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Architecture and Power in the Ottoman and Turkish States

Townscape and Building Complexes 
in Medieval Western Anatolia under 
Turkish-Islamic Culture

Çağla Caner
Middle East Technical University, Ankara

AbstrAct

This study aims to explore the contribution of building complexes to urban develop-
ment and the evolution of important town centres in Western Anatolia between the 
14th and 16th centuries. Until the 14th century, this part of Anatolia was home to an-
cient and subsequently Byzantine cultures. During Seljuk rule in Anatolia, for security 
purposes petty dynasties were encouraged to settle in this border region between their 
territories and the Byzantine lands. After the collapse of the Seljuk Sultanate in the 
early 14th century, the Principalities and later the Ottomans declared their rule in these 
lands. The architectural and urban development of this era was shaped by these changes 
in political power and the overlap between early settled and newly settled cultures in 
the region. Members of the ruling institution initiated the construction of building 
complexes, the so-called külliyes, which contributed to the establishment and develop-
ment of the urban fabric in Western Anatolian town centres. Using the town of Tire 
as a case study, this chapter explains how the urban milieu in Western Anatolia was 
transformed through building complexes founded under the rulership of a new Turk-
ish-Islamic cadre of governors.

Bu çalışma, 14. ve 16. yüzyıllar arasında Batı Anadolu’da önemli kent merkezlerinin 
evrimleşmesini ve külliyelerin kent gelişimine katkısını araştırmaktadır. Batı Anadolu, 
14. yüzyıla kadar eski çağ ve devamında gelen Bizans kültürlerine ev sahipliği yapmıştır. 
Selçuklular Anadolu’da egemen oldukları dönemde, güvenlik amacıyla, Bizans’la kendi 
toprakları arasında sınır oluşturan bu bölgeye küçük Türk beyliklerinin yerleşimini 
desteklediler. Selçuklu Devleti’nin 14. yüzyılın başlarında sona ermesiyle, önce Beylikler 
sonra da Osmanlılar Batı Anadolu’da hakimiyetlerini ilan ettiler. Ortaçağdaki mimari 
ve kentsel gelişimler, egemen politik güçler arasındaki bu değişimler ve yerleşik kültürlerle 
yeni gelen ve bölgeye yerleşen kültürlerin etkileşimleriyle şekillendi. Yönetici sınıfı, Batı 
Anadolu’daki merkezlerde kent dokusunun oluşum ve gelişimine katkıda bulunan 
külliyelerin yapımına öncülük ettiler. Bu araştırma, Türk-İslam hükümdarlığıyla değişen 
yönetici sınıfının yaptırdığı külliyelerle Batı Anadolu’daki kent ortamının dönüşümünü 
açıklamaktadır. Bu anlamda, Tire kenti örnek çalışma alanı olarak seçilmiştir.
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Tire, eski çağdan itibaren Batı Anadolu’da yerleşmiş farklı kültürlere ev sahipliği yapmış 
önemli bir kent merkezi olmuştur. Bu kültürlerin izleri, Tahtakale olarak bilinen, kentin 
ticari merkezindeki ızgara plan şemasında takip edilebilir. Eskiçağ ve Bizans dönemine 
ait diğer mimari ve arkeolojik bulgular kentin yakın coğrafyasında izlenebilir. Kent, 
günümüzdeki yoğun yerleşiminden dolayı daha ileri kazı araştırmalarına olanak 
vermemektedir.

Günümüz Tire’sinin kent dokusu bölgedeki Türk-İslam hakimiyetiyle şekillenmeye 
başlamıştır. Öncelikle, Aydınoğulları güneyde, Güme Dağı yamaçlarına yerleştiler 
ve külliyeler etrafında gelişen küçük merkezcikler oluşturdular. Daha sonra, Osmanlı 
hakimiyeti süresinde kent, külliyeler ve etrafında oluşan mahallelerle doğu ve kuzeydeki 
düzlük alanlara doğru genişledi. Aynı dönemde, Tahtakale civarında hanlar ve bedestenin 
inşasıyla kentin ticari merkezi şekillendi.

Görülüyor ki, külliyeler ve ticari yapılar hem varolan mahallelerin gelişim ve genişlemesine 
katkıda bulundular hem de yeni mahallelerin oluşumunda etkili oldular. Bir anlamda, 
çevrelerinde küçük merkezler oluşturan odak noktaları oldular. Altyapı sistemi bu merkezi 
bağlayacak şekilde biçimlendi. Merkezlere göre kent sınırları genişledi. Sonuçta, külliyeler 
kentin büyümesi ve gelişmesine katkıda bulunurken aynı zamanda da konumlarına ve 
yerleşimlerine göre kent formunu ve yapılanmasını şekillendirdiler. Böylelikle ortaçağda 
yönetici sınıf tarafından yaptırılan külliyeler kent gelişimini desteklediler ve yardımcı 
oldular. 

Son olarak, külliyelerin konumlanmasındaki tercihler yönetici sınıfının sahip olduğu 
politik ve ekonomik güçle ilişkilendirilebilir. Aydınoğulları, bir uc beyliğinin sahip 
olduğu otoriteden ötesini elde edemediler. Anadolu’da merkezi bir hakimiyet kurmayı 
başaran Osmanlılar gibi ilerleyemediler ve periferik bir güç olarak kaldılar. Bu durum, 
her iki toplumun mimarisinin kentsel dokunun oluşum ve gelişimine ne şekilde katkıda 
bulunduğuna da yansımıştır. Bu çalışmanın bir ileri adımında Aydınoğulları’nın 
periferik ve Osmanlılar’ın merkezi otoritesinin mimari ölçekteki yansımaları irdelenebilir. 
Anadolu Selçuklu mimarisindeki bileşik fonksiyonlu tek yapılardan, Osmanlı klasik 
döneminde inşa edilen külliyelerin gelişim ve değişiminde Batı Anadolu beylik dönemi 
yapı gruplarının yeri bu bağlamda araştırılabilir.

IntroductIon

Until the 14th century, Western Anatolia was home to ancient and subsequently Byzan-
tine cultures. During Seljuk rule in Anatolia, for purposes of security petty dynasties were 
encouraged to settle in this border region between their territories and the Byzantine 
lands (Map 1). The dynasties, known as uc beylikleri [frontier principalities], helped the 
Seljuks to control the region in both social and military terms. However, they retained 
their own economic and socio-cultural customs and did not entirely become a part of the 
Seljuk central authority. After the collapse of the Seljuk State in the early 14th century, 
these dynasties grew into Principalities and each declared their rule in particular parts of 
Western Anatolia (Map 2). In a similar way to the Seljuks, each aimed to become a central 
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power by dominating the others. There were ongoing wars over political authority and 
various political and economic alliances were made between the Principalities themselves, 
early settled Byzantines and Latins in the West. This gave way to administration, institu-
tionalization and the formation of a social culture pertaining to the Principalities. Later, 
around the middle of the 15th century, the Ottoman Principality declared its absolute 
rule in Western Anatolia. Although originally a petty dynasty, it became the single and 
central authority governing the region (Map 3). Architectural and urban development in 
Western Anatolia between the 14th and 16th centuries was shaped by these changes in 
political power and the overlap between early settled and newly inhabiting cultures. It was 
a period of exploration and experimentation in architectural practice within the urban 
context of growing town centres.

scholArshIp on urbAn studIes of medIevAl Western AnAtolIA

In comparison to the long-enduring Ottoman period, there is little urban historiog-
raphy of medieval Western Anatolia under Turkish-Islamic rule during the period of 
the Principalities. However, in both cases, amateur local historians led the earliest ur-
ban explorations of Western Anatolian town centres. Such studies comprised either 
the documentation of written sources such as kadı sicilleri [court records], and tapu 
tahrir defterleri [cadastral surveys], or covered the documentation and description of 

Map	1	
Anatolian	Seljuk	State	in	the	12th	-	13th	Centuries.
Source:	Tarih Atlası [Historical	Atlas]. Altın	Kitaplar	Yayınevi,	2005.
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Map	2
Turkish	Principalities	in	Anatolia	in	the	14th	Century.
Source:	Tarih Atlası [Historical	Atlas]. Altın	Kitaplar	Yayınevi,	2005.

Map	3
Ottoman	Empire	in	the	15th	-	16th	Centuries.
Source:	Tarih Atlası [Historical	Atlas]. Altın	Kitaplar	Yayınevi,	2005.
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physical entities. In other words, they documented the architectural heritage of an 
individual town, and were not concerned with developing scholarly arguments about 
Western Anatolian towns in general. The scholarship on Ottoman Anatolian towns in 
particular progressed with the analyses of written sources1. Studies of cadastral surveys 
and court records enabled social historians especially to reconstruct the demographic, 
social and economic structure of towns. Research on the societies and economies of 
Ottoman Anatolian towns increased. In the 1980s, Suraiya Faroqhi, Haim Gerber and 
Daniel Goffman became some of the most significant figures bringing more integrated 
research on towns and urban life2.

By the late 1970s, urban studies comprised of physical histories of towns became profes-
sionalized, with the use and combination of earlier documentary studies of Anatolian 
towns. Uğur Tanyeli’s dissertation on the pre-Ottoman, and Sevgi Aktüre’s disserta-
tion on the late Ottoman city models are regarded as forerunners3. Recent scholarship 
has seen an increased interest in studies focusing on pre-Ottoman city models4. Even 
though a greater number focus on the Ottoman era, recent studies of architectural 
history show that explorations of towns that focus on their architectural entities are 
highly popular topics. The research of Howard Crane and Irene Biermann display more 
integrated approaches to Ottoman urban studies5. Sarah Ethel Wolper’s research also 
discusses the Seljuk towns in relation to their components during the pre-Ottoman 
period6. The former works have been helpful for their informative contribution where-
as the latter ones have been influential for their methodological approaches to urban 
historiography. This chapter studies the architecture of medieval Western Anatolia in 
terms of its relationship with, and contributions to, its urban context and focuses on 
the role of külliyes [building complexes] in shaping the townscape of medieval Western 
Anatolia.

Külliyes, buIldIng complexes And theIr functIons As urbAn generA-
tors

Külliye, or building complex, as used in the terminology of the history of Turkish-Is-
lamic architecture7, refers to a group of buildings with different functions that surround 
a mosque8. The term is also used for groups of buildings which congregate around the 
tomb of a veli [saint]9. It is even used for buildings constructed in the course of time by 
or around any existing building10. While the former definition indicates planned build-
ing groups, built together as part of an original design, the latter ones refer to groups 
of buildings constructed over the course of time displaying an additive approach11. The 
examples of building complexes in this study can be defined as building groups em-
bodying various functions including religious, educational, social and/or commercial 
and that were constructed around a mosque, either at the same time as the original 
designs, or over the course of time (Fig. 1). Both were significant in the urban context 
because of their contribution to the development of important town centres in Western 
Anatolia.
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Important public buildings, especially mosques and masjids, were influential in the cre-
ation and development of neighbourhoods. Building groups with other public services 
connected to the mosque – like education, commemoration, social, charitable and/
or commercial – were rather more influential in making a neighbourhood grow. They 
formed small centres through which the urban development pattern was shaped. In 
this respect, Bursa, the first capital of the Ottoman State, is a good example, as its urban 
form and structure was to a great extent determined by the building complexes12. It is 
possible to trace similar growth patterns facilitated by building complexes in important 
town centres in medieval Western Anatolia, especially in Tire.

Members of the ruling institution initiated the construction of building complexes 
which contributed to the establishment and development of Tire’s urban fabric. Mem-
bers of the royal family occupied the highest rank, followed by important and wealthy 
statesmen during the rule of the Principalities. Throughout Ottoman rule, upper rank 
governors and wealthy individuals in the ruling cadre were active as architectural pa-
trons, instead of founders belonging to the royal class, since Tire was an important pro-

Fig.	1
Yavukluog ̆lu	Complex	in	Tire,	Plan	and	Exterior	Views.
Source for the Plan:	I. Aslanog ̆lu,	Tire’de Camiler ve Üç Mescit [Mosques	and	Three	Masjids	in	
Tire],	Ankara	1978.
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vincial town centre but not a capital. The founders not only financially supported the 
construction but also provided regular income in the form of vakıfs [foundations] for 
the management of these edifices. They founded building complexes for political, com-
mercial, educational, and charitable purposes and especially for imar-iskan [settlement 
and development], encouraging and facilitating urban progress13. How the townscape 
of Tire was transformed and evolved through building complexes founded under the 
new Turkish-Islamic urban elite is explained below.

the socIo-culturAl And hIstorIcAl bAckground of tIre 
The first settlement of Tire, one of the important town centres of the city of İzmir today, 
dates back to antiquity14. Tire, bearing the ancient names Thira, Thyera, Tyrha, Apatei-
ra, Patire and Teira before Turkish rule, was initially dominated by Hittites, Phrygians, 
Lydians, Kymmers and Persians15. With the conquest of Alexander the Great, the town 
underwent Hellenistic rule which was followed by the occupation by the Kingdom of 
Pergamon16. A number of documents give information about Tire during the period 
when it was governed by the Roman Empire from 133 BC. During Roman rule, Tire 
was located within the holy lands of the Artemis Temple of Ephesus17. When the Ro-
man Empire was divided into two, Tire became part of the Eastern Roman, namely the 
Byzantine Empire. During Byzantine rule, Tire and its centre Arkadiapolis (known as 
Hisarlık Village, bound to Tire today) became important for the region. Accordingly, 
since ancient times, Tire has been a prominent economic and cultural centre of West-
ern Anatolia because of its location at the junction of ancient routes18.

The incursion of the Turkish commander Çaka Bey (1081-1097) is the earliest Turkish 
infiltration of the region19. In time, the continuing turmoil of the Byzantine Empire 
enabled the Turkish tribes to increase their attacks on Western Anatolia. Aydınoğlu 
Mehmet Bey invaded Selçuk and in 1307 took over Tire and Birgi on behalf of Sasa Bey 
and himself20. He chose Birgi as the capital of the Principality and assigned the rule of 
Tire to his son, Süleyman Şah, just before his death in 133321. Tire was one of the most 
important towns of the Aydınoğulları Principality until it was invaded by Yıldırım 
Bayezid, the Ottoman sultan, in 1390. The ruler of the time, İsa Bey, was forced to 
settle in Tire and leave the capital dependent on the rule of the Ottoman State22. After 
the defeat of the Ottomans in the Ankara War in 1402, the town was once again ruled 
by the Aydınoğulları. The revival of the Aydınoğulları Principality did not last long. 
The town came under absolute Ottoman rule by 1425 during the reign of Murat II23. 
Tire maintained its significance as a cultural and commercial centre during the reign 
of the next sultan, Mehmet the Conqueror. This important Western Anatolian town 
was governed as a district of Aydın, Güzelhisar, until it was united to İzmir in the 18th 
century24.

From the beginning of the rule of the Aydınoğulları Principality and continuing into 
the Ottoman period, Tire was one of the largest towns in Anatolia not only because 
of its population but also because of the extensive activities taking place in the fields 
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of economics and culture25. Between the 14th and 15th centuries, during the rule of 
Aydınoğulları Principality, Tire was an important Anatolian city on a par with Konya, 
Kayseri, Sinop, Ankara, Kütahya, Bursa, Niğde, Sivas, Kastamonu, Kırşehir, Amasya 
and İznik26.

The Ottoman period of the town in the 15th and 16th centuries was also notable for 
its commercial activities and population. Tapu tahrir defterleri [cadastral surveys] dur-
ing the reigns of Mehmet the Conqueror (1432-1481) and Süleyman the Magnificent 
(1495-1566), stated that Tire was composed of 26 neighbourhoods27. Towards the end 
of the 16th century, Tire maintained its prominence as the largest settlement in the area 
among the medium-sized Anatolian towns with more than 1000 taxpayers and 4000 
inhabitants28. The town seems to have been an active market centre. Intense commercial 
activity in food production, the textile trade and metal crafts took place in Tire, partic-
ularly under Ottoman rule29. The existence of a mint where Ottoman coins were made 
can also be taken as an indication of the town’s significance in the economic sphere30. 
The growth in population and economic development was paralleled by progress in 
cultural activities. Substantial improvements in both arts and sciences and architectural 
practice took place during the Turkish rule of Tire. Important scholars, scientists and 
artists of the 14th and early 15th century were highly welcomed in Tire by the rulers 
of the Aydınoğulları, and, in the late 15th and 16th centuries, by the Ottoman states-
men31. İbn Melek, a scholar and philosopher, was said to reside and write significant 
works in Tire during the rule of Aydınoğulları32. Molla Arap was another prominent 
intellectual who lived and worked in Tire under Ottoman rule in the second half of 
the 15th century33. In addition, Ali Han Baba, an important leader of the ahi [brother-
hood, guild] organization, Kazirzade, a renowned musician, and Karakadı Mecdettin, 
a prominent personality of the period should also be mentioned34. The travel accounts 
of İbn Batuta, who visited Anatolia in the 14th century, and Evliya Çelebi, who wrote 
in the 17th century, provide useful information in this respect35.

This elite class was part of the ruling institution holding both political and economic 
power to a certain extent. Thus, such people were able to initiate the construction of a 
number of public buildings for the inhabitants of Tire and contribute to the architec-
tural formation and production of the town. They founded significant architectural 
works, mostly in the form of building groups but occasionally in the form of single 
buildings, which in turn affected the enlargement and progress of the town. Apart 
from this elite, the royal class, family members of the Aydınoğulları Principality, were 
the most significant patrons of architectural projects in the 14th and early 15th cen-
turies. They had a number of monumental public buildings and building complexes 
constructed, which had religious, social, educational and charitable functions36. These 
architectural activities were conducted with significant support from the upper rank 
Ottoman governors, distinguished Ottoman statesmen in the late 15th and 16th cen-
turies, when the Ottoman Empire became a central authority ruling in the region37. Ac-
cordingly, Tire expanded and developed as an important medieval Western Anatolian 
town as a result of these individuals’ efforts. In other words, these people contributed 
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to the development of the urban fabric of Tire between the 14th and 16th centuries by 
founding building complexes which served public needs, generated the formation of 
neighbourhoods and facilitated urban growth. Yet, during Ottoman rule, a consider-
able number of commercial edifices like hans [market places] and bedesten [part of a 
covered bazaar] were constructed forming the commercial centre of the town and af-
fecting the development of the settlement pattern38.

development of the urbAn fAbrIc In tIre

The town of Tire has an elongated east-west direction due to the topographical condi-
tions of the region. The residential areas were located on the gentle slopes of Güme 
Mountain, overlooking the plain of Küçük Menderes39. Accordingly, at present, the 
town continues to expand northward towards the Küçük Menderes Plain (Fig. 2). We 
have seen that Tire was an important town centre in Asia Minor during the ancient and 
Byzantine periods. The limited excavations, which could only take place in the unin-
habited areas of the town, show that there are architectural and archaeological remains 
within the nearby villages of Tire. As for the Byzantine remains, Armağan states that 
Hisarlık Village, which is bound to Tire today, was the centre of the Byzantine settle-
ment. Hisarlık Village was known as Arkadiapolis and the name was mentioned with 
Tire in written sources. Apart from the village, intense construction activities have tak-
en place in Tire and the areas currently inhabited prevent the excavations necessary to 
provide more information about the urban fabric of the actual town during the ancient 
and Byzantine periods. According to the written sources, Byzantine buildings and resi-
dences remained scattered within the boundaries of the town of Tire during the 14th 

Fig.	2
Tire,	General	View.
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century under the rule of Aydınoğulları. While Hisarlık Village, in the southwest of 
Tire, was the centre of the Byzantine settlement, it did not continue to develop after the 
Turkish occupation40. The Turkish invaders of the Aydınoğulları Principality did not 
construct their centre there. Instead, they chose the location of today’s Tire, probably 
due to its topographical conditions. Under Aydınoğulları rule, Tire continued to ex-
pand over the sloping outskirts of Güme Mountain during the 14th and 15th centuries. 
Later, under Ottoman rule, the town expanded over flatter areas and also developed the 
site of the current town centre, which functioned as the commercial centre in the 15th 
and 16th centuries.

At this point, Tanyeli claims that, despite a considerable lack of information, it remains 
possible to trace the urban formation dating from the early settled cultures of Tire due 
to the grid-iron pattern seen around Tahtakale Mosque41. Tanyeli relates the etymology 
of Tahtakale (Taht al Kal’a meaning Kale altı [under the citadel]) to the neighbour-
hood named as Hisariçi, which dates to the reign of the Ottoman Sultan, Mehmet 
the Conqueror42. Accordingly, he argues that the commercial centre around Tahtakale, 
which dates to the early Ottoman period, was probably occupied in the Hellenistic pe-
riod, referring to the grid plan of that area in contrast to the rather organic layout of the 
urban fabric of the rest of the town (Fig. 3-4). Tanyeli’s arguments are convincing. As 
the town plans displaying the urban fabric of the town in the 13th and 15th centuries 

Fig.	3
Plan	of	Tire	towards	the	End	of	the	13th	Century.
Source:	Tanyeli	U.,	Anadolu Türk Kentinde Fiziksel Yapının Evrim Süreci (11. – 15. yy.) [The	
Evolutionary	Process	of	the	Physical	Structure	in	Anatolian	Turkish	Cities	(11th	-	15th	c.)],	Ph.D.	
Thesis	in	Architecture	in	IIstanbul	Technical	University,	Istanbul	1987.
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indicate, Tahtakale district was probably previously occupied by the early settlements. 
However, Aydınoğulları did not develop the town from here. Instead, they formed dif-
ferent neighbourhoods located towards the slopes of Güme Mountain. Later, as the 
town also extended over the flatter areas, Tahtakale neighbourhood became a promi-
nent commercial centre. Most of the commercial activities and the construction of hans 
and bedesten gathered around here in the Ottoman period.

After summarizing and evaluating Armağan’s and Tanyeli’s claims, it can be argued that 
the commercial centre of Tire was inhabited during ancient times. Later, under Byzan-
tine rule, Tire became a smaller settlement as a part of Arkadiapolis, Hisarlık Village43. 
Local inhabitants did not abandon the town as they used this small settlement as a 
shelter when the Byzantines began to lose their central authority and Turkish infiltra-
tions increased44. Tanyeli states that, as a common tendency, the earlier settlement pat-
terns were not taken into account during urban development in the Byzantine period45. 
However, when the Empire’s central authority and military power in Western Anatolia 
began to weaken as a result of Turkish attacks, the distribution of settlement patterns 
from citadels to flatter areas shifted to the reverse46. This explains why Tire maintains 
traces of its earlier ancient settlements. As for Turkish rule of the town, it is likely that 
in the Principalities period Tire was chosen as a centre rather than Arkadiapolis because 
of its topographical conditions which provided relatively easy protection and security. 
Urban growth under Aydınoğulları rule took place on the sloping lands, reflecting their 
peripheral authority in the region47. When the Ottomans declared their absolute pow-

Fig.	4
Plan	of	Tire	during	the	Midst	of	the	15th	Century.
Source:	Tanyeli	U.,	Anadolu Türk Kentinde Fiziksel Yapının Evrim Süreci (11. – 15. yy.) [The	
Evolutionary	Process	of	the	Physical	Structure	in	Anatolian	Turkish	Cities	(11th	-	15th	c.)],	Ph.D.	
Thesis	in	Architecture	in	Istanbul	Technical	University,	Istanbul	1987.
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er and central authority in Anatolia, the urban development pattern in Tire expanded 
over flatter areas. Accordingly, the urban formation, organization and development, 
and in terms of physical constructs, architectural entities, of today’s Tire were mostly 
formulated under the rule of first the Aydınoğulları Principality and subsequently the 
Ottoman State.

the role of buIldIng complexes In shApIng the toWnscApe of tIre

Fig.	5
Distribution	 of	Mosques	 and	Neighbourhoods	with	 respect	 to	 Topographical	Conditions	 (after	
Aslanog ̆lu	and	Göksu).
Source:	I.	Aslanog ̆lu,	Tire’de Camiler ve Üç Mescit [Mosques	and	Three	Masjids	in	Tire],	Ankara	
1978,	and	E.	Göksu,	Formation and Alteration Process of the Small Town Centers in Anatolia, 
the Case Study of Tire, Unpublished	Masters	Thesis	in	City	Planning	in	Middle	East	Technical	
University,	Ankara	1985.
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Aslanoğlu argues that the urban setting of Tire displays similarities to Bursa, the early 
Ottoman capital48. Under the rule of the Aydınoğulları Principality, the town expanded 
over the southern terrain. At the same time, centres were formed at places where topog-
raphy permitted49. These small centres, scattered towards the west and north, were ac-
centuated by the building complexes around which neighbourhoods were formed (Fig. 
5)50. The Ottoman contributions seem to have affected the expansion towards the east 
and north in the 15th and 16th centuries and west in the 17th and 19th centuries. As 

Fig.	6
Distribution	of	Mosques	and	Neighbourhoods	with	Respect	to	Today’s	Town,	(after	Aslanoğlu	and	
Göksu).
Source:	I.	Aslanog ̆lu,	Tire’de Camiler ve Üç Mescit [Mosques	and	Three	Masjids	in	Tire],	Ankara	
1978,	and	E.	Göksu,	Formation and Alteration Process of the Small Town Centers in Anatolia, 
the Case Study of Tire, Unpublished	Masters	Thesis	in	City	Planning	in	Middle	East	Technical	
University,	Ankara	1985.
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we have seen, during the 20th century, Tire continued to develop northward towards 
the plain.

Considering the developments of the town in chronological order, during the 14th 
and 15th centuries building complexes and construction activities appear to have been 
concentrated in the centre. The centre was located along the Bahariye, Ertuğrul, Yeni 
and Cumhuriyet neighbourhoods, where many buildings dating from the medieval era 
could be traced. From the Principalities period in the 14th century, commercial activi-
ties took place in the centre which was constructed over the pre-existing grid pattern. 
The rulers of Aydınoğulları founded the Great Mosque and two hans, two hamams 
[baths] and shops near the Mosque in this area. Most of the commercial activities took 
place around this site. Towards the end of the 14th and in the early 15th century, more 
public building complexes were built nearby, such as the ones around Gazazhane and 
Hüsamettin Mosques. With these new edifices and additional functions included in 
the building complexes, the centre expanded axially towards the north. By the 16th 
century, the centre took its final form with the foundation of the Leyse Mosque and 
Lütfü Paşa Complexes in the Ottoman era51. The increase in the number of hans and 
the construction of a bedesten support the fact that Tire became the leading town in the 
region, functioning as a highly active marketing centre in the 16th century (Fig. 6).

Building activities also took place on the southern terrain of the town towards the coun-
tryside. The Hafsa Hatun Complex, dating to the Aydınoğulları, and Rum Mehmet 
Paşa, dating to the Ottoman period, were located on the eastern edge of the town. The 
Yavukluoğlu and Molla Arap Complexes founded under Ottoman rule were built on 
the western edge. Apart from those on the edges, other building complexes were scat-
tered linearly along the southern terrain, dating back to the 14th and 15th centuries like 
Kazirzade and Narin. These complexes comprising and facilitating various public serv-
ices, acted as small centres around which neighbourhoods formed. Over time, building 
complexes and their surrounding neighbourhoods expanded towards the centre. 

In addition to the complexes in the centre, some building complexes were located in 
the countryside near the town and closer to the centre on the sloping lands, such as 
the Karakadı Mecdettin (dating to the 14th century), Kazanoğlu (dating to the 15th 
century) and Yalınayak Complexes (dating to the 16th century). These were located on 
the flatter areas in comparison to the ones situated on the southern territory. However, 
they likewise acted as generators of neighbourhoods, in other words, small centres scat-
tered inside the town. Over time, these became closely connected to the centre due to 
the increasing population.

The building complexes on the edges, Hafsa Hatun, Yavukluoğlu, Molla Arap and Rum 
Mehmet Paşa and to a certain extent Yavukluoğlu, and the neighbourhoods formed 
and developed around them, are still within the countryside rather than the town 
centre. These buildings were deliberately constructed on the edges, probably to make 
neighbourhoods develop on the slopes of the mountain thereby assuaging security con-
cerns about invasions. However, as authority stabilized under the reign of the Otto-
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mans, from the middle of the 15th century the practical need for transportation, rapid 
development of the town and such like necessitated the development of the settlement 
to move towards the flatter areas. This is probably the reason why they could not act 
as important generators for the development and expansion of the town towards these 
locations. Their level of inhabitation decreased, although they were considered among 
the significant neighbourhoods of their period.

conclusIon

This study explored the role of külliyes, building complexes, on shaping the townscape 
of medieval Western Anatolia. Tire was chosen as a case study. The town had been an 
important centre in Western Anatolia from antiquity onwards. The traces of these early 
settled cultures can only be detected with the grid-iron pattern of Tire’s later commer-
cial centre, known as Tahtakale. Other remains from the ancient and later Byzantine 
period can be uncovered from the nearby lands of the town. The habitation of today’s 
town does not allow for further excavation.

The urban fabric of today’s Tire began to take shape under Turkish-Islamic rule. First, 
the Aydınoğulları Principality established the settlement on the sloping lands of Güme 
Mountain on the southern terrain and formed small centres around building com-
plexes. Later, under Ottoman rule, the town expanded towards the flatter eastern and 
northern areas with the formation of building complexes and new neighbourhoods. At 
the same time, the commercial centre of the town, around Tahtakale with hans and be-
desten, was thoroughly developed. Thus building complexes and commercial establish-
ments acted as important generators in the formation of new neighbourhoods and the 
development of those that already existed. In a way, they acted as focal points around 
which small centres were formed. The infrastructure was constructed to link these cen-
tres. Depending on these centres, the borders of the town expanded. Eventually, they 
not only contributed to the growth and expansion of the town but also, due to their 
locations, determined the pattern of the urban form and structure (Fig. 6). In this way, 
building complexes which were founded by members of the ruling institution in the 
medieval era encouraged and facilitated urban growth.

The preferred location of building complexes was closely related to the extent of the 
political and economic power of the ruling class. The Aydınoğulları Principality only 
managed to become a peripheral authority and settled the town on the sloping lands. 
It differed from the Ottoman, which succeeded in establishing a central authority in 
Anatolia. During Ottoman rule, the town expanded towards the flatter lands. The ef-
fects of these different ruling societies were reflected in their architecture and shaping 
of the townscape. These effects can also be studied from the architectural features. Dur-
ing the Aydınoğulları period, the compact building groups in the form of single build-
ings with multi-functions of the Anatolian Seljuk character, started to separate from 
each other. They tended to scatter and became loosely connected in an organic manner. 
Later, in the Ottoman era, when they became a central authority, building complexes 



42	 Çağla	Caner

became arranged more geometrically, tightly connected and organized in a more de-
tailed way. Accordingly, future research can study the plan layout, mass articulation, 
functional distribution and such like of building complexes with reference to different 
ruling groups.
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