlement at the beginning of 21st century has been published. Although it is 

known that Gölde is an old settlementthan Kula according to notes of traveler’s and 

ancient findings, the literature about Kula is quite rich. However, depending on close 

relationship between two settlements throughout history, it is also important to examine 

Kula. Within this context, the symposium book titled as Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü 

Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu Bildiriler, provides information about Kula in a broad 
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perspective. Additionally, while Ahmet Nural Öztürk’s book, Kula: Katakekaumene 

(Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu Yöre, gives information about 

the history of Kula region, it also emphasizes the ancient settlements around Kula like 

Gölde including traveler’s notes. In addition, Ela Çil’s dissertation, Exploring the 

Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia, Rustem Bozer’s 

book, Kula’da Türk Mimarisi and Kula Evleri helped to understand built environment in 

Kula. 

Before detailed site survey to document existing built environment to understand 

tangible components, connection with village headmen, Mustafa Çapar, was provided. 

According to recommendations of Çapar, a one-day visit was carried out to the 

settlement in Spring of 2017. In that day, Çapar gave information briefly about the 

settlement including historical background, current population, livelihood, significant 

structures like Orthodox School, mosque and water wells. Then, Kula Municipality was 

visited and current cadastral map of the settlement that has been drawn in 1965 and 

revised in 2001 was obtained. Additionally, information about current conservation 

policies for the settlement was received. Afterwards, a site survey form including 

questions that will give information about traditional life has been created for interviews 

with local people. Following the preparation of questionnaires, site visits have been 

carried out three times during summer in 2017. In addition to preparation of sketches in 

terms of lot organizations, plan organizations and architectural elements of the 

dwellings that can be observed internally; dwellings that has been observed only 

externally have been documented through photographs.  

While tangible components are deciphered through observations and analyses of 

built environment, understanding of intangible components and their impact on built 

environment are achieved through oral sources. Regarding this situation, “collective 

memory” is an efficient tool to understand intangible components. “Collective memory” 

has been introduced firstly by French sociologist Maurice Halbwachs in 1920’s in his 

seminal works15. Over the past decades, collective memory has become a topic 

especially in humanities and social sciences and a significant tool in “memory 

studies”16. It can be mainly defined as a form of memory that is shared by group instead 

                                                 
15  James V. Wertsch, Henry L. Roediger III, “Collective memory: Conceptual foundations and 

theoretical approaches,” Memory, 16:3, (2008): 318.  
16  Henry L. Roediger III, James V. Wertsch, “Creating a new discipline of memory studies,” Memory 

Studies, Vol.1, Issue 1, (2008): 5.  
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of varying among individuals17. Additionally, Yadin Dudai states that collective 

memory refers to three components as a body of knowledge, an attribute and a process. 

A body of knowledge is a characteristic of the culture of individuals who share 

similarities and individuals who may participate in different groups defined by 

generation, countries of origin, ethnicity etc. An attribute is a unique holistic image of 

past in a group. Lastly, process is evolution of understanding between individuals and 

group because while individuals may change the collective memory of a group and 

group may influence the individual’s understanding. Thus, transmission of knowledge 

from maximum number of individuals is so important to use “collective memory” as a 

tool for understanding intangible heritage, their impacts on built environment and 

revealing cultural values of a community.  

Within this context, during site survey, interviews with local people were done. 

In terms of interviews, elder people were preferred. Although the eldest people were 

born in 1930’s, most of them still remember the narratives of their parents regarding the 

life in the settlement before migration of Orthodox community. İbrahim Gündoğdu 

(1932), İzzet Memiş (1933), Emine Çapar (1934), Ayşe Göl, Hürriyet Göl (1960), 

Osman Gür (1937), Rukiye Görgülü (1941), İzzet Dülger, Yakup-Sabriye Dülger 

(1947), Yusuf Baştürk (1944), Dudu Baştürk (1955), Halil Çağılcı (1953), Sultan 

Çağılcı (1959), Nusret Aydın (1965), Selahattin Uzun (1952), Mustafa Çapar, Şerif 

Taşatar, Mükerrem Emre (1945) and Hulusi Uzun (1950) attributed to study sharing 

their knowledge about life in the settlement in Ottoman Period and explaining their 

current life in the settlement.  

In terms of dwellings, while locals gave information about daily life, usage of 

buildings and spaces, the last stonemason in the settlement, Osman Gür, informed about 

construction system and materials of the dwellings in detail. According to his narratives, 

representative 3D model of a dwelling has been prepared using 3D Max software. 

Additionally, identity cards of forty-three dwelling units that have been observed 

internally were prepared including general characteristics, plan organizations, 

architectural elements and sections. In addition, hypothetical original lot organization of 

thirty-one of these dwelling units was drawn according to traces of some masses in the 

courtyard and narratives of current owners of these dwelling units. All of them have 

been drawn and organized via AutoCad software.  

                                                 
17  James V. Wertsch, Henry L. Roediger III, “Collective memory: Conceptual foundations and 

theoretical approaches,”, Memory, 16:3, (2008): 318. 
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After gathering all information about the settlement throughout field works, 

connection was provided with Center for Asia Minor Studies in Athens as the second 

step of “collective memory”. The center has transmitted oral records of people who 

migrate to Greece from Gölde village in 1920’s. Although the archive includes only two 

people’s narratives, it provides lots of knowledge about the settlement in 19th and early 

20th centuries in terms of daily life, commercial life, physical environment, settlement 

pattern, language, relations between two communities and relations with near 

environment. Interviews have been made by the center in 1959 and 1963 with Katine 

Peazoğlu and Kharalampos Khatzilambidis18. 

Katine Peazoğlu was born in 1880 in Gölde. Her parents were also from Gölde. 

She had married in the village but she had migrated to Greece with her family in 1922 

following the Greek army until Izmir. They had respectively arrived to Siros Island, 

Tinos Island Katerini and Kokkinya. She had not provided much information to 

researchers from the center because she had spoken Turkish during interviews. Katine 

Peazoğlu was indicated as KP hereafter.  

Kharalampos Khatzilambidis was born in 1897 in Gölde. While his father was 

born in Gölde, his mother was from Kula. He was a soldier in 1916 in Panormos, Artaki 

and Çanakkale. He had escaped from the military and hided in Gölde for a while. He 

had changed his official paperwork and showed himself as dead. Then, he had been 

arrested by Turkish army in Izmir. He stayed in prison camp for six months. 

Afterwards, he went to Greece with prisoner exchange and settled into Nikaia. Unlike 

Peazoğlu, Khatzilambidis could speak Greek language in addition to Turkish. Thus, 

majority of the knowledge has been gained from him. Kharalampos Khatzilambidis was 

indicated as KKhereafter. 

 

1.6 Structure of the Thesis 

 

The studyis presented within thesis in four chapters. First chapter begins with 

definition and scope of rural heritage and continues with problem definition. Depending 

on the scope of the problem, chapter continues with approaches to conservation of rural 

heritage in Europe and in Turkey. Afterwards, aim of the study, method and sources and 

structure of the thesis are included in first chapter.  

                                                 
18  Interviews with Orthodox migrants were translated by Xristianna Ioannidi from Greek to Turkish in 

April, 2018.  
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Second chapter is based on characteristics Kula where hosts Gölde (İncesu). 

Since the main focus of the thesis is Gölde, this chapter is kept in brief and categorized 

under subheadings of; geography, history, population, economic life, urban 

development, settlement pattern, characteristics of built environment and characteristics 

of Kula houses. 

Third chapter gives information on characteristics of Gölde with similar 

subheadings in the second chapter. In this chapter, in addition to understanding of 

current situation of the village, it was aimed to understand the culture and built 

environment in Ottoman Period to perceive changes throughout history.  

Fourth chapter is focused on the architectural characteristics of dwellings in 

Gölde. These characteristics are categorized as lot organization, use of spaces and plan 

organization, construction technique and materials, façade characteristics and 

architectural elements. Although this chapter is mostly based on observations during 

field works, local people also provided some information about dwellings. In addition, 

some dwellings that had belonged to different ethnic groups in late 19th centuryand still 

keep their original characteristics are compared with each other regarding these 

categories.   

The fifth and last chapter is an evaluation of all gathered and produced 

information about Gölde. Breaking-points that affected the settlement areclarified. 

According to these breaking-points, continued, changed and lost tangible and intangible 

components are revealed.  

 

 

 

  



 

 

15 

 

CHAPTER 2 

 

KULA IN THE CONTEXT OF GÖLDE 

 

The main concern of this thesis is understanding the physical environment and 

traditional life in Gölde throughout history particularly from late 19th century till today. 

Within this context, understanding Kula is also important depending on close 

relationship between these two settlements. Thus, this chapter concentrates onKula and 

aims to understand its characteristics in terms of geography, history, population, 

economic life, urban development, settlement pattern, historic urban center and 

architectural characteristics of the houses.  

 

2.1 Geographical Characteristics 

 

Kula province that hosts Gölde is in transition zone between Aegean and Central 

Anatolia Regions of Turkey. Although the closest city to Kula is Uşak, it is officially a 

district of Manisa that is located 101 km away from Kula. In addition, it is 150 km away 

from İzmir, the third largest city of Turkey (Figure 2.1). It is surrounded by volcanic 

hills, Uşak and Eşme at east; Demirci and Selendi at north; Alaşehir (Philadelpia) at 

south are neighboring settlements. North side and west side that extends towards Gölde 

is totally volcanic land. 

Kula is located in a volcanic region that was called asKatakekaumene by Strabon 

in 18 AD19. It means that “burned until it became ashes”. At present, region is still 

called as “volcanism of Kula” because of the volcanos around. Kula is the closest 

settlement to old volcano that is known as “Mount Divlit” (Figure 2.2).     

Although it is close to Aegean coast, Kula’s climate is more similar to Inner 

Anatolia due to its high altitude (720 m). Summers are hot and dry, winters are 

rainy.While the coldest months are January and February, the temperature reaches to 

peak in July and August. Annual and daily temperature differences are not so much. 

Additionally, the region gets the most rain during winter20.  

                                                 
19  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 17-18.  
20  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 73.  
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                                                                                                         İzmir-Ankara highway 

 

Figure 2.1. Location of Kula and Gölde (Source: Yandex Map, 2017). 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2.2. Map of volcanic formations around Kula and Gölde (İncesu) (Source: 

Ayhan Atakol, 2003). 

 

The center of the town and hills around it are lack of forests until the Gediz 

River. Forests are mostly found around Eroğlu, Başıbüyük, Bebekli and Encekler 

villages. Forests are generally composed of oak, valonia and Calabrian pine. 

Additionally, there is planted pine production in Encekler and Şehitoğlu villages where 

are located at northwest of Kula and north of Gölde21.   

                                                 
21  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre, 75-76.  
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 The most significant river in the region is Gediz River that is located at north of 

Kula and flowed in east-west direction. Gediz, with 350 km length, is the largest river 

of Aegean Coast after Büyük Menderes River. While the river ebbs during summer, 

excesses can be seen during winters depending on received precipitation.   

 

2.2 Historical Background 

 

Despite of inadequate sources in terms of the ancient period of Kula, many 

researchers believe that the settlement may be dated back to Lydian’s period (700 BC-

300 BC) (Figure 2.3). Von Diest claims that Kula is a Lydian city that was called as 

Koloe in ancient times according to his notes in 1850’s22. However, in 1994, an 

inscription that shows the location of Koloe around Marmara Lake was found.23 In 

addition, Bilge Umar claims that the region called as Gölmarmara today, was called as 

Koloe in AD 1st century24.  

In addition to Koloe, there are different hypothesis about the origin of the name 

of Kula. According to Umar, the word of “Kula” is based on the word of kuwala. 

Kuwala means “child of kuwa” in the Lydian language. In addition, kuwa means 

Goddess Artemis.25 

According to another hypothesis supported by William Ramsay, the word of 

Kula is transformed from the word of “kale” that means fortress in Turkish. This word 

can also be interpreted as a tall house in the land.26 The interviews with locals of Gölde 

also support this hypothesis. According to local people in Gölde, the daughter of the 

emperor was suffering from a disease and the emperor has built a tower that means kule 

in Turkish, in the region where Kula is located today. In that time, the area had marshy 

ground. In progress of time, additional buildings have been constructed around this 

tower and Kula settlement has occurred.  

 

                                                 
22  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre, 105. 
23  Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 13. 
24  Bile Umar, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi (Istanbul: İnkılap Yayınevi, 

2001), 192. 
25  Bile Umar, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi (Istanbul: İnkılap Yayınevi, 

2001), 193. 
26  William M. Ramsay, Anadolu’nun Tarihi Coğrafyası (İstanbul: Milli Eğitim Basımevi, 1960), 232. 
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Figure 2.3.  Ancient settlements around Gediz (Hermos) River and Küçük Menderes 

(Kaistros) Valley (Source: Hasan Malay, 2006, pp. 7). 

 

Ancient historians such as Strabon (B.C. 54 – A.D. 24), Vitruvius (B.C. 1st 

century), Byzantine Stephanos (6th-7th century) and Eusthatios (7th century) named the 

settlement as Katakekaumenein ancient period.27Katakekaumene means “burned 

land”.Among them, Strabon describes the geographical characteristics of 

Katakekaumene in detail and explains the reason why it is referred in this way. 

According to Strabon, the settlement region of Katakekaumene has nearly 9 km length 

and 7 km width. This region is also called as both Mysia and Maionia28. Apart from the 

vineyard where Katakekaumene wines are produced, the region is forestless. In addition 

to plains that are covered by ashes, the highlands and rocks are black caused by fires. 

However, some people believe that fires are result of the eruptions and they state 

Typhon myth.29 However, Strabon believes that the geographical characteristics of the 

                                                 
27  Zeki Arıkan, Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler 

(Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 8. 
28  Maionia is an ancient settlement that is called as “Menye, Gökçeören” at present. (Duygu S. Akar 

Tanrıver, “Kula Yakınlarında Bir Antik Kent: Maionia (Gökçeören/Menye)”, Geçmişten Geleceğe 

Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu Bildiriler (Kula: Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 197-209. 
29  In mythology, Typhon is a creature that has a dragon head, a body covered with snakes and bigger 

than mountains with flaming mouth. Typhon revolts to Zeus and it attacks to Olympos where is 

known as “The house of the Gods”. At the end, it is killed with thunderbolts of Zeus and it is buried 



 

 

19 

 

region cannot be the result of single event. According to him, the main reason is a 

source of fire underground. However, this source has lost its effect over time but in the 

region of Katakekaumene, there are three volcanos that are nearly 0.7 km away from 

each other. In addition to these hollows, a hill rises by the side of each hollow. It is 

believed that these hills have occurred as a result of spewing of the hot material 

underground.30 Additionally, Strabon has discovered the primitive human’s footprint 

around Divlit Mountain during his examination in the region. Thus, it is thought that 

Katakekaumene is one of the first regions where people lived31.   

The presence of extinct volcanos shows that Kula, in other words 

Katakekaumene, the settlement is situated on the fault lines. Especially the neighboring 

region Alaşehir, in the ancient times Philadelphia, have had many earthquakes and 

these earthquakes have affected many cities of Lydia. According to Strabon, the 

earthquake in AD 17th century has caused massive demolition in Katakekaumene. 

However, the emperor has raised the cities again by giving money. 

 Although it is believed that Strabon has given the name of Katakekeumene to the 

region, in 2003, an inscription has been exposed around İğdecik village that is located at 

the west of Maionia32. According to this inscription that is dated to 152 BC, “In the 

seventh year of The Kingdom of Attalos Philadephos: Maion Towns Union in 

Katakekaumene decided that….” This inscription shows that the area was also called as 

Katakekeumene before Strabon and Vitruvius periods.  

 According to border of volcanic areas, the border of Katakekaumene can be 

drawn including modern Kula and Esenyazı at the south, Gediz River at the north, 

Maionia (Gökçeören) at the west and Kollyda (Gölde/İncesu) at the east. While in 

Lydian’s period, the city of Thermai Theseos (Şehitlioğlu) and Tabala (Güvercinlik) 

were located around Gediz River, the city of Mainonia and Kollyda were located around 

the main street between Sardeis (the capital of Lydia) and Kula. Thus, it can be said that 

these cities were so significant in terms of socio-economical life. 

                                                                                                                                               
under Aetna volcano. Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım 

Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula 

Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 9.  
30  Ibid, 9. 
31  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 104. 
32  Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 10.  
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 After the Lydian’s period, the region was ruled by Persian’s between BC 6th 

century and BC 2nd century. In that period, a significant trade road, Royal Road, was 

built in the region. This road that connects Sardes to Tabriz in ancient time can be 

determined as İzmir-Ankara highway at the moment because of the same route. Ela Çil 

claims that traces of the “Royal Road” can be noticed in Gölde33 (Figure 2.4). However, 

there could not be observed any trace during site survey in Gölde within the scope of 

study.   

The region was ruled by East Roman Empire (Byzantine) after Persians. In this 

period, it is believed that Kula was a Byzantine garrison settlement and the name of the 

settlement was Opsikion.34 This word was related to episcopalism that was created with 

Menye where is located 20 km away Kula.35 

 

 

Figure 2.4. The route of “Royal Road” and the location of Gölde (Source: Turkey 

Specialist, 2017). 

 

As of the 11th century, it is believed that the region fell under domination of 

Turks firstly with Anatolian Seljuks.36 At the beginning of 14th century, 

Germiyanoğulları was dominated the region and Kula became the capital of this 

                                                 
33  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction Of the  Identities Of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 39.  
34  Ela Çil, “Kula Tarihsel Kentinin Yirminci Yüzyıldaki Fiziksel Dönüşümünün Mekan Dizim 

Analiziyle İncelenmesi”, Gazi Üniversitesi Mühendislik ve Mimarlık Fakültesi Dergisi, Cilt. 23, No. 2 

(2008): 284.    
35  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19.Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 5. 
36  Ibid, 6.  
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Anatolian Principality.37 At the end of 14th century, Ottoman State had control over 

Kula.38 

In the period of Ottoman State, while Kula depends upon the “Starboard of 

Kütahya” that was the central starboard of the Anatolian State until 1864, then it 

became a kaza that was connected to the “Saruhan Starboard of Aydın Province”. In 

that period, Kula was an administrative and a commercial center, so it was between a 

town and a city.39 

In period after 1877-1878 Wars between Ottoman Empire and Russia and 1913-

1914 Balkan Wars between Ottoman Empire and Balkan States, lots of Muslim people 

who lived in these States like Greek mainland, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Albania and 

Aegean islands have started to migrate to Anatolia. In response to this, Non-Muslim 

people who lived in Anatolia have started to migrate to their homelands as a result of 

tension. Thus, nearly one million people abandoned their homes in Greece and Anatolia 

before 1922. Kula is one of the cities of Anatolia which has been the scene of this 

important migration movement in history. “Population exchange” between Greek and 

Turkish community has been introduced firstly in 30 January 1923 officially and in 23 

July 1923, population exchange has gone into operation with Lausanne Treaty40.  

Today, Kula is a historic town of Manisa with historical monumental buildings 

in addition to historic Ottoman houses.  

 

2.3 Population Characteristics 

 

 Demographical structure that has hosted people from different ethnicities 

throughout history is a worthwhile feature of Kula. It is known that especially in the late 

18th century, Eastern Black Sea Region, Thrace Region, around Cappadocia in Central 

Anatolia and Aegean Cost have been inhabited by Rum community to work in 

territories.  

                                                 
37  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19.Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 7.  
38  İsmail Hakkı Uzunçarşılı, Anadolu Beylikleri ve Akkoyunlu, Karakoyunlu Devletleri (Ankara: Türk 

Tarih Kurumu Basımevi, 1988), 45.  
39  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19.Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 7.    
40  Ali Aslankan, “Migration and the built environment: a spatial analysis of resettlement in Çeşme, 

Turkey,” Social & Cultural Geography, vol. 18, no. 4, (2017): 505-529. 
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Table 2.1. Population of Kula according to ethnicities in late 19th and early 20th 

centuries (Source: Mehmet Masum Ocak, 2014, pp. 55). 

 

Year Muslim Population Non-Muslim Population 

1880 20667 3150 

1889 25967 3144 

1891 25967 3144 

1895 29650 3055 

1897 26748 3064 

1899 28146 3132 

1900 28582 3162 

1901 27529 3027 

1905 29447 3152 

1908 31486 3188 

 

According to notes of French traveler Ch. Texier, population of Kula was around 

4000-5000 during the early 17th century41. When it comes to the 19th century, population 

is specified as 9000 by French Geographer E. Reclus in 1884. On the other hand, 

according to notes of V. Diest, population was around 5000-6000 in 188642. Although 

these travelers did not give information about different ethnicities within population, 

Cuinet states total population in 1890 as 6000 including 345 Orthodox Rum and 5655 

Muslim people. However, according to 1889-1891 dated official records, total 

population was around 29000 and nearly 11% of total population was Non-Muslim43 

(Table 2.1). In addition to Cuinet, Şemsettin Sami states that the population in center of 

Kula was 10041 and total population with the villages was 29111 including 2144 Rum 

people in 1889. Also, he emphasizes that, Rums’ daily language was Turkish, number 

of Rum women was more than men and Rum men went to around settlements, 

especially İzmir, to work. Another traveler, Alfret Philippson who examined the region 

of Kula in 1901 says that Kula, Gölde, Hamidiye and Menye are the main settlements 

where Rums lived together with Muslims. Kırtaş claims that the existence of angel or 

                                                 
41  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 79. 
42  Ibid.   
43  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19.Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 55. 
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crescent figures above entrance of some dwellings can be clue for the ethnicity of first 

owners of the dwellings as Rum or Muslim44.  

There are three breaking point that affect the population of Kula throughout 

history. Firstly, after First World War, Kula failed to conduct economic growth in 

comparison with other districts around. Thus, some families have migrated to these 

districts45.  

Second great migration has occurred in 1920’s between Muslims in Balkans and 

Non-Muslims in Anatolia as it mentioned in previous section. Apart from the Rums 

from Cappadocia Region, there is no systematic record about the number and origin of 

the people who migrated to Greece from Anatolia. However, it is known that Rums who 

lived in Kula were settled in different parts of Greece. Generally, the settlements that 

are emptied by Rums after the exchange were resettled by Muslim migrant that came 

from Greece. However, this is not the case in Kula. The remaining houses of the Rum 

community were not replaced by Muslim immigrants but the existing Turkish 

population living in Kula46.  

Another breakpoint that cause decrease in population of the town is closing of 

“Kula Mensucat Factory” in 195147. Depending on the fact that livelihood of lots of 

people was based on textile, they had to move around towns, such as İzmir, Salihli and 

Denizli where developed in textile industry.    

When population movements from the beginning of 21st century is taken into 

consideration, it is noticed that population is decreasing gradually (Figure 2.5). It is 

thought that main reason of this movement is unemployment as a result of reduction in 

agricultural areas and loss of handicrafts in the town48.  

                                                 
44  Esra Kırtaş, “Evaluation of Architectural Heritage Characteristics of Bekirbeyler House in Kula, 

Manisa” (Master Thesis., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2013), 38. 
45  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 80. 
46  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction Of the  Identities Of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 5. 
47  Kula Mensucat Textile Factory has established in 1930’s in Kula. In addition to workers who live in 

Kula center, lots of workers had been transported from the close villages. Especially women have 

contributed to the family budget for years. However, in 1950’s, this factory has closed and this event 

cause the migration of lots of people who live in Kula and the villages of Kula to surrounding 

developed cities to keep up this economic activity. Ela Çil, “Kula Tarihsel Kentinin Yirminci 

Yüzyıldaki Fiziksel Dönüşümünün Mekan Dizim Analiziyle İncelenmesi”, Gazi Üniversitesi 

Mühendislik ve Mimarlık Fakültesi Dergisi, Cilt. 23, No. 2 (2008): 6-7. 
48 Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 80. 
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Figure 2.5.  Change in population of Kula in late 20th century and early 21st centuries 

(Source: YerelNet, 2018). 

 

2.4 Economic Life 

 

 Kula is a rural settlement that still reflects traditional life style. Livelihood of 

people is mainly based on agriculture and husbandry. It is possible to product lots of 

agricultural crops thanks to climate and fertile lands irrigated with Gediz River. 

However, rugged terrains affect agriculture negatively. Nearly income source of 70% of 

total population is based on agriculture. Also, agricultural credit cooperatives are found 

in Gökçeören, İbrahimağa, Bebekli, Sandal, Körez, Başıbüyük, Narınca, Ortaköy, 

Şeremet and Gölde49. Grains, tobacco, valonia, opium, black lentil and chickpea are the 

main agricultural products currently. In recent years, roasted chickpea production has 

become popular throughout the region.  

Although there are not much vineyards at present, it is known that until 1930’s, 

viticulture was also main source of income in the town. Additionally, Strabon verifies 

this view with his notes about Kula in 18 AD50. He emphasizes that there were no trees 

but there were many vineyards in Kula. Also, he states that very high quality vines were 

produced in the region. However, poplar trees were planted replace of vineyards after 

                                                 
49  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 88. 
50  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction Of the  Identities Of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 38. 
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phylloxera disease that harms the vineyards. The other sources of income are leather 

work, weaving, shoe-making, sales and iron works51. Additionally, Halvah (helva) and 

roasted chickpea (leblebi) are traditional products of Kula52. Depending on the 

geological characteristics of Kula, there is mineral water enterprise for 35 years in 

addition to traditional livelihood sources53.  

In past, Kula was also a weaving center in the Anatolia thanks to its carpets that 

include lots of different colors and patterns using madder. Travelers who has visited the 

town during 19th century state that carpet trade was a significant income source and 

carpets were exported abroad54. In addition to self-production of people in their own 

houses, lots of people who live in the center of Kula and people from villages of Kula 

has worked in “Kula Mensucat Factory” that was established in 1930’s. In 1951, this 

factory has moved to Izmir but weaving kept its importance for a while. However, only 

a few families continue to weave carpets in their houses at present.  

 

2.5 Urban Development 

 

 Kula is a town of Manisa currently and it has 60 districts with transformations of 

some villages to districts like Gölde. Although Kula undergoes change from the 

beginning of 20th century, settlement has not demolished after wars in 1920’s unlike lots 

of small Anatolian towns. Additionally, lots of people migrated during 1920’s and 

1950’s but the departed population could not be replaced. Depending on adopting 

conservation policies in 1987, historical fabric has been conserved mostly and it is still 

possible to perceive this fabric. 

Despite of limited sources about Kula, Tahrir books regarding 16th century, 

travelers’ notes regarding 17th century and Salname regarding 19th centuries give 

information about the urban layout and built environment in Ottoman Period55.  

                                                 
51  Nur Fersan, “Küçük Anadolu Kentlerinde Tarihsel Dokunun Korunması İle İlgili Bir Yöntem 

Araştırması” (PhD diss., İstanbul Teknik Üniversitesi, 1980), 31-32.  
52  Semra Sütgibi, “Kula ve Çevresinde Arazi Kullanımı”, Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula 

Sempozyumu Bildiriler (Kula: Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 167.  
53  Nazan Günay, , “Kula Maden Suyu”, Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 

Bildiriler (Kula: Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 119. 
54   Esra Kırtaş, “Evaluation of Architectural Heritage Characteristics of Bekirbeyler House in Kula, 

Manisa” (Master Thesis., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2013), 38. 
55  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19. Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 1-3.  
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Ela Çil investigates the urban development of Kula through public structures 

within the settlement56. While some structures still exist at present, location of some 

demolished structures were determined thanks to narratives of locals and archives. 

According to her study, it is seen that public structures are gathered within the market 

square (Figure 2.6a). Throughout the period of Sungur Bey, a public bath, a mosque, a 

caravanserai was built within the border of current market area57. According to research, 

current Market Mosque has been built in place of Sungur Bey Mosque in 1860.  

Following the public structures that have been built during 14th century, in late 

14th century, Süleyman Şah Tomb; in late 15th century, Kurşunlu Mosque and in 1503, 

public bath that is still standing today have been built (Figure 2.6b). In addition to 

public buildings in 15th and 16th centuries, Tahrir book that comprises the years between 

1481 and 1512 shows that there were three districts and 214 dwellings in Kula. On the 

other hand, while the number of districts were five, number of dwellings reached to 354 

between 1520 and 1530. Lastly, in 1571, while there were eight districts, 566 dwellings 

were found in Kula according to archives58.  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                               

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 2.6.   (a) Historical market area in Kula (Source: Kula Belediyesi, 2018).                     

(b) Kurşunlu Mosque in Kula (Source: Mekan360, 2018). 

 

Regarding 17th century, Katip Çelebi emphasizes the existence of a castle in the 

settlement in his travel notes. Another traveler, Evliya Çelebi, states that there were 8 

                                                 
56  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 44-65. 
57  Ela Çil, “Morphogenetic History of Kula, A Preserved Ottoman Town in Aegean Anatolia A 

Preserved Ottoman Town in Aegean Anatolia”, (IZTECH), 2. 
58  Zeki Arıkan, “Tarih İçinde Kula”, Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 

Bildiriler (Kula: Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 33. 
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districts, 1200 dwellings, 24 altars, 3 public baths, 8 caravanserais and 200 shops in 

Kula during 17th century.  

 During 18th century, the settlement has reached to its most developed situation. 

Most of mosques and dwellings that still exist today are dated to this century.  

 In 19th century, in addition to renovation of market place and some dwellings, 

new buildings such as, schools and churches for non-muslim communities have been 

constructed. Main churches were Saint Marry, Theotoku and Hagios Giorgios in the 

settlement. Apart from these three churches, there was another church that is called as 

“third church” by locals who still remember this church. According to narratives of 

them, this church was also used as cemetery of Rum community. However, it has 

broken down in 1950’s and a municipal building has been constructed in place of this 

church using foundation of it59. Apart from Katip Çelebi and Evliya Çelebi, Şemseddin 

Sami gave information about Kula regarding at the end of 19th century. According to his 

notes, population was 10041 and 15 fountains, 2 khans, 3 public bathes, 30 mosques 

and a few primary schools were located in Kula at the end of 19th century60.   

 

 
 

Figure 2.7. Urban development in Kula (Source: Ela Çil, 2005). 

 

 Developments throughout 21st century are examined in three parts. In first part 

that comprises years between 1900 and 1930, new buildings have been constructed as a 

                                                 
59  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 62. 
60  Esra Kırtaş, “Evaluation of Architectural Heritage Characteristics of Bekirbeyler House in Kula, 

Manisa” (Master Thesis., Izmir Institute of Technology, 2013), 36. 
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result of establishment of Turkish Republic. In the second part that comprises years 

between 1930 and 1970, the most significant development is construction of Izmir-

Ankara highway. In the third part that began in 1970’s, The Ministry of Culture urban 

conservation rules has become valid, so urban growth started to continue out of 

historical center. In this period, new streets and districts were separated sharply from the 

texture of historical urban settlement61. The new area that is surrounded by three streets 

and connected to Kula Bazaar through highway is called as Yeni Kula. In the last 

century, some families have moved to apartment blocks in Yeni Kula and they have sold 

their dwellings to migrants from other villages or their dwellings have been abandoned 

totally within historical settlement (Figure 2.7).  

 

2.6 Settlement Pattern and Neighborhoods 

 

 Historic urban site of Kula is composed of a commercial center and residential 

units. Historic commercial site is located in the center and it is surrounded by 

neighborhoods. It is a significant example among small Anatolian towns with clear 

reflection of the characteristics of traditional dwellings and relations of them with 

physical environment.  

Religious buildings have an important role to trace urban development in 

addition to giving information about historical background of the settlement. According 

to studies, it is seen that while mosques are surrounded by Muslim neighborhoods, 

churches are surrounded by Rum neighborhoods. In other words, religious buildings 

form the core of neighborhoods. Mosques are homogeneously placed. Although it 

seems that Zaferiye Mosque is located within the Rum neighborhood, it is known that a 

dwelling unit has been transformed to Zaferiye Mosque in 1950’s62.  

Like mosques, churches have been constructed to gather Rums in an area within 

the settlement. Rum school that has been constructed in early 20th century has the same 

mission. Churches are also homogeneously placed in Rum neighborhood. 

                                                 
61  Arife Karadağ, “Kent Coğrafyası Yaklaşımıyla Kula’da (Manisa) Bir Kentsel Kimlik Araştırması”, 

Geçmişten Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu Bildiriler (Kula: Kula Belediyesi, 2006), 

455. 
62  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 117. 
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Figure 2.8.  Orthodox and Muslim neighborhood in Kula settlement for 18th and 19th 

centuries (Source: Ela Çil, 2005). 

  

Depending on the location of religious buildings and narratives of local people, 

an invisible line can be drawn between Muslim neighborhoods and Rum neighborhoods 

(Figure 2.8). Majority of the dwellings are dated to 18th and 19th centuries. In terms of 

dwellings that are located in the border, it is thought that while dwellings from the same 

ethnicity are located facing each other, dwellings from different ethnicities turn their 

backs to each other. However, it cannot be generalized because this type of organization 

could be created in a certain range of history depending on the social relations63. This 

situation is mostly observed in the dwellings dated 19th century.  

 

2.7 Characteristics of Kula Historic Urban Center 

 

As it mentioned Chapter 2.5, commercial center is like a core of the settlement 

and dwellings and neighborhoods are located as an organic form around it. Two 

                                                 
63  Ela Çil, “Morphogenetic History of Kula, A Preserved Ottoman Town in Aegean Anatolia A 

Preserved Ottoman Town in Aegean Anatolia”,Scribd, accessed October, 19, 2018, 

https://tr.scribd.com/document/57120951/Cil-Ela, 13. 
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mosques are found in the center of each neighborhood and in front of these mosques a 

square is located. It is possible to reach square from a dwelling with various routes. 

However, each dwelling has a short-cut that provides connection with the main square 

and sometimes these short-cuts are ended with a fountain64. While men are gathering in 

coffee houses, fountains are main locations for women to socialize. 

 

  
  

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 2.9.  (a) An example for embellished chamfered corner (October, 2016).          

(b) Perspective of a narrow street in Kula (October, 2016). 

 

Dwellings are settled into a flat topography in the settlement. The most attractive 

characteristics in the settlement are combination of narrow streets with double storied 

dwellings that have large courtyards and projections towards the streets. While there are 

lots of dead-end streets, many of the streets are so wide. Thus, corner of some dwellings 

and courtyard walls were chamfered to enable turning in the crossroads65 (Figure 2.9a). 

Narrow streets are limited through dwellings and high courtyard walls that have nearly 

3-meter height. Main reason of this height is preventing the visibility of courtyard while 

a person is walking in adjacent street. In addition to courtyard walls, ground floor walls 

                                                 
64  Nur Akın, Nuran Zeren, Günkut Akın, Alan Robert Duben, Azime Tezer, Manisa İli Kula İlçesi 

Koruma Amaçlı İmar Planı Açıklama Raporu, (1994), 46.  
65  Yılmaz Tosun, Milli Mimarimizde Kula Evleri, (İzmir: Ticari Matbaacılık, 1969), 25.  
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of the dwellings either have no openings or have very small and dew windows towards 

the street. Although lots of streets are covered with asphalt or cobblestone at present, 

organic forms of them are preserved and they provide different experiences to people 

thanks to various perspectives.  

 Projections in different forms are observed in majority of the dwellings. While 

some of them covered with bağdadi technique, some projections are supported by 

wooden bracing. Depending on extension of roof towards the projections, it is seen that 

the roofs of dwellings in two sides of the street can contact each other. This situation is 

also limit the streets in third dimension and provides different perspective66 (Figure 

2.9b).   

Historical Kula settlement is a significant cultural heritage thanks to unity of 

texture with dwellings dated 18th and 19th centuries and monumental buildings such as, 

mosques, churches, fountains, public baths and tombs that constructed fromthe 

14thonwards. In addition to variety of structures and good conditions of them, they 

clearly reflect the daily life and culture of Ottoman Period. Thus, historical settlement 

was declared as “Urban Preserved Area” in 1980 by Ministry of Culture. This 

declaration has significance in terms of erecting new buildings as appropriate to 

historical texture and repair historical structures according to approval of experts. After 

this date, promotion of historical Kula settlement has been intensified with cooperation 

between municipality, experts and media. Awareness of cultural heritage of Kula has 

been increased with the documentary of Kula’da Üç Gün in 1984. In 1988, with the 

symposium of Kula’lar Yıkılmasın, experts have informed local people about the 

importance of conservation of the historical settlement and they have tried to include 

local people in the conservation process. Depending on these developments, first 

“Conservation Aimed Development Plan of Kula” was introduced in 1994. Lastly, in 

2013, Kula has been placed in “UNESCO Global Geoparks List” thanks to its volcanic 

peaks.   

 

2.8 Architectural Characteristics of Kula Houses 

 

Although houses within Kula Historic Urban Site create unity with their 

locations of them in both sides of the narrow streets and projections towards street in the 

                                                 
66  Nur Akın, Nuran Zeren, Günkut Akın, Alan Robert Duben, Azime Tezer, Manisa İli Kula İlçesi 

Koruma Amaçlı İmar Planı Açıklama Raporu, (1994), 41. 
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top floors, they may differ each other in terms of some features. However, their 

common feature is reflection of lifestyle, economic life and culture especially in 18th 

and 19th century under the rule of Ottoman Empire. Thus, they are typical example for 

Anatolian houses that have been constructed between 18th and 19th centuries.  

In terms of plan organization, they are separated from each other with existence 

of other hall, inner hall or central hall. While most of the houses have plan type with an 

outer hall (sofa), they may also include iwan, kiosk (köşk) or kiosk room (köşk odası) in 

addition to sofa. Additionally, houses that have plan type with an outer hall can be 

differentiated with the form of this hall as straight hall, L-formed hall, corner hall and 

U-formed hall. The most common type is straight hall among these types in Kula67. 

Most of the houses in Kula are categorized as “Ottoman House” with a main 

building, separate service buildings and a courtyard within a lot. This type of house that 

reflects daily life in 18th century and early 19th century is observed especially in 

Anatolia, The Balkans, Northeast Africa and Aegean Coasts. Ela Çil identifies 

“Ottoman House” as “idea of compound” that means unity of single structures within a 

border68. Relationships between single structures and courtyard reflect the life of 

families. Mainly, dwelling unit includes three components: Living quarter or house, 

courtyard and service structures such as kitchen and toilet.  

Main building or house usually extends throughout street side of the lot and floor 

space cannot be more than a half of total area of lot. Courtyard of the dwelling unit is 

generally located back side of the house. Connection of the courtyard with the street is 

provided by taşlıkspace of the house. Courtyard is an open space that is generally used 

for economic activities. Additionally, it is used as gathering space of people in special 

events of families like wedding. Toilet and kitchen are separate buildings that are 

generally located far away from the house due to inadequate sanitary conditions69. In 

addition to house, kitchen, toilet and stable, garden can be observed within lot. Main 

difference between garden and courtyard is usage of courtyard for daily activities and 

usage of garden to grow vegetables and fruit.     

Most of the houses are double storied and projections in the upper floors toward 

the street create dynamism in terms of silhouette of the streets (Figure 2.10a). 

                                                 
67  Nur Akın, Nuran Zeren, Günkut Akın, Alan Robert Duben, Azime Tezer, Manisa İli Kula İlçesi 

Koruma Amaçlı İmar Planı Açıklama Raporu, (1994), 50-54.  
68  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 153.  
69  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 159.  
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Separation of upper floor from the ground floor thanks to projections and window 

openings is a prominent feature of “Ottoman House”.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                               

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 2.10.   (a) Projections of a house towards street in Kula (Source: Şeyma 

Sarıbekiroğlu, October, 2016). (b) Hayat of “Erdiller Evi” (October,2016). 

 

Generally, ground floor of the house is used as storage of agricultural products. 

While generally, stable is found as separate structure, ground floor can be used as 

stable. This floor is surrounded by 2.5-4-meter height blind stone walls to provide 

privacy for residents and cooling for the agricultural products. On the other hand, upper 

floors are used as living area and they include projections and window openings 

towards the street. Rooms in the upper floors are generally in a certain number and 

dimensions. Although they differ from house to house, common feature is that all rooms 

open to a semi-open space that is called as hayat (Figure 2.10b). This space may also be 

termed as sofa by some locals. In addition to circulation function of hayat, this space is 

also used for sitting, gathering, eating, food preparation for winter and sleeping during 

summers. Hayat always face to courtyard and separation between circulation area and 

sitting area can be provided by wooden platforms that are called as seki. Additionally, 

some extensions towards the courtyard may be observed in hayat of some houses. These 

spaces are called as köşkand supported by wooden posts. In addition, semi-open space 

under hayat in the ground floor is called as hayat altı and it is directly connected with 

courtyard. Wooden staircase that provides vertical circulation in the house is located in 

this semi-open space. Roof and floor of hayat are supported by wooden posts 

throughout courtyard façade of the house (Figure 2.11a).  

Each room in the upper floor is occupied by a nuclear family. Thus, they are 

organized to meet all daily needs. Main architectural elements are sedir that is used as 
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sitting place, fireplace that is used for heating and cupboard that is used to put beds 

temporarily and include gusülhane for bathing70. Some rooms are used as guest rooms 

and they can differ from other rooms through special architectural elements. Generally, 

they have a special inner organization through direklik (arcade)71. These architectural 

elements are composed of wooden posts and divide the room as entrance area (ante-

room) and the rest as sitting area. Sekialtı (ante-room) is the entrance space in the room. 

It is not covered with carpet because guests take off their shoes in this area and they 

pass to sekiüstü area. This area can be differentiated from sekialtı by height, by using 

covering planks in different direction or by using timber balustrades. Sitting platforms 

are located two or three sides of the room in sekiüstü. These platforms are called as seki 

or sedir and their height change between 20 cm and 60 cm. However, Asatekin claims 

that the height of seki can be a clue about the construction date of houses. In early 

examples of Anatolian houses, seki is mostly lower72.  

In addition to specific functions of the architectural elements, these elements can 

also reflect the economic conditions of the families. For instance, ornamented doors, 

fireplaces, cupboards and ceilings that include tavan göbeği are the main indications 

that reflect the wealth in addition to increasing number of floors and rooms.  

Main construction materials in the dwelling units are stone and timber. Granit, 

karataş and köfeke are the main stone materials. While karataş is mostly used in 

foundation and exterior walls, köfeke is used as filling material in timber frame walls. 

Additionally, kayrak stone is used as ground covering material. Main source of the 

stones are volcanic hills, especially Divlit volcano. On the other hand, timber is used for 

construction of floors, roofs and upper floor walls. Timber elements are mostly obtained 

from poplar, oak and scotch pines73.  

Depending on frequent change in ownership status of the houses, separate them 

as Non-MuslimHouse or Muslim House is difficult. However, Ela Çil states that Rum 

community has tended to distinguish themselves through construction of houses in 

westernized style. Westernized style houses appeared in Kula in 19th century and the 

main source of new architectural style is commercial relations between Rum community 

                                                 
70  Gül Asatekin, “Understanding Traditional Residential Architecture in Anatolia”, The Journal of 

Architecture 10, no. 4, (February: 2007), 403.  
71  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 168. 
72  Gül Asatekin, “Understanding Traditional Residential Architecture in Anatolia”, The Journal of 

Architecture 10, no. 4, (February: 2007), 404. 
73  Nur Akın, Nuran Zeren, Günkut Akın, Alan Robert Duben, Azime Tezer, Manisa İli Kula İlçesi 

Koruma Amaçlı İmar Planı Açıklama Raporu, (1994), 63-64.  
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and western merchants. Non-Muslim Houses in Kula are called as gavur evi (The 

Giaour) in Kula and it can be examined as westernized house type. This type is seen 

along the Aegean Coast especially. Main characteristics of this type, stone façade, 

marble stairs leading to the entrance door from street and compactness of the plan74 

(Figure 2.11b).   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
  

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 2.11.  (a) View of house from the courtyard of an “Ottoman House” in Kula 

(Source:Ela Çil, 2005, pp. 163). (b) An example for entrance of a 

“Westernized Style House” (Source: Ela Çil,2005, pp. 179). 

 

Entrance is emphasized with marble staircases and entrance door is directly 

opensonto the interior instead of taşlık or courtyard. Additionally, some features of 

Ottoman House are seen in this type of house with a little change. Firstly, unlike 

projections throughout the upper floor, cumba is observed as projection of a room in the 

upper floor. Secondly, stone walls are emphasized using larger face stones in the 

facades. This technique is based on the fact that half of the exterior wall is built with 

large face stones while the other half of the wall is made of rubble stones according to 

similar studies75. In addition to these similar features, windows of some houses that are 

stated as “giaour house” by locals are surrounded by white marbles. This is also an 

indication of westernized style.  

  

                                                 
74  Ela Çil, “Exploring the Construction of the Identities of Kula, A Place in Aegean Anatolia” (PhD 

diss., The University of Michigan, 2005), 178.  
75   Eti Akyüz Levi, “Tarihsel Süreçte İzmir’de Konut”, Ege Mimarlık, no.3, (1994), 33-34.  
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CHAPTER 3 

 

CHARACTERISTICS OF GÖLDE 

 

 In order to understand Gölde with a holistic approach, general characteristics of 

the settlement were analyzed. Thus; the chapter begins with explanation of geographical 

characteristics and historical background of the settlement and continues with its 

intangible and tangible aspects.  

 

3.1 Location and Access 

 

Gölde village is located at northwest of Kula and it is the first settlement on the 

line between Kula Town and Encekler Village (Figure 3.1). It is surrounded by 

Kavacık, Sandal, Saraçlar, Ayazören and Ahmetli Villages. Additionally, it is 8 km far 

away from Kula and 150 km from İzmir. One has to pass through Cumhuriyet Street to 

arrive Gölde from the center of Kula. This road provides connection between Kula and 

the villages that are located at the north side of Izmir-Uşak Highway. After 5 km from 

Kula, this road splits into two. While east way reaches to Ahmetli Village, west way 

reaches to Gölde after 3 km. When turned to this road, a limestone quarry attracts the 

attention at the west side. This quarry is located on agricultural and forest land and it is 

active since 2006. In addition, its capacity was increased twice in 2010. Within the 

scope of activities of quarry, firstly the land is stripped of vegetation and holes are 

created with hydraulic drill. Lastly, blasting is carried out with dynamite76. In 2017, it is 

planned that the capacity of the quarry will be increased again from 16.97 hectare to 

24.65 hectare.77 

 Local people used their own vehicles or public transportation to reach Kula and 

return to Gölde. Public transportation is provided by Kula Municipality two times a day. 

Municipality bus departs from the center of Kula in early morning and eventide towards 

the villages and returns to Kula using the same route. First stop after Kula is Gölde in 

                                                 
76  Local people complain about the activities of this quarry. They emhasize that blasting affects built 

environment as much as an earthquake.  In addition, dusts released have harmful effects on 

agricultural lands in the village.  
77  “Çevre Haber”, Evrensel, accessed April 15, 2017, https://www.evrensel.net/haber/315975/tarim-ve-

orman-arazisi-kalker-ocagina-kurban-edildi. 
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this route. Locals state that they generally go to Kula at the morning to meet their needs 

and they turn back in the evening using the public bus.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.1. The location and border of Gölde (İncesu) (Source: Yandex Map, 2018). 

 

3.2 Historical Background of Gölde 

 

Although there are limited sources about the historical background of Gölde, it 

can be said that the settlement dates back to ancient times according to travelers’ notes 

(Figure 3.2). Firstly, Keppel visited Gölde in 1830 and he has described the settlement 

as78:  

 

“…Not only within the village, l have also seen lots of the base of small temples around the 

village. The walls of the houses include embossed marble pieces. I have seen lots of Corinthian 

capitals, column pieces, small fragmented sculptures and embossments everywhere. In Gölde, 

there must have been a city located on the banks of Hermos (Gediz). However, I cannot say 

anything what city it is.” 

 

                                                 
78  Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 14. 
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Figure 3.2.  Ancient city of Gölde that was called as Kollyda (Source: Hasan Malay, 

2006, pp.9). 

 

In 1837, Hamilton has visited Gölde and he emphasizes79:  

 

“…According to lots of embossed and inscriptive marbles and construction element in the 

village that includes nearly 60 Orthodox and Muslim houses, it can be said that there was a 

Lydian city. Inscriptions that are found in the courtyards of the houses in Kula, should have been 

transformed there from Gölde. However, none of these inscriptions give information about the 

name of the city.” 
 

Until 1978, the exact name of the region could not have been determined. 

However, in 1978, an oblation plaque that shows the name of the settlement as Kollyda 

was found.80 This plaque belongs to the base of Hermes sculpture and it dates to B.C. 1st 

century (Figure 3.3). The plaque includes the script that;  

 

“I am Diokles, the son of Arreidaios from Kollyda community, I dedicated this Hermes sculpture 

to Zeus Ariou in accordance with a deiform command.”  

 

Depending on a Macedonian name in the inscription, Hasan Malay claims that 

Kollyda can be a military colony that has been established by an emperor of Hellenistic 

period.  

 

                                                 
79  Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 14. 
80  Ibid, 16. 
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Figure 3.3. The base of Hermes sculpture, Gölde, B.C. 1st century (Source: Hasan 

Malay, 2006, pp. 16). 

 

 It is believed that the name of Kollyda is related to the name of a Goddess, Kula, 

and the language of Luvi.81 It may has been created by adding –inda/-idato Kula that 

means worshiper. Thus, the meaning of Kollyda can be thought as “Worshipers of 

Kula”82.  

Although lots of ancient settlements around Gölde could be determined with 

their ancient names, status of majority of them are still unknown (Figure 3.4). However, 

according to existing votive and tomb remains in the land of Gölde, it can be said that 

the settlement had polis status. The city had ruled by a council and executives (archons) 

who have been chosen by this council. In addition, the community did not have a 

distinctive coin. In terms of social life in B.C. 1st century in Kollyda, according to an 

inscription that includes the name of a festival (agon) and the director of this festival 

(agonothetes), some sport and music competitions have been organized and probably a 

fair (panegyris) has been established here. 

In terms of religious belief in Kollyda, lots of oblation plaques show that the 

local people has believed local deities in addition to Greek Gods. The names of some 

Pagan God and Goddesses in Kollyda are Artemis, Asklepios, Zeus, Plouton, Kybele, 

Hosios Dikaios and Men (The God of Moon).83 When the oblation plaques are 

analyzed, it seems that the local people have generally consulted to temples to wish 

                                                 
81  Bile Umar, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi (Istanbul: İnkılap Yayınevi, 

2001), 195.  
82  Ibid.  
83 Bile Umar, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi (Istanbul: İnkılap Yayınevi, 

2001), 195. 
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health for themselves or their animals and complain about iniquities. In addition to 

oblations, another tradition, confessio, is confession that is based on writing the crime 

on a stone and erecting of the stone in a place where everyone can see it.84 

 

 
 

Figure 3.4. Ancient names of Lydia cities and their location at present (Source: 

Arkeoloji Dünyası, 2018). 

 

One of the confession inscriptions that are found in Kollyda belongs to a slave 

woman (Figure 3.5a):  

 
“The Goddess Anaitis and Men Tiamou who are the lord of Kollyda are supreme. Tryphaina 

who is the slave of Babylonian entered to the temple inopportunely and she has been punished. 

Now, she will confess her….” 
 

  

                                                 
84  Hasan Malay, “Katakekaumene’de Yerleşimler, Yerel Dinler ve Tapım Merkezleri”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 17. 
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           (a)                                                   (b) 

 

Figure 3.5.  (a) The confession inscription of Tryphaina, Gölde (Source: Hasan Malay, 

2006, pp. 18). (b) The confession inscription of two brothers, Gölde 

(Source: Hasan Malay,2006, pp.18). 

 

Another confession inscription is about the confession of two brothers who 

torment their own father because of his properties. They are punished and they ask 

forgiveness to The God Men, Zeus, The Goddess Artemis, The Council of Gods, 

directors of the village and an association of religious. Depending on the advices of 

them, the brothers cause to write their sin on a stone (Figure 3.5b). 

 

 

Figure 3.6. The confession inscription of Onesimos, Gölde, A.D. 197 (Source: Hasan  

Malay, 2006, pp. 19). 
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The last found confession inscription was offered to God Men in A.D. 197. 

According to this inscription, in that time, a group of people attacked to the temple. A 

man who is called as Onesimos notices the attack while he is returning from the festival 

for God Men but he could not prevent the attack like other people. Thus, he was 

punished by Gods and he was forced to tackle with lots of illnesses. At the end, he was 

healed in the temple and he obeyed the God. He offered this inscription as the symbol of 

his obedience (Figure 3.6).  

R. M. Dawkins has mentioned Gölde in his publishing that contain his journey 

notes in the summer of 1909, 1910 and 191185. Dawkins’s study is based on Asia Minor 

Greek dialect that has been developed in a region that is different from Greek-speaking 

world and under the influence of interaction with Turkish community. Dawkins has not 

visited Gölde in the scope of his journeys but he has cited the notes of K. Buresch 

regarding Gölde. K. Buresch visited Gölde in 1891 and he has emphasized that “ancient 

Greek” was spoken there. According to him, although the village included almost 

entirely Christian community, the language was Turkish, and Greek dialect was being 

used by a few very old women. Depending on the records of him, the dialect was more 

similar to Asiatic dialect. Thus, Dawkins has not found the journey to Gölde worthy. 

Some words that Buresch has recorded are related to the horse, water-jar, dress, 

shoulders, heat etc. 

 

 
 

Figure 3.7. Settlements and landforms around Gölde (İncesu) (Source:Wikimapia,2017). 
 

                                                 
85  R.M. Dawkins, Modern Greek in Asia Minor: A Study of the Dialects of Silli, Cappadocia and 

Pharasa with Grammar, Texts, Translations and Glossory (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 

1916), 38. 
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In 1901, Alfred Philippson investigated the geological features of Katakekaumene. 

Philippson emphasizes the location of Gölde as a buffer zone between Sandal and Kula. 

According to him, when person leaves from Sandal towards to Kula, volcanic ashes that 

have nearly 825-meter height should be passed firstly. At the top of this volcanic hill, 

there is a plain that is composed of slate and marble. While descending from this plain, 

there are two cones with white marble. Gölde is found at the foot of the northern cone.86 

This cone might be Hızırilyas Tepesi at present according to interviews with local people 

and the investigation on the map of the settlement (Figure 3.7).  

In addition, Philippson mentions that Gölde was a significant center in the past 

but it has lost its significance over time. There is an old church and the most of people 

are Greek. Nevertheless, Greek people speak Turkish generally. According to 

Philippson, local men work mostly outside of the village and the number of women 

population is more than men population. The women are so interested in their jewelers 

like women who live in Kula and they try to keep their jewelry over them. In addition, a 

stone quarry is located at southeast of Gölde. While a person is going to Kula from 

Gölde, Lava region and volcanic cones are found at the left side. This lava region was 

composed by Aytepe and a plain is found on the hill that includes stone quarries and 

thick-grained yellow soil. On the other hand, while going from Gölde to northeast part 

of the region, after descending from a high area that is composed of marble totally, there 

is a plain that includes wheat fields and pear trees. This plain goes on towards to west 

and Bakırgöl is located there. A marble dome is located at northeast of Bakırgöl.  East 

of this region is composed of marble totally and it descends softly towards Kula. On the 

northern edge of lava, ruin of H. Charalampes Church is observed (Figure 3.8). 

In 1935, Louis Robert has determined the location of ancient Lydia city, 

Kollyda, as Gölde at that time.87 According to Louis Robert, Kollyda is also mentioned 

in the documentations of “Istanbul Patriarchate” dating back to the late 14th century. 

 Although the sources in regard to Gölde exist until this period, it is known that 

after domination of Lydian’s until B.C. 6th century, Persians ruled over the region 

according to sources about Kula88.  

                                                 
86  Ahmet Nural Öztürk, Kula: Katakekaumene (Yanık Yöre): 200 Yıl Önce Strabon’un Adını Koyduğu 

Yöre (İzmir: Öğrenci Basımevi, 1986), 24-25.  
87  Bile Umar, Lydia, Bir Tarihsel Coğrafya Araştırması ve Gezi Rehberi (Istanbul: İnkılap Yayınevi, 

2001), 195.  
88  Ela Çil, “Kula Tarihsel Kentinin Yirminci Yüzyıldaki Fiziksel Dönüşümünün Mekan Dizim Analiziyle 

İncelenmesi,” Gazi Üniversitesi Mühendislik ve Mimarlık Fakültesi Dergisi,vol. 23, no. 2, (February 

2008): 283-293.  
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Figure 3.8. Location of Gölde with transmission of Philippson (Source: Google Earth, 

2018). 

 

In that period, construction of “King’s Road” has brought commercial vitality to 

the region. This road started from Sart and reached to Gediz, Gordion and Uşak passing 

through Menye, Sandal and Gölde according to current names of these settlements. In 

that period, Menye has become the center of the region and this feature has passed to 

Gölde afterwards. However, Gölde has lost its significance like Menye by the time and 

center has shifted towards Kula. The region has been relatively dominated by Pergamon 

Kingdom between B.C. 190 and B.C. 133, Roman Empire, Byzantine Empire in 13th 

century and Germiyans in 14th century. In 15th century, the region has gone into 

Ottoman domination. Throughout 19th century and early 20th century, Orthodox Rum 

community and Muslim community lived together in Gölde. In the period of Turkish 

Republic, although the settlement was a village of Kula until 2006, then it has passed to 

neighborhood status with the name of Incesu.   

 

3.3 Socio Cultural Properties 

 

Although the population is totally Turkish today, until the population exchange 

in 1922, Muslim and Orthodox people have lived together in the settlement. According 
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to narratives of locals, the relations between Orthodox and Muslim people were very 

well89. However, activities of some guerrillas who came to village in 1920’s caused the 

breakdown in relations.  

According to KK, Gölde was connected to Koula (Kula) district governorship in 

19th century and early 20th century. Because of proximity to Kula, there was no 

directorship in Gölde. Lieutenant governor (mutasarrıflık) was in Magnesia (Manisa), 

governorship (valilik) was in İzmir and court of law (mahkeme) was in Koula (Kula). 

Governorship was also called as Aydın Governorship.  In the settlement, the top 

directors were headmen. Orthodox and Muslim communities had their own headmen. 

The headman of Orthodox community was Kiriakos Khakalmazoğlu.90 His duty was 

collecting the taxes and providing communication with Turkish rule.    

In addition to intimate relations between two different ethnicities, the settlement 

has always been called as Gölde by the local people91. KK emphasizes that they 

introduced themselves as Göldeli and they wrote En Gölde to their notebooks in the 

school. In addition, the settlement was registered with the same name in the cathedral 

books.  

In terms of language, KP states that all people in the village spoke Turkish but in 

the letters they used Turkish language with Greek alphabet. She also emphasizes that 

priest read bible in Turkish because Orthodox community did not understand Greek 

language. It is not known when Orthodox people gave up their original language but KP 

remembers that her grandmother (1812) could speak Greek language with another five 

or six old women. These women helped the priest about translation of some Turkish 

words to ancient Greek language.  

 

3.3.1 Population 

 

 The settlement nearly includes 150 dwellings by year 2017. However, according 

to Hulusi Uzun, previous headmen of the settlement, nearly 70 dwellings exist as 

inhabited and among them, approximately 20 dwellings are occupied by old couples. 

Total population is around 170 officially but headman of the settlement states that 19 

                                                 
89 Interview with Yusuf Baştürk, Hulusi Uzun, İbrahim Gündoğdu, Dudu Baştürk, Halil Çağılcı.  
90 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
91 Ibid. 
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people of total population do not live in the settlement at present. Thus, it can be said 

that nearly two people live in each house on an average.  

Population decrease is one of the biggest threat for the settlement (Figure 3.9). 

According to investigations and interviews in the settlement, this problem is mostly 

based on socio-economic reasons. Although traditional livelihood is based on husbandry 

and agriculture in Gölde, commercial activities in the more developed provinces are 

more attractive for young generation. Hulusi Uzun states that especially after closing 

“Kula Mensucat Textile Factory”, lots of local people have migrated to Salihli, İzmir 

and Denizli due to economic reasons92. 

 

 

Figure 3.9.  Population of Gölde according to years (Source: Türkiye İstatistik Kurumu, 

2018, Interview with the headman of Gölde). 

 

Apart from the limited economic activities in the settlement, there also exists 

educational problems that affect the population. Although, until 1980’s, the education 

has continued in old Orthodox School that has been constructed in 1911, another 

primary school has been constructed in 1980. Depending on continuous decrease in 

                                                 
92  Kula Mensucat Textile Factory has established in 1930’s in Kula. In addition to workers who live in 

Kula center, lots of workers had been transported from the close villages. Especially women have 

contributed to the family budget for years. However, in 1950’s, this factory has closed and this event 

cause the migration of lots of people who live in Kula and the villages of Kula to surrounding 

developed cities to keep up this economic activity (Ela Çil, “Kula Tarihsel Kentinin Yirminci 

Yüzyıldaki Fiziksel Dönüşümünün Mekan Dizim Analiziyle İncelenmesi”, Gazi Üniversitesi 

Mühendislik ve Mimarlık Fakültesi Dergisi, Cilt. 23, No. 2 (Ankara 2008): 6-7. 
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young generation, this school has been closed and education system is based on mobile 

teaching since twenty years. Thus, young generation whose income rely on agriculture 

and husbandry has also begun to migrate to more developed settlements to ensure good 

education to their children.     

Before the migration of Orthodox community in 1920’s, KK states that there 

were nearly 150 Orthodox families. Thus, it can be assumed that the population of 

Orthodox community was around 600. According to KK and KP, the number of Muslim 

people was less than the number of Orthodox people. However, they do not know the 

exact number of Muslim population. On the other hand, according to 1890 dated public 

records (salname), total population of Gölde was 811, and there were 165 dwellings93. It 

can be assumed that each family consisted of 4-5 members. 

  

3.3.2 Commercial Life and Economic Activities 

 

Livelihood of people in Gölde is based on agriculture and husbandry mostly at 

present (Figure 3.10). Areas that are located between the settlement and volcanic hills 

are used for agricultural activities. These areas are called as kesik by the local people. 

Main agricultural products are grain, chickpea, sesame, melon, common vetch (fiğ), 

bitter vetch (burçak) and olive. In addition to consumption of them throughout the year, 

local people sell excess products in the bazaar of Kula that is established every Friday.  

Regarding agricultural products, grain products like barley, wheat berry, sesame 

and common vetch are planted in October and November after preparing the fields for 

planting. Growing crops with rain and snow during winter and spring are harvested in 

June and July (Figure 3.11). After harvesting, stems and cores of the crops are separated 

from each other using an agricultural machine called as patoz by locals. While lots of 

people perform this process in the field, some people who have a large courtyard in their 

dwelling units may use the courtyard for this work.  

After separation of stems and cores, all products are stored in various places of 

the dwelling units. Stems are generally used to feed animals, so they are stored in 

storage masses located in the courtyard. Cores are mostly used in bread making and 

they stored in ambar that is found in ground floor rooms of the houses. Generally, cores 

                                                 
93  Mehmet Masum Ocak, “19.Yüzyılın İkinci Yarısında Kula Kazasında Sosyal ve İktisadi Durum: 

Şer’iye Sicilleri ve Arşiv Kaynakları Işığında Bir İnceleme” (PhD diss., Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi, 

İzmir, 2014), 50. 
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are transformed to ambar thanks to the holes that are called as ambar deliği and located 

in sofa in upper floor of the house (Figure 3.12a). In addition, seki in the sofa of some 

houses may be used for storage of cores (Figure 3.12b). In bread making process, these 

cores were grinded by stone elements that are called as düvek to transform them into 

flour in the past. However, this activity is lost at present but düvek can be observed in 

some dwellings and main square of the settlement. 

 

 
 

Figure 3.10. Distribution of the main areas according to usage in Gölde. 

 

Apart from the grain products, stems of pulses, especially chickpea, and melon 

barks are used to feed animals. Chickpea and melon are planted during spring and at the 

beginning of autumn they are harvested. While cores of pulses are bagged and stored in 
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ground floor rooms or storage masses in the courtyard, melons are hanged to ceiling of 

sofa of houses for consumption in short period. 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.11.  (a) Harvesting of grain products using hand tools (Güliz Aydın, 2017).   

(b) Harvesting of sesame selecting yellow ones (Güliz Aydın, 2017)                                                                                                                                           

 

According to local people, before mechanization in agriculture, all agricultural 

processes were based on man and animal power. A person who was called as dayıbaşı 

gathered young people to work in the fields of tobacco growers because tobacco 

growing was a troublesome work94. While tobacco was one of main product in the 

region in that time, planting of it is not preferred by locals at present because of its work 

load and lack of young generation. In addition, apart from organized way of working in 

tobacco harvesting, people went to the fields to help each other in harvesting periods of 

other products in past.  However, almost each family has some machines such as 

patozat present for agricultural activities. In addition, large agricultural machines are 

ordered with an operator from around villages and Kula by those who do not have 

machine or have so extensive fields.  

In terms of husbandry activities, hills that are located around the settlement are 

used to graze animals such as Hızır Ilyas (Hıdırellez) Tepesi, Aytepe and Boztepe. Local 

people states that each family had two or three cattles in the past and they were 

sheltered in the ground floor of the houses. These areas are called as dam by local 

people. Depending on the spread of sheep and goat breeding, stone masonry stables 

have been constructed in the courtyard. Among livestock products, milk sale is a 

significant income source for the local people in the settlement. Early in the mornings, a 

                                                 
94  Interview with Emine Çapar, 2017.  
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man visits all villages of Kula in addition to Gölde and pays to villagers in return for 

milk.   

 

 
                                                               

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.12.  (a) Ambar deliği on the sofa (July 19, 2017). (b)Using seki and floor 

covering as storage (July 19, 2017). 

  

Although beekeeping and silk farming was familiar economic activity in the 

settlement, they are lost at present. Nusret Aydın is the only beekeeper in the settlement 

today but he does not make it for economic gain.  

Apart from agriculture and livestock, textile industry was a significant source of 

livelihood for lots of families in 1950’s. According to narratives of Hulusi Uzun, 30-31-

year-old people went to work in “Kula Mensucat Factory” that was established in 1940 

in Kula. After closing of this factory in 1950’s, while some qualified people was 

migrating to more developed towns and cities, some people have established their own 

carpet looms in the courtyard of their dwellings and individual production continued for 

a while in courtyards. Additionally, Hulusi Uzun states that his father called up a 

weaving instructor from Kula to teach weaving to young generation of the settlement in 

1955-56. However, this traditional income source is lost totally at present.    

Depending on the interview of local people in the scope of study, it was 

determined that Muslim families and Orthodox families were interested in different type 

of economic activities before the migration in 1920’s. Although Muslim families’ 

income was based on agriculture and husbandry as it is today, Orthodox families were 

interestedin trade additionally. They had many stores in the settlement especially in the 

ground floor of their dwellings.95 According to KK, Orthodox community was not 

                                                 
95  Interview with Yusuf Baştürk, 2017.  
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interested in agriculture. They had agricultural fields but Muslim people worked in their 

fields for a fee. In contrast to Muslim’s stabile lifestyle, Orthodoxies carried small items 

like fabric, thread, needle, match and grocery items using their animals and sold these 

items in villages around. They sometimes exchanged these items with agricultural 

products and sold these products in Kula bazaar.  

Instead of planting grains, Orthodox communities’ agricultural activities were 

based on viticulture. There were lots of vineyards that were located around Hızır İlyas 

hill and extended to Sandal village belong to Orthodox families. They produced vine 

and grape molasses and stored them in the space that is called as mahzen and located in 

a corner of courtyard. In addition to mahzen,stone elements that were used to crush 

grapes can be still observed in some dwellings’ courtyards today. These stone elements 

are called as apilimi by local people (Figure 3.13a). 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.13. (a) An example of apilimi in the courtyard (July 20, 2017). (b) Location                     

of Börtlüce and Gediz River. 

 

Some people in the settlement emphasizes that Orthodox people had also mills 

near the settlement. Although the traces of them could not been observed during site 

survey, their locations were mapped as closing to rivers by local people. KK has also 

stated that his father had mills and farms in the village, so they were so rich. Lots of 

Orthodoxies worked in mills that were located around Börtlüce and Gediz River (Figure 

3.13b). 

Another significant economic activity of Orthodox people was stonemasonry, so 

they are emphasized as “artists” even today. Also, they made timber trade to use timbers 



 

 

52 

 

in construction process. Local people emphasize that Muslim people have learned the 

construction business from Orthodox stonemasons. In addition, KK states that Orthodox 

stonemasons went to nearby villages to construct dwellings and repair them.   

 

3.3.3 Daily-life Practices and Rituals 

 

Depending on the agriculture and husbandry based economy, daily life in the 

settlement was shaped by these activities. 

Apart from the winter times, local people usually look after their agricultural 

fields in the daytime. While middle-aged people can do agricultural works themselves, 

old people prefer to retain a laborer from Kula or neighboring villages to complete these 

works. After completing the daily activities in the fields, the men of the families who 

own the small cattle go to the mountain hills to graze their animals with their sheep 

dogs and they return to their houses earlier in the mornings.96 After a period of rest, they 

set to agricultural works again. Women who are mainly interested in housework help 

their spouses during harvesting and planting times.  

Although many buildings in the settlement were used as coffeehouse in different 

time period, at present there is no social building that is used for gathering people. 

Depending on the lacking of social spaces like coffeehouse in the settlement, it is not 

customary to see people who have conversation on the streets. Local people, especially 

women, prefer the courtyards of dwellings for conversation at present. However, 

according to narratives of locals, people came together around the water wells in the 

square in their childhood times.97 All people came to these water wells to get water in 

their buckets but conversation among people did not become over. 

Although water wells are not used to get water at present, they have still 

importance in wedding ceremonies. According to Hulusi Uzun, in the wedding 

ceremonies, there is a continuing ritual based on the circling of the bride on the horse 

and accompanied by Seymenler around a water well after exiting of the bride from her 

father’s house. This water well is called as Gelin Kuyusu and it is located in the middle 

of the square (Figure 3.14a). Following this ritual, large tables are established in front of 

the bridegroom’s dwelling and local dishes are cooked in the large boilers (Figure 

3.14b). 

                                                 
96 Interview with Nusret Aydın, 2017. 
97 Interview with Sultan Çağılcı, 2017. 
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 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.14.  (a) Gelin Kuyusu in the middle of main square (May 12, 2017).                        

(b) Cooking local dishes and tables on the street in wedding ceremonies 

(May 12, 2017). 

 

In addition to wedding ceremonies, the square where four water wells are placed 

was significant during the Muslim’s festivals that are called as bayram. Locals state that 

swings were established between the trees in the square for children during festivals. 

However, this tradition is lost from 1970s onwards. 

In terms of the relations between two ethnicities before the population exchange, 

local people emphasizes that the relations were very well until 1920’s. According to 

narratives of locals, Greeks were so house-proud. In Saturdays, they had washed their 

courtyards and streets. Then, they would go to church for praying. 

The interview with KK and KP verifies the view of current local people about 

the relations between two ethnicities. They state that Gölde was an important settlement 

for “Teofanya Festival” of Orthodox community and Muslims also participated to it.  

Related to the festival, there was an ayazma in the center of church called as “Haya 

Triyada”. It was like a water well and it had a locked metal covering. After keeping as 

closed during a year, it was opened by the priest who came to Gölde from Kula in 

“Teofanya Festival”. The only settlement around Gölde that host Orthodox community 

was Koula (Kula), so lots of people came to Gölde from Kula during this festival. 

Within the scope of festival, all people drank water from Ayazma. This water had to be 

drunk as being hungry in the same day. Otherwise, it was a sin. In the settlement, it was 

believed that if the water level was low evil would come to the settlement. Thus, 

Muslims were also curious about the level of water and they visited “Haya Triyada 

Church” in the festival.  
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Despite of the intimate relations, there would be no marriage between two 

ethnicities.  Muslim families married their sons and daughters to a Muslim person from 

the same settlement or from another settlement such as, Kavacık, Sandal and Demirci 

where include Muslim people totally. On the other hand, Orthodox people espoused 

their child with an Orthodox from Gölde or from Kula where hosts both two ethnicities. 

It was not understood whether people from different ethnicities participated to wedding 

ceremonies of each other with interviews. However, according to research of Nicholas 

Doumanis about Orthodox Rum communities in small Anatolian towns, while 

Orthodoxies participated to Muslims’ wedding ceremonies, Muslims did not participate 

to Orthodox wedding ceremonies because it was performed in the churches98.    

In 1912-13, Balkan Wars between Ottoman Empire and Balkan States (Greece, 

Bulgaria, Serbia and Montenegro) caused tension between communities of these states.  

Thus, this situation also affected the social life in Gölde like other Anatolian towns 

where Muslims and Non-muslims lived together. Hulusi Uzun emphasizes that Greek 

Gangs who came to the village, provoked two communities to each other in those times. 

According to his father’s transmission, gangs annoyed Muslim families each morning 

asking them eggs and chickens. If the landlord rejected this request, the gangs killed the 

children of the landlord. Some Muslim families forced to hide in the vineyards 

detaining some Orthodox families and they killed Orthodox families with the escalation 

of the war. In addition, buildings of Orthodox community began to be plundered. Thus, 

Orthodox people started to migrate from the beginning of 1920.  

 

3.4 Relations with the Immediate Environment 

 

Gölde village borders on Ayazören, Hamidiye and İbrahimağa Villages at north, 

Sandal, Kavacık Villages and Kula Town at south, Saraçlar Village at west and Ahmetli 

Village at east (Figure 3.15).  

Depending on the lacking of marketing area in Gölde, local people obtain their 

needs from Kula. There is a small grocery that is operated by a villager in the settlement 

but it is not authorized and it fulfills only the basic needs. Sultan Çağılcı emphasizes 

that men of the houses generally go to Kula at the weekends to obtain their needs. 

However, there is no relation with the other villages in terms of commerce. 

                                                 
98  Nicholas Doumanis,Before the Nation: Muslim–Christian Coexistence and its Destruction in Late-

Ottoman Anatolia (Oxford:  Oxford U.P., 2012), 57.  
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Figure 3.15.  Settlements around Gölde and approximate distance of them to Gölde 

using by main road (Source: Google Earth, 2018) 

 

All villages are connected to each other with a road extending to Kula as it 

mentioned inprevious sections. Mustafa Çapar states that this road has been established 

in 2006 and a municipal bus has been provided by Kula Municipality for the villagers.  

 However, before 2006, people could reach to Kula by their own vehicles only. 

On the other hand, KK emphasizes that people could reach to Kula after an hour by 

earth coach way in early 20th century but it could take 45 minutes thanks to a shortcut. 

This phaeton way also reached to other villages like Kavacık at the south, Sandal at the 

west and Mentehoria (23 km) that was an Orthodox settlement and connected to 

Philadelphia (Alaşehir) at the southwest.  

Kavacık village has an importance for Gölde among the other surrounding 

villages. Although potable water is provided by bores at present, water was transformed 

from Kavacık by tile drains in 1960’s. Most of fountains in the main square were 

established in that time. Izzet Memiş emphasizes that before the transportation of water 

from Kavacık, local people obtained their drinking water from Bakırgöl using buckets 

instead of obtainin from water wells in the main square.  In addition, KK emhasizes 
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Kavacık as a “Turkish settlement”. According to him, the settlement was popular with 

the production of grain and acorn. There were nearly 100 houses in the settlement. 

Merchants in Gölde went there to sell some goods and they exchanged these goods with 

agricultural products. However, locals of Kavacık generally met their needs from Kula 

Bazaar like the locals of Gölde. 

Although the exact location of Bakırgöl could not be determined during site 

survey, according to drawing of Hulusi Uzun and interview with local people it is 

located at the northeast of Gölde (Figure 3.16). In addition to providing drinking water, 

the importance of Bakırgöl is its connection with a myth among local people about the 

name of Gölde. According to this myth, there had been a kingdom around the related 

lake in B.C. 4th century. One day, a girl had lost and all people had started to look for 

the girl. Afterwards, an old women had stated that she had seen the girl around the lake 

with a copper in her hands.99 Then, the lake had been called as Bakırgöl and the 

settlement as Gölde. In addition, KP claims that there were some puddles a hour away 

from the settlement in her times. Around of these puddles people grazed their animals 

and they were called as Bakır Gölü, Bitli Göl and Boklu Göl. 

 

 

Figure 3.16. Drawing of Hulusi Uzun (previous headmen of the settlement) that shows 

the transportation network and landmarks in the settlement (May 25, 

2017). 

 

Apart from the lakes and districts, KK claims that some regions that were 

significant for Orthodox community. Ai Giorgi region was located at the west and it 

                                                 
99  The word of “copper” is translated to Turkish as “bakır” and “lake” is translated as “göl”. Adding “–

de” after “göl”, the word of “gölde” is composed and it means “in the lake”.    
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was 1 km away from the settlement. Turkish name of the region was Hıdırellez. There 

was “Ai Giorgi Church” as a ruin and it was surrounded by vine yards. The most 

famous of them was Gölde vineyard.  Orthodox people went there and candles has been 

put. Sometimes Muslim people accompanied with them and they added oil to Saint’s 

candle. 

Karataş was a stony region that included black stones. KK believes that there 

had been a volcano in the past. This region was located at southeast 1.15 hour away 

from the settlement and 45 minutes away from Kula. At the top of the region, there was 

Panagia Chapel. 

Another important region for Orthodox community was Profiti İlyaswhere was 

located at the east and 15 minutes away from the settlement. In addition to pear trees, 

there was a small church of Profitis İlyas. According to KK, Orthodox community 

celebrated the “Easter Festival” there. He states that although they did lots of activities 

such as shooting in the scope of celebration, they did not become troubled with anyone. 

 

3.5Physical Environment of Gölde 

  

 While the majority of the settlement includes dwellings that have been 

constructed with traditional technique, there are also public buildings such as, school, 

mosque, water wells and headman office. In addition to the buildings, an ancient lime 

quarry and historical cemetery are found at the south of residential area within the 

village. Settlement is separated from the quarry with an earth road. While the lots that 

located at the boundary of the residential area mostly include single storied buildings 

that are used as storage of agricultural products and as stables, density of dwellings 

increase towards to the center of the settlement. Dwelling units also include service 

buildings as storage of agricultural products and stable in addition to house traditionally. 

Thus, in the scope of study, study border has been decided taking into consideration the 

border of usage for each dwelling unit. Study border has been drawn involving the 

house, service buildings and courtyard together. Another parameter to determine the 

study border is construction of the buildings by traditional technique and materials. 

  Within the study border, while some lots are found as separated into two by 

adding a garden wall in the courtyard and vertical division of the house, some lots are 

found as united as distinct from cadastral map of 2011. As a result, 184 parcels were  
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Figure 3.17. Analysis of current mass-void layer of the settlement.
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Figure 3.18.  Analysis of function of lots.
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Figure 3.19. Analysis of current situation of built up space.
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determined within the study border according to usage of occupiers and all analyses 

about current situation of the settlement have been made according to current usage 

borders for each landlord. Depending on agricultural, husbandry activities throughout 

the settlement and existing of courtyard in dwelling units, 24% of the settlement include 

building masses within determined study border (Figure 3.17). Among building masses, 

public buildings compose 6% of the settlement and rest of it consist of dwellings and 

their service buildings (Figure 3.18). In terms of current situation of the buildings, some 

houses have start to break-down depending on the abandonment of dwelling units due to 

migration. In addition, lots of houses are faced with the danger of collapse. Houses and 

service buildings of 10 lots exist as ruin at present. On the other hand, 43 lots have been 

abandoned totally and 18 lots are used as storage of agricultural products or tools and as 

stable for animals. When all these are excluded, life is traditionally going on in nearly 

69 dwelling units that include house and service buildings together within the study 

border (Figure 3.19). 

 

3.5.1 Topography and Settlement 
 

Depending on the location of Gölde settlement on the foothill of Hızırilyas Hill, 

physical properties were built on a slightly sloping terrain. (Figure 3.20). Hızırilyas Hill 

is 800 meter above the sea level and does not include any structure at present. 

 

 
 

Figure 3.20. Hızırilyas Hill and the settlement (Source: Kuladan, 2018). 
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Figure 3.21. Analysis of road network.
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Roads of the settlement distribute from the main square where water wells are 

placed. While the ground around main square still keeps the authentic kayrak stones, 

towards the outer of the settlement kayrak stones that have been placed recently and 

modern concrete-based stone can be seen (Figure 3.21). 

Roads in the settlement continuous throughout the blind stone masonry facades 

of the houses or high garden walls that reaches to 2-2.5 meter at two sides. Additionally, 

they are very narrow apart from cross-roads. While the width of them changes between 

two and three meter, they can change between five and seven meter in the points where 

corner parcels come together (Figure 3.22). Also, KK states that depending on the 

lacking of electricity in the settlement in early 20th century, the roads were completely 

dark, so lighthouses were used during night walking.  

Although there is no neighborhood in the settlement at present, according to KP 

and KK, Orthodox neighborhoods and Muslim neighborhoods were separated each 

other. 

 

  
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.22  (a) Original kayrak stones at left and stones that were placed recently at 

right on the road (July 20, 2018). (b) Concrete-based stones on the roads 

(May 13,2017). 

 

However, they shared a border, probably a road and all dwelling units were 

united.  Orthodox neighborhoods were called as Taksiarhis Neighborhood or Yukarı 

Sokak and Haya Triyada Neighborhood or Aşağı Sokak. It can be said that these 

neighborhoods scoped the areas around Taksiarhis Church and Haya Triyada Church 

that will be examined in the following chapter.   
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3.5.2 Common Spaces 

 

 As a result of continuous decrease in population of the settlement, while some 

structures are totally lost at present, many of them still keep their existence physically 

although they are not in use. Common spaces of the settlement throughout its history are 

explained in this section.  

 

3.5.2.1 Main Square and Water Wells 

 

Waterwells have a great importance in terms of protecting their existence from 

until today (Figure 3.23a). Totally eight water wells and a cistern were observed in the 

settlement during site survey. However, according to interviews with local people some 

of the water wells were broken down and they were closed totally. Four of the water 

wells are found in main square, three of them are located at south of main square and 

the cistern is located at northwest point of the settlement.  

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.23. (a) Groundwater under the water well (Source: Kuladan, 2018). 

(b)Bilezikabove the water well (May 12, 2017).                                                                              

 

KP emphasizes that there were fountains in the settlement until 1880. However, 

water cut off suddenly and local people started to obtain water from the water wells100. 

They continued to get water from water wells until 1960’s101. Then, water was 

transmitted from Kavacık to the settlement with earthen pipes.102 Local people call the 

                                                 
100 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
101 Interview with Sultan Çağılcı, 2017.  
102 Interview with Mustafa Çapar, Mükerrem Emre, 2017.  
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marble around the water wells as bilezik and today it is possible to observe the traces of 

ropes used to pull water from the wells over the years (Figure 3.23b). 

All water wells have a local name and they are landmarks for local people 

(Figure 3.24). The main factors for their naming are their locations, aim of the usage 

and extended families who drill the water well closing to their dwellings. According to 

interview with local people who live in the settlement today and Orthodox people who 

lived there before 1920’s, it was noticed that the names of water wells change among 

two ethnicities.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.24. Plan of Main Square in the settlement and location of four water wells. 

 

According to narratives of existing locals, Gelin Kuyu is located in the raised 

stone platform among water wells in the main square. Apart from the water well, there 

is also water pump to draw water and drinking basin made of marbles. In addition to 

providing water, this water well is also important for wedding ceremonies103. Söğütlü 

Kuyu is located at the northeast of Gelin Kuyu in the square. It has been named due to 

the large willow tree near it. Orta Kuyu is found at the nortwest of Gelin Kuyu and 

according to narratives of locals, people had drawn water from this well for their needs 

                                                 
103 This ritual were explained in previos section titled as “Relations and Rituals”.  
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especially because they had believed that the water of this well is more clean than the 

other wells104. The fourth water well in the main square is located at the southwest point 

and locals state that this water well is the deepest one.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.25. All water well that have been observed and a cistern in the settlement with 

their local names. 

 

Apart from these wells, Galca Kuyu, Kukusi Kuyu, Ağa Kuyu, Kadın Kuyu, Sarı 

Kuyu and Çoban Kuyu are the other water-wells that have been emphasized by locals 

during site survey. While Galca Kuyu, Kukusi Kuyu, Ağa Kuyu, Kadın Kuyu and Sarı 

Kuyu were established by wealthy families as closing their dwelling units, Çoban Kuyu 

was established to provide drinking water for animals so, like Gelin Kuyu, Çoban Kuyu 

also include drinking basin. In terms of locations of these water wells, it is known that 

Sarı Kuyu that has been established by “Sarı Family” and Çoban Kuyu are located on 

                                                 
104 Interview with İbrahim Gündoğdu, 2017. 
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the raised stone platforms at south of main square. In addition, locals state that Ağa 

Kuyu and Kadın Kuyu were located as opposing each other. Thus, name of two water 

wells at the southeast of the main square may be Ağa Kuyu and Kadın Kuyu. Location 

of Galca Kuyu and Kukusi Kuyu could not be determined during site survey (Figure 

3.25).  

On the other hand, according to KP, there were six water wells in the Orthodox 

neighborhoods. They were Öndeki Kuyu, Mağsanlı Kuyu, Orta Kuyuları, Kukusi, 

Yukarı Kuyu and Çaalça Kuyu105. Among of them, Mağsanlı Kuyu is mentioned as the 

deepest water well. Thus, Mağsanlı Kuyu may be the water well that is located at 

southwest point of the main square. In addition, KP states that there were four water 

wells in the Muslim neighborhoods but she does not remember the names of these water 

wells. However, as a result of the interview with local people during the study, they 

may be Çoban Kuyu, Kadın Kuyu, Sarı Kuyu and Ağa Kuyu.   

Apart from the circular water wells that are surrounded by marble, there is a 

cistern at northwest of the settlement. Unlike water wells, it is dome shaped and it has 

been established as stone masonry (Figure 3.26). This cistern may have been set up to 

provide water while the animals were grazing on Hızır İlyas hill.  

 

  
  

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.26. (a) Plastered stone masonry and dome shaped cistern (July 19, 2017).               

(b) Inside of the cistern (July 19, 2017). 

  

                                                 
105 “Çaalça Kuyu” may be “Galca Kuyu” that has been emhasized by existing locals.  
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3.5.2.2 Hairdresser and Coffee House 

 

Although there is no social building like coffee house at present, it is known that 

there were buildings used as coffee houses in different time period (Figure 3.27). Within 

this context, there are two adjacent single-story buildings at south of the main square. 

According to narratives of locals, while the small one was used as common hairdresser 

shop, the bigger one was used as coffee house, in Turkish words kıraathane, in 

1900’s106. These buildings were used by two ethnic groups in the settlement. Then, it 

was closed and it was used as headman building until 1970’s.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.27. Mapping of “coffee houses” throughout history of the settlement. 

 

Depending on closing of the coffee house, a room in the ground floor of a 

dwelling that is located in block 147 lot 7 according to current cadastral plan has been 

transformed to coffee house. This room has door and window openings towards street 

                                                 
106 Interview with İzzet Dülger, 2017.  
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unlike the ground floors of other dwellings. Additionally, ceiling of the room was raised 

to create a spacious environment. Thus, half of the top floor was positioned 

approximately 1 meter higher than other half and access to the room is provided by 

wooden staircase. After moving of Selahattin Uzun to the dwelling in 1970s, this coffee 

house has been closed.  

Afterwards, a new single-story building was constructed in the place of current 

headman building. However, it was also closed due to the lack of someone to operate. 

Today, this place is used only for elections and getting examined by the doctor once a 

week. Headman building has been built on this place later107.    

 

3.5.2.3 Orthodox School 

 

An Orthodox School is located almost in the center of the settlement as double 

storied (Figure 3.28a). It can be distinguished from lots of dwelling easily thanks to its 

central location and extensive courtyard around it.  

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.28 (a) General view of the school from north-west side (May 13, 2017).           

(b) Original entrance door and Inscription on the stone above door (May 

13, 2017). 

 

The construction system of the building is based on stone masonry with 

traditional technique in the village and it is covered with hipped roof.  External facades 

are plastered with lime plaster and each facade of the school includes flat arched 

openings that are located symmetrically and surrounded by white marbles. Two 

                                                 
107 Interview with Mustafa Çapar, 2017. 
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entrance doors are found in the school. One of them is located at the north facade 

between in the middle of four windows with an inscription above it. According to this 

inscription, the school was constructed in 1911 (Figure 3.28b). The other door is found 

at the west facade between two windows that has been located symmetrically. This 

facade differentiates from the other facades with marble panels around the door. While 

some undecipherable writings are placed in the panel above the door, cross and floral 

figures are found in the left and right side panels (Figure 3.29a). Although entrance to 

the building is provided from the north facade of the building with a staircase at present, 

original entrance has been located at the west facade of the building according to 

narratives of locals. Şerif Taşatar mentions that the entrance hall has been transformed 

to the teacher room in 1967, so the entrance has been moved to the north side of the 

building. According to him, marbles in the stair in front of the original entrance has 

been transformed to the floor in front of the building that is located on the main road of 

the settlement and used as headman office at present. 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.29.  (a) Inscription panel and side niches on the façade (May 25, 2017).                   

(b) Ground floor of the school (May 25, 2017). 

 

Ground floor of the school has nearly 2-2.5meter height and entrance to this 

floor is provided from the north facade of the building. Mustafa Çapar states that this 

floor was used for storage. Although the school keeps its authenticity mostly, some 

alterations have been made in this floor recently because of the scene in “İzzet Kaptan 

ve Oğlu” film shots in 2013 (Figure 3.29b).  

In terms historical background of the school, locals state that Orthodox students 

were educated in this school until the population exchange. According to KK, the 
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school was located in the same courtyard of Taksiarhes Church. In addition to church 

and school, there was a sundial that were composed of stone in the courtyard. The 

school had two stories and ground floor was used as storage of wood. The education 

composed six years totally and there were two males and a female teacher at the 

beginning of 1900’s. KK remembers his teacher who was called as Minaidis and he 

states that his teacher had come to the settlement from Salihli.108 After the migration, 

Muslim community has started to use the building as a primary school. Rukiye Görgülü 

who has been educated in this school for three years remembers a marble staircase that 

was located in the courtyard entrance of the school at the west side. She also confirms 

KK emphasizing that there was also a church in the same courtyard. According to her, 

when the marble staircase was climbed up, a bell tower was located here.  In top of the 

bell tower, stone clock was placed. This tower was separated from the church. Rukiye 

Görgülü emphasizes that Muslim students would throw big stones to the church for 

destroying after the migration of Orthodox people.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.30. Plan of the Orthodox School. 

 

                                                 
108 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
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School has a rectangular plan (Figure 3.30). Inside of the school, three 

classrooms are found around the entrance hall that extends in north-south direction. The 

largest classroom with forty square meter is located at the east. Another classroom is 

located at the south as twenty-five square meter (Figure 3.31a). The smallest classroom 

is located at the west being adjacent to the “teacher room” that is transformed from 

entrance hall in 1967. Walls of the classrooms are painted and they have fifty-five 

centimeters thickness. Classrooms have large flatten arched doors that open to entrance 

hall. Floors are timber frame system and they have wooden covering. The floor of the 

smallest classroom has collapsed partially (Figure 3.31b). 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.31. (a) A classroom at the east side of the school (May 25, 2017) (b) The 

smallest classroom of the school (May 25, 2017) 

 

Ceilings are based on timber system and timber covering in the classrooms. In 

addition, they are painted with whitewash and gypsum ornamentations are found in the 

center of the ceilings (Figure 3.32). Ceilings of entrance hall and teacher room are 

covered with timber without plaster or paint. 

In terms of the educational system of the school after migration, there were three 

levels until 1950’s according to national education system. Students in each level would 

be educated in a classroom. With five years of primary school education, while first-

year students would be educated in the smallest classroom, second-year and third-year 

students would be educated in the southern classroom. Lastly, fourth-year and five-year 

students would be educated in the eastern classroom109. 

 

                                                 
109 Interview with Şerif Taşatar, 2017.  
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 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.32.  (a) Gypsum ornamented ceiling of the classroom (May 25, 2017).                   

(b) Wooden covering of the ceiling and application of whitewash (May 

25, 2017). 

 

Educational activities continued in Orthodox school until 1980. In that year, a 

new school has been established at the south of settlement and education continued in 

this school until 2000.  

 

3.5.2.4 Churches and Chapels 

 

Although there are no obvious ruins related to church structure in the settlement, 

it is known that there were two churches and a chapel in the settlement according to 

narratives of locals before 1920’s. However, the exact construction date of them could 

not be determined. During the interviews with local people, almost all interviewers 

emphasized a church existed in the courtyard of Orthodox School in the center of 

settlement. According to them, this church was used for regular worship110. In addition 

to church there was a sundial in the courtyard and a single story building that was used 

as süthane at west of the courtyard. Rukiye Görgülü also remembers this church from 

her childhood. According to her, there was a marble staircase at the west side of the 

courtyard. When this staircase was climbed up, a bell tower was located here.  In top of 

the bell tower, stone clock was found. This tower was separated from the church. 

However, Osman Gür states that bell tower and sundial were located at the east side of 

the church and entrance to church was provided by south side of the church. 

Additionally, the church would have a dome and the finishing material was same with 

                                                 
110 Interview with Şerif Taşatar, 2017. 
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the cistern that is located at the northwest point of the settlement. Also, the walls were 

covered with plaster. Inside of the church, there were priest pictures on the walls.   

In addition to this church, some people in the settlement states that there was 

another big church at the north of the settlement but this church was broken-down and a 

new dwelling has been constructed in its place. Hulusi Uzun states that this church was 

called as Gelin Kilisesi and Şerif Taşatar confirms this name and adds that the brides 

came out from this church before wedding ceremonies. According to description of 

local people, the exact location of this church was determined in block 151 parcel 2 

using present cadastral plan. However, any trace related to the church building could not 

be observed during site survey.  

Apart from these churches, there is also a chapel that is found within the border 

of a dwelling’s parcel at present. However, it is assumed that chapel had its own 

courtyard and entrance at past. Although this chapel is being used as storage in the 

courtyard of a dwelling at present, local people states that Orthodox people married in 

this chapel. While entrance to the chapel is provided from west, three niches are located 

at east wall of the chapel (Figure 3.33a). In addition, paintings that were created using 

madder are observed in some points of the walls (Figure 3.33b). This chapel was 

registered officially in 2003 as a religious building.111 

In addition to narratives of locals, KK verifies that there were two big churches 

in the settlement.112 One of them was located in the center of the settlement with 

Orthodox School in the same courtyard and it was called as Taksiarhes. Another church 

in the settlement was called as Haya Triyada. However, he does not point out the exact 

location of this church. According to him, both of them had bell tower and courtyard. 

All of these churches depended on metropolitan bishop in Philadelpia that is known as 

Alaşehir at present.113 Additionally, there was a priest, Papa-Nikiforos, in the 

settlement. People visited the priest for wedding and baptism documents.  

Among the churches, Taksiarhes Church that is located in the courtyard of 

Orthodox School had ancient icons. According to transmission of KP, lots of 

antiquarian came to the settlement to get these icons but executors did not allow them. 

In the period of migration, these icons were transformed to Izmir pursing Greek Army 

                                                 
111 15.10.2003 dated 12079 numbered decision of “İzmir 2 Numaralı Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını 

Koruma Kurulu Müdürlüğü”. 
112 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
113  The metropolitanmeans bishop or archbishop that is responsible for all the churches of a region in 

Orthodox Sect of Christianity.  
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but they were lost there114. In addition, the courtyard of Taksiarhes Church was used as 

cemetery for Orthodox community. The ruin walls and trace of buttresses can be 

observed on the site (Figure 3.34). According to observations and interviews with local 

people, church extended along east-west direction and entrance was provided from the 

south side in the courtyard115.  

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.33.  (a) Inside of the chapel (May 12, 2017). (b) Paintings on the wall of the 

chapel (May 12, 2017). 

 

Unlike Taksiarhes, Haya Triyada had women’s gallery that had separate 

entrance. This church was surrounded by the dwellings and it had three iron doors116. 

Thus, Haya Triyada must be the same church that was called as Gelin Kilisesi by local 

people at present. Nusret Aydın who is the owner of the parcel at present emphasizes 

that there was agglomerated rubble stones in place of the church. In 1992, Uzun Family 

constructed a dwelling using these stones and the foundation walls of the church (Figure 

46a). Until 1997, they paid rent to the state for the lot but then they obtained ownership 

of the lot with the buildings. Although any remain part of the church could not be 

observed due to new masses in the courtyard, some ground stones that include Greek 

writings and figures can be observed in the courtyard (Figure 3.35b-3.36). According to 

KK, in addition to tyrant’s board, an ambo, chandeliers, candlesticks and chairs, 

Ayazma were found in the wide courtyard of this church.117 

Ayazma was located in the courtyard of Haya Triyada and it was established like 

a water-well. It was always closed with a metal covering and locked. Once a time, in 

                                                 
114 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
115 Interview with Osman Gür, Rukiye Görgülü, Ayşe Baştürk.  
116 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
117 Ibid. 
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Teofanya Festival, tyrant came to the settlement with his guards and wealthy families 

hosted them during three days in the settlement. In the festival day, Ayazma was opened 

by the tyrant and Orthodox people drank a glass of water from this well in the scope of 

consecration. Fair was established in the courtyard of the church, sheep were sacrificed 

for God118.  

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.34.  (a) Trace of buttresses at the north wall of Taksiarhes Church (May 13, 

2017). (b) Remain of the west wall of Taksiarhes Church (May 13, 2017). 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.35. (a) Entrance to courtyard of Uzun’s dwelling that has been constructed in 

place of Haya Triyada (May 25, 2017). (b) Greek writings on the ground 

stones in courtyard of Uzun’s dwelling unit (May 25, 2017). 

 

In addition to Taksiarhes and Haya Triyada, there were chapels around the 

settlement. They were Panagia, Agios Georgios, Agia Kiriaki, Agia Varvara that were 

located half an hour away from the settlement, Ai Spiri (Spiridonas) that was found 

forty-five minutes away from the settlement and Yedi Kardeş that was located in a field 

                                                 
118 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
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and twenty minutes away from the settlement. KP states that Orthodox people visited 

these churches in their religious festivals and lighted a candle.119 

 

 
 

 
 

 (a)  (b) 

 

Figure 3.36. (a) Different type of stones in the courtyard of Haya Triyada (May 25, 

2017). (b) Figures on the ground stone in the courtyard of Haya Triyada  

(May 25, 2017). 

 

3.5.2.5 Mosque 

 

There is only a mosque in the village that is located in block 135 lot 25 in the 

cross of Orthodox School. It is located at the high point of settlement, so it provides a 

broad view angle (Figure 3.37a).  

 

 
 

 
 

                    (a)                    (b) 

  

Figure 3.37. (a) General view of mosque from the side street (May 13, 2017) (b) View 

from the mosque towards to Orthodox School and possible location of 

Taksiarhes Church (May 13, 2017). 

 

                                                 
119 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
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The mosque has been constructed with traditional stone masonry technique. It is 

covered with hipped roof and it has wide wooden eave. Last comer’s hall is closed with 

glass material currently. There is not any inscription that shows the construction date of 

the mosque in the building. When the estimated construction date was asked to local 

people throughout the survey, even the oldest people said that the mosque exists from 

all eternity. Besides that, the mosque still keeps its original function today, it is also a 

landmark for people in the village (Figure 3.37b). When asked to married women about 

their previous dwelling before marriage, most of them stated their dwellings as around 

mosque.  

In terms of lot organization, there are a main building as single story, a minaret 

that is adjacent to the main building, a prayer room, şadırvan for ablution that is located 

in the middle of the parcel recently and a toilet building that is located at the east corner 

of the lot (Figure 3.38). The entrance to the courtyard is supplied with three steps from 

the street at the north. Marbles in the staircase include floral ornamentations. Prayer 

room that is located at the northwest of the lot is also used by women in the village in a 

day of the week for gathering and religious training currently. Additionally, depending 

on lacking of public buildings in the settlement, mosque is the only spot where men are 

gathered. The mosque was registered as religious structure in 2003 and repair of the 

minaret was completed in 2006 by “Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Preservation Board”.120 

 

 
 

 
 

                          (a)                           (b) 

 

Figure 3.38. (a) Şadırvanin the courtyard (May 13, 2017). (b)Closed last comer’s hall 

of the mosque of the mosque (May 13, 2017). 

                                                 
120 15.10.2003 dated 12079 numbered decision of “Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Preservation Board”. 



 

 

79 

 

3.5.2.6 Cemeteries 

 

Approaching to the settlement from Kula, a cemetery area is observed at the 

right side on the main road that connects villages to Kula. Cemetery is surrounded by 

low stone masonry wall and entrance to the cemetery is provided by an iron door from 

the main road. 

Local people states that this cemetery always belonged to Muslim community 

and they still use this area. Observations during site survey also verify this information 

because lots of gravestone that have Ottoman Turkish writings. At present, gravestones 

dating back to 1258 (1842) according to Hijra Calendar can be seen (Figure 3.39). 

 

  
 

Figure 3.39. Some gravestone in the cemetery (September 15, 2017). 

 

In 2003, the graveyard was listed as religious group in addition to Orthodox 

School, Chapel and Mosque.  Then, in 2013, it was listed as first group. Specialists 

dated graveyards to Ottoman Period, Early Republican Period and present period121. 

On the other hand, it is known that courtyard of Taksiarhes Church was used as 

cemetery of Orthodox Community before migration.122 According to narratives of 

Orthodox migrants, there was another church called as Panagia Church that was located 

in Karataş region as it mentioned in Chapter 3.4 (Figure 3.40). According to 

                                                 
121  15.10.2003 dated 12079 numbered decision of “Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Preservation Board”. 
122  Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
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transmission of KK, this cemetery was surrounded by masonry wall and there were 

wooden crosses that give information about the dead123.  

 

 

Figure 3.40. Location of public spaces, monumental buildings and cemeteriesaround 

the settlement before 1920’s (Source: Google Earth, 2018). 

 

Apart from these cemeteries, in 2009, remains of necropolis and a church was 

determined between İncesu and Ahmetli Village124 (Figure 3.41). According to reports 

of archaeologists, in Kocakırtepesi region at the northeast part of Gölde, rock graves are 

found in rectangular form and 180x60x70 cm dimensions. They are covered by marble 

pieces but they were damaged due to planting works. Depending on the stoneware and 

glazing fragments around the rock graves, it is thought that these graves belong to 

Roman Era. In addition, trace of walls that were thought to belong to a church by 

experts was determined at the north part of the rock graves. In addition to diffuse 

                                                 
123 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
124 Report of Manisa Museum Directorate, 2009. 
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stoneware particles in the area, another ruin of a structure that have been constructed 

with stone and lime mortar was identified at southwest. Kocakırtepesi is must be the 

same region that has been mentioned by Philippson in 1901 as ruin of H. Charalampos 

Church. Associated with this region, in Elmalıdere where is located at northwest of 

Kocakırtepesi, traces of a settlement were determined depending on the stoneware 

particles.125 In 2012, while Kocakırtepesi region was listed as 1st archaeological site, 

Elmalıdere region was listed as 3rd archeological site.126 

 

 

Figure 3.41.  Location of Kocakırtepesi, Elmalıdere and Bakırgöl (Source: Google 

Earth, 2018). 

 

3.5.2.7 Ancient Lime Quarry 

 

 Although there is an active quarry that is located at the entrance of the village, 

an ancient quarry is found at southwest of the settlement (Figure 3.42a). According to 

transmission of the last stonemason of the settlement, Osman Gür, lots of buildings in 

the settlement have been constructed by Orthodox stonemasons before migration and 

                                                 
125 Report of Manisa Museum Directorate, 2009. 
126 02.02.2012 dated 507 numbered decision of “Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Preservation Board”.  
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they have obtained stone from ancient quarry for construction the buildings (Figure 

3.42b). In addition, local people state that they expose fragments of sculptures while 

they are plowing their fields near the quarry. Also, it is possible to see ancient column 

pieces in the garden walls of dwellings around ancient lime quarry especially (Figure 

3.43).   

 

  
  

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 3.42.  (a) General view of ancient lime quarry (May 12, 2017). (b) A stone block 

from the lime quarry (May 12, 2017). 

 

In addition to untapped ancient quarry, the south part of the quarry that has ruin 

of structures was registered as 1st archeological site in 2013127.  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 3.43.  (a) Column piece on a courtyard wall (May 12, 2017). (b) Column piece 

on the exterior wall of a house (May 12, 2017). 
  

                                                 
127 14.03.2013 dated 1981 numbered decision of “Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Preservation Board”. 
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3.5.2.8 Primary School 

 

There is also a primary school in the village apart from the Orthodox School 

(Figure 3.44). It has been constructed in 1980 because of inefficiency of Orthodox 

school depending on the new conditions. Likewise, the Orthodox school, it is located in 

the outer periphery of the settlement in block 113 lot 5. 

 

 
 

Figure 3.44.  General view of the primary school that was constructed in 1980 (May 12, 

2017) 

 

The main building has been constructed as stone masonry and it extends in 

north-south direction. Main entrance to the courtyard of the school is provided from the 

main street. Besides the main building, the lot includes many service buildings that 

disperse in the lot, such as toilet, storage and lodgment for teacher of the school. The 

lodgment is called as eğitmen evi in the village.  

Education has continued in this primary school for 20 years nearly. Depending 

on the decreasing in the population, students’ education in the village is based on 

mobile system for 18-19 years. Most of the students continue their education in Kula.  

 

3.5.2.9 Headman Building 

 

Approaching to the settlement in the main road, Gölde Bus Stop is located at the 

right side of the road. At northwest point of the bus stop, a double storied reinforced 

concrete building is noticed. Although this building has been constructed lately as 
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coffee shop, it did not go begging and it has been closed. Currently, the ground floor is 

used as gathering space for local people especially in important dates, such as elections. 

Also, a doctor comes to the village from Kula once a week and examines the villagers 

who have health problems (Figure 3.45a). 

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

  

Figure 3.45.  (a) Inside of the headmen building (May 13, 2017). (b) Marbles in front of 

the headmen building (May 13, 2017). 

 

According to transmission of local people, the staircase that was located in the 

courtyard of Orthodox School was damaged after migration of Orthodox community 

and marbles of the staircase has been placed in the ground in front of the headmen 

building (Figure 3.45b).   

 

3.5.3 Periodization of Built Up Spaces 

  

The most attractive point of the settlement is reflection of all buildings the 

traditional construction technique that is based on stone masonry within determined 

study border. 

 

In addition, although there are many alterations especially in inhabited dwelling 

units, they have similar lot organization, plan organization, façade characteristics and 

original architectural objects at present128. Thus, certain periodization of the buildings 

depending on physical characteristics are so difficult in the settlement. It is only 

possible for buildings that have inscriptions on their façades. 

                                                 
128 These characteristics of dwelling units and alterations will be discussed in Chapter 4.  
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Figure 3.46. Hypothetical analysis of building periods.   
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 3.47.  (a) View of Gölde Evi from the main square (July 25, 2017) (b) Greek 

inscription above the entrance door of Gölde Evi (July 25, 2017) 

  

Apart from buildings that have inscriptions, other sources for hypothetical 

periodization are oral information about some buildings’ existence period in the 

settlement and comparison of them with rest of the buildings during site survey. When 

all sources are taken into consideration, there are three main categories in terms of 

construction period of buildings: Before 1920’s, 1950’s and 1970’s (Figure 3.46).  

Firstly, there are four buildings that have inscriptions on their facades as 1875, 1893 and 

1911. While one of them have been constructed as Orthodox School, three of them have 

been constructed as dwelling. The earliest of them is located at the west of the square in 

the settlement and it was constructed in 1875 according to Greek writing with blue 

madder above its entrance (Figure 3.47). This abandoned residential building is called 

as Gölde Evi by local people. 

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 3.48. (a) Inscription above the entrance door of Emre’s House (July 25, 2017).  

(b) Inscription above the entrance door of Erciş’s House (July 25, 2017). 
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Two buildings that were constructed in 1893 are located as opposing to each 

other at the north of the square. Although one of them belongs to Emre Family and 

another belongs to Erciş Family at present (Figure 3.48).  

Apart from buildings that have inscriptions, there are also buildings known to 

have been built before migration in 1920’s depending on narratives of locals. Although 

built up spaces could have been altered over time, existence of original main building 

has been considered in this periodization. Otherwise, new service buildings, living 

quarters and entrances could have been added within lots or new masses and 

architectural elements could have been added within main buildings. Secondly, there are 

also three buildings that have inscriptions on their facades as 1950, 1952 and 1959. 

However, these inscriptions show reconstruction dates of their upper floors depending 

on narratives of last living stonemason in the settlement129. According to him, upper 

floors have been constructed following traces from the ground floor. Thus, these 

buildings still give information about location of main building within lot, location of 

entrance and plan organization of main building. On the other hand, there are two 

dwelling units that have been built in 1950’s depending on narratives of locals and the 

stonemason. While one of them is located in place of Haya Triyada Church, another has 

been constructed by a stonemason, Ali Gür, for his own family. Thirdly, nine dwelling 

units have been constructed in 1970’s according to oral sources. Additionally, two 

dwelling units have been reconstructed totally. One of them (in block 144 lot 4) has 

been reconstructed after fire in main building and another (in block 147 lot 3) has been 

reconstructed to move the direction of sofa in main building from north to south130. 

 

3.5.4 Residential Buildings and Settlement Pattern Before 1920’s 

 

While Orthodox school and mosque compose the core of settlement, dwellings 

spread out from this core in all directions. Depending on the topography that rises softly 

towards to Hızır İlyas Hill, dwellings are generally settled so that the front facades face 

east and south. At present, there is no neighborhood formation in the settlement. Thus, 

public structures like Orthodox school, mosque, water-wells and bus stop are landmarks 

for local people.     

                                                 
129 This subject will be discussed in Chapter 4.3.1.  
130 Interview with Halil Akarsu, İzzet Dülger.  
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Depending on narratives of local people and Rum migrants, it is perceived that 

there was an invisible border between Orthodox settlement and Muslim settlement that 

separate neighborhoods before migration. In built environment, although the location of 

mosque and Orthodox school give information about the borders of neighborhoods, it is 

difficult to distinguish dwellings due to same construction technique and materials. 

Despite of this situation, some dwellings could be pointed out according to ethnicity of 

the owners before migration thanks to interview with local people and inscriptions on 

the buildings during site survey.  

Depending on Greek writings and inscriptions on the facade of Gölde Eviand 

other dwellings that have inscriptions, these dwellings have been located within 

Orthodox settlement before 1920’s. In addition, current landlords of the dwellings 

emphasized that they have bought these houses from Ministry of Finance after 

migration of Orthodox community. In addition, they also state that the houses have been 

constructed by Orthodox stonemasons.     

In addition to dwellings that have inscription above their entrance, there are also 

some dwellings that include ground stones with Greek writings in the courtyards. While 

one of them is located at northwest point of Taksiarhes Church, another is found where 

Haya Triyada Church previously located.  

Rest of the dwellings were examined in terms of ethnicity of the owners of them 

before the migration thanks to interviews with local people. When known Orthodox 

dwellings are indicated, it can be observed that they are accumulated around the main 

square and as closing to the Taksiarhes,Haya Triyada Churches and Orthodox School.  

Also, commercial areas that generally belonged to Orthodox community before 

migration and common areas were indicated according to oral sources within the scope 

of study.    

On the other hand, it is known that Muslim families accommodated around the 

mosque before the migration according to narratives of local people. When the 

residential buildings that belonged to Muslim families are indicated, it was noticed that 

they are gathered at the south of the settlement. Thus, a line between “Orthodox 

neighborhood” and “Muslim neighborhood” can be drawn throughout the road between 

Orthodox school and mosque (Figure 3.49). Although Rum neighborhood expands 

towards southeast of the settlement, there are also dwellings known to belong to Muslim 

families before 1920’s depending on narratives of current landlords of these dwellings.  
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Figure 3.49. Analysis of settlement pattern before migration of Orthodox community.
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Figure 3.50. Analysis of current conservation policy.
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thus, it can be said that there was mixed settlement at southeast point of the settlement 

before migration of Orthodox community.   

 

3.6 Recent Conservation Policies in Gölde 

 

Although conservation studies are mostly focused on Kula Historical Settlement 

recently, Gölde has taken a place in the agenda of Izmir 2 Numbered Cultural and 

Natural Heritage Preservation Board since 2003. Despite of the protection decisions 

within the settlement, there is no holistic conservation project for the settlement at 

present according to narratives of municipal and board authorities (Figure 3.50).  

Within the scope of conservation policies for the settlement, in 2003, Orthodox 

School, chapel that is located in the courtyard of a dwelling currently and mosque were 

listed.  

 

 
 

Figure 3.51.  Borders of 1st and 3rd archaeological sites at north of Gölde (Source: 

Google Earth, 2017) 

 

In 2012, two regions that are located between Gölde and Ahmetli villages were 

listed as archaeological sites. While Elmalıdere that has ancient settlement ruins was 

listed as 3rd archaeological site, Kocakırtepesi that has Roman rock graves and ruin of a 

church was listed as 1st archaeological site (Figure 3.51). Illegal excavations are stated 

as the most significant hazard for the area by the experts in their report.  
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(a) (b) 

  

Figure 3.52.  (a) Trace of structures in ancient lime quarry (Source: Izmir 2 Numbered 

Cultural and Natural Heritage Preservation Board) (b) View of only 

dwelling that was listed (May 13, 2017) 

 

In 2013, ancient stone quarry that is located at southwest of the settlement was 

listed as 1st archaeological site as two separated regions. According to reports of 

archaeologists, this quarry has been used until recently, so there is damage due to 

detaching of the materials. Additionally, trace of the walls of a cistern and rough-hewn 

sculptures have been found within the area (Figure 3.52a).  

Apart from ancient stone quarry, in 2013, another protection decision was taken 

for the cemetery that include historical grave stones. According to reports, grave stones 

are dated late Ottoman and Early Republic Period. 

In terms of conservation of civil architecture, only a dwelling that is located in 

block 150 lot 9 is listed in 2016 (Figure 3.52b). According to reports of experts, the 

dwelling reflects Ottoman residential architecture of 19th century with original 

architectural characteristics like plan organization and architectural elements. However, 

dwelling is damaged statically depending on the abandonment of it.    
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CHAPTER 4 

 

ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTERISTICS 

OFDWELLINGS 

 

In the scope of study, while some dwelling units could be analyzed both 

externally and internally, some of them could only be observed externally (Figure 4.1). 

In pursuit of existing map preparation, firstly, lot amalgamations and lot divisions in the 

settlement have been determined following the entrances to dwelling units. Afterwards, 

43 dwelling units were analyzed both internally and externally. Following observations 

and analyzing, they were compared with each other in terms of lot organization, 

components of them, plan organization of main buildings, number of stories of main 

buildings, construction technique and original architectural elements depending on their 

locations in Orthodox neighborhood and Muslim neighborhood. In addition, identity 

cards of these dwelling units were prepared including detail information about them. On 

the other hand, because of locked courtyard doors of abandoned units and limited time, 

90 dwelling units were only analyzed externally. These dwelling units were analyzed in 

terms of lot organizations, components of dwelling units and number of stories thanks 

to information in current cadastral map. However, plan organizations of main buildings, 

construction techniques and architectural elements could not be examined. Thus, they 

were mapped as unsurveyed relevant analyses. Apart from these units, existing lots 

without structure were evaluated as empty lots and public buildings that were examined 

in Chapter 3 were excluded from the study in this chapter.  

Following the analysis of current characteristics of the dwelling units, 

hypothetical original organizations and characteristics of some dwelling units were 

analyzed to understand differences and similarities between two different ethnic groups 

before migration of Orthodox community in 1920’s. These dwelling units have been 

chosen from the units known to exist before 1920 (Figure 3.46, pp.90). Additionally, 

dwelling units that their top floor was reconstructed in 1950s were included to some 

analysis like lot organization, plan organization etc. Other dwelling units were mapped 

as out of survey in addition to public buildings.      
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Figure 4.1. Analysis of surveyed dwelling units.
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4.1 Lot Organizations of Dwelling Units 
 

 In order to understand lot organizations of dwelling units, main structures within 

courtyards and entrance organization to houses from the streets were analyzed in this 

section.  In addition to analyzing current lot organizations of dwelling units, 

hypothetical original lot organization of 31 residential units were deciphered in the light 

of traces of masses in the courtyards and narratives of their current owners in order to 

understand change in lot organizations of dwelling units over time.    

 

4.1.1 Main Structures in A Dwelling Unit 

 

In respect of lot organizations of the dwelling units, they are surrounded by high 

stone masonry walls and entrance is provided through courtyard or main building from 

the street. Apart from the main building that can be referred as “house”, generally 

extends throughout a side of the lot, service buildings that are related to economic 

activities of the family, ovens and toilet are located within the lots (Figure 4.2a).  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.2. (a) House of Baştürk Family within the dwelling unit (May 12, 2017).                

(b) View of house of Baştürk Family from the adjacent street (May 12, 

2017) 

 

As it is mentioned before, main building was generally settled so that a façade of 

the building would share the border with the street (Figure 65b). Depending on the 
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increasing slope towards to Hızır İlyas hill where is located at west, front façade of the 

main buildings is generally faced to south, north or east. Although there is a view that 

Orthodox Rum and Muslim dwellings can be separated according to the orientation of 

the main building, it was not noticed such a distinction as the result of site survey131. 

Although main buildings are generally located away from the neighboring 

building, there are also cases where two main buildings share a side of the lot. In these 

cases, the main building is positioned so as to form an acute angle between itself and 

neighboring building. As a result of this position, a raised space from the ground is 

created between two buildings to accumulate rainwater from their eaves (Figure 4.3).  

 

  

Figure 4.3. Some examples for “triangular platforms” between neighboring buildings 

(July 26, 2017). 

                                                 
131 According to this view, while Orthodox houses faced to north, Muslim houses faced to south. Main 

reason of this situation was that while Muslim families spent their times on their lands during summer, 

Orthodox families mostly spent their times on “sofa” of their houses. In addition, depending on wealth 

of Orthodox families, they could easily provide firewoods for winter times. However, facing of the 

houses to south was important for Muslim families for heat saving during winters. (Interview with 

Osman Gür, 2017)  
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Figure 4.4. Analysis of current component of dwelling units.
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Within the courtyard that is covered by kayrak stone, service buildings are 

mostly one storied buildings that are used as stable, storage of the agricultural products 

and wet spaces like toilet or kitchen (Figure 4.4). Although the service buildings have 

unity with the main building in terms of construction technique and material use, 

concrete one storied buildings can also be noticed in some lots. While most of the 

concrete buildings have been recently constructed as kitchen or toilet, some of them 

have been constructed as living quarter depending on the change in comfort conditions 

and population decline in families. Adding new annexes to the courtyard, main 

buildings were started to be used as storage of the furnishings or agricultural products at 

present.  

 

 

Figure 4.5. Lot organization of “Baştürk’s dwelling unit” currently and in 1920’s as an 

example for changing in lot organization in time (Interview with Dudu 

Baştürk, 2017) 

 

In addition to change in comfort conditions, migration and change in family 

structure are other important factors that affect the lot organizations of dwelling units. 

After migration of Orthodox community in 1920’s, lot borders have changed due to 

resettlement of existing Muslim population to Orthodox dwellings and reorganizing of 

these lots according to usage of new owners. One of these changes is based on land 
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amalgamations by purchasing of the adjacent lots. For instance, boundaries of Baştürk’s 

dwelling unit involves two adjacent lots according to current cadastral plan. When 

existence of a chapel in the courtyard is taken into consideration, it can be said that 

chapel’s lot was separated from the adjacent dwelling lot and it had its own entrance to 

courtyard from the street (Figure 4.5).      

While all members of the families were living together in the main buildings in 

past, especially in 1950’s, a trend has begun in terms of vertical separation of the main 

building and courtyard in dwelling units. Main purpose of this division was sharing of 

lots between sons of the families after their marriages. On the other hand, in case of 

insufficient division and inadequate number of rooms, new annexes have been 

constructed in the courtyards. Generally, these single storied annexes have been 

constructed for living of parents of the families after marriage of their sons.   

 

 
 

 
  

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.6. (a) Example of an existing oven in a courtyard (May 12, 2017). (b) Example 

of toilet with hela taşı (May 13, 2017) 

 

According to transmission of local people, husbandry activities were based on 

only cattle farming in the past and ground floor rooms were used as stable132. Thus, 

single storied stone masonry building in the courtyard was used as storage of straws and 

it was located close to the main building. Depending on spreading of small cattle 

farming, new stone masonry buildings have been added within the courtyard for the 

                                                 
132 Interview with Yakup-Sabriye Dülger, 2017.  
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animals. Although there is no certain layout for location of the buildings within the lot 

among dwelling units, storages are mostly attached to the main building.   

Apart from the storage and stable buildings, ovens are another common built up 

spaces in the courtyard. Though ovens can be observed in many lots at present, local 

people states that each family did not have an oven and they used the ovens of their 

neighbors to make bread in the past133. Additionally, according to transmission of a 

stonemason in the settlement, construction technique of original ovens was different 

from the ovens observed today134 (Figure 4.6a). Construction technique of the original 

ovens will be introduced in detail in next sections. 

Depending on the absence of sewage system in the settlement, locals state that 

toilets are generally attached to garden wall between courtyard and adjacent street so 

that cesspools can be evacuated from the street by municipal officials at specific time 

intervals. Local people do not encounter with problems about clogging of cesspools 

thanks to rocky ground135. Although toilet buildings that have hela taşı in the ground 

were observed in some dwelling units, they could not be noticed in some units (Figure 

4.6b). This situation can be the result of closing toilet and breaking down of the walls 

especially in abandoned dwelling units. 

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.7.  (a) Kitchen mass in the courtyard of Görgülü Family (May 25, 2017).                   

(b) Example for a well in the courtyard of some dwelling units (May 25, 

2017) 

 

Although a room of the main building or mass addition in the courtyard is being 

used as kitchen in lots of inhabited dwelling units at present, a separate mass that has 

                                                 
133 Interview with Dudu Baştürk, 2017. 
134 Interview with Osman Gür, 2018.  
135 Interview with Mustafa Çapar, 2017. 
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been constructed with traditional technique and used as kitchen currently is only 

observed in dwelling unit of Görgülü Family where is located in block 131 lot 20 

(Figure 4.7a). Residents of this dwelling unit state that this mass has existed since they 

bought the lot from Ministry of Finance after 1920’s136. However, they do not know the 

exact function of this mass before migration of the owners of the unit but they think that 

this mass was being used as kitchen. 

 

In the courtyard of some dwelling units, there are also wells on a level softly 

elevated from the ground level and covered with a metal cover or a stone (Figure 4.7b). 

According to narratives of Orthodox migrants, rainwater was accumulated in this 

circular wells that have been engraved into the soil and plastered. Water was pulled out 

with buckets and this water was used for cooking or cleaning. Although migrants 

emphasize the Turkish name of these wells as sarnıç, current locals call the wells as 

mahzen and they believe that main function of mahzen was storing of wine for 

fermentation137. Thus, existence of mahzen in the courtyard is related to the fact that the 

first owner of dwelling unit was an Orthodox family among locals in the settlement.    

Apart from the existing buildings in the dwelling units, ruins of walls have been 

observed in some residential lots. When dimensions of the spaces between these walls 

are taken into consideration, it was assumed that remains may belong to original toilet, 

storage or shop building within the courtyard. While small spaces were estimated as 

toilet, bigger spaces were assumed as storage or shop depending on the livelihood of 

owners of the dwelling units in the scope of study. However, their function could not be 

assigned definitely due to lack of information. Only a space that is surrounded by 

partially demolished walls within block 148 lot 2 have pointed out as shop by local 

people138. This space opens to street with a separate door from main entrance of the 

dwelling unit and some architectural elements like niche and earthen pipe were 

observed in the south wall of the space (Figure 4.8). It was assumed that there was a 

window opening in the past, then it was filled with stone and it was transformed a niche 

to burn something and send out the smog thanks to the earthen pipe. On the other hand, 

arched niches have been observed in east wall of a ruin space within block 149 lot 5 as 

distinct from other ruin spaces among dwelling units. In this wall, three arches had been 

                                                 
136 Interview with Rukiye Görgülü, 2017. 
137 Archieve, Küçük Asya Araştırmaları Merkezi, Gyölde. 
138 Interview with Selahattin Uzun, 2017. 
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created using black stone (köfeki) and middle niche is bigger than the others. Similar 

arched niches can also be observed in a wall remain within block 149 lot 12 although 

they had been filled with stone. Depending on already existence of a storage building 

within this lot and different wall characteristics of the ruin space, function of this space 

can be different from storage or stable. Except these three dwelling units, wall remains 

could not have been differentiated in terms of architectural characteristics. 

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.8. (a) Niche in a wall of the ruin space (July 26, 2017) (b) Earthen pipe  within 

a wall of the ruin space (July 26, 2017). 

 

Depending on the viticulture activities that were mostly carried out by Orthodox 

families before 1920’s, rectangular stone pools are attached to garden walls or main 

building in the courtyard to crush grapes in some dwelling units (Figure 4.9a). These 

pools are called as apilimi by local people and they consist of two interconnected 

elements. After crushing of grapes within an element, grape juice flows into the other 

element from the hole in the ground of the first. According to narratives of locals, all 

dwelling units that belonged to Orthodox community had apilimi in the courtyards and 

it is not observed in the courtyards of dwelling units that have been constructed after 

1950’s139. A similar structure may be observed in other rural settlements. According to 

study of Gamze Şayın, this type of structure can be also related to dyeing operations in 

weaving activities140 (Figure 4.9b). However, in the context of Gölde, it is known that 

viniculture is based on much more historical background than weaving and these 

structures were constructed with traditional technique. 

 

                                                 
139 Interview with Şerif Taşatar, 2017. 
140 Gamze Şayın, “Denizli Hisarköy (Attuda) Kırsal Mimari Mirasının Doku Analizi ve Koruma 

Sorunları” (Master Thesis, Dokuz Eylül University, 2016), 71.   
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.9.  (a) An apilimi in the courtyard of a dwelling unit (July 26, 2017).  (b) A 

basin to use dyeing process in weaving activities (Şayın, 2015) 

  

When all existing original structures in the courtyards and narratives of local 

people was taken into consideration, an attempt was made to create the original 

organization of forty dwelling units that were located in Orthodox settlement and 

Muslim settlement before 1920’s (Figure 4.10). According to obtained information and 

observation, majority of forty dwelling units have storage buildings. However, stable 

buildings are more common in Muslim neighborhood. It verifies the view that Muslim 

community was more interested in husbandry than Orthodox community. Although 

toilet buildings could not be observed in all dwelling units, it is known that all dwelling 

units had toilet mass in the courtyard. Additionally, it is assumed that toilets could be 

located in a corner of courtyard away from the main building according to narratives of 

locals. Apart from stable, storage and toilet, only an Orthodox dwelling has one-story 

kitchen building within courtyard. In addition, traces of some spaces that were observed 

within five Orthodox dwelling’s courtyard. These spaces differ from service buildings 

in terms of size and architectural elements like arches and niches on façade. Although 

local people state that one of them was a shop before 1920’s, it is not possible to 

generalize this view for rest of them. Cisterns that are called as sarnıç or mahzen, 

apilimi and yağhane are another structures that wereonly observed in Orhodox 

neighborhood. 
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Figure 4.10. Analysis of hypothetical original components of some dwelling lots.
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4.1.2 Entrance Organization 

 

In the scope of study, lots were categorized according to the relation between 

entrance to dwelling unit and main building. Totally six categories were created and 

these categories differentiate from each other depending on the position of entrance 

according to the main building (Figure 4.11).  

 

 
 

Figure 4.11.  Schematic analysis of lot organization according to main entrance to 

dwellingunits 
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Figure 4.12. Analysis of lot organizations according to current entrance.
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While entrance to main building is provided through courtyard in majority of 

dwelling units, it can be also provided through taşlık space of the main building or stone 

staircase that is located in the street. (Figure 4.12).  

The most common organization is specified as type 2 and courtyard entrance is 

located at the right across of the main building in this type. Thus, the entrance can be 

observed from the sofa directly and it is scattered across the settlement.  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.13.  (a) An example for lot organization type 1 (May 12, 2017) (b) An 

examplefor lot organization type 3 (May 12, 2017) 

 

The second most common organization among dwelling units is specified as 

type 1 and it is based on the location of courtyard entrance in the same direction with 

the main building. It is generally seemed in the lots that the narrow frontage of the main 

building faces to the village road and it is spread throughout the whole settlement like 

type 2. (Figure 4.13a). 

Type 3 organization is based on the entrance to the main building from the street 

directly throughout a closed space that is called as taşlık in the ground floor. When the 

main building is crossed, courtyard is reached. While the organization is observed in 

nearly 6% of dwelling units, main buildings of these units have an outer hall and an 

iwan in the first floor141. (Figure 4.13b).  

Type 4 is based on entrance to main building through courtyard as in type 1 and 

type 2. Differently, main building does not settle into the entire edge of the courtyard 

and

                                                 
141 This plan type will be introduced detailly with other plan types in Chapter 4.2.  
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entrance to courtyard is provided at the back side of the main building in this type. 

Thus, main entrance can not be directly observed from sofa in the main building.  

 Type 5 is similar with type 1 and type 3. Likewise type 1, entrance and main 

building share the same direction in this type and similarly with type 3, entrance is 

provided from the street directly throughout the main building. However, the entrance 

hall is a semi-open space instead of a closed space. This semi-open space is also called 

as taşlık and it is connected with the courtyard142.  

The main entrance to the main building is supplied from the street directly 

throughout a stone staircase in type 6. This type is generally observed in the dwellings 

that have an outer hall and an iwan in first floor, similarly with type 3. Four dwelling 

units in the settlement have this type of organization. In this organization, ground floor 

of main building that is used as stable or storage cannot be observed from the street 

where the staircase and the main entrance are located. However, it can be noticed from 

the courtyard side. Apart from the entrance to main building through stone staircase, 

another entrance can be located in the courtyard for entrance and exit of animals.   

Although, lots of dwelling units keep their original wooden doors, added iron 

entrance doors can also be observed in some dwelling units, especially in the case of lot 

amalgamations and lot divisions. When original entrances of dwelling units for pre-

1920 have been determined, it can be said that entrance to main building is provided 

through courtyard in both settlements (Figure 4.14). However, another entrance types 

that are based on taşlık space of the main building and stone staircase in the street are 

observed in Orthodox settlement only. The fact that Muslim community were more 

interested in husbandry may be the main reason of this situation. Especially, small 

livestock has required a separate mass in the courtyard and an entrance between 

courtyard and street. These entrances can be also by people in addition to animals.   

 

 

 

 

                                                 
142Eti Akyüz, “Geleneksel Konut Mimarisine İlişkin Kavramlar”, Ege Mimarlık, no. 3, (1995), pp.3.  
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Figure 4.14. Analysis of lot organizations according to original entrance.
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4.2 Use of Spaces and Plan Organizations 

 

Depending on various function of service buildings, most of the buildings are 

single storied in the settlement at present. On the other hand, main buildings that are 

generally located within lots as being adjacent to the street have two stories (Figure 

4.15a). However, three-storied buildings are also found (Figure 4.15b-4.16). At this 

point, there is a view that main buildings of the dwelling units had three stories in the 

past but afterwards top floor was broken down due to heating strength and redundancy 

requirement143. Some locals confirmed that some three storied buildings have been 

reduced to two floors during site survey. However, this situation has arisen due to the 

deterioration of the upper floor over time144.   

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.15. (a) A two-storied house in the settlement (May 14, 2017) (b) A three-

storied house in the settlement (May 14, 2017) 

 

In the light all of these information, when the situation before 1920 was 

examined, although the number of three-storied houses is more than today, the majority 

of dwelling units have two-storied houses as today (Figure 4.17). While there are ten 

dwelling units that included three-storied house, nine of them are located in Orthodox 

settlement. However, one of them is Muslim settlement. Thus, this situation may be a 

reflection of the economic situation of families.  

                                                 
143 Eti Akyüz Levi, “Kula Köy Evleri ve Yaşatılarak Korunmaları Bağlamında Öneriler”, in Geçmişten 

Geleceğe Köprü Yanık Ülke Kula Sempozyumu 1-3 Eylül 2006 Kula Bildiriler, ed. Zeki Arıkan (Kula 

Belediyesi, 2006), 290.  
144 Interview with İbrahim Gündoğdu, 2017.  
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Figure 4.16. Analysis of number of stories of current main buildings.
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Figure 4.17. Analysis of number of stories of original main buildings.
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In two-storied main buildings, ground floor is lower than the upper floor and it 

has nearly 2-2.5-meter height. As it mentioned before, this floor was used as stable in 

past. However, it is used as storage of agricultural products or furnishings in some 

buildings at present. On the other hand, first floor is used as living quarter and it has 

nearly 2.7-meter height. While the number of rooms change between 1 and 3, each floor 

contains the same number of rooms following of boundaries each other vertically except 

room additions. In terms of vertical circulation, access to first floor is mostly provided 

by stone staircase that is attached to the main building. Unlike two-storied houses, 

three-storied houses include two floors that are used as living quarter. These two floor 

can differentiate from each other through architectural elements, such as seki and 

arched arcade (direklik) in semi-open space that is called as sofa. Vertical circulation is 

provided by wooden staircase between two living floors after climbing up stone 

staircase attached to main building in the courtyard.   

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.18. (a) View of ambar space in ground floor (July 26,2017). (b) View of 

ambarspace from the hole in the sofa (July 26, 2017) 

 

In majority of the main buildings, ground floor is like a combination of stone 

boxes that are surrounded by stone masonry walls. In two-storied houses, under the 

space of sofa is closed totally and it is called as sofa altı.  Entrance to this space is 

provided directly from courtyard through door opening that is generally located near the 

stone staircase. Although this space provides circulation between rooms, it is also used 

as storage of agricultural products thanks to lacking of openings. For this purpose, 

ambarspaces that are separated from sofaaltı thanks to a partition may be found in this 

space and they are generally connected with the sofa in the first floor (Figure 4.18). 

Local people emphasize that grain products are filled to ambar from the hole in sofa and 
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they are gotten through a small opening in the partition when needed. Additionally, tubs 

and large earthen jars can be observed in this space to store products. Rooms are 

connected with sofaaltı with wooden doors or only openings and they have the modest 

appearance in terms of architectural elements. Like sofaaltı, they are surrounded by 

stone masonry walls without openings and do not include ceiling coverings. Depending 

on their stable function, one side of the room, low stone masonry platform that is called 

as tabla is located to feed animals.  

 

  
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure  4.19.  (a) Example for fireplace within the wall of sofa (July 25, 2017).                  

(b) Example for seki as sitting place in sofa (May 12, 2017) 

 

Unlike two-storied houses, in three-storied houses that have plan type with an 

outer hall, space under the sofa is a semi-open space that is directly connected with the 

courtyard. In this situation, this space is only used as circulation area including wooden 

staircase. Additionally, in some houses, street door opens to this semi-open space. In 

this case, this space is called as taşlık and entrance to main building and courtyard is 

provided through it145. Additionally, in the houses that have also an iwan in the top floor 

in addition to sofa, taşlık is located under the iwan as a closed space and it opens to 

courtyard with a door.  

In terms of plan typology in the settlement, plan layout is based on the relation 

between sofa and rooms in the top floor of the houses. All rooms are connected with 

sofa, so it provides circulation between rooms and floors. Sofa can be also called as 

sergah, serge, seyvan, çardak, divanhane, hayat among Anatolian towns146. However, 

                                                 
145 Eti Akyüz, “Geleneksel Konut Mimarisine İlişkin Kavramlar”, Ege Mimarlık, no. 3 (1995), 40.   
146 Önder Küçükerman, Turkish House in Search Of Spatial Identity, (Turkish Touring and Automobile 

Association, 2007), 59.  
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the local people in the settlement use sofa to point out this space. Although there is a 

new tendency to close it totally and construct new houses according to plan type with 

closed hall, it is a semi-open space originally. Sofa is surrounded by wooden posts that 

support the roof and continue until the ground floor. Low wall that has been constructed 

as timber frame infilled with stone or wooden balustrades are found between wooden 

posts throughout three sides of sofa. In addition to circulation mission of sofa, this space 

is also used as sitting and cooking. Seki that is elevated nearly 30 cm from the ground as 

sitting place and fireplace for cooking can be seen in this semi-open space of some 

houses (Figure 4.19). Although, a room of the house or new annexes in the courtyard 

are being used as kitchen at present, local people states that meals were cooked in 

fireplaces, especially in fireplace that is located in sofa, and kitchen tools were 

preserved in the wooden cupboards in the rooms of first floor in past147. In some houses, 

sofa is still being used as kitchen at present.  

Although, sofa has been closed in some inhabited dwellings, it is known that 

these spaces are semi-open originally so, dwellings can be still categorized according to 

plan type regarding semi-open spaces. Depending on the observations in the site, 

majority of the houses has plan type with an outer hall (sofa) according to Sedad Hakkı 

Eldem’s plan typology for “Turkish House”148 (Table 4.1). In this type, sofa faces to 

courtyard within the dwelling unit, it is also observed that sofa can face to street from 

one side in addition to courtyard especially in the corner lots. Rooms are arranged on 

one side of the sofa and they open to this common space (Figure 4.20).  

Second most common plan type in the settlement includes combination of an 

outer hall with an iwan (Figure 4.21). In this type, while outer hall faces to courtyard, 

iwan faces to street and rooms open to this area. Although iwan is originally a semi-

open space like sofa, it was closed totally afterwards in some houses and transformed to 

a room. While lots of houses in the settlement have two rooms in each floor, there are 

also houses that include three rooms in each floor for both plan types. Differently, 

although the number of rooms change between one and three in the plan type with an 

outer hall, plan organization with an outer hall and iwan is require minimum two rooms. 

Additionally, plan type with an outer hall and iwan is seen only in Orthodox settlement, 

especially around the main square. Thanks to this plan type, main buildings are faced to 

                                                 
147 Interview with Şerif Taşatar, Şerife Taşatar, Şükriye Gür.  
148 Sedad Hakkı Eldem, Türk Evi Plan Tipleri (İstanbul: Pulman Matbaası, 1954), 31-90. 
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main square directly and people can look at main square from the iwan. Thus, main 

reason of this differentiation is the landscape view of the building lands.    

Apart from these plan types, there is a house that have two rooms and an inner 

hall in Orthodox settlement (Figure 4.22). In addition to unique plan type of this house 

in the settlement, it differentiates from other houses through architectural elements149.  

 

 

Figure 4.20. Organizations of spaces and architectural elements in plan type with outer 

hall (Example from house of Baştürk Family)  

 

In all plan types, entrance to the rooms from sofa is provided by single-leaf 

wooden doors in the top floor. Each room has similar dimensions with other rooms in 

the floor and it is used as sitting, eating, working and sleeping. Until the adolescence of 

children, while a room is allocated for children, a room is allocated for parents. 

                                                 
149 Architectural elements will be discussed in next sections.  
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Additionally, a room is also used as daily sitting and eating space150. Furnishings related 

to sleeping and cooking are stored in the wooden cupboards and shelves in the rooms. 

According to narratives of locals, rooms are reorganized when a son of the family is 

married. While daughters are moving to their husband’s houses after marriage, sons 

continue to live with their families in the same house. Thus, a room is allocated to each 

son and his nuclear family. Over time, this allocation system has improved and it got up 

to divide main buildings vertically or construct new annexes in the courtyard as a result 

of insufficient allocation.   

 

 
 

Figure 4.21.  Organizations of spaces and architectural elements in plan type with an 

outerhall and an iwan (Example from house of Çağılcı Family)  

 

 

                                                 
150 Interview with Şerif Taşatar, 2017. 
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Figure 4.22.  Organizations of spaces and architectural elements in plan type with an 

inner hall and an iwan (Example from house of Görgülü Family)  

 

Architectural elements of the rooms are organized according to needs and daily 

activities of the families. Receiving sunlight is provided by the windows in the sofa 

walls and an exterior wall (Figure 4.23). Regarding of other walls, fireplace that 

provides warming and cooking is located in the stone masonry wall and wooden 

cupboard is found as attached to the partition wall between rooms. As an exception, in 

two houses in the settlement, additional window openings are observed in the third wall 

thanks to projection towards to street in the top floor. In this case, fireplace is located 

with an opening in the exterior wall. While wooden cupboard is used for storing some 

furniture like bed, duvet and kitchen wares, gusülhane for bathing is found at the end of 

the cupboard as closing to the street.   

In terms of plan organization, the majority of dwelling units have main building 

that has two stories as a stable quarter and a living quarter. On the other hand, eight of 

twenty dwellings have three stories. While seven of them are located in Orthodox 

neighborhood, one of them is located in Muslim neighborhood. Additionally, among 

eight three-storied dwellings, in only three of them, life continues in the main building. 

This situation may verify the view that some of three-storied dwellings remaining from 
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Orthodox community may have been occupied by Turkish families by releasing 

dwellings to two stories depending on difficulty of maintenance as suggested by Eti 

Akyüz and locals. Furthermore, although plan type with an outer hall is the common 

plan type throughout the settlement, plan organization that include outer hall and iwan 

together and plan type with inner hall are only observed in Orthodox neighborhood 

(Figure 4.24).  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.23. (a) Location of fireplace and window openings in exterior walls (May 

13,2017) (b) Location of cupboards and window openings in partition 

walls (May 13, 2017) 

 

4.3 Construction Technique and Materials 

 

In the village, the first conspicuous feature is that lots of dwellings have been 

constructed as stone masonry and exterior walls of them are unplastered. Although lots 

of dwellings keep their authenticity, some of them have undergone intervention using 

same construction technique and materials. In addition to this traditional technique, 

some concrete buildings also can be observed in the region. While some of concrete 

buildings have been constructed around the traditional settlement, additional concrete 

buildings in the courtyards of traditional dwellings are also found within the traditional 

settlement. 
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Table 4.1. Plan typology of houses in Gölde village (Source: Sedad Hakkı Eldem, 1) 
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Figure 4.24. Analysis of original plan type of the dwellings.
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Depending on the interviews with local people, the precursors of the 

construction technique in the village were Orthodox stonemasons. In time, Muslim 

stonemasons have learned the technique and construction process from Orthodox 

stonemasons. Although traditional construction does not continue actively, the last alive 

stonemason still lives in the village. Thus, in the scope of study, construction technique, 

materials and construction process will be transmitted in this section thanks to 

expression of Osman Gür, in addition to observations throughout site survey.    

 

4.3.1 Stonemasons of Gölde 

 

Osman Gür, the only alive stonemason in the village, was born in 1937. His wife 

is dead and his children have migrated to Kula and İzmir depending on the economic 

and educational opportunities. Thus, he lives alone in his house that was constructed by 

himself in 1995 (Figure 4.25).  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.25. (a) Portrait of Osman Gür (Taken by Tosun, 2018). (b) Osman Gür’s house 

(July 26, 2017). 

 

Osman Gür states that there were stonemasons from different generations in 

Gölde. He defines himself as fourth generation among the Muslim stonemasons in the 

settlement. He has started to construction works by helping his brother, Ali Gür, 

especially in 1950’s. Ali Gür who is called as Ali Efe in the village, was born in 1933. 

Throughout 1950’s, he has constructed some dwellings in the village. In addition, they 

have reconstructed upper floors of some dwellings because of destruction after 

migration These dwellings can be noticed by using of bricks in the exterior walls, fish 
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pattern generated with stone and brick in the exterior walls and inscriptions that include 

the construction year and the name of “Ali Gür” (Figure 4.26).  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.26.  (a) Inscription on stone that are seen in dwellings that have been 

constructed by Ali Gür (May 13, 2017). (b) Fish pattern in an exterior wall 

of a dwelling (May 13, 2017). 

 

In the same years, another brothers who were interested in construction works 

were Mehmet Uzun (Çolak Mehmet) and Halil Uzun (1926). They are categorized as 

third generation among stonemasons by Osman Gür. Although lacking of knowledge 

about Uzun brothers and their masters, Osman Gür states that he and his brother Ali Gür 

weretrained by their uncle Selim Gür. Selim Gür who can be determined as second 

generation of among stonemasons was born in 1883 and his masters were Orthodox 

stonemasons. Hurşit Aydoğmuş and Mehmet Yıldız were another stonemason who were 

educated by Orthodox stonemasons in the same years with Selim Gür (Table 4.2).  

According to Osman Gür, construction education was based on master-

apprentice relationship. First step was çamurculuk in this education. Duty of a çamurcu 

was preparing the foundation pit and mortar, transporting the stones and tools to the 

construction area and giving them to stonemasons during construction. In this way, they 

found opportunity for observation and learning the construction process. Second step 

was apprenticeship and the last step was mastery. In each construction area, there had to 

be a master, an apprentice and workers, in other words çamurcu. Number of workers 

depended estimated construction time and financial strength of the landlord. If there 

were two master stonemasons, construction could be completed in a week. 
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Table 4.2.  Stonemasons of Gölde throughout the history (Interview with Osman Gür, 

2018). 

 

 
 

Apart from the dwellings, stonemasons were also responsible for construction of 

public buildings151.     

 

4.3.2 Construction Materials 

 

In the village, main wall construction materials are white marble and volcanic 

stone of köfeki. Marbles were obtained from the quarry that is located near the 

settlement and 1st archaeological site at present. In addition to quarry, especially after 

migration, remaining of the buildings that were belong to Orthodox community and 

antique stones that were revealed as a result of excavations on the ground were used for 

construction of new dwellings. On the other hand, depending on the volcanic feature of 

Kula, köfeki stones are obtained from the extinct volcanos around, such as Divlit (Figure 

4.27). 

In majority of the buildings, exterior faces of dwellings do not include finishing 

material. However, there are limited number of dwellings that have plastered facades. 

For example, in a dwelling that is located in block 145 lot 1 and dated to 1950’s thanks 

to inscription on a façade stone, has plastered exterior facades that include patterns 

(Figure 4.28). In terms of interior faces of exterior walls, although they are unplastered 

                                                 
151 These works were called as “angarya”. It means “the work, the charge, that was made to a person or a 

community by force, without pay” according to TDK and origin of the word is based on the word of 

“anga’rya” in Greek language. (http://www.tdk.gov.tr, accessed April, 30, 2018). This is related to 

No:442 Village Law. According to Article 13 of this law, villagers are responsible for the construction 

of some public structures like school, mosque, village council etc. 

(http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/MevzuatMetin/1.3.442.pdf, accessed June, 04, 2018).  

http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/MevzuatMetin/1.3.442.pdf


 

 

125 

 

in the ground floor, they are plastered and painted like both sides of partition walls in 

the top floor. According to narratives of Gür, as finishing materials in the walls, firstly 

mud plaster was applied. Then, lime plaster was used for final rendering. While lime 

dust was obtained from antique lime quarry that is 1st degree archaeological site and 

located near the settlement, fine sand for plaster was obtained from the rivers, Gediz and 

Selendi that are close to the settlement (Figure 4.29).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                     

 

 

 

 

 
 

                             (b)                            (c) 

  

Figure 4.27.  (a) Lime quarry near the settlement (May 25, 2017). (b) Divlit Volcano 

(Source: Mapio, 2018) (c) Location of construction material sources 

around Gölde (Source: TPKM, 2018). 

 

 

  
 

Figure 4.28. Facades of a dwelling that include pattern through plaster (July 27, 2017). 

 

(a) 
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Apart from the stones, another construction material is timber elements. Timber 

is used as main material in floor construction system and roof construction system. In 

addition, it is used as beam in stone masonry wall construction at intervals of about one 

meter. Dressed timber that has been prepared by craftsmen is used as floor covering, 

roof covering and ceiling covering. Osman Gür states that wooden elements were 

generally obtained from around villages and Kula. In the village, local people went to 

collect the dried or cut branches and they excavated the roots of dried trees in the 

wooded regions. However, these wooden elements were used as firewood for fireplaces 

in the rooms. 

 

 
(a) 

 

 

 

 

 

                                      

  

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Figure 4.29.  (a) Layer of plasters on the wall (b) Yellow sand for mud plaster (c) 

Finesand for lime plaster (July 26, 2017). 

 

4.3.3 Construction Process 

 

According to explanation of Osman Gür and Selahattin Uzun, there were not 

certain lot borders in the village in the past. Fields were shared among families with 

determined invisible lines. Thus, in the construction process of a building, firstly, the 

building area and the direction of main building were decided by the land owner and 

stonemason.  

Construction process started with preparation of the foundation pit. Depth of 

foundation depends on the characteristics of soil. Osman Gür emphasizes that 

foundation pit must be excavated until it reaches to solid ground using digging tools. If 

(b) 

(c) 
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the building is established on the soft soil, cracks can be observed on the walls when 

ground subsidence occurs. Gölde settlement is established on rocky ground, so 1-2 

meter of foundation was enough for construction (Figure 4.30). In the next step, 

foundation pit was filled with large stones (nearly 30x50 cm) without mortar until the 

ground level. Lower surfaces of these stones should be quite smooth for full press to the 

ground. Osman Gür emphasizes that Orthodox community had placed gold in the 

foundation of the significant buildings. Thus, it was believed that there is adequate 

golden in the foundation of Orthodox school to be able to rebuild it in the case of 

destruction152.  

 

 
 

Figure 4.30. Rocky ground of Gölde (July 27, 2017). 

 

Throughout the excavation, revealed soil was accumulated in the construction 

site and this soil was filtered using a sand screen. Sieved soil was mixed with water and 

mortar that would be used for binding stones throughout wall construction was 

prepared.  

                                                 
152  Although this rumor has been encountered in many Greek settlements in Anatolian cities, there is no 

scientific evidence. 
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                             (b)                            (c) 

 

Figure 4.31.  (a) Double stone wall as exterior wall (July 25, 2017) (b) Explanation of 

wall alignment by Osman Gür. 

 

After creating foundation pit, obtained stones that have been transported with 

oxcarts were formed according to certain dimensions and created straight surfaces using 

cutting and carving tools. Then, they were arranged using rope as plumb line. Outer 

wall thickness should be nearly 55-60 cm, so walls have been constructed as double 

wall. This technique can be still observed in the door openings throughout ground floor 

walls at present. During field work, Osman Gür has explained the technique on a wall 

that has been constructed by himself (Figure 4.31a).     

According to him, there are some critical points in alignment of stones in wall 

construction. Firstly, in horizontal direction, rectangular stones should be aligned by 

rotating ninety degrees on the corners (Figure 4.31b). In this way, the stones in a line 

are placed on top of stones in adjacent line vertically, and two series of interlocking 

stones can be ensured. It was considered that flawless stones were placed on the outer 

face of the building with aesthetic concerns. Thus, generally experienced stonemasons 

preferred construction of outer face of the wall. Secondly, in vertical direction, the 

middle of a stone should be in alignment with the joint in bottom row. Lastly, stones 

should be in a straight line, so this straightness should be provided using mortar where 

top row stones will be established. 
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Figure 4.32. The model that shows construction of ground floor of a dwelling. 

 

 In main buildings, ground floor walls are like massive stone boxes that consist 

of stone totally (Figure 4.32). Walls were strengthened with wooden tie beams that are 

located approximately 1 meter above the ground floor level. Thick walls do not include 

openings except doors and they are not plastered. In addition to door openings, gaps that 

are called as mazgal deliği were created on the walls 1-1.5 meter above the floor level 

for wooden scaffold age. Low stone walls that are called as tabla may be observed in 

some ground floor rooms (Figure 4.33a). These elements have nearly 60 cm width and 

50 cm height and they are found as adjacent to a wall for feeding of animals. 

Additionally, it can be observed arches niches in the ground floor walls using especially 

köfeke stone (Figure 4.33b).  

For the construction of floors, firstly timber elements were obtained from 

woodlands excavating the roots of dried and cut trees and they were transported to the 

construction area. These elements were cut according to span of the rooms, nearly 3.5m 

x 4m, and they become prepared to put them on the walls of rooms. Timber element that 

was called as öz was sit on the walls on the long sides of the room. Then, other timber 

elements that were called as çember taban were placed between walls positioning at the 

left and right side of öz (Figure 4.34a). If seki would be placed in the sofa or room, this 

level difference was provided by short timber post. Finally, wooden slats were nailed to 

timber elements in the opposite direction until the border of wooden cupboards. 
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.33.  (a)Tabla in a room in ground floor (May 14, 2017). (b) Arched niches in 

ground floor walls (May 14, 2017). 

 

Wooden cupboards were placed adjacent to the partition walls and there was 

gusülhane at the corner of this cupboards. Thus, location of drain pipes that are called as 

künk pipe should be determined in the step of floor coverings (Figure 4.34b). Osman 

Gür states that drain pipes were made of soil and they were manufactured in tile-kilns 

usingspecial mould. Tile-kilns were located in Kula, so tile materials were transported 

to village from Kula.         

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

  

Figure 4.34. (a) Timber floor system with öz and çember taban (May 15, 2017). (b) 

Ground of a gusülhane and pipe (May 15, 2017) 

 

In upper floor, while outer walls were being raised, firstly the location of 

fireplace was decided with the landlord. According to location of fireplace, chimney 

was built with the wall of a room (Figure 4.35). Another outer wall was built creating 

window openings. In addition to them, another window openings towards to the sofa 

and door opening were created in the sofa wall. In comparison with ground floor walls, 
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timber frame wall system is found in addition to stone masonry wall system throughout 

upper floor. Timber frame system is found as infilled with rubble stone, brick and 

mortar.  However, it is observed that the location of timber frame walls may change. In 

the scope of study, combinations of stone masonry and timber frame wall systems have 

been analyzed in five categories (Table 4.3).  

 

 
 

Figure 4.35. The model that shows construction of first floor of a dwelling. 

 

According to this categorization, in a widespread manner, while exterior walls 

continue as stone masonry, partition walls between the rooms and the sofa wall of 

rooms include timber frame system with infilled material. Secondly, while partition 

walls between rooms continue as stone masonry in addition to the exterior walls, only 

sofa wall of the rooms include timber frame system. In comparison with second 

category, while sofa wall of the rooms continue as stone masonry, partition walls 

between them transforms to the timber frame system in third category. Later, while a 

room in the upper floor is surrounded by stone masonry walls totally, only another 

room’s sofa wall may consist of timber frame system. Lastly, three sides of the rooms 

may consist of timber frame system. This combination can be observed only the 

buildings that have an outer hall with an iwan. In terms of timber frame system, 

generally, rubble stone, mortar and tile particles generate the infilled material (Figure 
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4.36a). In addition to this, bağdadi technique can be observed in sofa walls of some 

buildings (Figure 4.36b). 

 

Table 4.3. Combination of stone masonry wall and timber frame system according to 

plantypes 

 

 
 

Roof was constructed with the similar technique to the floors. In this step, 

wooden posts in different sizes were put on öz and çember altı elements to form the roof 

slope and these posts were tied with timber rafters (Figure 4.37).  
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(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.36. (a) Plastered timber frame sofa wall (May 15, 2017) (b) Sofa wall with the 

technique of bağdadi (May 16, 2017) 

  

 

 
 

Figure 4.37. The model that shows construction of the roof of a dwelling. 

 

Ceiling covering and roof covering materials were prepared by craftsmen from 

around villages such as Kavacık and Demirci because there were not timber craftsmen 

in the village. They established a workbench in the courtyard of the dwelling firstly. 

Then, they cut the timber elements according to dimensions of rooms and they used 

küstüre to obtain smooth surfaces for covering. Finally, they peg these covering 

materials to bearing elements (öz, çember taban) in opposite direction. 
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In addition to main buildings, service buildings and furnaces in the courtyard 

were constructed by stonemasons. While service buildings were built with the same 

technique as the main buildings, construction of furnaces required special skills. Osman 

Gür states that they were built by only first generation of stonemasons. In the 

construction of furnaces, firstly rectangular stone platform was constructed. Secondly, a 

wooden form work was generated as semicircle and flagstones were aligned vertically 

around form work by making 1.5-2 cm inner protruding in the horizontal. In final step, 

kilit stone was placed between two stones at the top of furnace.  

 

4.3.4 Stones as an Indicator of Wealth 

 

Although majority of dwellings have a modest appearance, Osman Gür states 

that marble arches can be observed around the windows as an indicator of wealth. In the 

village, these arches were determined in the house of “Bakkal Ali” that had belonged to 

an Orthodox family before migration. While marble frame is rectangular in this 

dwelling, Orthodox School’s windows have arched forms (Figure 4.38). The 

construction of marble frames started from bottom of the opening. Holes were created 

on the lower surfaces of surrounding marbles and these holes were filled with lead and 

connection was provided between marbles. At the top of the opening, marbles on the 

corners continued as one piece and the last “V shaped” piece that is called as kilitwas 

placed in the middle of them. 

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 

 

Figure 4.38.  (a) Window openings of Orthodox School with marble (May 12, 2017).  

(b) Window openings of the dwelling of Bakkal Ali (July 26, 2017) 
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Figure 4.39. Analysis of façade characteristics the dwellings.



 

 

136 

 

4.4 Façade Characteristics  

 

In the settlement, identification of façade organization is based on front façade. 

Considering that plan type with outer hall is widespread in the settlement, front façade 

is represented through sofa that faces to courtyard. On the other hand, addition of iwan 

to outer hall, direct entrance to main building from the street and projections towards 

street causes evaluation the facades that face to street or main square as front façade in 

some houses.  

Majority of the dwellings have facades without projection (Figure 4.39). 

Additionally, although projections of some dwellings are damaged at present, they can 

be still determined thanks to structural elements of them. In the houses that do not have 

projection, ground floor is composed of blind walls totally, so window openings are 

observed only in the first floor rooms. Facades that face to street have a modest 

appearance. Facades reflect the stone masonry construction technique clearly thanks to 

unplastered exterior walls.  

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 
 

 

Figure 4.40. (a) Beveled entrance and projections in front façade of Gölde Evi (May 

13,2017) (b) Projection towards main street in the house located in block 

150lot 9 (May 12, 2017) 
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As a result of the organic street pattern, amorphous lots have been formed in the 

settlement. In cases where the main building occupies the corner lots, while ground 

floor rooms accord with the shape of lot, it is ensured that top floor rooms are in 

rectangular form through triangular projections like Gölde Evi that is located in block 

149 lot 8 and the house that is located in block 150 lot 1 (Figure 4.40a). Additionally, 

projections that extend throughout a room in the top floor are observed in the houses 

that are located in block 150 lot 9, block 149 lot 8 and block 149 lot 12 (Figure 4.40b). 

In the house that is located in block 148 lot 1, depending on the remained buttresses in 

front façade, it is assumed that there was projection throughout the top floor but it has 

been demolished. Generally, projections are supported with wooden buttresses they are 

covered with bağdadi technique throughout the projection. Particularly, projection in 

the house that is located in block 149 lot 12, is supported by two wooden braces (Figure 

4.41a).  

 

 
 

 
 

      (a)              (b) 
 

 

Figure 4.41.  (a) Projection that is supported by wooden braces in a dwelling (July 25, 

2017) (b) Arched form entrance in façade of a westernized style house 

(July 26, 2017) 

 

Apart from the projections and iwans, entrances are created different façade 

types in the settlement. Some dwellings have direct entrance to the house through 

marble staircase that is also seen in westernized style houses within Kula Historic Urban 

Site. For instance, Gölde Evi has a unique façade thanks to marble staircase in the street 



 

 

138 

 

and splay above the entrance door. Figures and inscription made by blue matter is only 

observed in this house. Emre’s house that is located in block 149 lot 1 is another house 

that have different front façade thanks to recessed entrance with two wooden posts that 

support iwan in the top floor and marble staircase leading to entrance door. Raşit’s 

house that is located in block 144 lot 2 is only house that has arched form entrance 

along the front façade (Figure 4.41b). It is assumed that there was a stone staircase 

attached to this façade to access to entrance door.    

Although all dwellings that have projections are located within the border of 

Orthodox settlement, most of dwellings have façade without projections in two ethnic 

group’s settlement regarding before 1920’s. Thus, it can be said that façade 

characteristics could be reflection of economic conditions of landlords at those times.  

 

4.5 Original Architectural Elements 

 

Stone houses in the settlement include mostly timber architectural elements. 

Although the function of these elements are the same in all houses, some differences 

among them can be observed in terms of form or ornamentation. In addition to timber 

elements, architectural elements that were composed of iron and gypsum are found in 

some houses.  

Apart from common architectural elements that can be differentiated from each 

other according to material, ornamentation or form, unique elements are also observed 

in some houses. Thus, analyzing of current architectural elements in the houses is 

significant in terms of interpreting the architectural properties and source of difference 

among them in the past.   

 

4.5.1 Doors 

 

 Doors in the dwelling units will be examined in two categories in this section: 

room doors and entrance doors.  

As mentioned before, in most of the dwelling units, entrance to the main 

building is provided through the courtyard. Thus, courtyard door serves as the main 

entrance from the street to the courtyard. Although, iron courtyard doors are commonly 

observed in the dwellings at present, courtyard doors are made of timber originally. 
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These doors exist as double-leaf and they have a modest appearance. Each leaf has 

nearly 0.8-meter width and 2.8-meter height. Above them, a shading element that has 

gable form using timber elements and covered by over and under tile originally. 

However, it was changed with Marseilles tile in most of them (Figure 4.42a). 

 

 
 

 
 

(a) (b) 
 

 

Figure 4.42.  (a) Timber courtyard door and shading element above it (July 26, 2017)    

(b) An entrance door that includes the official seal (July 26, 2017). 

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.43.  (a) Wooden entrance door of “Gölde Evi” (May 12, 2017) (b) Iron 

entrance door of Emre’s house (May 13, 2017). 
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In the houses that entrance is provided to main building directly, shading 

element is not observed but timber lintel is located above the door. Additionally, there 

are some unique examples for entrance doors in the settlement. In the building that is 

located in block 150 lot 1 according to current cadastral plan, an official seal is found at 

the corner of main entrance door that opens to semi-open taşlık space (Figure 4.42b). 

On the other hand, entrance doors become different in westernized style houses where 

entrance is provided by marble stairs in the street. For instance, in Gölde Evi that is 

located in block 149 lot 8 have wooden double-leaf entrance door that is more narrow 

and ornamented than the entrance doors of other houses (Figure 4.43a). Additionally, 

Emre’s house that is located in block 149 lot 1 have iron entrance door after climbing 

stone staircase (Figure 4.43b). 

In the ground floor rooms, while lots of them have only door openings, some of 

them have makeshift wooden doors (Figure 4.44). On the other hand, all upper floor 

rooms have wooden doors. 

 

  
  

Figure 4.44. Some examples for room doors in ground floors in the dwellings (May, 

July, 2017). 

 

In the floors used as living quarters, although the room doors have the same 

dimension, they can differ from each other in terms of material and ornamentation 
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(Figure 4.45). Original doors have 2-2.4-meter height, 90 cm width and they are 

wooden single-leaf doors. Their top edge is in the same level with the top edge of 

windows to create integrity. In some houses, an additional wooden element in the 

entrance of a room can be observed. This element indicates that this room has a 

significance among other rooms153. Generally, side of doors that face to room is more 

modest than the side that faces to sofa or iwan. 

 

 
 

Figure 4.45. Some examples of room doors in upper floors in the dwellings (July, 2017). 

                                                 
153 İlke Sönmezer, “Geleneksel Türk Evinde Ahşap ve Mekan İlişkisi” (Master Thesis, Dokuz Eylül 

University, 1999), 101.   
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4.5.2 Windows, Shutters, Railings and Balustrades 

 

 Although ground floor rooms do not include window openings, sunlight is 

received through windows that face to sofa, iwan or street in the upper floor rooms. 

Upper edge of these windows are generally in the same level with doors in single row 

throughout the floor. Although dimensions of the windows in different facades of the 

room can vary, each windows in a certain façade generally have same dimensions to 

create unity. Additionally, window openings that have been created within stone 

masonry wall is smaller than the window openings within the sofa wall or iwan wall of 

the room.  

 

 
 

Figure 4.46. Some examples of wooden shutters and glazed casements (July, 2017). 

 

 It is known that window openings of the houses in lots of Anatolian town 

consisted of wooden-frame and shutters until 19th century154. Thus, especially in the 

abandoned houses in the settlement, window openings are surrounded by a wooden 

frame and closed with wooden shutters. However, there are also window openings that 

include original double glazed wooden casements in addition to wooden frame and 

                                                 
154 İlke Sönmezer, “Geleneksel Türk Evinde Ahşap ve Mekan İlişkisi” (Master Thesis, Dokuz Eylül 

University, 1999), 89. 
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shutters in some houses (Figure 4.46). While shutters open to street, sofa or iwan, 

casements open to inside of the room. Generally, they have two or three vertical 

sections. Shutters are double-leaf like casements and they are hinged to wooden frame. 

While they are made of solid vertical wooden elements, these elements are hold together 

with two or three horizontal elements. However, some shutters have additional 

interlocking iron elements to keep them closed.  

 

 
 

Figure 4.47. Some examples for lokma parmaklık in window openings (July, 2017). 

 

Apart from shutters and casements, other wooden elements that are observed in 

windows are lokma parmaklık and balustrades. Lokma parmaklık is created passing of 

five or seven horizontal bars through three or four vertical bars and thickening of 

junctions. Thus, it is like a grid that covers whole opening (Figure 4.47). On the other 

hand, wooden balustrades that are composed of vertical wooden bars have 



 

 

144 

 

approximately half height of the window opening and generally they are preferred in the 

openings that face to street (Figure 4.48). 

 

 
 

Figure 4.48. Some examples of wooden and iron balustrades (July, 2017). 

 

 In addition to wooden elements in the window openings, some openings and 

iwans are covered by sharp pointed iron railings. It is assumed that their initial purpose 

was protecting from attacks during tense period between Greeks and Turkish people. 

Also, iron balustrades were used in window openings of some houses.     

 

4.5.3 Cupboards 

 

 Depending on using of rooms as living unit, wooden cupboard that is called as 

yüklük by locals is an important element to store furniture like bed, duvet, pillows or 

kitchen wares temporarily. Cupboards continue to the level of arm’s reach and upper 

part of them continue as flat wall or chamfered including wooden covering. Cupboards 

basically consist of three parts. Middle part of it is used for putting of bedding furniture. 

Thus, it has 75-90 cm depth, 130-150 cm width and 60-80 cm height from the ground. 

The part close to the door is generally a cabined with a wooden cover and this part is 
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used to store kitchen wares. Apart from storing of furniture, gusülhane is located for 

bathing at the corner of the cupboards. Ground of this part is covered by zinc and 

disposal of water is provided by earth pipes towards the garden or courtyard. Heated 

water, bath glove and mazarine were used for bathing and they were put above a 

platform that is made of wood. This platform is also used for sitting. Apart from these 

three main part, a vertical row that is made of wood and include small sections called as 

gözenek and arched niche can be observed in some cupboards (Figure 4.49). Among 

them, niches are made of wood but they are covered with gypsum.  

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.49. (a) Gypsum niche within cupboards in the room of a house (May 14, 

2017). (b) Gypsum niche and gözenek within cupboard in the room of a 

house (May 14, 2017. 

 

In addition to yüklük, wooden small cupboards within exterior walls can be 

observed in the rooms. They are generally located in two sides of the fireplace. 

 

4.5.4 Fireplaces 

 

In the houses, heating of rooms is provided by fireplaces that are located within 

an exterior wall. It is assumed that if there is no fireplace in a room, it means that this 

room is used during summer time155. However, almost all rooms include fireplace in the 

houses in Gölde. In addition to heating function, locals state that fireplaces were also 

used for cooking. Especially, fireplaces that are located in the sofa are used for this 

                                                 
155 İlke Sönmezer, “Geleneksel Türk Evinde Ahşap ve Mekan İlişkisi” (Master Thesis, Dokuz Eylül 

University, 1999), 81. 
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purpose. In this way, it would prevent the formation of smell in the rooms. However, 

fireplace in the sofa was observed in some houses in the settlement. Thus, ovens in the 

courtyard or fireplace in a room could be used for cooking in some houses in past 

depending on lacking of kitchen mass in dwelling units.   

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.50. (a) A fireplace within an exterior wall of a room (May 16, 2017).  (b) The 

fireplace that include wooden hood (July 26, 2017). 

 

Generally, fireplaces have a modest appearance in the houses and they are made 

of wood and gypsum mostly (Figure 4.50a). In the house that is located in block 150 lot 

1, fireplace hood was observed particularly (Figure 4.50b).  

 

4.5.5 Shelves 

 

 Wooden shelves are architectural elements that surround the walls of the rooms 

over the windows and door level. Its main function is storing of some small items and it 

is called as sergen by local people (Figure 4.51a). They are not observed in the partition 

wall where cupboard is located and portion of exterior wall where fireplace is located. 

They have nearly 12-20 cm depth originally but in some buildings they are lost as a 

result of demolition or application of plaster and painting to walls several times.   
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(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.51.  (a) Wooden sergen in the room of a house (July 27, 2017). (b) A sedir that 

is located in iwan of a house (May 15, 2017). 

 

4.5.6 Sedir 

 

 Sedir is high sitting element that is made of wood. They are generally observed 

in front of the windows in the rooms and iwan in the houses (Figure 4.51b). According 

to narratives of locals, cushions were placed above the sedir for sitting and people 

leaned to cushions that were ordered throughout the wall. In addition, some vegetables 

like onion, potatoes and unused objects could be stored within sedir under the sitting 

part. Their width changes between 75 and 105 cm and they were located according to 

direction of view from the room or iwan towards landscape, street or square (Figure 

4.52).  

 

  
 

Figure 4.52.  Examples for sedir that is located in front of windows in the rooms (May 

15, 2017). 
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4.5.7 Ceilings 

 

 Ceilings are mostly change according to significance of the rooms in the houses. 

As it mentioned before, floor systems are based on timber beams and ceiling covering is 

created with nailing of wooden elements to çember taban elements in floor system. 

While ground floor rooms’ ceilings do not include a covering, all rooms’ ceilings in 

upper floors have covering as single layered mostly. This type is composed with wood 

lathes in 1.5 cm thick to cover joints between wooden covering elements in 0.5-1.5 cm 

thick.  

Rooms can be special thanks to their ceilings including tavan göbeği. Tavan 

göbeği is located in the center of ceiling and it can be created in octagonal or 

rectangular form (Figure 4.53). Octagonal forms are composed in two ways. In first 

type, it covers a small area and it protrudes from the ceiling. Mostly, it has geometrical 

ornamentations. In second type, tavan göbeği is embedded inside the ceiling surface and 

transition portion is covered with bağdadi technique. Additionally, triangular areas can 

be found in the corner of it. It is thought that color contrast is provided by placing zinc 

panels under the ornamentations that are created with ajur technique in these areas156. 

Although lots of ceiling includes only wooden elements without painting or plaster, 

lime plaster and whitewash application was observed in the ceiling of a room in a house 

that is located in block 131 lot 20. Ceiling that has been created with bağdadi 

techniquewas covered with lime plaster and whitewash totally. Tavan göbeği built with 

the same technique also includes grape figure within circular ornamentation that was 

made of gypsum in this house. 

In addition to octagonal form, rectangular forms are composed in two ways. 

Firstly, it can be found as embedded inside the ceiling surface and it includes çıtakari 

ornamentation in the center. Secondly, it occupies less space in the ceiling surface and it 

is less embedded inside the ceiling. It can include different ornamentations and this type 

is mostly observed in the houses that have been constructed in late 20th century.  

 

                                                 
156 Rustem Bozer, Kula Evleri, (Kültür ve Turizm Bakanlığı Yayınları, 892, 1988), 58.  
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Figure 4.53. Different ceiling types in the rooms in upper floors (July, 2017). 

 

4.5.8 Stairs 

 

 Vertical circulation between the floors are provided by stone and wooden 

staircases in the houses. While circulation is provided through single stone staircase that 

is attached to main building in most of two-storied houses, wooden staircase that was 

established on one or two stone steps can also be observed in some of them (Figure 

4.54a). On the other hand, circulation between first and second floor is always provided 

by wooden staircase in three storied houses. Wooden staircases are composed of 

wooden steps that penetrates to wooden stringers. They are generally I shaped stairs and 
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they have modest appearance and simple railings. Exceptionally, a circular wooden 

staircase is observed in the house that is located in block 131 lot 20. In addition to 

staircases between floors, additional stone staircase that provides access to top floor 

from the courtyard can be observed in a dwelling unit (Figure 4.54b). 

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.54.  (a) A wooden staircase that was established on stone steps inside of the 

house (May 15, 2017) (b) A stone staircase that is located in the courtyard 

and provides access to top floor directly (May 15, 2017). 

 

4.5.9 Seki 

 

In some houses, especially in three storied houses, wooden platforms are 

observed in the sofa in top floor. These platforms have nearly 35-50 cm height and they 

are called as seki. In most common variation, it is located one side of the sofa and it 

extends over the border of staircase (Figure 4.55).  

 

  
 

Figure 4.55. Examples for seki in the sofa in top floors of the houses (May 17, 2017). 
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Locals state that these areas were used as sitting place especially in the summer 

times. Cushions were used to provide comfort as in sedir. However, while sedir is 

independent element from the construction system of floors, seki is built together with 

the floor system as it mentioned in previous sections.    

 

4.5.10 Direklik 

 

Direklik is a set of wooden posts that support the sofa in the upper floor or roof 

of the sofa in the same floor. These posts are ordered in certain distances and transport 

the load of roof to the ground directly or stone masonry wall in the ground floor. 

Commonly, they are hold together in a horizontal wooden element under the roof. 

However, in some houses, they have a composition with additional wooden element that 

was constructed by bağdadi techniqueand painted with whitewash (Figure 4.56). In 

most of the houses, intervals between posts have been filled with timber frame system 

until 1-meter height from the ground of floor approximately.     

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.56. (a) An example for modest wooden posts in the sofa of a house. (b) An 

example for ornamented direklik with an additional wooden element (July 

27, 2017). 

 

4.5.11 Abdestlik 

 

 Abdestlik is a wooden element that is generally established on the low wall 

between wooden posts in the sofa and protrudes from sofa towards the courtyard. 

Although its main function is performing ablution as a necessity of Islamic religious, it 

was also used to wash dishes, if sofa of the house was being used like a kitchen. Water 
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was transformed to there with water-cans and foul water was drained to the courtyard 

through a hole in the bottom of abdestlik157 (Figure 4.57). 

 

  
 

Figure 4.57. Examples ofabdestlik in sofa of the houses (May 17, 2017). 

 

4.5.12 Architectural Objects 

 

 Apart from architectural elements, small objects are observed in the dwelling 

units that can indicate the function of spaces where they are located. Earthenware jars 

are the most common objects. Depending on their storing function, they are mostly 

placed in ground floor rooms (Figure 4.58a). However, these jars are also observed 

within timber frame walls as filling material and in chimneys of annexes (Figure 4.58b).  

Another most common object is a long wooden element that is called as düven. 

It is a sledge-shaped object, which is used to separate the stalks and grains of the 

harvested crops, with striking lashing stones on the lower surface, which are pulled with 

the animals running in front158 (Figure 4.59a). 

Dibek is a hollow stone object that can be observed in the courtyard of some 

dwellings and main square of the settlement. 

It was used for crushing of grain products to obtain flour (Figure 4.59b). 

 

                                                 
157  Interview with Şerif Taşatar, 2017.  
158  Sesli Sölük, “düven”, (https://www.seslisozluk.net/d%C3%BCven-nedir-ne-demek/, Last Accessed 

July 31, 2018).  

https://www.seslisozluk.net/d%C3%BCven-nedir-ne-demek/
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(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.58.  (a) Earthen jars in the ground floor rooms (July 27, 2017). (b) Small 

earthen jars within the timber frame wall as filling material (July 28, 

2017). 

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.59.  (a) A düven that is located in the ground floor room of a house (May 17, 

2017). (b) A dibek that is located in the main square (May 15, 2017). 

 

Apart from these objects, a metallic large wheat silo is found in the courtyard of 

a dwelling that is located in block 148 lot 2. Although there are lots of objects to store 

agricultural products in all dwellings, this object is unique in terms of material and size 

(Figure 4.60a).  

As mentioned in the previous section, water has been obtained from water wells 

in the main square until 1960’s. Locals emphasize that they used buckets to get water 

from these wells. Thus, buckets should be anchored to an object to lower the bucket and 

draw back it. Although any object like this could not be observed in the dwellings 

during site survey, a person who has migrated to Kula from Gölde exhibits a metallic 
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object in the lobby of his hotel in Kula (Figure 4.60b). He states that grappling irons 

were reeved from the holes in the bucket to anchor it in past159.  

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

  

Figure 4.60.  (a) Metallic wheat silo in the courtyard of a dwelling unit (July 27, 2017). 

(b) A bucket that was used to get water from wells in Gölde in past (July 

28, 2017). 

 

4.5.13 Differentiation of Original Architectural Elements 

 

Depending on the continuation of life in main buildings of some dwelling units 

and change in living conditions, residents have made alterations within main buildings 

especially in terms of architectural elements. While extensive alterations have been 

made in doors and windows particularly, original architectural elements can still be 

observed in lots of dwellings, especially in abandoned dwellings.  

  

                                                 
159 Interview with Sami Çağılcı, 2017.  
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Table 4.4. Distribution of original architectural element in dwelling units. 
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Figure 4.61. Analysis of alterations in the houses. 
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In terms of original architectural elements, iron based elements like entrance 

door, railing, shutter and balustrade, glazed window casement, wooden shutter with 

three sections, gypsum ornamented niche within wooden cupboard, wooden sedir in the 

sofa or room, fireplace with hood in the room, fireplace in sofa, ceilings that have tavan 

göbeği and direklik throughout top floor’s sofa were observed in Orthodox 

neighborhood only. Although an Islamic element, abdestlik, may be observed in the 

sofa of some dwellings that are located in Orthodox neighborhood, this situation is 

probably because of the settlement of Turkish families in these dwellings after the 

migration (Table 4.4).  

 

4.6 Interventions and New Tendencies in the Settlement 
 

 Although lots of dwelling units in the settlement keep their authenticity, 

interventions have been occurred in some units as a result of the change in family life 

and new needs. (Figure 4.61)  

As mentioned before, each room in the houses was assigned a nuclear family as 

a result of marriage of son of the family. Depending on change in comfort conditions of 

families, vertical divisions of houses and courtyards through partition walls have been 

made in some dwellings. 

In terms of lot organization, mass additions have been observed in the courtyard 

of some dwelling units. Generally, lots of additions have been constructed as reinforced 

concrete, so they can be separated from the original masses through observation. 

However, some structures could be detected as addition mass thanks to narratives of 

owners because they reflect traditional construction technique. Additions are mainly 

used as living quarter, stable or toilet at present (Figure 4.62).  

According to narratives of locals, depending on the migration of young 

generation from the settlement and change in comfort conditions, elderly population 

preferred to live in a single-story building. Thus, new reinforced concrete single-story 

buildings have been constructed in the courtyard. Additionally, some original storage 

buildings have been transformed to living quarter with some interventions like 

installation of electrical system, creating window openings in the walls, change of the 

door and adding stove stack. On the other hand, new stable buildings have been 

constructed and semi-open spaces have been created in the courtyard as a result of 

expansion in sheep and goat farming. While stable buildings have been constructed with 
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traditional technique and material generally, toilet structures have been constructed 

more recently using reinforced concrete as such in residential additions. 

 

 
 

(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.62. (a) Addition concrete masses in the courtyard as living quarter in a 

dwelling unit. (b) Toilet addition under the entrance of a house (May 17, 

2017). 

 

In some main buildings where life continues, some alterations in plan 

organization and architectural elements have been done depending on the change in 

comfort conditions. In terms of plan organization, sofa has been closed totally in some 

houses (Figure 4.63a). Thus, it is included in the interior of the house to use it as sitting 

place throughout the year. On the other hand, new rooms have been composed in sofa of 

some houses or iwan has been transformed to room directly (Figure 4.63b). Generally, 

walls of these additions have been constructed with brick and these rooms are being 

used as personal bedroom or bathroom at present. Additionally, in some houses, a room 

in the top floor has been transformed to kitchen. However, washing the dishes is still 

fulfilled in abdestlik in sofa or in the courtyard.  

In terms of architectural elements, in some houses, destroyed walls have been 

repaired with brick. Doors have been changed and glazed casements have been added to 

window openings. Additionally, use of curtain has become widespread and shutters 

have lost their importance.  Depending on the use of heating stoves in the houses 

currently, fireplaces have been closed putting a furniture in front of it, filling it with 

stone or covering it with a fabric. However, stoves are connected with the chimney of 

fireplaces. In addition, staircases in some houses have been destroyed and reconstructed 

with concrete or steel.      
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(a) 

 
 

(b) 

 

Figure 4.63.  (a) An intervention that is based on closing the sofa totally (July 26, 2017). 

(b) An intervention that is based on transformation of iwan to a room (May 

16, 2017). 

 

Apart from these interventions that can be noticed through observation, locals 

state that some three-storied houses that belonged to Orthodox families before migration 

have been transformed to two-storied houses breaking down the top floor by Turkish 

families settled in these houses. Main purpose of this intervention was difficulty of 

maintenance and no use of the rooms in the top floor.  
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CHAPTER 5 

 

EVALUATION: UNDERSTANDING TANGIBLE AND 

INTANGIBLE CHARACTERISTICS 

 

Although original characteristics of physical environment can be still observed 

at present, intangible components that shape this environment throughout history of the 

settlement could only be deciphered via oral sources. Especially, for the period between 

19th and early 20th century, traditional life and its physical environment has been 

understood through “collective memory” that is based on memories of existing locals, 

information transferred from ancestors and memories of Orthodox people who have left 

Gölde in 1920’s.   

Thus, breaking points, changes and continuities in the settlement could be 

revealed to understand Gölde settlement as a whole. As a result, it is understood that 

migrations are main breaking points that affected built environment and sociocultural 

structure of the settlement (Table 5.1). Thus, values of the settlement should be 

evaluated according to these breakpoints.      

 

Table 5.1. Significant dates and event that affect life and built environment in Gölde. 

 

Year Event Result 

1875 
Construction of Gölde Evi by an Orthodox 

Family 
 

Formation of Rum 

neighborhoods in the 

settlement   

1893 
Construction of two dwellings (Emre and Erciş 

Evi) by Orthodox Families 

1911 Construction of Orthodox School 

1912-1913 
Balkan Wars between Ottoman Empire and 

Balkan States 

Tension between Turkish 

and Rum communities 

1922 Turkish War of Independence Rums left Gölde 

1923  Lausanne Peace Treaty  

Migration of Rum 

community to Greece within 

the scope of “population 

exchange”   

1950 Closing of Kula Mensucat Factory Migration of locals to cities  
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5.1 Evaluation of Intangible Components of Gölde 

 

Main problem in Gölde settlement is continuous migration of locals to cities 

depending on economic concerns. As mentioned before, after migration of Orthodox 

Rums in 1920s, their abandoned properties were not resettled by Muslim migrants 

coming from Greece. Thus, some of the dwellings are destroyed or exposed to 

abandonment except dwellings occupied by local Turkish families. Additionally, the 

number of abandoned buildings in the settlement increase year after year with migration 

movement that continues since 1950s. Kula is the most migration-receiving town from 

Gölde depending on Kula’s educational and economic opportunities through urban 

development. Although there are old Orthodox School and a modern primary school in 

Gölde at presents, education does not continue and limited number of students go to 

Kula for their education. In terms of economic life, although agriculture and husbandry 

still continues in Gölde, some livelihood sources like weaving, viticulture, beekeeping 

and trade are lost totally at present. On the contrary, traditional income sources like 

leather work, shoe repairmen, iron works and weaving still continues in Kula in addition 

to commercial works and works in public services. Apart from people who migrated to 

Kula or other towns permanently, locals of Gölde dependedto Kula to meet their needs. 

Though there is a grocery market that is operated by a local in the courtyard of a 

dwelling, it is not legal and enough to meet all needs. Like some lost income sources, 

some daily life practices like gathering in the coffee house, around water wells in the 

main square, celebrations of special days in the main square are lost at present due to 

decreased population. Although, the settlement is not spread over a large area, there is 

not much communication between locals in daily life contrary to ordinary. In addition, 

rituals that have been adopted to whole society by Orthodox Rum community like 

drinking from ayazma in Teofanya Festival and hosting the priest are lost naturally at 

present (Table 5.2).   

Despite of continuous migration, loss of some traditional economic activities and 

lacking of social interaction between locals, Gölde settlement still keeps its intangible 

values in terms of its historical background, geographical characteristics, population 

characteristics throughout history, traditional economic activities and some continuing 

rituals (Table 5.3). The more significantly, this rural settlement has hosted lots of 

different civilization and their culture throughout history. In terms of historical and 
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population characteristics of the village, the settlement is dated back to ancient period. It 

is one of the Lydian City that is called as Kollyda and located on “Kral Road” with Sart 

(Sardeis), Menye-Gökçeören (Maionia) and Sandal (Satala). Thus, settlement has 

hosted ancient civilization with the immediate surrounding. Although the period after 

Lydian until AD 19th century could not be examined due to lack of sources, it is known 

that different ethnicities have lived together in the settlement during 19th century and 

early 20th century thanks to oral sources and narratives of travelers in those times. Thus, 

Gölde is one of satisfying example of a typical Ottoman village. Additionally, the 

district is one of the settlements that has experienced population exchange in 1920s, so 

effects of this movement on built environment and culture can be traced. Unlike lots of 

Anatolian towns that have hosted non-Muslim communities and experienced population 

exchange, remaining properties of Rum community were not given to Muslim migrants 

coming from Greece.Some of the dwellings of Orthodox community were bought by 

existing Muslim families. Thus, local identity and culture could be preserved partially.  

 

Table 5.2. Lost and continuing intangible aspects in Gölde. 

 

Intangible Aspect Lost Continuing 

Population Orthodox Rum community Muslim Turkish community 

Economic Activities 
Weaving, Viticulture, Beekeeping, 

Trade, Growing of Tobacco 
Agriculture, Husbandry  

Daily-life practices 

and Rituals 

- Coming together around water 

wells in main square  

- Establishing of swings between 

trees in main square during Muslim’s 

festival; bayram 

- Teofanya Festival in Hagia Triyada 

Church 

 

- Wedding ceremonies 

around Gelin Kuyusu in main 

square 

- Cooking of local dishes in 

the street during wedding 

ceremonies  

Relations with Near 

Environment 

- Obtaining drinking water from 

Bakırgöl  

- Obtaining drinking water from 

Kavacık in 1960’s 

- Obtaining grain and acorn from 

Kavacık village  

- Interaction between Rums in Gölde 

and Rums in Menye-Rums in Kula 

- Easter Festival in Profiti İlya region  

 

Going to Kula for 

administrative and 

commercial activities  
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Table 5.3. Values of Gölde settlement in terms of intangible components. 

 

Historical  

Dated back to antiquity 

Hosted different civilization 

Reflects the characteristics of Ottoman village 

Experienced population exchange as a result of political events 

Location 

and 

Surrounding 

Being close to Izmir, the 3rd largest city of Turkey 

Close relationship with Kula that is a touristic zone currently 

Being Surrounded with volcanic hills, being close to Gediz River that 

provides access to traditional building materials 

Being close to archaeological sites  

Being located on the “King Road” 

Population 

Having clues of inhabitance since ancient times 

Hosting Muslim and Non-Muslim communities together during a certain time 

period 

Experienced migration of Non-Muslim community in a certain time 

Continuity in habitation of Turkish community that provides partial 

preservation of local identity 

Economy  

Continuity in agriculture and husbandry 

Continuity in agricultural products 

Adaption of new agricultural technologies 

Rituals 

Daily 

customs 

Continuity in some rituals (wedding ceremonies, burial ceremonies, religious 

festivals of Muslim community..) 

 

 In terms of geographical characteristics of the village, it is located between 

volcanic hills like Hızır İlyas, Aytepe, Boztepe and Divlit. Thus, traditional construction 

materials are still accessible. Additionally, it is adjacent to the “ancient stone quarry” 

that was listed as 1st archaeological site and close to Elmalıdere ancient settlement that 

was listed as 3rd archaeological site and Kocakırtepesi that was listed as 1st 

archaeological site at north of Gölde settlement. On the other hand, Kula has become a 

touristic zone in recent years and conservation works continues on a widespread manner 

there. In this way, awareness of locals has increased about their historic environment.  

 In terms of economic life, agricultural and husbandry activities still continue as 

during the period of Ottoman Empire. However, need for animal and human power has 

decreased depending on adaptation to new agricultural technologies.  

 Regarding rituals and daily customs, while some of them still continue, some of 

them are lost depending on decrease in population and migration of Rum community. 

Among these rituals, wedding and burial ceremonies are still organized in the same 

way. Locals still use the cemetery that is located at the entrance of the village as it was 

mentioned in Chapter 3.5.2.6. In terms of daily activities, despite of mechanized 
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agriculture, men and women continue to work together in the fields as it was in the past. 

In addition, women meet in the mosque in certain times for pray and they make bread 

within ovens in the courtyard of their dwelling units as always.  

 

5.2 Evaluation of Tangible Components of Gölde 

 

 Depending on the existence of two different ethnic groups in Gölde for a period, 

built environment has shaped according to the sociocultural characteristics of these two 

different communities. Within the scope of study, built environment has been examined 

in two periods as “before 1920’s” and “from 1920’s until today”.  

According to inscriptions on some buildings, it is known that Rum community 

existed in 1870s in the settlement. Although there is no distinction between dwellings of 

two communities according to observations, depending on narratives of migrants, it has 

been examined that each community had their own neighborhood gathering around 

religious buildings. Although there were different neighborhoods, public structures like 

water wells, coffee house, hairdresser and süthane were used by all people in addition to 

good relations between two communities. 

Although all dwellings have similar characteristics that have been examined in 

Chapter 4, some dwellings differ from other dwellings with projections, entrance forms 

and ornamented architectural elements. Especially, westernized style houses that 

include Greek writings on the facades attract the attention immediately with different 

façade characteristic. This situation can be explained with commercial relations and 

higher income of Orthodox community in Gölde as in many small Anatolian towns. 

When the settlement is viewed as a whole, the most valuable feature is doubtless 

reflection of traditional construction techniques and materials with all components of 

the built environment. Although lots of buildings have collapsed as a result of long-term 

abandonment, many dwellings built after that date have been constructed using 

materials of collapsed buildings. However, traditional construction technique and form 

have been preserved. Thus, it is almost impossible to understand different construction 

periods. Only, dwellings that have been constructed in 1950’s can be separated through 

small details that have been explained by a local stone mason in Chapter 4. It is natural 

that damage to the built environment is considered problematic. However, it is also 
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valuable at the same time in terms of reflecting the influence of historical events on the 

built environment (Table 5.4).   

 

Table 5.4. Lost and continuing tangible aspects in Gölde 

Tangible Aspects Lost Continuing 

Settlement and 

Roads 

Orthodox Neighborhood - Muslim Neighborhood  

- Roads covered with original 

kayrak stone around main square 

Public Structures - Taksiarhis Church 

- Süthane 

- Hagia Triyada Church 

- Orthodox cemetery 

 

- Water wells  

- Orthodox School (not in use) 

- Hairdresser (not in use) 

- Coffee House (not in use) 

- Primary School (not in use) 

- Mosque 

- Muslim cemetery 

- Lime quarry (not in use) 

- Chapel (used as storage at 

present) 

Residential 

Structures 

- Using main building as living 

quarter in some houses 

- Living of each nuclear family 

in a room 

- Using ground floor as stable 

Cooking in bakery in courtyards 

or fireplaces 

- Using fireplaces for heating 

- Using gusülhane for bath 

- Using upper floor as living quarter 

in some houses 

- Using sofa as kitchen in some 

houses 

- Using sofa as sitting place in 

some houses  

- Existence of service buildings in 

courtyard 

 

 

When all characteristics of built environment that still exist and change 

throughout history are taken into consideration, architectural values of the settlement 

can be listed as; 

 There are some Orthodox dwellings that have been occupied by new 

residents, in this way their original characteristics were preserved 

 Main square is still a core with original road covering, water wells and 

abandoned public structures 

 Trace of some demolished buildings like Taksiarhes Church can be observed  

 Settlement pattern of pre-1920’s can be determined through built 

environment and collective memory 

 Old vernacular houses still exist and traditional life still continues in some of 

them 

 Majority of the dwellings have modest appearance and existence of 

ornamented dwellings in less numbered can be easily noticed  
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 Traditional construction technique can be perceived easily and this technique 

is still implementable 

 Traditional construction materials are still accessible due to volcanic feature 

of the land  

 There is no irreversible change in majority of dwellings 

 Continuities and changes are in harmony with existing texture in lots of 

dwellings  

Depending on continuous migrations and decreased population in the settlement, 

lots of buildings have been abandoned totally and some of them exist as ruin at present. 

Within the study border, while traditional life goes on in 67 dwellings, 17 lots that 

include house with service buildings or only service buildings are being occupied by 

locals for husbandry activities and storage of their agricultural products. On the other 

hand, 39 residential lots and 3 public lots including Orthodox School, hairdresser and 

coffee house in the main square are abandoned totally. In addition, houses in 10 

dwelling units are found as ruin.  

In terms of public spaces and buildings, while water-wells, main square, single 

story hair-dresser, coffee house, Orthodox School, mosque, cemetery and stone quarry 

keep their existence, some public buildings existed between 19th century and early 20th 

century are totally lost or only trace of them can be observed at present. Although, 

traces of Taksiarhes Church that is located in courtyard of Orthodox School can be still 

observed, there is a new dwelling unit in place of Haya Triyada Church. Thus, some 

original stones in the courtyard and façade of the dwelling are only clues about the 

church today. 

In terms of conservation of original characteristics of the dwelling units, 

although inhabited buildings have well structural condition, they require minor repairs 

like maintenance of roof system, roof covering, floor system, floor covering, 

architectural elements and finishing materials of walls. Additionally, it has been 

observed that inhabitants of some dwelling units have made changed in original lot 

organization, plan organization and original architectural elements depending on change 

in comfort conditions and family structure. These changes can be sorted as; 

 vertical division of the houses 

 destroying of the top floor of the house 
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 new living masses in the courtyard or transforming service buildings to living 

quarters 

 closing of sofa in the upper floors of the houses  

 room additions in sofa in the upper floors using brick and concrete as 

construction material  

 addition of modern glazed casements to window openings and loss of 

function of shutters 

 transforming of a room to wet spaces within the house or construction new 

masses in the courtyard and as a result, functional loss of gusülhane 

 altering of original architectural elements 

 using heating stove instead of fireplaces in the rooms of the houses 

Among these changes, although destroying of top floor of the house and loss of 

original architectural elements totally are irreversible and problematic changes in terms 

of conserving authenticity of the dwelling units, these changes are also valuable 

regarding reflection of the changes in sociocultural structure in the settlement. While 

inhabitants could partially adopt dwelling units to their needs with these alterations over 

time, some of them still complain about difficulties of their maintenance and lacking of 

sewage system within the houses.  

Although main physical problems of abandoned dwelling units could not be 

observed internally and could not be determined in detail within the scope of study, it 

can be said that floor systems of lots of them are in danger of collapse. Additionally, 

architectural elements like staircases, windows and doors require maintenance like some 

inhabited dwelling units. 

Ruined dwellings have generally collapsed roof, floors and walls totally or 

partially. Thus, they are directly exposed to adverse weather conditions. While this 

situation accelerates the demolition process of buildings, it also poses a danger to the 

environment. In terms of conservation of them, traces can be followed easily in lots of 

ruin dwellings and walls can be completed using original stones that have accumulated 

around the dwelling.  

Regarding approach of locals to their environment, although they are aware of 

value of their living space, most of them relate these values only with buildings 

inherited from Orthodox Rum community. Even, some of them consider that the village 

would attract many tourists if the churches had not been demolished. However, they are 
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not still aware of significance of the built environment and natural environment as a 

whole. Most of them mostly complain about comfortless of their historical dwellings, 

difficulty of walking in the roads that are covered with original kayrak stones and 

lacking of sewage system in the village.   
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CHAPTER 6 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Rural heritage areas are in danger of extinction all over the world due to socio-

economic and cultural changes. Especially, following the Industrial Revolution in 18th 

century, migrations from rural settlements to more developed towns and cities have 

accelerated. This situation caused loss of traditional life and abandonment of vernacular 

houses in rural settlements and emerged the conservation of rural heritage. 

First step of conservation of a rural heritage is a holistic understanding of its 

cultural significance. Within this context, although rural settlements have been 

considered only as physical objects for a long time, its definition has widened with 

perceiving it as combination of tangible components and intangible components. Thus, 

observation and documentation of existing built environment are not adequate to 

understand the settlement. Additionally, intangible components like culture, daily life 

practices, rituals, art, historical background that shape the built environment according 

to conditions of the period should also be deciphered. In this respect, collective memory 

is a significant tool to perceive the sociocultural characteristics and built environment of 

a rural settlement.  

Although there are lots of international documents, legislations and academic 

studies about conservation of rural heritage, it is still problematic in practice because 

most of conservation activities are based on only observation of existing life and 

documentation of physical environment. However, rural heritage should be evaluated 

through its history with breaking points, changes and continuities.  

Within the scope of study, Gölde village that is in danger of extinction is 

intended to be understood through its tangible and intangible characteristics. While 

these characteristics of the settlement at present could be determined though 

documentation of existing physical environment and interview with locals, 

characteristics of the settlement before population exchange could be determined 

through memories of existing locals and Orthodox migrants. As a result of study, 

breaking points, changes and continuities have been determined.  Within this context, it 

was noticed that some intangible aspects like rituals, daily-life practices, livelihood 

sources are totally lost at present depending on migration of Orthodox-Rum community 
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in 1920’s. In addition to intangible aspects, some religious buildings like churches are 

currently invisible and some Orthodox-Rum dwellings exist as ruin at present 

depending on abandonment of them for a long period. However, some rituals related to 

Muslim community, daily-life practices that are based on agriculture and husbandry are 

still going on the settlement. In addition, public spaces like main square with marble 

water wells, roads that are covered with original kayrak stone, old Orthodox school, old 

hairdresser and coffee house, stone quarry and Muslim’s cemetery still keep their 

authenticity in the settlement. Despite of alteration depending on change in comfort 

conditions, traditional life is going on in 69 dwelling units. The most significance of this 

study is that despite the lack of sources, gaps in knowledge of culture and built 

environment throughout settlement’s history have been filled with combination of 

collective memory and observation of built environment.  

Results of this study on Gölde show that analyzing only tangible components is 

not adequate to understand a place. All tangible and intangible characteristics of the 

settlement throughout its history should be analyzed together with a holistic approach to 

provide its conservation. Thus, this study can be a guide for further studies in terms of 

its methodology. It can also provide a basis for future conservation policies of Gölde.  
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APPENDIX A 

 

DWELLING UNITS IDENTIFICATION 

 

 

 
 

Figure A.1. Legend for external and internal characteristics of dwelling units. 
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Figure A.2. Numbering of dwelling units that have identity cards. 
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Figure A.3. Identification of the building 1. 
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Figure A.4. Identification of the building 2. 
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Figure A.5. Identification of the building 3. 
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Figure A.6. Identification of the building 4. 
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Figure A.7. Identification of the building 4 (2). 
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Figure A.8. Identification of the building 5. 
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Figure A.9. Identification of the building 6. 
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Figure A.10. Identification of the building 7. 
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Figure A.11. Identification of the building 8. 
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Figure A.12. Identification of the building 9. 
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Figure A.13. Identification of the building 10. 
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Figure A.14. Identification of the building 11. 
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Figure A.15. Identification of the building 12. 
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Figure A.16. Identification of the building 13. 
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Figure A.17. Identification of the building 14. 
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Figure A.18. Identification of the building 15. 
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Figure A.19. Identification of the building 16. 
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Figure A.20. Identification of the building 17. 
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Figure A.21. Identification of the building 18. 
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Figure A.22. Identification of the building 19. 
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Figure A.23. Identification of the building 19 (2). 
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Figure A.24. Identification of the building 20. 
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Figure A.25. Identification of the building 21. 
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Figure A.26. Identification of the building 22. 
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Figure A.27. Identification of the building 23. 
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Figure A.28. Identification of the building 24. 
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Figure A.29. Identification of the building 25. 
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Figure A.30. Identification of the building 26. 
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Figure A.31. Identification of the building 27. 
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Figure A.32. Identification of the building 28. 
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Figure A.33. Identification of the building 29. 
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Figure A.34. Identification of the building 30. 
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Figure A.35. Identification of the building 31.
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Figure A.36. Identification of the building 31 (2).
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Figure A.37. Identification of the building 32. 
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Figure A.38. Identification of the building 33. 
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Figure A.39. Identification of the building 34. 
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Figure A.40. Identification of the building 35. 
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Figure A.41. Identification of the building 36. 



 

 

216 

 

 
 

Figure A.42. Identification of the building 37. 
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Figure A.43. Identification of the building 38. 
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Figure A.44. Identification of the building 39. 
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Figure A.45. Identification of the building 40. 
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Figure A.46. Identification of the building 41. 
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Figure A.47. Identification of the building 42. 
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Figure A.48. Identification of the building 43.
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ARCHIEVE DOCUMENTS 

 

 
 

Figure B.1. Conservation decision 1. 
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Figure B.2. Conservation decision 2. 
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Figure B.3. Conservation decision 2 (2). 
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Figure B.4. Conservation decision 2 (3). 
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Figure B.5. Conservation decision 3. 
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Figure B.6. Conservation decision 3 (2). 



 

 

229 

 

 
 

Figure B.7. Conservation decision 4. 
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Figure B.8. Conservation decision 5. 


