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ABSTRACT

EVALUATION OF INTERVENTIONS IN WESTERN STOA OF
AGORA IN IZMIR

Conservation implementations in archeological sites should be applied in order
to better perceive the ancient remains. The implementations based on limited
information must be avoided if the necessary findings are not revealed. These
implementations should be executed in order not to damage the remains, should be
reversible and not prevent future conservation action. Although the interventions should
be compatible with original qualities with respect to form and material, they should be
distinguishable from the original parts.

In this study, the restoration implementations which started in 1932 and
continued sporadically until 2005 in the ancient Agora of Izmir are investigated. The
former restoration implementations had to be reinterpreted due to new findings during
the recent investigations. The aim is to introduce the restoration interventions carried
out in the Agora/West Stoa, and to evaluate them regarding present conservation
approaches. Architectural findings of the excavation are examined, documentation
studies are performed through field surveys, in addition original building components
and lateral interventions are analyzed.

In the evaluation, distinguishability of the new application, the compatibility of
the materials used and proper techniques, with existing materials, the availability for
future applications and reversibility of present interventions in order to allow necessary
rectification in future are taken into consideration. Accordingly, the interventions
between 1932 and 1944 are evaluated reversible and distinguishabile while materials
and techniques applied in the interventions are not compatible with the original. The
implementations applied between 2002 and 2005, are evaluated distinguishable,
compatible with original materials and techniques, available for future studies and

reversible.
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OZET

[ZMIR AGORASI BATI STOA MUDAHALELERININ
DEGERLENDIRILMESI

Arkeolojik alanlarda yapilacak koruma uygulamalar1 kalintilarin daha iyi
anlasilmasina yonelik olarak gerceklestirilmelidir. Yapilacak koruma uygulamalari
kazidan elde edilen bulgulara bagli oldugundan alanla ilgili tiim veriler ortaya ¢ikmadan
kisith bilgilerle uygulama yapmaktan kagimilmalidir. Bu uygulamalar, kalintilara zarar
vermeyecek sekilde planlanmali ve ileride yeni miidahalelere izin verecek bicimde geri
dontisebilir olmalidir. Miidahaleler bigim ve malzeme yoOniinden ozgiin niteliklere
uygun olmal1 ancak 6zgiin kisimlardan ayirt edilmelidir.

Bu ¢alisma kapsaminda, Izmir kentinin merkezinde konumlanan antik Agora’da
1932 yilinda baslayan ve gilinlimiize kadar araliklarla devam eden kazi ve koruma
caligmalar1 incelenmistir. Agora’da 1930’larda yapildig1 diisiiniilen restorasyon
uygulamalarinin 2002 yilinda baslayan kazi ve restorasyon ¢aligmalar1 kapsaminda elde
edilen yeni bulgularla yeniden degerlendirilmesi geregi dogmustur. Bu g¢alismanin
amaci, Agora / Bati Stoa’da 1930’larda yapilmig olan restorasyonlarin ve yeni
uygulama caligmalarinin tanitilmasi ve gliniimiiz koruma yaklagimlart dogrultusunda
degerlendirilmesidir. Calisma kapsaminda, kazi buluntular1 incelenmis, rolove
calismalari ile 6zgiin yap1 boliimleri ve farkli donem miidahaleleri tespit edilmistir.

Degerlendirmede, miidahalelerin 6zgiin kisimlardan ayirt edilebilir olmasi,
uygulamalarin 6zgiin malzeme ve detaylara uygunlugu, ileride yapilacak uygulamalara
uygun ve geri doniisebilir olmas1 dikkate alinmistir. Buna gore, ¢alisma kapsaminda,
1932 ve 1944 yillarinda gerceklesen uygulamalar geri dontisebilir ve 6zgilin kisimlardan
ayirt edilebilir olarak uygulanmis ancak 6zgiin malzeme ve detaylara uyulmadigi ve bu
nedenle ileride yapilacak uygulamalara uygun olamadigi anlasilmistir. 2002 ve 2005
yillar1 arasinda gergeklesen uygulamalar ise 6zgiin kisimlardan ayirt edilebilir, 6zgiin
malzeme ve detaylara uygun, ileride yapilacak miidahalelere izin verecek bicimde ve

geri doniigebilir bigimde uygulanmistir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Archaeological sites reveal the evidence of earlier settlements which had been
destroyed in the process of civilization. Whereas most of the archaeological sites were
abandoned completely some still remain in the modern settlements forming multi
layered cities. The archeological remains in the modern settlements have been
annihilated systematically in the duration of the development of the lateral cultures. In
these towns having the evidence of an ancient era, preservation and assessment of the
archeological heritage contribute to reveal the identity of the modern settlements.

The preservation of the archaeological monuments and findings has been
considered since the earliest international activities which was the “Madrid Conference”
held in 1904. After that the subject has been developed in many national and
international conferences thus comprising the regulations and limitations. Through these
conferences, concerning the understanding, maintenance, protection, restoration of the
archeological heritage, several types of legislation and procedures have emerged that
have a bearing on these operations. Among them, the Venice Charter (1964) first
mentioned the concept of the “site”. Moreover, it exposed the fact that measures
necessary for the permanent conservation and protection of architectural features must
be taken for the ruins. Furthermore, every means must be taken to facilitate the
understanding of the monument and to reveal it without ever distorting its meaning'.

Meanwhile rapid destruction of the ancient history in the cities came to the
attention of the Council of Europe in 1989. It was stressed that the evaluation of town
and spatial planning, housing development and major public works raised the problem
of protecting the archeological heritage”. It was due to increasing population, high
standards of living and large scale construction projects that seriously threatened the
archeological heritage in towns. Subsequently the idea of preservation of the ancient

property via functional link between ancient places and present day activities of

! The 15th Article of the Venice Charter “(WEB_1 2006)”

2 Recommendation No. R (89) 5 Concerning the Protection and Enhancement of the
Archaeological Heritage In the Context of Town and Country Planning Operations “(WEB 2
2006)”



performances rose’. The Council of Europe approved charter on the Use of Ancient
Places of Performance, which aims to preserve scientific data, while managing them in
the perspective of developments and cultural performances in 1997.

[zmir is an example of the mentioned multi layered cities which have been
accommodated by many civilizations. Considered to have started from the Hellenistic
era, many civilizations lasted continuously at the city. However, each of them destroyed
the evidences of the previous culture and only a few remains survive today. The ancient
Agora is one of the urban components of the Hellenistic and Roman city, which has
survived from the modern constructions possibly due to the existence of a cemetery on
them. Today the Agora archeological site is located in the historical district of
Namazgah neighborhood which can be defined as abandoned by its original inhabitants
in the process of the replacement of the center of the modern city. Surrounded by the
modern streets and desolated historical residences, conservation problems of the
archeological ruin had to be considered in recent years.

These problems can be grouped in four according to their concerns. To start with
the most important problem is the increasing security problem of the site especially in
the north lower galleries. The problems causing structural decay of the construction due
to weathering deteriorations after excavation may result in destructions. Likewise,
conservation of the original building materials should be considered. Another problem
is related with the exhibition of the site and findings. That is due to irrelevance about
the exhibition of the ruins and informing the visitors.

With the consciousness of these problems in addition to historic tourism and
cultural benefits of the region, the local governments have inspired the excavation and
restoration work carried out in the Agora. The problem of the study is defined as
identification and evaluation of the restoration implementations in the West Stoa of the
Agora. Regarding the development of the conservation approaches of the archeological
heritage, the conservation studies of the Agora of ancient Izmir has been introduced and
evaluated within this context.

The subject, aim, limits and method of the study is expressed in the first part of
the study. The second part examines the international recommendations and charters

concerning the preservation implementations of the archaeological sites. Present

3 Segesta Declaration (adopted at the end of the colloquy on "The conservation and use of ancient
theatres" organised at Segesta, Trapani, Palermo) 17-20 September 1995 “(WEB_3 2006)



situation of the Agora and the structures compromising the ruin are presented next.
Afterwards the restoration works carried out in 1930s and 1940s and recent
conservation studies and restorations were introduced and evaluated. These
implementations were examined regarding the international regulations. In the fifth part,
conclusions of the study and several conservation problems which must be measured

initially are stated.

1.1. Aim of the Study

The conservation decisions and interpretation of archaeological sites are
preceded by a detailed research and precise excavation works. The implementations
based on limited information must be avoided if the necessary findings are not revealed
during excavations. In this context, the restoration implementations in the ancient
Agora, izmir that had to be reinterpreted due to the recent investigations are the subject
of this study. The aim is to analyze, identify and evaluate the restoration interventions
during the 1930s and 1940s and introduce and evaluate the restoration implementations
between 2002 and 2005. Special emphasis is given to analyze the interventions in the
West Stoa since the structure had been exposed to miscellaneous interventions since the
ancient era. They are repairs after a destructive earthquake, alterations in planning,
structural and functional organizations in the Roman era and restoration
implementations in the scope of conservation studies in two different periods of recent

time.

1.2. Limits of the Study

This study refers to the determination of the state instead of proposals to the
conservation problems of the site. The techniques and data of the excavation were not
discussed within this context, whereas, the architectural components have been
analyzed in the scope of restitution studies. The restoration work, which had been
implemented, has been defined and evaluated regarding the international regulations
concerning the restoration implementations in the archaeological heritage. Investigation
and implementation works carried out in three independent periods reveal the influences

of the developments in the field of preservation of the archeological sites.



The similar examples including the restoration implementations in the Agoras
(such as Thessalloniki, Nysa, and Athens) have been searched. However, these
examples were not included to the context since appropriate data was not found in order

to make a comparative study.

1.3. Method of the Study

Method of the study includes field surveys and literature investigations. The
field surveys were carried out in Agora between July 2004 and August 2005. In the
scope of this study, site surveys aimed to document and analysis the original building
components and lateral interventions. The result of this analysis was published and
presented in the “Korumada 50 Y1l Sempozyumu” in the scope of this thesis “(Yaka et
al. 2005)”.

Documentation of the current situation of the east wall of the West Stoa was
performed in the scope of this thesis. After evaluation of the original structure,
reconstruction proposal for the stylobate and the east wall of the West Stoa was
executed according to the restitution studies. The reconstruction project of the stylobate
and east wall was prepared for the application and presented to the Izmir 1* Numbered
Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage.

Present conservation decisions were planned together with the conservation staff
of the Agora excavations. In addition, some parts of the reports concerning the
restoration implementations were prepared for the Izmir 1 Numbered Conservation
Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage in addition to the reconstruction project of the
stylobate of the West Stoa “(Tashalan et al. 2004, Taghialan 2005a, Taghalan 2005b)”.

Literature investigations included the scanning of some former and daily local
newspapers and publications concerning the Agora®. However, the publishing of the
previous investigations were restricted with the articles concerning the evaluation of the
findings except for the implementations of the 1930’s and 1940’s “(Miltner and
Selahattin 1934, Naumann and Kantar 1943, Duyuran 1945, Naumann and Kantar
1950)”. In addition, some publications concerning the history of izmir including
information about the Agora were mostly the repetition of the initial studies “(Gtiltekin

1951, Toks6z 1960, Akurgal 1995, Giil 1995, Giil 2005)”.

* Yeni Astr (September 1% 1933- August 31% 1934 and January 1* 1955- March 31* 1955)



In addition, international legal aspects and regulations regarding conservation of
archeological sites and restoration implementations have been investigated. The
chronological development of the preservation approach to archaeological heritage is
presented. This study aimed to understand the development process in the field of
conservation in archaeological heritage, which would contribute to evaluate the
interventions in the Agora. The chronological search of international charters and
regulations was carried out through former studies “(Binan 1999, Madran and Ozgéniil
1999, WEB 4 2006)”. In the scope of this study, restoration interventions are evaluated
in terms of the criteria which involve international regulations. These criteria are the
distinguishability of the new application, the compatibility of the materials used and
proper techniques, with existing materials, the availability for future applications and

reversibility of present interventions in order to allow necessary rectification in future.



CHAPTER 2

LEGAL AND ETHICAL ASPECT OF CONSERVATION IN
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

Conservation of monuments has a long history with various aims and aspects.
Scientific methods have been the concept of conservation implementations with the
increasing consciousness to the subject since the 19" century. Starting with this process
the concept of ethical and legal acts has become the subject of national and international
foundations. Initially main trusts were against illicit excavations considering, the safety
of information and findings, not to mention, in order to control and protect the
excavations from the unqualified persons. Later on, large scale construction projects in
the context of town and country planning threatened the archaeological sites. Therefore,
in the 1980’s legal revisions concerned that development projects should be designed
regarding a minimum impact on archaeological heritage.

In this chapter, first the international recommendations and charters concerning
the preservation and restoration of archaeological monuments will be examined, then
legal acts and regulations in Turkey will be pointed out in the scope of the
implementations in archaeological sites. Finally legal provisions and resolutions of local

disciplines concerning the Agora and its district will be defined.

2.1. International Charters and Documents Relating to the

Conservation of Archaeological Monuments and Sites

Protection of archaeological monuments is becoming more immediate since they
are under a greater threat of annihilation. As in every profession, there are some
standards and rules to ensure their protection. For hundreds of years national or
international discussions and documents have improved the concept of conservation.
The foundations of United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
(UNESCO), Council of Europe, International Council of Museums (ICOM),
International Council of Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS), International Centre for the

Study of the Preservation and Restoration of Cultural Property (ICCROM) have



contributed numerous conferences and discussions concerning the concept of principles
of preservation. The following documents and charters indicate the chronological
development of the preservation approach to archaeological heritage. The aim of this
study is to understand the development process of the preservation and restoration of
archaeological heritage. It is also aimed to present the limitations and criteria of the
restoration interventions in the archaeological sites.

One of the oldest guides for the preservation and restoration of ancient sites is
called “Recommendations of the Madrid Conference” and specified in the result of
“Sixth International Congress of Architects” held in 1904 “(WEB_5 2006)”. This
document set down earlier principles concerning architectural conservation. In this
document, monuments belonging to a past civilization were defined as ‘dead
monuments’. Interventions to these structures were so restricted that only strengthening
implementations were allowed in only indispensable situations to prevent their falling
into ruin. The interventions should appear with the same historical and technical value
of the monument itself.

“Carta del Restauro (Athens Charter)”, the first detailed document containing
recommendations on the protection of monuments was the conclusion of the First
International Congress of Architects and Technicians of Historic Monuments held in
1931 “(Erder 1975, Binan 1999,WEB_6)”. The charter introduced elaborate information
about the conservation of monuments. In the case of archeological sites, necessity of
conservation was stressed and when preservation of the findings is impossible,
reburying of them was recommended for the first time. It was specified that the historic
and artistic work of the past should be respected when restoration appears to be
inevitable. Accordingly, through analysis of the defects and decays should be
undertaken before any conservation work. On the contrary, use of modern techniques
and materials (such as reinforced concrete) was approved for the consolidation of
ancient monuments. The collaboration between the technical professions and
international organizations was recommended for the extensive conservation works. In
addition, the conference was convinced that education of young people was the best
guarantee for the protection of the monuments.

Nearly 50 years after the initial document on conservation of cultural heritage,
the first document peculiar to ancient remains “International Principle Governing the
Protection and Excavation of Archaeological Sites” was established as a consequence of

the General Conference of UNESCO at New Delhi in 1956 “(Madran and Ozgoniil



1999, WEB 7 2006)”. The conference focused on the maintenance of the findings in an
international uniform system. Certain common principles for archaeological excavations
and protection of the sites against constant excavations were considered. With this
document, some regulations concerning management of excavations and international
collaboration were awarded. Moreover, it was stated that antiquities should be exhibited
in the museums of the country where they were found. Regarding interventions,
restoration of archeological remains and objects should be exercised under the careful
supervision of each member state.

In 1964, increasing awareness of preservation and critical applications
necessitated a new thorough study of the Athens Charter “(Madran and Ozgoniil 1999,
WEB_1 2006)”. As a consequence of “II ™ International Congress of Architects and
Technicians of Historic Monuments” principles of the “Venice Charter” were approved.
The charter stated that the excavations should be executed according to the provisions
of International Principles awarded by UNESCO in 1956.

According to the Venice Charter, the aim of the conservation and restoration of
monuments is to preserve it as a document of history and work of art as well. It includes
fundamental decrees about the interventions in the archaeological sites. Accordingly,
any restoration work should aim to preserve and reveal the aesthetic and historic value
of the monument respecting original material and authentic documents. However,
consolidation of a monument can be achieved by use of modern techniques when
traditional techniques are not adequate. Reconstruction works should be stopped,
however, only reassembling of original pieces, anastylosis was allowed when the
unification material was identified. The charter gave emphasize on documentation of
the restoration and preservation works and encouraged publications.

“European Convention on the Protection of the Archeological Heritage” was
signed in 1969 to protect the earliest heritage of Europe which was under threat of
destruction “(Madran and Ozgoniil 1999, WEB_8 2006)”. Decisions of this document
were related with not only historical, but scientific values and aspects of the
archaeological sites. It focused on protection of the sites from illicit excavations to
prevent from loosing scientific knowledge. It recommended limiting the sites
unexcavated and keeping some reserve zones to be excavated in the future. To keep
scientific significance, archaeological excavations should be entrusted to qualified

persons, control and conservation of the archaeological objects and preparation of



scientific catalogue should be ensured for rapid and complete dissemination of scientific
information.

National and regional conventions had great influence on improving and
adopting the previous charters. The Convention of San Salvador called “Protection of
the Archeological, Historical and Artistic Heritage of the American Nations” was
awarded by the Organization of American States in 1976 “(Madran and Ozgoniil 1999,
WEB 9 2006)”. Aim of the convention was to ensure identification, registration and
protection of the archaeological heritage of American Nations. Maximum protection at
international level was stressed, which means to prevent the illegal international
transportation of cultural property and increase international cooperation between
American States.

In 1984, Council of Europe raised a considerable point at “Colloquy on
Archaeology and Planning” which emphasized the importance of integration of
archaeological considerations into the planning process to prevent any destruction
“(Madran and Ozgoniil 1999)”. Regarding effective protection of archaeological sites
collaboration of planners was required. Moreover, all planning legislations should be
considered to cover protection of the cultural heritage.

“Charter for the Protection and Management of the Archaeological Heritage
(ICAHM Charter), 1990” introduced that protection of the sites was inadequate with the
limited precautions “(Madran and Ozgéniil 1999, WEB_10 2006)”. This means a
qualified protection requires not only professionals involved in the protection of the
archaeological heritage but also cooperation of experts in survey, excavation, research,
maintenance, conservation, reconstruction, preservation and public access. Some
principles considering archaeological heritage management were also stated in this
charter.

The ICAHM Charter has brought new approaches in the survey and preservation
implementations of archaeological heritage. Considering destructive results of
excavation, it should be carried out in restricted arcas which are under the threat of
development, looting and natural deterioration. Accordingly, investigations should be
carried out with non-destructive techniques, if possible total excavations should be
avoided. The contribution of the presentation of the archaeological heritage to the
public, which raise the public interest to their preservation, was mentioned. However,
reconstructions should be done with great caution not to disturb any surviving

archaeological evidence. All sources of evidence should be examined before the



reconstruction to reflect the original characteristics of the monument. The
reconstruction interventions on archaeological remains should be identifiable.

“European Convention for the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage of
Europe” signed in 1992 stressed European archaeological heritage was seriously
threatened with unscientific excavations, major plan schemes and public awareness as
well as the natural risks “(Madran and Ozgéniil 1999, WEB_11 2006)”. According to
the convention, the need to protect the archaeological heritage should be reflected in
town and country planning, moreover public opinion about the importance of the
archaeological heritage and its threats should be developed by educational influence.

In 1995, the usage of some archaeological monuments became the subject of
“Segesta Declaration” “(Madran and Ozgéniil 1999, WEB_3 2006)”. The contemporary
use of some archaeological monuments, which could continue its original function such
as ancient theaters, was stated. Accordingly, this process would help linking the ancient
heritage and modern life which improve the use of monuments and adaptation with their
surroundings and public. Furthermore, artistic performances would be significant
income for maintaining excavation, conservation and restorations.

“Declaration of San Antonio (1996)” recommends more attention should be paid
to authenticity in archaeological sites due to increasing destructions through excavations
and implementations “(Madran and Ozgoniil 1999, WEB_12 2006)”. It recommends all
interventions and excavations in archaeological sites should be accompanied by
implementation of conservation and permanent preservation plan. It recommended to
ensure the protection of excavations continuously and to keep the authenticity of the rest
of the site in order to protect the accurate knowledge for later generations.

“The Burra Charter” adopted by Australian ICOMOS in 1999 keeps the
importance in the international level “(WEB_13 2006)”. It set standards and practical
advice about management, conservation, maintenance, restoration and reconstruction
processes of the cultural property. According to the charter, the aim of the
implementations should be to reveal the cultural aspects of the sites. The conservation
should respect the existing fabric, if any change is necessary to retain cultural
significance, it should be as little as possible and reversible in the contrary situations.
Traditional techniques and materials should be used for the conservation, however
modern techniques and materials can be used as well if they offer considerable benefits.

“Policy Statement on Restoration, Reconstruction and Speculative Recreation of

Archaeological Sites including Ruins” was approved by the English Heritage in 2001
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“(WEB_14 2006)”. This statement provides advice and criteria on the implementations
in the archaeological sites considering the destructive potential of restoration,
reconstruction or replication of historic fabric.

The aim of conservation is to keep the significance of the site and to avoid
damage therefore proposals for restoration, reconstruction or recreation should retain
the significance of the site. Furthermore the significance of what is affected must be
properly understood before alterations and repairs are proposed. Proposals should
depend on full understanding of the fabric of a site and should be framed within
comprehensive conservation strategy of the site. In addition, proposals for restoration or
reconstruction must not damage the original fabric or archaeological context of the site
since they should be available for future study. Proposals must be based on the best
available evidence and should not be based on speculations. They must be reversible if
need for future rectification. The restoration and reconstruction implementations should
be distinguishable from the original fabric.

ICOMOS Charter for “Principles for the analysis, conservation and structural
restoration of architectural heritage” was accepted in 2003 “(WEB_15 2006)”.
Considering conservation, reinforcement and restoration of architectural heritage
requires a multi-disciplinary approach, involving a variety of professionals and
organizations. This charter presents principles including the basic concepts of
conservation, as well as, the guidelines to help better conservation, strengthening and
restoration of structures.

Urgent site-structural-solutions can be required to stabilize the structure due to
problems during excavation. These implementations should be avoided to affect the
concept and form of the complete building. Implementation should be based on
observation of the structural damage and material decay, as well as, historical and
archaeological research. Further, the analysis of the structure should be taken into
account after the intervention. The implementations should be reversible in order to
allow (or not to limit) lateral measures with more knowledge. On the other hand, the
materials used in restoration should be in compatible characteristics with the originals
regarding the long term effects. Finally, all the activities including conservation,

analyzing and implementing should be documented.
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2.2. Legal Provisions about Conservation of Archaeological

Monuments and Sites in Turkey

Anatolia, which has been the land of many early civilizations, has attracted
investigators since the 18™ century. Because of the unconsciousness to previous cultures
and their ruins, many had been destroyed until legislative regulations were enacted.

In Turkey, legal regulation in the field of conservation began in the second half
of the 19" century with the Charter of Antiquites (Asar1 Atika Diizenlemeleri- Eski
Eserler Tiziigli). First arrangement in 1869 was concerned with archaeological
excavations. It was rearranged in 1874 and 1884 since the previous one was inadequate.
Afterwards the last “Asar1 Atika” was issued in 1906 “(Madran 2005, Akozan 1977)”.
The final act identified the monuments and aimed to protect them against illicit
excavations and illegal international transportation.

These regulations acted as the only preservation aids in the Republic era until
1973. On the other hand, two main progresses came into force in the scope of
preservation of monuments, in this period. First, “The Supreme Council of Immovable
Antiquities and Monuments (Gayrimenkul Eski Eserler ve Anitlar Yiiksek Kurulu)” was
established in 1951 by act no: 5805. Secondly, Venice Charter was approved
24.09.1967 by the same council with decision number 3674.

The new legislation act no: 1710 in 1973 was called “Act for Antiquities (Eski
Eserler Kanunu)” “(Akozan 1977)”. According to the first article of the act,
“archaeological site and ruins” were defined as a location which contains the remainder
of an ancient settlement or a former civilization, under earth or water, either known or
revealed. Third article specified all antiquities and monuments belong to the state.

Later on, act no: 2863, “Act for Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage
(Kiiltir ve Tabiat Varliklarint Koruma Kanunu)” came into force 21.06.1983.
Eventually some articles of the act were rearranged on 14.07.2004 with act no: 5226
“(WEB_16 2006)”.

The third article of the act defines cultural property as all movable or immovable
antiquities, under earth or water which is a matter of social life in the prehistoric periods
and gains authentic worth from the scientific and cultural side.

The sixth article describes the cultural property, among them rock tombs,

written, illustrated and embossed rocks, illustrated caves, mounds, tumuluses, ruin
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places, acropolis, necropolis, ruins (derelicts), aqueducts, water canals (flumes),
cisterns, wells, historical road ruins, milestones, holed stones, standing stones, altars,
basilicas, ruins of monuments and walls and mosaics can be counted as archaeological
artifacts.

Rights for making investigations, soundings, and excavations with the aim of
revealing the movable or immovable cultural properties are given to the Ministry of
Culture and Tourism (Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi) with the 35™ section. The same
section stated that permission to do excavations is given to the native or foreign
institutions by the decision of Council of Ministry in order that their scientific and
economic adequacy has been obeyed by the Ministry of Culture and Tourism.

The Supreme Council has pointed out implementations at the archaeological
sites over some resolutions for the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage
(Kiiltir ve Tabiat Varliklarim1 Koruma Yiiksek Kurulu). Preservation of cultural
properties and constituting spaces for exhibitions in the first and second degree
archaeological sites have been specified with the principle decision no: 572 dated
03.03.1998. Afterwards preservation and usage conditions of archaeological sites have
been declared with decision no: 658 dated 05.11.1999. Finally decision no: 702 on
15.04.2005, about the urban archaeological sites can be defined as legal supports of
preservation and usage conditions in archaeological sites.

Apart from national legal arrangements, the Republic of Turkey signed
“European Convention for the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage of Europe” in

May 2000 “(WEB_ 17 2006)”.

2.3. Legal Provisions about Agora and its Environment

[zmir, one of the oldest cities in Turkey has welcomed many civilisations which
forms the urban identity of the city. To ensure the protection of monuments national and
legal councils for the conservation of cultural heritage have forced some regulations in
[zmir.

One of these regulations was the “Kemeralti Urban Site” decided by The
Supreme Council for the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage with decision
no: 348 on 27.07.1984. According to the resolution, the Agora was included in this

urban site
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Placed in the Namazgah neighbourhood of the Ikigesmelik quarter in Konak
district, Agora was defined as a first degree archaeological site while its district was
inside the third degree with decision no: 3234 on 22.10.1991 by izmir 1* Numbered
Conservation Council of Immovable Cultural and Natural Heritage (Izmir 1 Numaral
Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Kurulu). Other archaeological remains in Izmir
such as the Theater, Stadium, Kadifekale, and Altinyol were evaluated as first degree
archaeological sites whereas their surroundings were in third degree via this decision.

Afterwards with decision no: 9728 on 30.01.2002 the Agora and its district were
reevaluated. According to the final regulation first degree archaeological site around the
Agora was enlarged west until Esrefpasa Street moreover the north side was enlarged in
order to include a multi-storied parking lot. On the other hand, the east and south
neighbouring blocks of the Agora were elevated to second degree (Figure 2. 1).

Finally, a Revision Development Plan for Conservation and Regeneration of
Agora and its Surrounding (1/1000 Olgekli Agora ve Cevresi Koruma Amagclh Revizyon
Imar Plan1) with the scale of 1/1000 was prepared by the izmir Municipality regarding a
1/5000 Development Plan for Preservation of Kemeralti and its District (1/5000 olgekli
Kemeralt1 ve Cevresi Koruma Amagcli Nazim Imar Plani1) “(WEB_18 2006)”. This plan
was approved by the Izmir 1* Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural

Heritage with act no: 645 on 29.06.2005.
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2.3.1. Principles and Targets of “Development Plan for Conservation

and Regeneration of Agora and its Surrounding”

Development Plan for Conservation and Regeneration of Agora and its
Surrounding includes the region of 1 Degree Archeological Site of the Agora, the 2™
Degree Archaeological Site surrounding it and 31 Degree Archaeological Site“(Batkan
2002)™.

The historical center Kemeralti, which is located on the ancient harbor filling,
the Theater, Kadifekale, and the Stadium, form the backbone of the ancient city. This
structure of ancient remains can be associated with the improvement of ancient roads.
Considering its location and topography the Agora has a significant potential to activate
the ancient sites of the city in addition to their development with their surroundings. For
this reason, the Agora is selected as the pioneer of the ancient remains to join into the
city as a part.

As mentioned above, the project is designed for preserving the Agora and its
surrounding as well as, rehabilitation and linking with the modern city. This study is
aimed to integrate the defined area to the urban life via bringing into safety. Within this
study, the poor fabric which blocks the perception of the Agora should be eliminated.
On the other hand, it is essential to preserve and reuse the buildings which are qualified

samples of the civil, official, and religious buildings.

> The article depends on the report of the “Development Plan for Conservation and Regeneration
of Agora and Its Surrounding” prepared by the Directorate of Historical Environment and Cultural
Property of the [zmir Municipality.
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CHAPTER 3

THE AGORA OF SMYRNA

The Agora® is one of the significant remains of the Roman monuments which
reach until today in Izmir. While other ruins do not remain today, the Agora survived
possibly due to a cemetery placed on it until 1932 “(Miltner and Selahattin 1934)”. The
finding of the ruins was surprising for the investigators because the existence of the old
city was completely forgotten at that time. Accordingly, the Roman Agora attracted
great attention of the public, media and the investigators. Although the excavation and
conservation studies were started in 1932, the site remained a problem which decreases
the urban quality of the city.

In this context, a brief summary of the historical development of ancient Izmir
(Smyrna) is stated. Then, the Agora and buildings (Basilica, West Stoa and East Stoa)
constituting the central area are introduced initially. Finally, the excavation and

conservation studies are presented, as well as, the evaluation of these studies.
3.1. Identification of the Agora in izmir

The Agora is situated in the historical section of Izmir that is in the
neighbourhood of Namazgah in Konak district. The Agora and its quarter is known as
“Mezarlikbasi\ Ikicesmelik” and surrounded by Basmane on the northeast and
“historical Kemeralti market” on the west. Mezarlikbas1 quarter is a traditional Ottoman

residence settlement which includes one of the urban identities of Izmir.

6 Agora is an open urban space for the public in every Greek city full of civic sociopolitical
activities as well as commercial functions. It constitutes the political, governmental, social,
commercial and occupational heart of the city. Roman forum is similar to an agora in many points.
Their function and spatial design were exposed to many changes in time thus a separation took
place between the governmental and commercial activities in the Hellenistic era “(Segal 1997)”.
From the architectural point of view, an agora is placed on a flat area and surrounded by
colonnaded galleries which protect people from sun light and rain, as well as, providing space for
their activities. Important buildings such as temples, fountains, altars, shops, basilicas and other
public buildings are placed around an agora “(Atasoy 2001)”
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Figure 3.2. Ruins of the Agora placed on the City Guide of Izmir Municipality.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

Figure 3.3. Plan of the Agora and its district.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

The Agora is located on the northwest skirts of “Ancient Pagos Mountain” and
ancient theater. It is placed on the east of Esref Pasa Street behind a block of old houses
(Figure 3.1), (Figure 3.2). To arrive at the Agora, 920 Street or 816 Street starting from
Esref Pasa Street must be followed to the east. Intersection of these two streets is the
best view point of the ancient public place. Placed on the north of 943 Street, it is
restricted with 816 Street on the east whereas the north and west sides are encircled by

old, damaged and desolated houses (Figure 3.3).
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3.1.1. Historical Investigation of the Agora

The ancient history of Izmir can be investigated under two periods. To start
with, the first settlements are rooted to 3000 BC. on a small peninsula like other
Hellenistic cities (such as Milet, Foga, Klazomenai, Miletos) “(Akurgal 1987, Canpolat
1953)”. Today the remains which constitute a “hdyiik” are located at “Tepe Kule”. The
city was composed of rectangular residential units, constructed with mud-brick walls on
stone foundations “(Akurgal 1987)”. The excavations findings match with the first and
second layer of Truva. Accordingly, Izmir was among the most developed cultures in
West Anatolia “(Toksdz 1960)”. Captured by Aiolians (1600 BC), rich commerce
activities improved the settlement as a harbour city. Then Ions governed the city (1015
BC) until it was destroyed by the Lydians (628 BC). Afterwards, the population
scattered around Izmir, constituting small villages “(Cadoux, 2003)”.

The second period started with the re-establishment of the settlement on the
northwest skirts of Mountan Pagos. After the conquest by Alexander the Great, Smyrna
and neighbouring cities reached a peacetime and their populations grew. Since the
peninsula was not large enough for development of such a big city, a new city was built
in 334 BC “(Cadoux, 2003, Toks6z 1960, Akurgal 1995)”. The settlement with harbour
and acropolis was formed with a Hellenistic City organization “(Calder 1906)”. izmir
was ruled by the Kingdom of Pergamum, until the Roman Empire (133 BC).

The Agora includes archaeological remains of great significance for ancient
Smyrna. It was erected during the reestablishment of Smyrna on its current spot in the
early Hellenistic era. According to the historian Strabon’ Smyrna was the most beautiful
Ionian city with many public buildings such as temple, gymnasium, hospital, bath,
agora, and stadium (Figure 3.4). A small settlement was on Mt. Pagos, while a
significant amount was around the harbour. Roads were perpendicular to each other and
well furnished “(Akurgal 1995)”. Today existence of some Roman monuments is
known from some ruins. They are the theater and stadium at the base of Pagos,
aqueducts in Sirinyer, part of a Golden Road (Altin Yol), Agamemnos Baths in Balgova
and the Agora in Namazgah “(Cakmakc¢i and Erdem 2002, Tulunay 2002)”. Smyrna

was destroyed many times due to earthquakes one of the most destructive was in 178

7 Strabon (64 BC. - 24 AD.), Greek historian geographer, originally from Amasya, in Asia Minor.
He traveled through the main provinces of the Roman Empire, starting his journey in those
Mediterranean provinces “(WEB_19 2006)”

20



AD. Afterwards reconstruction of the city was supported by Marcus Aurelius. Thus, the
Agora was among the buildings reconstructed “(Toks6z 1960)”.

Reported by Naumann and Kantar, the Agora in Namazgah neighbourhood is a
Roman state agora. Since the Agora is settled far away from the ancient harbor, the
explored ruins could not be considered as a trade agora®. The Basilica placed in the
Agora was used as a law court, city hall and council, which lead to the identification of
the function as a state agora. Furthermore state agoras had a religious sense as a place of
prayer “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Discovered in the previous excavations, many
inscriptions and sculptures of the gods prove this. In other words, in the Roman period
the Agora was the most important public place of the city besides its holiness, many
discussions, judgments and determinations concerning the destiny of the city occurred
there.

Today the Agora is the best preserved part of Smyrna. While all other remains
from the ancient city have been destroyed by modern constructions, the central part of
the Agora remained untouched. That is because a Byzantine and Ottoman cemetery was
placed on it. Finally, it is important to mention that, although ruins lead to the last

period of the Roman era, some building parts belong to the Hellenistic Period as well.
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Figure 3.4. Plan of Roman Smyrna.
(Source: Naumann and Kantar 1943)

8 According to Vitruvius, agoras should be separated according to function such as commercial
and governmental, hence trade agoras should be placed near the harbor “(Vitruvius 1998)”.
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3.1.2. Planning Characteristics of the Agora

The Agora is located according to the Hippodamian grid plan of the ancient city
“(Taghalan and Drew-Bear 2006)” (Figure 3. 5). It was established from the southeast to
the northwest on the sloping ground. To ensure flat land for the central area western and
northern structures were constructed with one floor below’. These substructures face in
opposite directions and they have direct connection with the ground, hence they are
called lower galleries instead of basement. Measuring 130 m by 78 m, the central area is
surrounded by the Basilica on the north and two stoas on the west and east sides. As
stated before the south of the area is bounded with 943 Street hence certain measures of
the central area remain doubtful (Figure 3. 6).

The central area is estimated to be 130 m x 130 m and was covered with marble
tiles. It was surrounded by colonnades on four sides underneath three steps of stylobate
to ensure entrance to the buildings. Two floored galleries encircle the open central area.
There were temples and altars dedicated to various gods and goddesses in different parts
of the area “(Taslialan 2005¢)”. That is, Aelius Aristeides'® mentions a Zeus Altar in the
Smyrna Agora “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Situated in the Hippodamian grid plan,
straight roads of the city reach the Agora from many points. From west to east, the
Agora was disparately divided into two parts.

In its current state the lower ground floor level of the West Stoa and Basilica are
the most preserved parts of the Agora (Figure 3.7). Today colonnades with column
capitals and arches bearing the ground floor deserve attention. The lower galleries of
these two structures remain uncovered on the north and west of the central area. The
East structure is preserved unexcavated under a modern street except for the northeast
corner.

Reconstructed West Gate stands on the southwest corner of the Agora. The West
Gate is considered to be the border of the Agora but without much doubt the south part

remains are covered by the Agora Park “(Taglialan and Drew-Bear 2005)”.

? In Hellenistic times terraces at rugged terrain were bordered and defined by stoas adapted to the
natural contours by building one or two floor below facing the opposite direction “(White 2001)”.

10 Aelius Aristides was a popular orator who lived during the Roman Empire (AD 117 - 181).
Apart from his orations and lectures, he also wrote a very different account called the Sacred
Tales. During his stay in Izmir, he met Marcus Aurelius when that emperor visited Asia Minor.
Afterwards, he wrote a letter to the king begging for assistance, after Smyrna had been devastated

by an earthquake “(WEB_20 2006)”.
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Figure 3. 5. Investigation of hippodamian grid plan of Smyrna.
(Source: Taghalan and Drew-Bear 2006)

A:Basilica

B:West Stoa F:Storage
C:West Gate G:Office for Architectural Investigations
D:East Stoa H:Office for Investigation and Conservation

Figure 3. 6. Site Plan of the Agora.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavation, 2002)
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Figure 3.7. General view of the Agora from north to south.

3.2. Basilica

The Basilica'' is placed on the north side of the central area, extending from east
to west (Figure 3.7). It was located at the warmest point of the city, open to the south
sun, as stated by Vitruvius “(Vitruvius 1998)”. A Roman road is placed along the north
facade and ruined arches on the west corner of the Basilica form a passage to the West
Stoa’s lower galleries.

The exact construction date of the Basilica is not known, although many major
periods of construction can be observed. It is definite the West Stoa and northern
structure were built simultaneously in the Hellenistic era “(Naumann and Kantar
1943)”. The earliest north structure, which is defined as “stoa” by Laroche, was turned
into a basilica in Roman times “(Tashalan and Drew-Bear 2006)”. It was probably
destroyed by an earthquake in 178 AD. and reconstructed in a short period. Today’s
ruins lead to the last period of the building, so previous functions and reconstructions
are not known. Basilicas placed in agoras were used as courtyard, parliamentary
building, city hall and business establishment in Roman time. An exedra placed on the
west side of the Basilica functioned as a courtyard “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”

(Figure 3.8).

' Basilica is a type of building with a central nave and two aisles on each side formed by two
rows of columns. In Roman times basilicas were the site of business transactions and legal
proceedings, over time the building type was adapted to churches. It was also used as a court of
justice, an assembly hall, or an exchange “(WEB 21 2006)”. When a rectangular roofed hall is
used to apply justice, the judge is placed on one short side of the building in addition a sculpture of
a god or the emperor is placed in a round niche “(Hasol 2002)”
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Figure 3.8. Elevated arch for the exedra placed on the west side of the Basilica.

Figure 3.9. A sample of graffiti.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2003)

As the largest structure in the Agora, the Basilica gains significance not only in
the environs of Izmir, but also in the world. With the dimensions of 160 m by 28 m, it is
the largest known basilica of a Roman town after the basilica of Trajan in Rome.
“(Taghalan and Drew-Bear 2005)”. Other factor which gives rise to the Basilica is
unique graffiti found on the plasters of the walls. Graffiti in the Basilica reveal

considerable information about daily life in Roman times. Since all written sources of
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the investigations of the ancient era were religious and governmental writings these
graffiti obtain significance “(Taslialan 2005¢)” (Figure 3.9). In order to protect these
plasters from weathering, walls and abutments of the Basilica were covered with a

temporary protection roof (Figure 3.7).

3.2.1. Planning Characteristics of the Basilica

Judging by the remains uncovered during excavations there was a Roman
basilica (Figure 3.10). It stood with three floors covered by a timber roof which was
elevated over the middle aisle “(Miltner and Seldhattin 1934)”. The ground floor was a
big hole that consisted of three aisles, the one in the middle measured 12.40 m and was
larger than the other aisles which measured 5.75 m. West corner of the middle aisle was
elevated 1 m from the ground and limited by walls on the south and north sides. Used as
a court, the entrance of the exedra was from the south aisle “(Naumann and Kantar
1943)”.

The north side of the hole ended with a 160 cm thick wall and was insulated
from the outside except for some windows viewing the city and harbour. On the
contrary, the colonnaded south facade was open to the central area, emphasized with a
monumental gate in the middle “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Second story was
decorated with reliefs between the red colored bres marble columns “(Tashalan and
Drew-Bear 2005)”.

In its current state, east and west parts of the Basilica, are more intact then the
middle part of the structure. Although the upper structure of the lower gallery on the
middle was destroyed, the flooring system and even the columns stand on the east and
west sides.

The Basilica draws attention with red (bres) columns five of which stand on the
east and seven on the west. Some columns remain with ornaments of white marble
plasters on the east and west sides (Figure 3.11). They are located according to the axes
ranging between 5.15 m to 5.25 m. Ruins of stylobate steps and the monumental
entrance also remain in certain parts of the structure. East of the Basilica was could not
be evaluated since it was destroyed by former settlements still in function today. Unlike
the east, the west part is clearly identified as exedra due to elevated arches in the middle

aisle (Figure 3.8). Today the lower ground floor contains the most ruins of the Basilica.
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Figure 3.10. Ground Floor Plan and Lower Ground Floor Plan of the Basilica.
(Source: Taghialan and Drew-Bear 2005)

Figure 3.11. Bres marble columns of Basilica ornamented with white marble on two sides.
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Stairs stepping down from the West Stoa provided vertical connection to the
lower galleries. Lower ground floor consisted of 3 galleries divided by walls from west
to east. With two gates on the north gallery, the lower galleries were opened to a Roman
road located along side the Basilica (Figure 3.12).

The lower part of the Basilica has the same dimensions as the ground level and
consists of three galleries. First gallery was 160 m long, totaling 11 m wide and
consisted of two aisles divided by abutments. This gallery was lightened with the
window openings on the south wall through the stylobate. The south wall, buried to the
soil, gives a passage to the West Stoa next to stairs climbing to the central area. North
side was restricted with a 1.40 m thick wall with 19 passage ways through the next
aisle. Middle gallery was a continuous corridor along the structure in a west-east
direction and turned north in the last axis to end in a passage to the street. Here ruins of
shops belonging to Byzantium period remain along the walls on two sides “(Genger
1999)” (Figure 3.13). North gallery was divided into many sections which were directed
through the Roman road (Figure 3.12). Five shops, which are rectangular spaces that
measure 4 m to 5.50 m, were placed on the north and east corners. Between these shops,
a long gallery was placed from west to east. The north Gates of the Agora, which
opened to the middle gallery, was located on two sides of this gallery. However, the
gate on the west placed at east of the shops still stands while the other gate on the east
are mostly nonexistent. Distance between these two gates is 80 m, which probably leads
to the measure of parallel roads of the grid plan “(Tashalan and Drew-Bear 2006)”.
Apart from long and mysterious galleries located in a west to east direction, another
gallery on the west was placed in a north to south direction.

Actually, there is no certain concept regarding the function of the lower galleries
of the Basilica except for some shops on the north fagade and an altar placed on the
west corner of the Basilica. Naumann and Kantar stated that the lower ground was not
constructed for functional uses conversely, it was built in order to smooth the central

area and ensure adaptation to the sloping land “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.
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Figure 3.13. Byzantine shops placed on the middle gallery of the Basilica.
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Figure 3.14. View from the lower west gallery of the Basilica, a fireplace on the north ends the gallery.

Lower galleries contain an entrance with two doors to another gallery located in
a north-south direction under the exedra (Figure 3.14). This gallery is distinctive from
the other structures of the Agora with its qualified stonework. In addition, it reveals the
earliest phase of the structure, as well as, the Basilica and the West Stoa. According to
the restitution studies, this gallery was probably built as an inner street which connects
the west Gate to the street on the north of the Basilica. In addition, it exposes the earlier
phases of the Basilica and the West Stoa as seen in Figure 3.15.

Indeed, the 4m wide gallery was thought to be a holy place due to an addition of
late era which is a rubble stone structure plastered and painted with figures like an altar
“(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Although the altar does not remain today, old
documentations reveal the existence of it (Figure 3.16). Besides the altar, a fountain,
which was still in function until a few years ago, was placed on the west wall. North

section of the gallery ends with a fireplace dated to Ottoman period.

30



,,,,,,

mterior street passage

earlier state
the West S

WEST STOA

| [¥] [¥1 [ [¥1 [¥] [V ||| [¥1 W1 [¥1 I¥] (W1 [¥1 [¥1 001 [0 9] |
BASILICA

Grey: Former Structure
Black: Basilica

correspondence between the thick arches
and the walls of the former building
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Figure 3.16. Documentation and reconstruction drawings of the altar.
(Source: Naumann and Kantar 1943, Taslialan and Drew-Bear 2006)

3.2.2. Construction Technique of the Basilica

Built on a sloping area with three floors, the lower ground floor was partially
buried in the soil on the south side. The structure is recognized with two floors from the
central area and three floors from the north side. The Basilica was constructed with a
masonry system and covered with two layers of plaster at certain areas, hence different
construction periods are observed. Masonry walls of the south gallery are supported
with arches added to the structure later (Figure 3.17). The south gallery is divided into
two aisles by the abutments of sequential arches, which were also subsequently
strengthened (Figure 3.18). The openings of these arches are 5 m and they are located
with a distance of 2.60 m. Moreover, each abutment is connected with small arches in a
east-west direction. At the east and west corners arches are placed 4.50 m away from
the masonry wall which requires a special system peculiar to corners. At the corners 2
arches were intersected and the structure was supported with half arches which created
crossed arches. Two crossed arches conversely supporting each other were placed at the
west and east corners of the south gallery (Figure 3.19). These arches were probably

built during the construction of the Basilica.
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Figure 3.17. South aisle of the lower ground of the Basilica.

Figure 3.18. Abutments of arches which were strengthened subsequently.

33



Figure 3.19. Crossed arches placed south west corner of the Basilica.

On the south wall, windows opening to the second step of the stylobate were
observed between each arch. There are three windows, the middle is larger than the
others (Figure 3. 21), (Figure 3. 20). Short walls were built between abutments in front
of each window which leads to the idea that they were for storing water coming from
the windows.

The upper structure of the south gallery was covered with different construction
systems. Stone flooring system on the arches were observed on the west part of the
south gallery (Figure 3.22). On the other hand, the middle gallery was covered with
vaults between arches from north to south. The middle gallery was restricted with 140
cm thick walls bearing the vault which continues along the gallery for 160 m. In its
current state, the vault is partially collapsed in the middle of the gallery. As stated
before, the south gallery was constituted of rectangular shops which were covered with
vaults directed south to north. The gallery placed between the North Gates was covered
with a vault and supported with arches with a distance of 4m. This part of the upper

structure is completely damaged due to modern houses placed on it.
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Figure 3. 20. View of the windows from the lower gallery.

Figure 3. 21. Window openings through the steps of stylobate.

Another arched gallery remains in the west. Here the construction system is
distinguished from other parts of the Basilica because the stone work of the walls and
arches are more deliberate. Walls were built at emplecton with rubble stone filling and
cut stone covering'’. Arches remain with the distance of 1.50 m and stone plates which

are placed on them as in the Figure 3.22.

12 Emplecton is a kind of masonry in which the outer faces of the wall are ashlar, the space
between being filled with broken stone and mortar (WEB_22 2006).

35



Figure 3.22. Flooring system bearing on the arches.

The ground floor of the Basilica was surrounded by stone masonry walls on the
south, north and east sides. A three aisled hall was divided with bres marble columns
with the axis distance of nearly 5.20 m. According to Naumann and Kantar this distance
was too long for stone beams so the roof was constructed with timber beams
“(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. South facade was formed by colonnades with the
distance of 2.50 m.

Some parts of the structure were founded with mortars. Especially, the lower
ground floor walls and abutments were covered with two layers of plasters. This is
significant in many views. Not only reveal Roman techniques but also reflect different
levels the construction periods of the building.

First of all plasters on the walls and abutments of the south gallery are unique
from the view of ancient era investigations because of the graffiti on them. Here
masonry walls were covered by at least two layers of lime plaster and graffiti is
observed on each “(Silver 2003a)”. The graffiti was made in two ways, they are, by
incision in the plaster and by inking on the surface of plaster” “(Silver 2003b)”.
Gladiator performances, sailing boat pictures, love and wishes, competition between
Ephesus, Pergamon and Smyrna were among the subjects of the figures “(Taslialan
2005c)”. Indeed graffiti reveals many aspects of social life in the Roman era from the

public view.

" The ingridents of the black ink was identified by Prof. Richard Wolbers, University of Delaware
in June, 2003. The graffiti was made by extensivey iron-gall ink and carbon-based material like
charcoal was found in a few areas “(Silver 2003b)”.
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Subsequently mortars found and documented in previous excavations are also
necessary to mention. The west gallery was thought to be a holy place due to a rubble
stone masonry structure plastered and painted like an altar. It was a mass in front of the
south wall of the gallery, plastered with gypsum, lime and gravels. Two levels of
plasters painted with figures were observed. Lower layer was painted with flowers and
leaves, upper level was painted with animal figures around an altar with fire “(Naumann

and Kantar 1943)”.

3.3. West Stoa

Two stoas' bound the central area of the Agora on the east and west sides, the
one located in the west is called the West Stoa. It is situated between the Basilica and
West Gate constituting a colonnaded fagade (Figure 3.23). The West Stoa is surrounded
by new settlements on the west and south sides. The structure intersects the Basilica
perpendicularly on the northwest corner of the Agora. Ruins of a hall covered with
mosaics were found on the west side of the building “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.
West Stoa ends with the West Gate on the south, however, little is known about the
southern part of the structure behind the West Gate.

Although there is no exact written document about the construction date of the
building, it is clear that the West Stoa is dated to Hellenistic times. Construction
technique of some building parts, such as east wall of the structure, reveal the era of the
stoa (Figure 3.24). In its current situation, many construction systems are observed over
the structure. These different techniques are because of reconstructions after
earthquakes in different eras'’. These reconstructions altered the structure in not only
the structural system but also architectural characteristics of the structure (Figure 3.15).

Dated to the Hellenistic era, the West Stoa gains importance by revealing the
construction style and architectural planning of its era. Its east wall on the lower gallery

shows significant architectural details like mouldings and windows peculiar to the

' Stoa is mostly placed around the agora to protect people from sun and rain. It is a longitudinal
colonnaded building, one long side is formed by colonnades while the other sides are enclosed
with walls. This type of building developed due to the climatic reasons which allowed people to
gather round, chat, and walk through. In Hellenistic times stoas were the most important political
components and symbols of the agoras “(Ersoy 1998)”. Courtyard and council meetings were
arranged and official documents were stored in stoas “(Atasoy 2001)”

15 Smyrna had many earthquakes, the most documented was in 178 AD.
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structure (Figure 3.24). Secondly, the West Gate reveals a crucial historical event with a
bust of a woman on its arch (Figure 3.25). This woman is thought to be the wife of
Marcus Aurelious, Faustiana the young'®. The bust of Faustina probably was sculptured
on an arc of the West Gate when the Agora was reconstructed after the earthquake in

178 AD. expressing their gratitude to Marcus Aurelious “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.

Figure 3.24. East wall of the West Stoa dated to Hellenistic era.

16 Marcus Aurelious was the Emperor of Rome (121-180). When Smyrna was destroyed by an
earthquake, he generously assisted the Smyrnaeans in rebuilding their town “(WEB_20 2006)”.
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Figure 3.25. Keystone of the West Gate with a bust carved on it.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

3.3.1. Planning Characteristics of the West Stoa

The West Stoa was a three aisled Roman Stoa with two floors and a lower
ground floor. It was planned with a grid plan measuring 75 m x 18.7 m *“(Laroche
2003)” (Figure 3.26). The structure is buried in the soil on the east and south sides, and
bordered by a wall on the west side conversely the north side was connected to the
Basilica. Eventually the structure was faced to the central area of the Agora, hence stairs
of stylobate led through the semi- open structure.

Although not much is known about the earlier stoa buildings in the Agora, some
building parts belonging to Hellenistic times reveal some knowledge. Evaluation of
remains pointed out the West Stoa was constructed with two aisles (Figure 3.15). The
Northwestern Gate placed next to the Basilica was the starting point of a Hellenistic
street which is located on the lower ground floor from north to east “(Tashalan and
Drew-Bear 2006)” (Figure 3.27). On the west side of this street, remains of another
structure which had many passages was found. In the Roman era, the Hellenistic street
was added to two aisles of the structure, therefore the West Stoa was turned into a three

aisled Stoa (or possibly a Basilica'’).

"7 An ancient inscription was translated by G. Petzl mentioning about two Basilicas of the Agora
“(Petzl 1990)”.
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Figure 3.26. Plan of the West Stoa
(Source: Taglialan and Drew-Bear 2005)

Figure 3.27. North entrance of the Hellenistic street.

It constituted a 75 m long colonnaded fagade ornamented with corinth capitals
“(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Upper floor was ornamented with godroned capitals and
columns which were connected to each other with arches from east to west “(Taslialan
et al. 2004)”.

Lower ground floor consisted of 3 galleries divided by abutments from a north-
south direction. There is no direct connection between the basement and ground floor of
the West Stoa. A passage on the north of the east aisle ensured connection with lower
galleries of the Basilica and stairs to the ground floor (Figure 3.28). Lower ground
galleries of the West Stoa were separated with walls and were turned into cisterns in the

Roman era. Placed on the south 5 different spaces constitute 3 cisterns (Figure 3.26).
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Due to the existence of cisterns many water channels were inserted in the West Stoa
from the south.

In its current state, the West Stoa exists with its basement floor arches according
to a grid plan. All remains that of the ground floor are some columns and their bases.
Sixteen columns placed on the stylobate constitute the south facade of the building
(Figure 3.29). These columns and stylobate are due to previous interventions which had
not been documented. In addition, remains of new interventions, such as reconstruction
of West gate and stylobate, are also observed in the south.

The lower ground floor located from north to east, consisted of an arched
gallery. With the distance differing between 218.5 cm and 297 cm, each arch abutment
was connected to the next one by another arch. As stated before the south parts of the
structure consist of cisterns bordered with walls (Figure 3.30). Other parts of the
galleries were connected to each other. Of the rest, the east aisle is the longest and was
connected to the Basilica through a passage to the north. It is restricted with a wall on
the east which is another remain from the Hellenistic era. There is a platform founded in
the middle of the aisle bearing to the south wall (Figure 3.31). This building part shows
the lateral ground levels of the structure. Recent excavations revealed water channels
located in the center, as well as, various water pipes on different ground levels of the
aisle “(Tashialan 2004)”.

On the other hand, most of the middle aisle is occupied by cisterns. This part is
connected to aisles on two sides and the north and south sides are bounded by walls.
Here, square structures forming two lines and water channels were found insitu on the
ground covering (Figure 3.32). Although the covering remains undefined, it is clear that
it is related with water. Today a trace of a stair place is still recognizable on the north
wall of the middle aisle (Figure 3.32). These stairs are considered Hellenistic or early
Roman stairs of the West Stoa. Meanwhile a door opening placed on the northwest

connects the space to the Hellenistic gallery placed on the west of Basilica.
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Figure 3.29. West Stoa remains with columns and arches of lower ground floor.
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Figure 3.31. East aisle of the West Stoa.
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Figure 3.32. Undefined findings on the ground and traces of a stair place on the wall are displayed on the
north side of the middle lower gallery.

The west aisle of the lower galleries also has cisterns except for the north part.
This part is connected with a middle aisle and restricted with walls on the west and
south sides. The south wall is ornamented with motifs of shields while the north wall
was destroyed in modern time. That is why the west aisle was unified with the gallery
placed on the north of the Basilica. The west side is bordered with a wall which has
some door openings dated to Hellenistic times. Behind the west wall a Roman water
channel was constructed. Inside the channel, tiles were placed from south to north and

Hellenistic doors were used as intervention gates “(Tashialan 2004)”.

3.3.2. Construction Technique of the West Stoa

The West Stoa was constructed with a masonry system on the sloping area with
a lower ground floor to ensure a terrace to the Agora. It is a three aisled, three floored
stoa with a timber roof. Three aisles were formed with two lines of colonnades which
consisted of 16 columns while the facade consisted of 31 columns. Each three columns
composing two arches with the measure of 5 m on the facade was matched to two
columns on the inner lines “(Laroche 2003)”. This difference was because of the timber

flooring and roofing system “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.
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The structure collapsed many times due to earthquakes and was reconstructed
afterwards. Lower ground floor was buried in the soil except for the north side. The
south wall continues 75 m from north to south and constitutes the earliest construction
of the structure. However, 14 m of south side was hidden behind the walls of cistern 1.
Constructed with cut stone in the Hellenistic era, it reveals the earlier construction
system. Mouldings on the wall, which were to carry the bearing load of the beams,
reveal a timber beamed structure instead of arched in the earlier period (Figure 3.33).

It is clear that the arched system was added to the structure instead of a timber
system later on. The traces of arched system still remain today and probably dated to the
reconstructions after the destructive earthquake in 178 AD “(Laroche 2003)”'®. Between
each arch, windows, which opened to the steps of the stylobate, are located. These

windows were probably for lightening and airing the space (Figure 3.33), (Figure 3.34).

Figure 3.33. Hellenistic era south wall, mouldings and windows still remain in some parts.

8 Other possibility is the arched system probably constructed while the Basilica was constructed
in the early Roman era “(Taslialan and Drew-Bear 2006)”
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Figure 3.35. Each arch abutment is connected to the next with a smaller arch.

Lower ground floor consisted of 3 aisled galleries formed with arch abutments.
Each arch was connected with the next one through north and south directions (Figure
3.35). Over the arches stone beams were placed to form a ground floor of the structure.
On the other hand, the upper structures of the cisterns were built with vaults directed
from south to north except in cistern 1 (Figure 3.26). Placed on the southeast and middle
aisle, cistern 1 was covered with vaults built between each arch in the east west

direction.
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3.4. The East Stoa

East Stoa is placed on the east side of the open area. However, the north corner
of the structure partially exists today (Figure 3.36). The structure remains under 58
Street which restricted the excavation and investigation studies.

Results of the excavation studies revealed two floors and a two aisled Stoa.
Moreover, the findings were similar to the materials of the stylobate. Therefore, it is
considered that both east and west stoas were constructed with the same characteristics
except for the lower galleries “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. That is, no connection
with the East Stoa and lower galleries of the Basilica have been found yet.

Today, the lower steps of the stylobate constitute the ruins of the East Stoa. The

wall on the structure separates the site from the modern road (Figure 3.37).

Figure 3.36. North corner of the West Stoa.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)
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Figure 3.37 A view from the north side to the south.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

3.5. Excavations and Conservation Studies in the Agora

The earliest excavation investigations in the Agora started in November 1867 as
Umar stated in the footnotes of the “Destanlar Cagindan 19. Yiizyila Izmir”. The Agora,
then, was used as a cemetery, some columns were standing in-situ on the north and east
borders (Figure 3.38). Lower parts of the columns buried in the soil were excavated.
However, the excavations remained limited since the area was surrounded by buildings
and graves “(Oikonomos and Slaars 2001)”. For this reason excavations were not
continued and the remains were left unidentified.

After the foundation of the Turkish Republic, the urbanization activities of Izmir
started. In the scope of these activities, transportation of the cemeteries in the city and
turning them into parks had been stipulated with the act of “Hygiene” “(Goksu 2002)”.
While the cemetery in Namazgah neighbourhood had been emptied by these
implementations, the marble columns and tablets (epigraphs) lead to the existence of a

historical site “(Yeni Asir 1932, Goksu 2002)”.
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Figure 3.38. A picture of the Agora drawn by Etienne Rey in 1843.
(Source: Chenavard 1849)

Thereupon sounding excavations were started with the leadership of the director
of Izmir Museum, Selahattin Bey in April 1932. These investigations were executed
with the contribution of many foreign authorities of archaeology. Later on the
excavations continued with the leadership of Riistem Duyuran, the director of Museum
of Izmir “(Duyuran 1945)”. However, the expiration date of the investigations is not
exactly known.

Afterwards the excavations were started by the Izmir Museum of Archaeology
between 1996 and 1999. In this period restoration and contour cleaning (and
arrangement) labours were done “(Giil 1998)”. Documentation and determination of the
problems of the monuments were done by the Directorate of Survey and Monuments in
[zmir (Izmir Ré16ve Anitlar Miidiirliigii) “(Kuleli et al. 2000)”. Determination of the
problems of such an important site in the center of the city attracted the concern of local
governments. Eventually, excavation and conservation studies were initiated in July
2002 by the Izmir Museum of Archaeology (Izmir Arkeoloji Miizesi). In this period the
Agora excavations attracted the attention of foreign investigators, as well as, the local
ones.

In this chapter excavations and conservation studies in the Agora will be

examined in three periods.
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3.5.1. Excavations and Conservation Studies between 1932- 1944

After the transportation of the cemetery in Namazgah, investigations started with
the support of “Maarif Vekaleti, Izmir Asariatika Cemiyeti”. Excavations started from
the northeast corner of the site in April 1932 “(Miltner and Kantar 1932)”. In this period
findings in the Agora were so fascinating that many foreign authorities visited the site,
including the archaeologist Franz Miltner and later on German architect Rudolf
Naumann contributed to the investigations. These investigation studies including
excavation, identification, documentation, restitution and re-erection were executed
until 1944. Furthermore studies in this period were published in 1934, 1943, 1944 and
1950 “(Miltner and Seldhattin 1934, Naumann and Kantar 1943, Duyuran 1945,
Naumann and Kantar 1950)”. Ruins and findings were explained in detail within these
publications, which had many contributions to the lateral investigations. In addition,
some guides were published to introduce the history of Izmir and the Agora in the scope
of these investigations “(Giiltekin 1951)”.

These excavation studies were devoted to reveal and present the ancient remains
that survived, while most of the others had been destroyed by former settlements. The
excavations started from the northwest corner where 7 columns of the Basilica remained
in a line. Then the steps of the Basilica stylobate, and later on the stylobate of the West
Gate were found. Eventually the dimensions of the ruins were determined “(Miltner and
Selahattin 1934)”. In this period partial reconstructions were applied in the stylobate as
well (Figure 3.39). Not only the scientists but also local and public authorities were
interested in the ruins. Hence some local publications reveal the phases of the studies in

the Agora (Figure 3.40).

Figure 3.39. A few attempts at restoring the stylobate of the West Stoa.
(Source: izmir Muhipleri Cemiyeti 1934)
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Figure 3.40. The very first drawings of the findings.
(Source: Miltner and Selahattin 1934)

Stated in the daily media of Izmir, the excavation area was enlarged to the east
and went rapidly “(Aksam 1937)”. Later on, Rudolf Naumann, a German architect,
attended the investigations. The excavations and investigations that continued between
1940 and 1942 were published in Turkish and German (Naumann and Kantar 1943;
Naumann and Kantar 1950)”. In this period the dimensions and the functions of the
structures were identified more clearly. The central area remained unexcavated because
nothing had been found in the prior soundings “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.

The excavation area in the Basilica was enlarged 30 m on the east and west,
which allowed the decision for restitution of the structure (Figure 3.41). Besides the
West Stoa was excavated in the ground level through the south so that the top of the
basement arches became visible. Here on the south side, a heading of the arch with the
bust of a woman was found and considered to be related to the wife of Marcus Aurelius,
Faustina the Young. This arch was considered to be the entrance gate of the West Stoa
by Naumann and Kantar “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.

East Stoa was also excavated but it remained under a modern road and many
architectural pieces had been taken from the soil during construction of water ways.
However, it is proposed that the East Stoa shows a similar appearance with the West
Stoa except for being on lower ground “(Naumann and Kantar 1950)”.

In addition, a large hall was found on the west side of the West Stoa, which was

called the mosaic hall because of the mosaic ornamented with geometrical figures seen
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in Figure 3.42. Stated in the excavation reports the mosaic hall connected the
neighbouring buildings to the Agora*“(Naumann and Kantar 1950)”.

In this period of the investigation plans and restitution drawings were prepared,
moreover reconstruction of the stylobate, columns of the West Stoa and the West Gate
were applied in the site.

Finally, excavations were continued under the leadership of new director of the

Museum, Riistem Duyuran “(Duyuran 1945)”.

3.5.1.1. Conservation Studies between 1932- 1944

According to the written documents and publications, conservation of the
findings had not been the subject of the studies of the very first excavations in the
Agora. In the recent circumstances, the excavations were aimed to reveal the structures
of the ancient era and to identify the remains. However, there had been some structures
which seriously required protection. For example, no precaution was taken against
weathering problems and vandalism, which caused the mosaic hall and altar not to exist
today.

On the other hand, a few attempts at restoring and anastylosis as a process of
conservation are observed in the site. Although the date of the implementations are not
known exactly some photos lead to the period. The restoration implementations such as
reconstruction of columns and West Gate probably aimed to make the traces of the
ancient Agora noticeable. For this reason the implementations were made to identify the
contours of the central area. While the east and south parts of the Agora remained under
the modern settlements, the north side was limited with the columns of the Basilica.
Therefore implementations accrued on the facade of the West Stoa in order to identify
the west side of the central area (Figure 3.43, Figure 3.44).

Some columns of the south fagade were placed on the north side. But initially
the foundation should be reconstructed before the columns. Thus reconstruction of the
stylobate with concrete and rubble filling was started from the northwest corner of the
West Stoa as seen in the figure. Afterwards 17 column bases, 13 columns and headings
and 2 architraves were placed. Finally, anastylosis of the West Gate was placed on the
south side as seen in Figure 3.45. Although there is no visual evidence concerning the

former interventions, they are considered to have been done in the same period.
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Figure 3.43. The northwest corner of the central area.
(Source: Miltner and Selahattin 1934)

Figure 3.44. The completion of the missing parts by concrete.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations)
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Figure 3.45. A view of the West Stoa east fagade.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2002)

3.5.1.2. Evaluation of the Conservation Studies between 1932- 1944

Research studies in this period were so crucial that revealing and preserving the
identity of ancient izmir was the main subject of the conservation studies. Considering a
Roman city was destroyed under the modern constructions, conservation plans were to
prevent construction on the ancient remains. For this reason, border of the site was
redrawn by placing the columns on the West Stoa.

However, it is clear that preservation of the architectural building parts was not
the concern of conservation studies. Findings were left exposed in the field and no
precautions were taken against weathering and other conservation problems. As a result
of this negligence some building parts do not exist today. Here only three of them will
be presented.

The mosaic hall found and documented in the 1940s was left uncovered. It was
still present in 1969 however, is completely destroyed today, except for some parts
which were left unexcavated (Figure 3.46, Figure 3.47, Figure 3.42)

In the second place, an altar found in the northwest basement gallery that was
left exposed to weathering does not exist today. Built with rubble stone masonry,
plastered and painted with plant and animal figures, the altar collapsed after some years.
Many photos taken by visitors of the site reveal the phases of the destruction of the
monument (Figure 3.48, Figure 3.49, Figure 3.16).

Thirdly, the plasters found in the lower galleries do not exist today. These

plasters became detached from the walls due to weathering problems (Figure 3.50).
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Figure 3.46. A photo of the “Mosaic Hall” taken in December 1961.
(Source:WEB_23 2006)

Figure 3.48. A view of the altar in December 1961.
(Source: WEB_24 2006)
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On the other hand, excavation studies were documented and published
occasionally. Publishing and sharing the investigation results with researchers and the
public contributed the lateral investigations very much. Although, the excavations and
evaluation of findings documented in this period, there is no explanation about the
conservation concerns and restoration implementations of the site. Therefore, all
evaluations about the prior conservation studies depend on the examinations on the site.

Here the restoration implementations of the 1940s will be evaluated in three sections.

Figure 3.49 The altar does not exist anymore around 1990.
(Source: WEB_25 2006)
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Figure 3.50. The plasters seen on the walls in December 1961 do not exist today.
(Source: WEB_24 2006)
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3.5.1.2.1. Analysis and Evaluation of the Reconstruction of Stylobate
of the West Stoa

Stylobate of the West Stoa is placed on the east side of the West Stoa and
consisted of three steps through the central area of the Agora. The stylobate starts from
the Basilica and continues south through the West Gate, bears on the east wall of the
lower ground floor of the structure. The east wall stands 4.29 m high and 72 m long
bearing to the soil in the lower ground floor. The original Hellenistic construction is
observed on the lower parts at various elevations. Some implementations are observed
on the upper part of the wall to complete the nonexistent parts (Figure 3.51). Upper part
of the Hellenistic wall was reconstructed until the stylobate with various filling
materials collected from the site. Moreover, a stylobate was constructed with concrete
material. Although the date of the reconstruction is not exactly documented, some old
photographs reveal that it was started in 1934 and lasted in many stages.

However, this reconstruction does not present the original state of the structure
from the point of material, construction style and details. First, it is necessary to
mention that the implementations were applied with different materials and construction
system to the original wall. While the original parts were built with natural blocks
(similar to marble) reconstruction was applied with rubble infill in different dimensions,
moreover some gravestones were also used as filling material.

It is observed that the construction system and details do not match with the
original parts. That is, reconstructions started before the excavations were completed in
the West Stoa also were applied without much analyses of the structure. In brief,
implementations comprise many faults at the details of the windows and mouldings. To
start with, mouldings seen in Figure 3.52 were not applied in the reconstructions. As
stated under heading 3.3.2. mouldings reflect the earlier construction system of the West
Stoa. Considering their importance, they should be placed in the former
implementation.

The original windows were opened to the steps of stylobate with narrowing
section both in horizontal and vertical line. The windows opened to the riser of the steps
with only one space. However, reconstructions were applied as seen in the figure

without regards to the original (Figure 3.53).
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Figure 3.52. The most complete part of the wall showing the window and the mouldings.
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Figure 3.53. The present situation of the east wall and the windows.

Besides, the reconstruction implementation resembled not the windows of the
West Stoa but the Basilica. When windows of the two buildings are examined in the
Figure 3.54, the Basilica’s windows consist of three parts both inside and outside.
However, West Stoa’s windows consist of one division inside and two outside.

That is not so strange because when the implementations started, a part of the
lower gallery was excavated in the Basilica in contrast to the West Stoa. Next, there was
no original piece of stylobate with window openings in the West Stoa, as in the Basilica.
On the other hand, that was an incorrect choice because the Basilica was built in
different era with different function so the structure of the windows was not the same.
Further, the Basilica was located at the lowest point of the terrace, which may cause
further drainage problems.

To sum up, the reconstruction of the east wall and stylobate is distinguishable
from the original fabric since it is not compatible to the original structure in materials as
well as the construction techniques and details. The state of the wall and stylobate is not
available for future reconstructions due to static reasons but they are reversible for

future implementations.
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WEST STOA BASILICA

Window of the West Stoa (reconstruction) Window of the Basilica

Figure 3.54. Analyses of the windows openining to the stylobate. The Basilica windows were imitated for
the reconstruction of the windows of the West Stoa.
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3.5.1.2.2. Analysis and Evaluation of the Reconstruction of Columns in

the West Stoa

Considering the recent situation, previous reconstructions include 17 column
bases that were placed on the stylobate, 13 of which had columns and column capitals.
Damaged parts of the architectural pieces were repaired with material including cement.
Regarding the old photos, columns were placed after the reconstruction of the stylobate
on the north corner of the West Stoa (Figure 3.55). Subsequently that reconstruction

was rearranged and continued to the south (Figure 3.56).

Figure 3.55. The missing parts were completed with concrete.
(Source: Izmir Muhipleri Cemiyeti 1934)

Figure 3.56. The east fagade of the West Stoa.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2005)
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Figure 3.57. The re-erected columns on the facade of the West Stoa.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2005)

Two different kinds of column bases were determined on the stylobate, some of
which were smaller than the others. These smaller bases belong to the upper floor of the
West Stoa, however they were placed on the ground floor'’.

Columns bear on the column bases were reconstructed with original broken
pieces. Five of them were reconstructed with two, 8 of them were reconstructed with
three pieces of columns (Figure 3.57). Diameter of the columns should get narrower as
they rise gradiently. In contrast the unified pieces do not narrow straightly, especially at
the joints. That is because the use of discordant diameters of column pieces added to

each other.

¥ Vitruvius stated that columns of the upper floor should be % times smaller than the ground
floors. Regarding these proportions column bases of the upper floor were also smaller than the
ground floors.
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Figure 3.58. The columns stand with different height.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2005)

Figure 3.59. The distances vary between the columns and the longest ones are with the architraves.

Another observation is that the columns stand on the bases presenting a
disordered view with different elevations and distances (Figure 3.56, Figure 3.58).
These columns were placed on the bases with the distance varying between 2.18 m and
2.96 m “(Laroche 2003)”. However, columns of such a big public building used to be
placed with exact distances in the Roman era. Regarding the 75 m long West Stoa
consisted of 30 axes, columns should be placed with the axis distance of 2.50 m. In this
implementation, the reason of this unordinary placement is not known, nevertheless,

they should be placed regularly to reveal the original structure.
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Column capitals are similar in characteristics but different orientations when
compared to each other. However, two architraves were placed over the capitals which
do not belong to the West Stoa because they are longer than the original column axes
(Figure 3.59). In order to place these architraves, columns were lined with longer
distance than the others.

In conclusion, the anastylosis of the columns is distinguishable from the original
due to concrete used at the joints. The columns should be examined more painstakingly
to get the perfect match before the reconstructions. In fact, many column pieces were
found later on in the site during the excavations between 2002 and 2005. Although the
anastylosis was executed with original column pieces, they do not match each other
originally. Furthermore, they stand with different elevations, which mean they are not at
original level. Therefore, the implementation does not allow future implementations
such as placing architraves and other architectural components on them. On the other
hand, the unified pieces can be disassembled if it is necessary in future which means

these interventions are reversible.

3.5.1.2.3. Analysis and Evaluation of the Reconstruction of the West
Gate

The West Gate is placed next to the West Stoa on the south side of the east
facade. It is known as Faustina Gate in some sources because of the bust of a woman
was relieved on the keystone of the arch. The date and the implementation of the
anastylosis were not documented, so the process of the work is not known today.
However, the keystone was found during the 1940s excavations “(Naumann and Kantar
1950)”.

With reference to the restitution investigations, anastylosis of the gate has many
mistakes including placement, proportion of the structure and the use of pieces (Figure
3.60). Initially the elevation of the arch was incorrect when compared with the columns.
In other words, the gate was as high as the ground floor columns since it was a

continuation of the West Stoa.
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Figure 3.60. The reconstruction of the West Gate.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2003)

The West Stoa was illustrated as two arches in the reconstruction, which was an
accurate decision. Even so, the beginning of the second arch was placed through the
north, conversely it should be through the south because the West Stoa is placed on the
north but a Roman road is on the south under the 816 Street (Figure 3.61).

Last, it is necessary to mention, the extant original materials were used in the
reconstruction. The voussoirs and the keystone do not match each other from the point
of the profile and arch lines. That reveals, some pieces used in the anastylosis do not
belong to the structure. As illustrated in the figure springers on two sides thought
probably belong to the Basilica (restitution studies not completed yet), further half
columns reveal the original characteristics of the West Gate (Figure 3.62).

To sum up, reconstruction of the West Gate contributed very much to the
presentation identity of the Agora. Reconstructed with original components, it is
distinguishable as a new work. On the contrary, the implementation does not reveal the
original form of the structure due to use of wrong pieces. There should be more
investigations and analyses of the architectural pieces before the reconstruction. As the
reconstruction includes mistakes in dimensions, it is not available for further restoration
interventions at the south facade of the West Stoa. However, the reconstruction is

reversible to be treated for necessary rectifications.
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Figure 3.61. The reconstruction of the southern east fagade of the West Stoa and the West Gate.

(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2005)

AGORA - IZMIR

Original picces belong to:
Wesl Stoa
West Galc
- Basilica
Other Buildings

(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2004)

Figure 3.62. The figure illustrates the materials of the reconstruction regarding the original structure.
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3.5.2. Evaluation of the Excavation Studies between 1996 and 1999 in

the Agora

The excavations in the Agora were restarted in 1996 and went on until 1999.
The scope of the studies in this period were excavation, restoration, environment
cleaning and arrangement. Excavations were done under the leadership of the Izmir
Museum of Archaeology director Turan Ozkan with the proficient staff (archaeologist
and art historian) of the museum. Izmir Municipality sponsored the excavations and
Directorate of Survey and Monuments in Izmir did the documentation of findings “(Giil
1998)”.

The studies started with the Basilica lower galleries and the North Gate were
discovered in 1996 (Figure 3.63). The central area of the Agora was also excavated in
the same year. Later on the excavations in the West and the East Stoas were started but
not completed due to raising water level of the ground. During this period, excavations
continued in specific times of the year and each excavation period was reported by the
staff ordinarily. However, architectural investigation and evaluation of findings was
neglected and nothing was published concerning the recent investigations. What is
more, the altar placed in the lower gallery was also moved with its rubble in the scope
of these cleaning activities, which can be examined from the old pictures. The removal
of the structure presents that, the previous studies and investigations in the Agora
excavations were not analyzed adequately.

Apart from excavation studies, staff of the Directorate of Survey and
Monuments in izmir documented the existing state of the monuments. Regarding the
scale of the site as well as the necessity of documenting elaborately, documentation
studies did not include the complete area. Subsequently, documentation of the complete
site was done by a professional firm with modern techniques. Photogrammetric
Methods were applied under the leadership of Architect Yakup Hazan moreover,
measured drawings were approved by the Izmir 1* Numbered Conservation Council of
Immobile Cultural and Natural Heritage with decision numbered 9902 dated
17.05.2002.

In addition to documenting the remains, deterioration problems urgent
preservation suggestions were reported to the concerned government agencies “(Kuleli

et al. 1999)”. Moreover, samples of the original mortars were sent to the Istanbul
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Directorate of Central Laboratory for Restoration and Conservation (Restorasyon ve
Konservasyon Merkez Laboratuar1 Miidiirliigli) in order to be analyzed and conserved
according to original material characteristics.

A press conference was arranged by the mayor of Izmir Municipality on 15
September 1997 in the Agora about the excavation results and the expropriation project
of the north and west side of the Agora “(Giil 1998)”. In addition, a project called
‘Agora ve Izmirli Homeros® was developed in the scope of this period “(Giil 1995)”.
Accordingly, various cultural events (music, poetry literature and sports activities) were
suggested in order to attract attention of the public to the Agora. This intension was a
significant approach concerning the conservation of the Agora, however it was not

supported sufficiently by the local authorities.

Figure 3.63. The North Gate of the Basilca found in the excavation period 1996 - 1999.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 1997 - 1998)

All in all, the excavation and environmental arrangement studies did not
contribute to the conservation of the Agora because the historical investigations and
evaluation of the findings were in adequate. Although the local government supported

the studies, there was not an exact plan for the conservation of the region and the Agora.
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On the other hand, determination of the conservation problems contributed very
much to the lateral studies in the Agora. Meanwhile, the lateral excavations started with

these preservation concerns in the scale of monument, site and urban are.

3.5.3. Excavations and Conservation Studies Started in 2002 in the

Agora

The problems pointed out in the previous excavation period lead to the local
governors concern about the preservation of the Agora. Regarding these concerns some
research and plans were implemented before the excavations started. The project for
conservation and development of the Agora and its environment was prepared by the
[zmir Municipality. In addition, current situation of the remains in the Agora was
documented and approved by the Izmir 1* Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural
and Natural Heritage. Afterwards the excavations in the Agora restarted with a
ceremony with the attendance of the directors of many local governments on the 1% of
August 2002 (Figure 3.64). These concerns of the local governments inspired the
studies in the Agora.

The excavation and investigation studies continued under the leadership of the
director of the Izmir Museum of Archaeology, Mehmet Tashalan until July 2005. The
studies at the Agora were executed by three groups of staff consisting of archaeologists
who worked on the site investigations, restorators who cleaned and consolidated the
found pieces and lastly architects who documented the remains and developed decisions
for conservation. The excavations were supported by the Izmir Governorship and
Municipality. Besides, researches from the French Institute of Anatolian Studies as well
as some native and foreign investigators supported the architectural and archaeological
investigations after 2003%. These investigations were reported regularly and published
in French, English and Turkish “(Tashalan and Drew-Bear 2005, Taslhialan and Drew-
Bear 2006, Taslialan 2006, Yaka et al. 2005)”.

2 C. S. Silver (Colombia University), P. Pomey (Université de Provence), V. Drost (Université
Paris), S. Yesil, P. G. Kirmizioglu (Cumhuriyet University), A. Sevim (Ankara University), V.
Lungu (Institut d’Etudes du Sud-Est Européen), R. Chapoulie (Centre de Recherche en Physique
Appliquée a I’Archéologie), M. G. Drahor (Dokuz Eyliil University), M. Martinaud (Université
Bordeaux)
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Figure 3.64. A view from the opening ceremony of the excavation period. The mayor of the [zmir
municipality, Mr. Ahmet Piristina and the director of the Izmir Museum of Archaeology,
Mr. Mehmet Taslialan are seen in the figure. (Source: The archives of the Agora excavation,
2002)

In this period, lower galleries of the Basilica and West Stoa were excavated and
completely extracted from the soil. The excavations and findings were inventoried and
documented during the excavations by the architects and archaeologists. The movable
monuments found in the site were cleaned and restored in the restoration laboratories.
Further, plasters found in the lower ground floor of the Basilica were cleaned and urgent
consolidation techniques were applied. For the investigation of the graffiti on the plaster
and consolidation implementations different professionals supported the conservators of
the Agora excavation team (Constance S. Silver, Sehrigiil Yesil) “(Silver 2003a, Silver
2003b, Tashalan and Drew-Bear 2006)” (Figure 3.65). For preserving the plasters and
other remains a protection roof for the Basilica was planned. However, the project was
not approved by the Izmir 1* Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural
Heritage. Then, the plastered walls were protected against weathering deteriorations by

temporary shelters (Figure 3.66).
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Figure 3.65. The walls of the Basilica cleaned by the conservators, than consolidation studies were implemented.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2004)

Figure 3.66. The temporary protecting shelters for the lime plasters and the graffiti on.

73



During the excavations in the West Stoa, restitution investigations of the
monument continued. The Izmir Chamber of Commerce (izmir Ticaret Odas1) have
sponsored the excavations and restorations of the West Stoa since December 2003. The
restoration studies started in the West Stoa with the contributions of the Izmir Chamber
of Commerce and the Governorship in 2005. These implementations will be examined
in detail in chapter 4.

To sum up, the conservation studies were planned besides excavation studies in
this excavation period. On the contrary, the conservation implementations did not care
about the concerns which were declared beforehand. That means sustainability of the
preservation had not been ensured but the conservation plans were developed according

to the necessity of the new findings.
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CHAPTER 4

ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION OF THE
INTERVENTIONS (IN 2005) IN THE WEST STOA

The previous excavation studies in 1999 pointed out the major problems of the
Agora. With the awareness of these problems, some basic requirements were provided
before the excavations started. That is, the present situation of the remains and the
problems of the site were documented in addition measured drawings of the complete
site were approved by decision numbered 9902 dated 17.05.2002 of Izmir 1% Numbered
Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage. Another preparation concerned
the environmental and urban scale of the problem.

The Agora was pointed out as a special project area in the Development Plan for
Preservation of Kemeralt1 and its surroundings in 1/5000 scale. According to this plan,
the Project for Conservation and Development of the Agora with its Environment was
prepared by the izmir Municipality. Within this project the analysis in the scale of the
pattern and the structure revealed the differentiation of the space around the Agora.
Afterwards a development plan for the preservation of the Agora and its district was
prepared.

As stated under heading 2.3.1, the plan aimed to solve the problems of the site in
order to ensure the connection to the urban life “(Batkan 2002)”. For this reason it
included some advices concerning the Agora such as the continuation of excavations
and more concentrated investigations. Moreover the remains and findings should be
protected as well as participated to the daily life of Izmir

Thereupon the excavation studies started in 2002 with the inspiration of the
recent plans and with the support of the local governments. Excavation studies were
comprised of conservation studies as well as restoration studies. The implementations
were planned according to the excavation scheme. For example, the conservation
studies in the Basilica were developed concerning the weathering deteriorations while
restoration interventions were considered for the West Stoa.

Actually, reorganizing the Agora and its surrounding with the modern city was

an aim in the scope of these studies. Besides the conservation and the exhibition of the
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ruins, the connection of the site with its environment should be ensured. For this reason
some implementations were planned in the site. In this chapter, the conservation plans
for development of the Agora will be investigated initially; later on the restoration
implementation approaches will be examined. Finally, the restoration implementations

in the scope of the conservation will be introduced.

4.1. Introduction of the Recent Conservation Studies of the Agora

The Agora situated in the Namazgah neighborhood in the Kemeralt1 Urban Site,
is restricted with modern settlements most of which are derelict and destroyed. Within
the concept of the Development Plan for Conservation and Regeneration of the Agora
and Its Surrounding, these buildings were analyzed and the expropriation process was
started by the Izmir Municipality. This process is concerned with enlarging the borders
of the excavation area, as well as, the perception problem of the Agora. That is the
Agora is located behind a block of houses which prevents its visualization from the
main street, Esref Pasa “(Cumhuriyet 2005, WEB 26 2005, WEB_27 2006)”. However,
the borders of the archaeological site should be examined initially to preserve the
structures not yet investigated. Regarding the decision numbered 9728 dated 30.01.2002
of the Izmir 1** Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage it is
necessary to enlarge the 1% Degree Archaeological Site (Figure 4.1). The east borders of
the 1* Degree Archaeological Site are until 943 Street, however, the East Stoa remains
under the road and under modern buildings in the 2nd Degree Archaeological Site.
Similarly, the south border ends with the Agora Park. That is, the space of the South
Stoa (according to the restitution investigations) was left in the 2" Degree
Archaeological Site. Considering there will not be any excavations in adjacent years,
the limits of the archaeological sites should be revaluated soon to ensure the safety of
the information concerning complete remains of the Agora.

Starting with the environmental concerns of the site, some implementations were

planned in order to ensure the link between the Agora and the city.
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Figure 4.1. Sites of the Agora and its surrounding.
(Source: Municipality of [zmir)

4.1.1. Aim and the Concept of the Studies

Situated in the center of the city, Agoras were the main urban spaces of the
Hellenistic city as well as the Roman city (although called “Forum” in the Roman era).
Likewise, the Agora of Smyrna was the administrative and the social center of the city
“(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”. Most of the archaeological sites remain widespread
outside the cities; rarely, the Agora of Smyrna is one of a few examples which remain in
the city. Today it is still situated very close to the center, whereas it is completely
isolated from its environment. Moreover its environment consists of derelict, but
historical buildings. The site is nearly left away from the modern city which increased
the urban problem of the site. In addition, it is not in a recognizable part in the city,
which leads to unawareness of the citizens to the existence of the site.

The permanent preservation of an historical monument can be ensured with the
urban consciousness as well as public consciousness. The accessibility of these
monuments has a great effect on promoting the public consciousness has been stated in
many international documents, conferences and regulations. The influence of balanced
integration of cultural events into the archaeological sites on preservation and

management of the sites as well as obvious benefits for tourism and culture was stated
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in the Nafplion Conference (2001)*'. Furthermore, considering the monuments belong
to the society (local, national, international) they could produce a crucial influence on
the development of a region, city or town.

The archaeological sites in the cities develop different historical levels. The
interaction between these levels can be balanced with the integrity of archaeological
sources to the modern city and city life directly. The archaeological remains included to
the planning process should be regarded as urban sources (not obstacles to the
development) with the concern of integrity. When integrity is not concerned, the
archaeological sites develop isolated from their surroundings as well as the city. In the
mean time, when the preservation activities are interrupted, the remains are left to
decay. Consequently, the site turns into a problem urban area which decreases the urban
site quality. On the other hand, archaeological sites in the cities are potential areas for
creativity since they offer diverse alternatives to the urban design in addition they bring
in investments to the cities “(Alpan 2006)**.

Regarding these aspects, the aim of the conservation studies in the Agora is
determined to integrate the archaeological site to the modern city as a historical center
of urban life. To ensure it, the Agora should be in connection with its surrounding and
the city. Further some activities should be composed to introduce the site to the citizens
which will contribute to preserve the identity of the city.

The organization of certain cultural activities such as concerts, exhibitions,
causeries in the Agora will contribute to improve the connection with the city and
citizens. In this scope, some interventions were planned concerning the connection and
introduction of the site. Moreover some historical buildings around the site have been
recommended to be restored and reused for the exhibition and information. These plans

will be examined in the next three sections.

2! Background Document of 1% International Congress on “Sustainability of Archaeological
Environments Through Cultural Events” prepared by Mediterranean Information Office for
Environment, Culture and Sustainable Development (MIO-ECSDE), Athens, 2001 “(WEB_28
2006)”

*2 Based on unpublished Masters Thesis of Acalya Alpan, 2005, METU, “Integration of Urban

Archaeological Resources to Everyday Life in the Historic City Centers Tarragona, Verona and
Tarsus”
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4.1.2. General Intervention Decisions about the Agora and its

Close Environment

The Agora in Izmir is one of the infrequent sites remaining in the city center that
increases the necessity of the conservation studies. With regard to its location it is
consequential to connect the city from the point of integrating it to city life and keeping
it alive.

The modern roads around the Agora remain nearly at the same position or
parallel with the ancient roads (Figure 4.2). For instance, it is clear that 816 Street is
placed on the Roman road which the other half is next to the West Gate. Additionally,
some streets placed perpendicular to the Basilica display the existence of the ancient
roads through the Basilica. These are 939 Street and 941 Street opposite the west and
east gates of the Basilica to the north. Similarly, 931/ 1 Street is approximately opposite
the North Gate, which leads to the idea of the existence of a Roman road. It is possible
to identify them as intersection spots of modern and ancient streets. To provide the
permanence of the ancient evidence, utilizing these streets and original gates would be
favorable. The West Gate and North Gate are available for rearrangement as the
entrance of the site, which will create the Agora as in the Roman era and have the
similar perception of the space.

To begin with, the present entrance on the south and terraces remain on the
ancient road and over some ruins. The mass of the terrace reduces the perception of the
Agora as a total space and hide the West Gate on the back side and leave it unseen.
Considering these problems, the visitors’ entrance on the south has been recommended
to be moved to 920 Street. Therefore the visitors will enter the Agora by walking on the
Roman road and under the West Gate (A) as in the ancient era (Figure 4.2). Moreover, it
will be possible to recognize the site from the original perspective. Similar to the
entrance (information) building, architectural investigation office and storage for
findings should be moved from the central area of the Agora (Figure 3. 6). The
excavations progressed to continue through the north and west sides, the east terrace
will be kept unexcavated for the future investigation. Therefore, south east corner of the

site can be planned for the excavation and architectural investigations center.

79



20k

A West Cate
o, - i \ | ‘ '_ B North Gate
o ’i | C Entrance
390 D Bath

E Exhibition

0w 100m

Figure 4.2. The unification studies of the Agora with its surrounding.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

Second, the North Gate of the Basilica would be another original approach to the
site as seen as B in Figure 4.2. In its current situation, the north border of the site is
closed to the outside and not allowed entrance. However, the illicit entrance of the
drifters could not be prevented especially in the northeastern part which is not safe.
Another recommendation is opening all gates of the Basilica placed on the north and
increase the pedestrian circulation. Reorganizing the north side of the Basilica (C) with
entrances, exhibitions, resting and shopping activities would help to avoid the forbidden
entrances and uses.

Afterwards, restoration of some registered buildings around the excavation site
was recommended to answer the requirement of lateral spaces for exhibition and storage
functions (Figure 4.2). The bath (D) remains in the southeast and the masonry structure
on the northwest (E) reflect a certain period of the Agora. Considered to belong to the
Ottoman period, the existence of these buildings reveals that the importance of the site
had not been restricted with the Hellenistic and Roman periods. For this reason, poor
quality buildings around the bath (D) should be removed in order to present the periods
of the site. The other building on the northwest (E) has been recommended to be

investigated and preserved then used as an exhibition area “(Tashialan 2005b)”.
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4.1.3. Intervention Decisions Related with the Introduction and

Exhibition of the Agora

Performances and many cultural activities were planned in order to attract the
public interest as well as to inform them about the studies concerning the Agora. The
Ist International Symposium on Smyrna was organized on July 20-23, 2003. The
studies in the scope of the project for Conservation and Regeneration of the Agora were
presented, in addition to the introduction of the excavation studies in the Agora
“(WEB_29 2003)”. In the scope of the symposium, guided tours were organized in the
Agora. Actually many social and official activities concerning the Agora and the
Museum of Archaeology in Izmir have been performed on the central area of the Agora
since 2003. Counting, official ceremonies of cultural events, celebration of special days,
music performances, as well as, a fashion show were among the cultural activities
performed in the Agora (Figure 4.3). Not only the central area but also the lower ground

galleries were stages for these events. The lower galleries present adequate spaces for

the cultural activities as well as the central area (Figure 4. 4).

Figure 4.3. A fashion show executed at the Agora, 2005.
(Source: Collection of $S6len Kip6z)
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Figure 4. 4. Music performance at the lower galleries of the Basilica.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

The Agora requires a special organization for the visitors to circulate in the site
and to receive information. For this reason platforms for walking should lead the
visitors on the site and introduction panels should be placed at essential points. With
this scope visitors coming from 816 Street and 920 Street enter the site from the West
Gate and will reach the walking platforms and information panels. Similarly the North
Gate will welcome the visitors coming through 939 Street and the information panels
lead to the lower galleries of the buildings and laterally to the platforms and the West
Gate.

A certain place for group information and rest area is required in the site. It is
necessary to feel the atmosphere of the ancient Agora for the visitors. For example,
northwest lower gallery of the Basilica is recommended to be used for this aim since the
gallery is preferred as a shelter from the sun, wind and rain by the visitors “(Taslialan
2005b)”.

The registered monuments around the investigation area are recommended to be
used as exhibition places. For example, the rubble stone and brick masonry building on
the northwest side of the site can be restored and used to exhibit the Ottoman and
Byzantium remains of the Agora in order to reveal that period of the area. Moreover
other registered buildings nearby can be used to display illustrative exhibitions about

the Agora.
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4.1.4. Intervention Decisions Concerning Conservation and

Reconstruction of the Remains

In addition to the environmental arrangements some interventions related with
the reconstruction of the remains must be decided. This process is aimed to improve the
cultural significance of the Agora in the modern city and increase the visible influence
of the ancient identity of the city. The Agora, situated in a significant part of the city, is
considered to have a potential to improve its district. For this reason local governors,
which support the excavations and investigations, have contributed more to restoration
implementations. In other words the restoration implementations have been inspired by
the local governments with vehicular and monetary, as well as, technical supports
“(WEB_30 2004, WEB_31 2004)”. Such as the Izmir Chamber of Commerce sponsored
the excavations and restorations of the West Stoa while the Izmir Governorship donated
a telescopic crane for the restorations.

The conservation process, that guides planning decisions, is devoted to
understanding and revealing the cultural significance initially. Minimum configuration
of implementation, using original material in the restoration and also when necessary,
use of additional material with similar properties of the original was adopted in
principle.

The intension of the restoration studies is to increase the recognition of the
cultural aspects. Considering, the implementations focused to identify the central area
and its surrounding in order to define the ancient Agora. In other words, reconstruction
of the remains would increase the perception of the ancient remains. However, it is not
possible to re-erect the remains since there is not adequate finding for restitution
investigations and anastylosis of the structures. Therefore, restoration implementations
were determined to remain in a very restricted scale. For this reason partial and local
implementations were specified to be applied to attain the total sense of the Roman
Agora.

The main parts of the implementations have been planned according to the
existing materials found in the recent excavations. Many column pieces, headings and

voussoirs lead to the decision of anastylosis. However, the original material for the
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reassembling was found inadequate. Regarding the 13™ Article of the Venice Charter™
and the 14" Article of the Burra Charter** the anastylosis process was decided to be
supported with the new materials used for integration ad structural requirements. New
materials necessary would be identified according to the characteristics of the original
material. Regarding Article 4.2 of the Burra Charter” traditional materials and
techniques decided to be used for completing the missing parts. In general bronze
clamps, rounded by lead and epoxy as linking material and lime mortar as binder were
considered to be used in the applications.

Defining the central area would be possible by crystallizing the corners of the
open space which means partial reconstruction of the front facades of the Basilica and
the West Stoa. Thus, anastylosis and reconstruction implementations were planned on
the east and west parts of the Basilica. The south part of the West Stoa, next to the West
Gate was decided to be partially restored in addition to the present on the north. The
anastylosis of the fagade columns placed on the concerned parts would be appropriate
for the restoration implementations. However, the stylobate had to be consolidated and
reconstructed before placing the columns. Additionally the old reconstruction of the

West Gate should be inspected according to the recent restitution investigations.

4.2. Introduction of the Recent Conservation Approaches of the West
Stoa

The excavations of the West Stoa continued until September 2004 with support
of the Izmir Chamber of Commerce and the Izmir Municipality. Architectural
documentation and restitution investigations were carried out along with the

excavations. When restoration decisions come to the point of the investigations of the

2 Article 13: Additions cannot be allowed except in so far as they do not detract from the
interesting parts of the building, its traditional setting, the balance of its composition and its
relation with its surroundings “(WEB_1 2006)”

2 Article 14: Conservation processes: Conservation may, according to circumstance, include the
processes of: retention or reintroduction of a use; retention of associations and meanings;
maintenance, preservation, restoration, reconstruction, adaptation and interpretation; and will
commonly include a combination of more than one of these “(WEB_13 2006)”

2 Article 4.2: Knowledge, skills and techniques: Traditional techniques and materials are

preferred for the conservation of significant fabric. In some circumstances modern techniques and
materials which offer substantial conservation benefits may be appropriate “(WEB_13 2006)”
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West Stoa they were more adequate than the Basilica. Then, the implementations
determined to start with the West Stoa since the excavations and fagade investigations
had been completed. The plan for the restoration of the West Stoa was executed
according to the restitution investigations of the building. First, the West Gate, which
was re-erected with many mistakes in the 1940s, was to be disassembled and
reconstructed. Next it was decided that the ground floor columns of the southern fagade
should be placed to acquire the unity of the West Gate and the West Stoa. The
consolidation of the substructure at the implementation zone ought to be ensured before
placing the columns. For this reason reconstruction of the foundation (east wall of lower
ground floor) and stylobate was considered to be done initially. Besides some arches
placed on the east lower gallery were to be reconstructed for static reasons. Eventually
re-erection of a few columns at the east and west sides of the Basilica would be
implemented according to the work scheme of the restoration applications.

In the following sections the restoration implementations planned to be applied

will be introduced and evaluated.

4.2.1. Reconstruction of the West Gate

The recent situation of the gate has been analyzed and evaluated under heading
3.5.1.2.3 (Figure 4.5). In summary, the reconstruction of the structure includes mistakes
which resulted in the wrong impression of the monument. To illustrate, initially,
incorrect pieces which belong to other building parts were used in the reconstruction,
secondly, the horizontal and vertical proportions of the arch are not correct, eventually
the placement of the second section had been presented in the wrong direction (Figure
3.60), (Figure 3.62). Because of these mistakes, the existing reconstruction needed to be
disassembled and a new reconstruction project was decided upon that must be applied.

There was no documentation concerning the reconstruction implementation
showing information of the gate and the found position of the pieces. The date and by
whom the reconstruction had been done was also unknown. Thus, it was indispensable
to study the historical sources at the beginning of the restitution studies. However,
nothing had been found about the reconstruction process except for information stated
by Naumann and Kantar. They reported about the keystone with a bust of women and

also stated that the gate was consisted of two arches “(Naumann and Kantar 1950)”.
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Accordingly the keystone of one arch was ornamented with the relief of Marcus
Aurelius’ bust and the other was with Faustina the Young’s. (This information
conduced to the restitution studies of the West Gate) The construction of the structure
was dated to 2™ century due to the relief “(Naumann and Kantar 1943)”.

During the site investigations, stones and architectural pieces stored in the
central area were searched and two original arch components (a voussoir and a springer)
of the West Gate had been found. Afterwards, inspection of the extant pieces and
restitution investigation of the Gate were carried out. Finally a reconstruction project
was prepared accordingly (Figure 4.6).

The aim of the reconstruction is to complete the reconstruction implementation
of the previous interventions and present it in its earlier state. Further, stated under
heading 4.1.2. the West Gate has a considerable contribution to the general intervention
decisions concerning the conservation of the Agora. That is after the expropriation of
the parcels (number 123 and 125) placed on the west of West Gate the visitors entrance
would be moved to enter the site by passing through the West Gate as in the original

plan “(Taslalan et al. 2004)”.

Figure 4.5. Reconstruction of the West Gate.
(Source: The archives of the Agora excavation, 2004)
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4.2.1.1. Proposal for Reconstruction of the West Gate

The West Gate restituted with two arches is not possible to reconstruct as in the
restitution studies because there are not enough original pieces for reconstructing both
arches. Additionally the modern street called 820 is placed on the original spot of the
second arch. Therefore studies concerning the West Gate were focused on only half of
the original structure.

The stones, which constituted the reconstruction of the West Gate, had been
grouped into two types. It is clear that two springers had different ornaments since they
belong to another building part. When two more pieces were found, a total of 3
voussoirs, a springer and a keystone originally existed, which supported the process of
reconstruction. To reconstruct the oblique of the arch, each piece was inspected
carefully. Forms of the arch pieces, ornaments and construction traces remaining on
their faces had been examined. It was found that all the pieces were a component of a
one centered arch with and 4.76 m interior diameter. The thickness of the voussoirs (42
cm) added to the diameter, the width of the arch was calculated as 5.60 m in total. In
this study, the place of the dovetail cuts lead to the position of the voussoir on the arch.
Additionally, the upper surface of the keystone was observed as a flat surface contrast to
the voussoirs, which means there was an architrave on it “(Taghialan and Drew-Bear
2005)”.

The springer numbered 10 revealed very important information, that is, the West
Gate had been placed adjacent to the West Stoa beginning column. No more original
part, which belong to the lower parts of the gate, had been found. For this reason the
remaining part of the restitution was executed through comparative studies with similar
examples in Syria and Milas. Accordingly the examples revealed the elevation of the
arch raised until the architraves. Palmyra, Syria is an important example since it shows
the entablature continued over the gate (Figure 4.7) “(Tashalan et al. 2004)”. Similar to
the Palmyra, “Baltali Kap1” in Milas shows the capital placed on the next column
(Figure 4.8). The elevation of the West Gate was decided according to the height of the
West Stoa architraves which is 6.34 m in total “(Tashalan and Drew-Bear 2005)”. The
height of the abutments was decided regarding the total height, without ornaments since

there is not any extant piece.
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The West Gate should be connected to the West Stoa due to static reasons as
originally. Since the upper part of the West Stoa’s first column existed the lower part
needed to be elevated accordingly. A capital found in the site was placed on the column
although it was thought to belong to the north side of the West Stoa. The basement of
the column was placed similar to the extant examples placed on the north side. From
another point of view the steps of the stylobate, which were damaged, should be
consolidated initially “(Taslalan et al. 2004)”.

According to the reconstruction proposal, the extant architectural pieces should
be used initially. The lacking parts would be constructed with similar properties of
material to the original. Although experimental investigation of the materials was not
executed, Marmara marble was found to be the most similar to the original material (by
the stone experts). In addition to the 7 original pieces, 9 more pieces are needed in order
to reconstruct the arch (Figure 4.6). All pieces should be montaged with bronze clamps

and enclosed with lead and epoxy.

14a

©original Material: 6,7,8,3, 10 146

New Marterial: 1,2 3.4,5.11,12 13, 14a, 15, 16, 17

Figure 4.6. Reconstruction project of the West Gate.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)
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Figure 4.7. A similar example to the West Gate from Palmyra Syria.
(Source: WEB_32 2006)

Res.10.Kilit tag: zerindeki cift aguzh balta (Lat

Figure 4.8. Baltali Gate in Milas is an example which shows similar attributes to the West Gate.
(Source: Kizil 2002)
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4.2.1.2. Reconstruction Implementation of the West Gate

A reconstruction project presented with drawings and reports to the izmir 1%
Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage and approved by
decision numbered 01 dated 05.08.2004. First an atelier was constructed on the
southeast side of the Agora site, in order to produce the marble stones (Figure 4.9).
Reconstruction work started with constructing a staging for disassembling the prior
implementation (Figure 4.10). When the prior reconstruction implementation had been
removed, the extant pieces were cleaned by the restorators. Then new pieces were
produced in the atelier and all pieces of the arch were pre-practiced. When the
production of all the pieces were completed, the reconstruction implementation started.

First the upper step of the stylobate was placed, and then the abutments, column
base and the column, which had been newly constructed, was placed. Later on the
springers were placed according to the reconstruction project. The one on the right side
was an extant one found in storage, conversely the left one was a newly constructed one
which is also a springer of the second arch on the south side. All vertical components
(connections) were applied with two cylindrical bronze clamps at each connection
(Figure 4.11). Afterwards 4 voussoirs, one of which was newly constructed, were
placed on two sides. Finally the keystone was placed on the center of the arch. All
pieces of the arch were first loaded on the staging, then clamped with two bronze
vertical clamps as seen in Figure 4.12 (The original clamp place on the center is not

stable anymore).

Figure 4.9. The atelier built for the construction of new pieces which will be used in the reconstruction
process. (Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)
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Figure 4.10. The disassembling process of the West Gate.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

L4 i ntd

Figure 4.11. Bronze cylindrical clamps applied to the architectural pieces and surrounded with lead.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)
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Figure 4.12. Upper face of the voussoirs; dovetail cuts, original clamp place and applied bronze clamps
are seen. (Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

Figure 4.13. The West Gate after reconstruction implementation, 2005.

92



4.2.1.3. Evaluation of the Reconstruction of the West Gate

The proposal for reconstruction was prepared regarding the recent restitution
studies. The reconstruction implementation of the West Gate remains distinguishable as
a new work on its original spot. It is constructed with both original and new materials
(Figure 4.14). Although no analysis have been done in order to decide their
compatibility, new materials made of Marmara marble is considered similar to the
original. Regarding they are natural materials, the implementation can be evaluated as
compatible with existing original material in the scope of this study. In addition, form,
dimension and construction system of the reconstruction is compatible with the original
structure according to the recent restitution studies.

The reconstruction of West Gate is available for the future studies since no
original components have been damaged and the structure is stable enough in order to

allow for further necessary interventions.

Figure 4.14. The reconstruction implementation of the West Gate.
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4.2.2. Reconstruction of the Stylobate of the West Stoa

Stylobate of the West Stoa is placed on the south side and consists of three steps
through the central area. The stylobate bears on the east wall of the lower gallery and
they both continue 72 m from north to east constituting the south border of the West
Stoa. Stated under the heading 3.4, the east wall stands bearing to the soil; with the
elevation of 4.29 m but the extant part remains until various levels. There are 30 arch
abutments bearing to the wall which constitute axes located with various distances.
Between each abutment, windows opening to the stylobate are placed.

Three periods of the structure are observed on the east border of the West Stoa.
These are, the primary construction in Hellenistic era, second is the addition of
abutments bearing to the wall and the final is the latest implementations dated between
1932 and 1943 (Figure 4.15). Today the recent situation of the structure reveals the
previous alterations (Figure 4.16). In the Roman era, 30 arch abutments had been added
to the structure with various distances. The stairs climbing to the ground floor were
constructed on the north side occupying the wall between the 1% and 3" axes. A 55 cm
thick wall was constructed in front of the wall between the 24™ and 30™ axes in order to
build cistern 1. Additionally partial flooring at -3.25 m, dating to the Roman era was
found between the 12™ and 14™ axes the aim of which is not defined yet

The latest implementations were due to reconstruction of the stylobate. Although
reconstructed with concrete material (as stated under heading 3.5.1.2.1) it includes a
few extant pieces on the north side as well. To do the reconstruction, destroyed parts of
the east wall had been completed with rubble. Infact, the masonry wall reveals the
original characteristics of the structure except for the implemented sections. To
illustrate, the most preserved part with the elevation of -0.87 m is observed between the
4™ and 10™ and between the 14™ and 15™ axes. Afterwards elevated until -1.27 m it
comes between the 15™ and 24™ axes. Subsequently, the surface between the 10" and

13™ axes displays the most destroyed part which is until -1.78 m (Figure 4.16).
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Figure 4.15. The east side of the West Stoa.

Since the east wall is one of the unique Hellenistic remains in the Agora, it
requires careful inspection. First measurement and documentation of the complete wall
was done. Then the substructure of the wall and the stylobate was observed by
sounding. Finally the lateral stylobate implementation was removed in a restricted part
to examine the construction system of the wall.

Built in pseudoisidomum?® technique the wall starts from -4.41 m and rises up to
-0.12 m which is the level of the stylobate. However, these codes differ in 10 cm
between the north and south of the wall (Figure 4.17). To examine the wall,
architectural elements and traces will be evaluated in this section. It is consisted of 12
courses of stones, the first three of which constitute the stylobate. Fourth course of the
structure is the most distinguished one since it is placed with a 15 cm console to the
wall (Figure 4.18). This console is ornamented with cyma reversa moulding®’ along the
wall except for the windows, it is cut off at the windows with a profiled corner. As
stated under heading 3.3.2, the fourth course was constructed to carry the bearing load

of timber beams (Figure 4.19).

% In Greek or Roman masonry, ashlar of regular cut stone in which the heights of the courses are
not uniform “(Dictionary of Architecture and Construction 2000)”

" A molding of double curvature which is convex at the outer edge and concave at the inner edge
“(Dictionary of Architecture and Construction 2000)”
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Figure 4.17. Measured drawing of elevation of the east wall of the West Stoa from the lower gallery.
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Figure 4.18. Fourth course of the wall with cyma reversa moulding is displayed in a restricted area.

Figure 4.19. The restitution drawing of the stone courses of the east wall.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)
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Another architectural element of the wall is the windows placed with various
distances around the axis distance of 2.50 m. These windows are located between the 8"
and 4™ courses constituting a rectangular form on the facade with 1.53 m elevation and
1.01 m width. They get narrower as they get higher through the riser of the stylobate as
stated under heading 3.3.2 (Figure 3.32). They were built to get light and air to the
lower galleries of the West Stoa. However, there is not a complete example of the
structure but the Basilica has similar windows.

Moreover, some vertical traces located between the 9 and 11

courses are
displayed on the surface of the wall. These traces constitute 1 m frontal, which is 0.5 cm
separated from the main surface (Figure 4.17). These surfaces placed with the axes
distance of 2.66 m which varies to 2.76 m. these traces remain along the wall however,
their function has not been identified yet.

According to the intervention decisions stated under heading 4.2, some columns
need to be re-erected next to the West Gate. Before placing the columns, the wall and
the stylobate had to be consolidated in order to bear the load of the following
restorations. Accordingly, a reconstruction project was prepared for the south part of the

east wall and stylobate. The purpose of this project is to constitute the substructure for

re-erecting the columns in addition to reveal the original characteristics of the wall.

4.2.2.1. Proposal for Reconstruction of the Stylobate of the West Stoa

Built in the Hellenistic era, the West Stoa had been intervened many times by
the end of the Roman era. As a part of the main structure, the south part of the east wall
reveals three periods as well. As stated under 3.3.2. an earlier structural system with
timber beams had been turned into a flooring system bearing on the arches in the
Hellenistic era. Then the lower galleries of the south part were turned into cisterns and
vaults were constructed between each arch. However, the reconstruction project of the
wall should be implemented regarding the original characteristics of the wall none of
the Roman interventions should be destroyed as they have equal importance from the

point of conservation
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Figure 4.20. The sounding work between 4™ and 5" axes reveals the foundation of the wall.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)

Before starting the reconstruction proposal, the east wall and its architectural
elements had been documented and analyzed in detail. Later on sounding excavations
were done at different parts of the wall to investigate the foundation of the structure. It
was determined that the stylobate and the east wall have separate foundations. The
foundation of the stylobate ends at -1.72 m while the east foundation continues to -5.41
m “(Cing6z et al. 2004)”. Finally, a part of the stylobate implementation had been
removed with the permission of the Izmir 1** Numbered Conservation Council of
Cultural and Natural Heritage by decision numbered 1 dated 05.08.2004. The south part
of the lateral implementation was removed to reveal the original remains of the wall in
order to get exact information about the construction technique of the structure.

When the concrete stylobate between the 22" and 30™ axes was taken away the
position of the extant pieces and connection traces gave information about the
construction system of the wall. However, a cistern wall starts at the 24™ axis and
continues to the end, which restricted the investigations. In this situation, the wall had to
be observed from the upper surface of the extant pieces not to destroy any remains. The
reconstruction proposal was restricted with the implementation area because the
following investigations should be done for such studies.

The original pieces were found in various levels between the 6™ and 2™ courses
increasing from north to south (Figure 4.17). It only exists until the 6™ course between
the 22" and 26™ axes. Then, the 5™ course is observed between the 26™ and 28™ axes,

further three stones belonging to the 4™ course are placed between the same axes. In
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addition, the foundation of the stylobate remained at -1.31 cm which is approximately
the 6™ course. The second course is observed between the 28" and 30™ axes and also
filling stones placed on the back side of the cut stones at the 4™ course were found here.
These remains found in-situ give information about the construction and joining style of
the wall and the windows at each course. Furthermore, some original stones gathered in
the previous excavations were found in the storage. These were documented and
measured carefully in order to be reused in the following implementations.

After the removal of the concrete stylobate, the section of the windows between
the 22" and the 24" axes were measured in horizontal and vertical sections as well. The
slope of the window through the stylobate was found as 25 degrees. The restitution
investigations showed that the slope ended in the first raiser of the stylobate (Figure
4.23). In addition, when the West Stoa was compared with the Basilica, the windows
should remain in different levels. That is because, there is a half wall in front of each
window and also a water channel is located along the lower gallery south wall of the
Basilica. These traces probably lead to some precautions against water coming through
the windows. Conversely, there is not a water channel related with the windows in the
West Stoa. Therefore, the windows should have been placed one step higher than the
Basilica’s.

The information gathered from the extant construction between the 22" and 30"
axes furthermore the best preserved part of the wall, which is between the 7" and 8™
axes, contributed to the reconstruction proposal very much. The analyses of the
construction system showed that the wall had been built regularly (Figure 4.24). The
reconstruction proposal was prepared after the analyses of regular courses with a

comparative study of each course.

Figure 4.21. Documentation of the east wall between 23™ and 30" axes after the removal of the stylobate.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2004)
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Figure 4.24. The construction style of the wall revealed after the removal of the concrete stylobate
implementation.

Figure 4.25. The east wall of the West Stoa, after the removal of the stylobate at 23rd axis.
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To start with, the 6™ course composed of cut stones placed on the surface of the
wall between the 23 and 26™ axes reveal the construction technique of the windows.
That the course was constructed with headers and stretchers placed perpendicular to
each other. The construction system of the wall was formed by the repetition of
connecting windows on its two sides. These windows are formed by two headers and a
stretcher 50 cm behind the surface of the wall (Figure 4.26). The headers have been cut
until the stretcher has an angle approximately 20 degrees. Further, the stretcher is cut as
well to form a narrowing window in a horizontal and vertical plane.

The missing parts behind the front surface of the 6™ course had to be filled to
support the wall. The filling placed between the 24™ and 25" axes lead to the form of
filling. Additionally missing stones of the foundation should be placed like the originals
remaining between the 26" and 28" axes (Figure 4.28).

Secondly, the 5™ course was observed between the 26™ and 28" axes, however,
not completely open due to the existence of the 4™ course. It is possible to understand
the forms of the stones constituting the 5™ course with careful inspection. To illustrate,
four stretchers and a header belonging to two windows are observed here, which
assisted to find out the construction system of the course (Figure 4.26).

The reconstruction proposal for the 5™ course was prepared according to the
analysis of extant stones. At each window, the angle was decided regarding the extant
stones of the 6™ course. Two original pieces found in the field were properly replaced.
Apart from the wall, a course should be placed for the foundation of the stylobate as a
continuance to the extant course placed between the 28" and 30™ axes (Figure 4.29).

Thirdly, in the 4™ course at the 27™ axis, there is not a complete window
opening, however, all other components are observed. For instance, two headers and a
stretcher are clearly observed between the 26™ and 28™ axes while other remains are
partially observed between the 28™ and 30™ axes due to the existence of the upper
courses. Additionally, the filling under the stylobate in the 4™ course level existed at the
same interval (Figure 4.26). Some new pieces belonging to the 4™ course were also
found on the site. They were placed in the proper places in the reconstruction proposal.
The form and the location of the other pieces were decided according to the

characteristics of the extant ones (Figure 4.30).
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Figure 4.27. The 27th axis reveals the construction tecnique of the Sth and 4th courses.

The next one was the 3™ course which was observed in the 29" axis as well as
the 2™ course. The extant structure revealed different characteristics in the 29" and 30"
axes. The reason for this difference is not clear but the 29™ axis was preferred for the
reconstruction proposal since it revealed a similar system to the lower courses.
However, the 29" axis did not reveal a symmetric construction since the stretcher was
placed behind the header on the left window. Although the reason for this incoherence
application is not known, structural decay, which was probably caused by the
construction system, was clearly observed on the system. The header was cracked in the
middle because it was longer than the proper size. For this reason the reconstruction
proposal was prepared according to the right side of the 29™ axis and with the system
similar to the 4™ course.

The third and second steps of the stylobate should be placed in this course as
seen in the figures (Figure 4.23), (Figure 4.26). The height of the stylobate steps were
decided regarding the existing steps on the north side of the West Stoa and the steps of
the West Gate. The horizontal measure of existing stylobate steps were varied, but
certain measures of 135 cm, 115 cm and 90 cm were the most significant ones.
Accordingly, the reconstruction project was planned regarding these measures. On the
other hand there should be a regular method to implement the window constructions.
The survey studies showed the measure of the windows varied as well as the measures

between them. Therefore it was decided to construct windows with a regular measure
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and then the distance between them would be adopted. According to the proposal
project 135 cm cut stones are appropriate to be placed behind the windows with the
center alignment at the third step (Figure 4.31). Then the second step should be placed
as the joints located on the center of the windows and cut as shown in the reconstruction
project in order to ensure the continuity of the windows to the first step (Figure 4. 32).

Finally, the first step of the stylobate was decided regarding the extant sample
on the north side of the West Stoa. Similar to the third step, 135 cm stones should be
placed as they center the windows because they should be carved to form the window
opening. Every window should end in the opening at the riser of the first step with the
dimension of 16 cm to 32cm (Figure 4.33).

The materials for the new constructions were decided regarding the properties of
the original materials. Although the original materials were not evaluated
experimentally, the new materials decided regarding experiences of local stone
craftsmen. The Bursa beige marble was recommended for the construction of the east
wall. The reason for selecting this hard material was due to two floors of the West Stoa
fagade bearing on the stylobate. However, since the recent restorations include raising
the ground floor columns, the upper floor columns might be raised in the following
years. In case of such a comprehensive implementation including the upper floor, the
beige marble was selected as reconstruction material. Another point concerning this
decision was similar characteristics to the original material was selected to ensure the
equal distribution of the loads bearing on the foundation “(Tashialan et al. 2005)”.
Different load bearing materials do not respect equal when loaded therefore it should be
considered in order to avoid structural problems afterwards

The Marmara Marble which is similar to the original material was recommended
for the reconstruction of the stylobate for the same reasons. However, the west side of
the stylobate was not constructed with Marmara marble but Bursa beige marble as seen
in the original components located at the 29" axis. The west side of the 2\3 course had
not been constructed with Marmara marble in the Hellenistic era because they were not
seen behind the timber flooring system which bears on the fourth course.

The extant stones held the traces of the original clamp places. Therefore it was
decided to be binded with vertical bronze clamps measured 20/2 cm and further the

clamps should be surrounded with lead.
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Figure 4.31. Reconstruction project for the 3 and 2™ course of the east wall between 22"and 30 "axes.
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Figure 4.32. Reconstruction project for the 2™ course of the east wall between 22™and 30 "axes.
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4.2.2.2. Reconstruction Implementation of the Stylobate of the West
Stoa

The reconstruction implementation of the stylobate started in June 2005 with the
placement of the stones on the 6th course. Each course was implemented as stated in the
reconstruction project except for some problems due to the hardness of the marble (The
Marmara marble was too hard to cut, for this reason, the second line had a few different
measures then the project). The Bursa beige marble was used in the complete course of
the 6™, 5™, 4™ and west surface of the 3" course (Figure 4.34). The other placed on the
3 course composed the last step of the stylobate and the 2™ and 1% courses were
constructed with the Marmara marble as stated in the reconstruction project (Figure
4.35).

The headers and stretchers composing the windows were formed according to
the slope and the angle of each window. The extant stones found in the site were placed
their proper places and the new constructed ones were placed lateron. After each
component of the course had been placed, grout which included water, marble dust, and
hydraulic lime (and a little white cement) was poured in the suture of the stones. Finally
clamps and lead were applied as stated in the reconstruction project. Then the next
course was similarly applied.

As in the original, the foundation of the stylobate was placed separate from the
east wall. And stylobate construction started at the 3" course of the wall with the 3" and
2" steps. They were connected to the next with a clamp which is not visible since it
remains under the upper step. The 1% step was placed according to the window
openings. To make the production easier, windows were applied to a proper length of
marble block on the centre. Then they were placed on the windows. Later the block in

the middle of two windows was placed accordingly.
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Figure 4.35. Reconstruction implementation of the window between 23 and 24™ axes.

4.2.2.3. Evaluation of the Reconstruction of the Stylobate of the West
Stoa

The reconstruction implementation of the east wall and the stylobate were
applied according to the proposal project. The intervention follows to the project except
the third step of the stylobate. The lengths of some new stones are applied with different
sizes with the change of approximately between 5-10 cm. due to difficulties in
application. The implementation is executed with original and two kinds of new
materials. Due to use of the new materials with similar characteristics to the originals,
the implementation is distinguishable from the remains. Although their compatibility
with existing material has not been analyzed, the Marmara marble and the Beige marble
were used for the new parts as compatible materials. The construction system and the
details are applied as shown in the project therefore, the reconstruction implementation
is evaluated as compatible with original materials and techniques in the scope of this
study.

Although complete reconstruction of the fagade is not presently planned, the
existing east wall and the stylobate were strengthened considering future interventions.
Thus new reconstruction is available for the further loads at the east fagade of the West

Stoa. In addition, the interventions are reversible if necessary in the future.
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4.2.3. Reconstruction of the Arches of the West Stoa

The West Stoa arches lead to the second period of the structure which means
they were constructed in the Roman era. The arches placed around the distance of 5 m
were for carrying the bearing load of the ground flooring system. Although the date of
the construction is not exactly known there are two claims concerning the construction
of the arches. One of them was due to the earthquake in 178 AD. The arched flooring
system probably constructed when the timber beam system had been destroyed in the
earthquake. The second is the structural system was probably turned to arched system
during the construction of the Basilica “(Taghalan and Drew-Bear 2006)”.

The arches constitute the grid plan of the West Stoa placed one next to the other
in each nave. Therefore they supported each other against the lateral thrusts. According
to this planning each nave was constituted of 29 arches placed with irregular distances
from north to south. These arches connected to each other with smaller arches form
north to south as stated under heading 3.3.2. However, many of them are broken today.
There are 8 arches on the south nave, 10 arches on the middle nave and 10 arches
missing on the west nave (Figure 4. 37). The existing arches do not have many apparent
structural problems but some material problems which can result in structural problems

soon.

Figure 4.36. The Roman arches of the West Stoa.
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Figure 4. 37. The collapsed arches are shown in grey.

Although not planned among the intervention decisions concerning the Agora,
the reconstruction of the ruined arches were decided by the administration of the
excavation. These reconstructions were planned to make the anastylosis of the arches
which were destroyed (collapsed) during the recent excavations and the arch
components had been kept to be re-erected later on.

The reconstruction proposal was prepared through the site investigations. The
remains of collapsed arches were documented first. This documentation included their
current situation, existing components, section and the elevation drawings. Second the
existing collapsed arch components (keystone and voussoirs) were collected and
measured. Later onsite investigations for documenting the sound arches were done to
specify their characteristics. Then the reconstruction project was prepared accordingly.

The aim of the reconstruction study is to replace the collapsed voussoirs and to
consolidate the structure of the West Stoa. Although the aim of this implementation had
been stated due to consolidation of the structure, the necessity of it should be discussed
from the point of the structural system. As stated under the heading 3.3.2 the arches had
been constructed subsequently in order to carry the bearing load of the ground flooring
system. Further they do not support any walls but the arch in the next gallery. In the
scope of the reconstruction proposal, reconstruction of the arches placed in the east
lower gallery would be implemented first. However, the implementation should be done

at each arch by axis since they support each other against the lateral thrusts.
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4.2.3.1. Proposal for Reconstruction of the Arches of the West Stoa

The investigation of existing arches included the documentation of the 30 sound
arches of the West Stoa. Investigations focused on identifying the properties of the
arches. The arches varied in the number and the measure of the voussoirs, which
showed an ancient repair process. Therefore, a theoretical arch was created according to
the restitution investigations formed regarding the common points of the intervened
arches. The theoretical arch was formed of three different arches constructed with three
centers. In general, the arc in the middle center was composed of 7 stones which are a
keystone and 3 voussoirs on the left and right sides of it. The other two arches were
composed of 7 voussoirs placed on the springers on the left and right sides. Regarding
this information the theoretical drawing of the arches was done. Accordingly Figure
4.38 shows the south elevation and section of the theoretical arc in the east gallery
“(Taghalan 2005b)”.

The arches bear on the abutments composed of 16 voussoirs, 2 springers and a
keystone. Most of the voussoirs have the same width, however, some are smaller due to
repair implementations in ancient times. The east abutments bear on the wall while the
west abutments separate the east and middle lower galleries. Since the arched system
continues through the west, that springer was formed for two arches. Not all, but some
of the arches reveal the use of andesite at the keystones and the springers (Figure 4.39).
On the other hand, other components of the arches were made of tufa “(Tashalan
2005b)”.

The reconstruction project was prepared regarding the theoretical drawings. A
total of 8 arches of the east nave were planned to be reconstructed in this study. In total
24 extant voussoirs were decided to be used in appropriate places of the reconstruction.
The voussoirs were classified according to the sizes to be reused in Figure 4.40. Since
the span of the arches varied, the voussoirs would be used in the exact measure but the

keystones would be adjusted “(Taslialan 2005b)”.
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Figure 4.38 The theoretical drawing which shows the state of arches before an ancient repair.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

Figure 4.39. The west springer of the arches was for loading two arches.
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Figure 4.40. The figure shows the implemented arches and the extant voussoirs to be used in the
reconstruction. (Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005).

4.2.3.2. Reconstruction Implementation of the Arches of the West Stoa

The reconstruction project of the arches had been presented to the Izmir 1%
Numbered Conservation Council of Cultural and Natural Heritage and approved by
decision numbered 507, dated 12.05.2005. It is stated that the reconstruction proposal
was approved since the implementation was not concerned with exhibition; conversely
it was to ensure the structural stability of the West Stoa.

A timber staging with the arch for the reconstruction implementation was built
initially (Figure 4.41). Then the voussoirs were placed on the staging. Each voussoir
was constructed with similar measures but not identical. The extant voussoirs were used
in the reconstruction process initially (Figure 4.42). Finally the keystone was placed on
the arch. The voussoirs implemented were in divesting measures in order to have the
similar appearance with the extant arches which are dated to Roman era (Figure 4.43).
Tufa was used to construct new voussoirs since they reveal similar properties with the

Roman arches.
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Figure 4.41. The timber staging is placed initially.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

Figure 4.42. The reconstruction process of the arches.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)
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Figure 4.43. The state of the arches after the reconstruction implementation.

4.2.3.3. Evaluation of the Reconstruction of the Arches of the West
Stoa

The reconstruction was applied to the arches as proposed in the project.
Although the technique of the reconstruction is with the same characteristics of the
original, new interventions are distinguished from the existing arches. The new
materials used in the reconstruction were selected since they have similar characteristics
of natural stone. The analysis of compatibility of the materials have not been done
neither during the applications nor in the scope of this thesis, new materials are
evaluated as compatible regarding their kind of natural stone.

The new arches are strong enough to allow the future studies on the other hand,
the original existing arches are not as stable as the new ones. Therefore, this inequality
should be considered for further loads on the arches. The reconstruction of arches are
also reversible which allows to be removed in the future for necessary rectification

treatments.
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4.2.4. Anastylosis of the Columns of the West Stoa

The east facade of the West Stoa partially stands on the north side including the
anastylosis of 13 columns, capitals and two architraves (Figure 4.44). This state of the
structure was due to a prior implementation which was stated under heading 3.5.1.2.2.
The anastylosis of the 5 columns were implemented by unification of two pieces and 8
columns were implemented with three pieces of columns. The joint edges of the pieces
reveal that concrete material was used during the implementations. Further some
ancient reconstruction marks are also displayed at the edges of the column pieces
(Figure 4.45). This leads to the idea that, the West Stoa was destroyed in an earthquake
and repaired at least once. Further, fractured columns were reused after being reunified
with the clamps.

The 13 columns were placed on the column bases and 5 more bases situated
without columns. These 18 bases are classified into two according to their sizes. It is
clear that 4 bases (1%, 2™, 3" and 4™ placed on the stylobate belong to the first floor of
the structure. Original bases were constructed from 91 cm to 91 cm cubes. However,

there is only one original piece exists today “(Taslialan 2005b)”.

Figure 4.44. Recent state of the West Soa east facade columns.
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Figure 4.45. The clamp sign leads to an ancient repair.
(Source: Archives of the Agora excavations, 2005)

The recent excavations uncovered many pieces of columns which were
documented and stored in the site. The existence of the column pieces inspired the
intervention decisions concerning identifying the central area of the Agora stated under
heading 4.1.4. In summary, some columns of the West Stoa next to the West Gate were
proposed in order to reveal the connection of the two monuments. Further, the
anastylosis aimed to display the ancient configuration of the ground floor fagade of the

West Stoa.

4.2.4.1. Proposal for Anastylosis of the Columns of the West Stoa

The anastylosis of the columns were decided to be implemented between the
23" and 30™ axes. The extant column pieces found in the site would be reraised on the
south facade. Therefore, the project for anastylosis of the granite columns was prepared
regarding the column pieces founded in the recent excavations. Starting next to the
West Gate, re-erection of the columns between 30" and 23™ axes was planned. The

columns would be placed with the original axis distance of 2.50 m which was explained
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under the heading of 3.5.1.2.2. The aim of this implementation is to place the columns
with regular distances and height as in Roman era.

First, the original column dimensions such as diameters and heights were found
in the site investigations. The column replaced on the 5™ axis revealed a sample to the
original columns in Roman era. All extant pieces were measured in order to discover the
exact position of the column piece in the column. Then a project was prepared for
anastylosis of the columns.

The investigations of the extant pieces except capitals revealed that the West
Stoa had collapsed in an earthquake and rebuilt again with the same materials. The
extant column pieces reveal different repair techniques had been implemented in Roman
era. These were the original pieces unified with two clamps from the outer surface. In
addition, outer surface lead channels and clamp traces were found. Some highly
damaged pieces were used after being shaved in order to complete each other and
clamped afterwards “(Taslialan 2005b)”

The prior anastylosis implementation in the 1940s consisted of unification of
both two and three column pieces. The extant pieces were shaved and unified with
clamps and cement material was used at the joins. Regarding the ancient repairs and the
previous anastylosis the columns do not stand on their original locations “(Tashalan
2005b)”.

Naumann and Kantar stated that they have found a whole column with the
height of 4.23 m and placed it to the first floor. Regarding, the ground floor columns
were stated as 4.85 m height as recent investigations reveal the same. The columns
stood with narrowing diameters. To illustrate, ground floor columns start with the
diameter of 60 cm and end with 50 cm, while first floor columns start with the diameter
of 45 cm diameter and end with 37.5 cm. “(Tashalan et al. 2004)”. Since Vitruvius
stated that upper floors columns should be a quarter smaller than the ground floors,
these measures fit exactly “(Vitruvius 1998)”.

Neither whole column nor half was founded in the recent excavations. Since the
half columns had been used in the previous implementations, the anastylosis proposal
was prepared with the column pieces broken into three. Regarding the restitution
investigations a theoretical column was drawn and location of each piece was
determined. All pieces were grouped into three according to three as they belong to
lower, middle and upper part of the structure. Later on the pieces were classified

according to their compatibility. Each column would be constructed with extant pieces
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as shown in the project. They will be unified to each other with 3 vertical clamps
surrounded by lead “(Taslialan 2005b)”. Then they would be placed on the bases with
the same method. Nevertheless, no sound basement existed today since all of them had
been used in the previous implementations. Therefore, construction of the basements
was needed to place the columns on. It was decided a destroyed basement was to be
used after consolidation and 7 more would be constructed from the Marmara marble
similar to the originals.

Finally the original capitals which were found in adequate quantity would be
placed on the columns. Since the capitals remain in different dimensions the height of
the columns would be adjusted to get the exact height at the architrave level.
Accordingly all column pieces and capitals to be used in the anastylosis were planned in
the project. Three vertical clamps and the lead surrounding them would be applied in

order to place capitals on the column.

4.2.4.2. Anastylosis Implementation of the Columns of the West Stoa

After the reconstruction of the stylobate, column bases were constructed in the
atelier from the Marmara marble. Seven bases were constructed and placed on the first
step of the stylobate with 3 clamps and lead applied around the clamps. Later on the
implementation of the columns started. First 30™ column was unified from the pieces
shown in the project, afterwards placed on the newly constructed bases. It was
montaged with three clamps as stated in the proposal of project (Figure 4.46). The
implementation studies had been stopped when the re-erection of the columns started.
As stated under heading 4.2, the aim of this process was to acquire the unity of the West
Gate and the West Stoa as in the Roman era. On the contrary, the recent state of the
West Stoa presents a discontinuous and artificial structure due to unfinished
implementations.

There is no doubt that the implementations would give the impression of the
original structure if the extant columns and the capitals were placed on the column

bases.
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Figure 4.46. Reconstruction implementation of the West Gate and the 30™ column of the West Soa.

Figure 4.47. The implementation studies finished after re-erection of the 30" column.
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Figure 4.48. The present appearance of the West Stoa, 2006.

4.2.4.3. Evaluation of the Anastylosis of the Columns of the West Stoa

The proposal of anastylosis of the columns will be evaluated in this study since
the interventions have not been completed yet. The new application of the columns will
be distinguishable due to the unification technique of the column pieces. Original pieces
will be used in the column anastylosis while all the bases were built with new material,
Marmara marble (Figure 4.48). The bases were built according to the existing original
ones with compatible materials.

The proposal for anastylosis of the columns is available for the future studies if
further interventions are necessitated. That is, the capitals on the columns are at the
same height, it is possible to place architrave blocks and other architectural components

on them. Furthermore, the proposal is evaluated as reversible.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSIONS

The restoration interventions had been implemented in the West Stoa of the
Agora, have been subjected to this study. The restorations executed in 1930’s and
1940’s were realized before the excavation studies completed and investigations
resulted in many wrong implementations besides loss of some data. In the scope of new
findings found in the lateral excavations and the recent investigations, the former
interventions necessitated reevaluation.

The former interventions in the West Stoa include the reconstruction of the West
Gate, reconstruction of the east wall and stylobate and re-erection of some columns.
Although they were reasonable when executed, recent investigations revealed that they
included wrong implementations which were incompatible with original materials,
techniques and form. To illustrate, the anastylosis of the West Gate was re-erected with
inaccurate measures and with building components that belonged to other buildings.
Such as some of the voussoirs belong to the Basilica while abutment pieces belong to
the Basilica and the West Gate. In addition, the east wall and stylobate were
reconstructed with rubble and concrete material without regarding the original
construction technique, materials and details. Then, the columns were placed with
irregular distances and heights on the stylobate.

To sum up, when the restoration interventions of the 1930’s and 1940’s are
evaluated in terms of the criteria regarding present international regulations, they are
distinguishable of the new application. On the other hand, new applications are not
compatible with existing original materials and techniques, therefore they are not
available for future applications. Finally, the interventions are reversible in order to
allow for necessary rectification in the future.

Although the previous implementations have a considerable importance as they
reveal the former conservation approaches, incorrect anastylosis of the West Gate and
south part of the stylobate had to be disassembled since they did not reveal the original
state. Removing the previous implementations just as they include mistakes should not
be the adequate approach for disassembling them. Actually, frustrating effects to the

original material should be considered and damaging any extant material should be
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avoided. In addition to the wrong implementations, new evidences including original
building components found in the recent excavations made the dissembling essential in
the West Stoa.

Similar to the former interventions, restoration studies were carried out before
the excavations were completed. Although, urgent interventions for the conservation of
the remains should be implemented initially, the recent studies included many
restoration interventions concerning the presentation and information of the site. In the
scope of the recent studies, reconstruction of the West Gate, east wall, stylobate and
some arches of the West Stoa, and anastylosis of a column were executed in 2004 and
2005.

Regarding some criteria of the present international regulations, these
interventions are evaluated distinguishable as belonging to the recent time although the
materials and techniques used in the application are compatible with the existing
original materials. In addition, they are available for future applications to be completed
since they are reversible to allow rectification when necessary in the future.

For further studies, other conservation problems, that have to be managed
initially in the Agora, can be grouped in four themes. The most important one is the
security problem of the site due to illicit entrances and stays of idles in the lower
galleries. Not only the visitors and investigators but also the findings are under threat by
these people. The existing state showed that isolating the archeological site from its
surrounding would increase the problem. Instead, the Agora should be regarded as a
public place as it was in the ancient era. Not only the limited social and cultural
activities but also the daily use of the local people should be considered in the scope of
public use. The measure of this problem is organizing the surrounding of the site
especially the north side of the Basilica and the expropriation zone on the west should
be planned accordingly. Therefore, new utilizations such as a welcoming center,
information, resting place with cafeterias and shopping functions will increase the
pedestrian traffic on the north side. In addition, security points and lighting should be
achieved to ensure safety during the night as well.

The following studies should focus on evaluation and preservation of the
findings, as well as, the curation of related records and literature concerning the Agora
instead of new excavation studies. An adequate number of qualified investigators in
relevant fields should contribute to evaluate the archeological remains. International

cooperation should be ensured in specialized fields. The existence of the South Stoa and
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any other monuments placed in the central area should be searched with non destructive
techniques such as geophysical and infrared rather than the excavations.

A proper long-term conservation programme should be managed for the
protection of the archaeological remains. Including structural and material decays,
constructional problems should be documented and analyzed. Exposed to weathering,
some of the arches and vaults of the lower galleries need to be consolidated to avoid
collapse. Apart from structural deteriorations, some building components such as
mosaics, mortars and plasters have been under the threat of degradation since they have
been exposed. A comprehensive work should be done for the preservation of the
materials. In this scope, deterioration problems of the remains should be documented
regularly in order to determine the characteristics of the decay for the preservation of
them. Considering the conservation of the plasters against rain and sun light, temporary
shelter was constructed, which obstructs the perception of the Basilica. Instead, an
appropriate sheltering should be projected for the conservation of the plasters as well as
the other building components.

Finally, arrangement of the site for the visitors should be organized. Walking
platforms, information centers, exhibition places should be planned to educate the
visitors. The investigation studies should be exhibited as well as the findings. The
expropriation zone designed for the function will increase the link between the site and
the city. Especially the north side should be reorganized as an entrance with cafeterias,
shopping places and an information center to reflect the authentic ambience to the

visitors.

133



REFERENCES

Aksam, 03.07.1937, Son 15 Giin Icinde Bir Cok Miihim Eserler Bulundu.

Akozan, F., 1977. Tiirkiye’'de Tarihi Anmitlar1 Koruma Teskilati ve Kanunlar, ( Devlet
Giizel Sanatlar Akademisi, Istanbul)

Akurgal, E., 1995. Anadolu Uygarliklari, (Net Turistik, Istanbul), pp. 300-303.

Alpan, A. 2006. “Kentsel Arkeolojik Kaynaklarin Kent Yasamina Katilmas1”, Bilim ve
Utopya. Vol. 144, pp. 50-53.

Atasoy, S., 2001. Hellen ve Roma Doneminde Anadolu Kenti, edited by O. Ergun
(Promete, Istanbul), pp.8-9.

Batkan, O. 2002. “Agora ve Cevresi Koruma - Gelistirme ve Yasatma Projesi”, Ege
Mimarlik. Vol. 43, No.3, pp. 20-24.

Binan, C., 1999. Mimari Koruma Alaninda Venedik Tiiziigii ’qden Giintimiize Diisiinsel
Geligmenin Uluslararasi Evrim Siireci, (Y1ldiz Teknik Universitesi, Istanbul), pp.
12-13.

Cadoux, C.J., 2003. Ilkcag ’da.l'zmir Kentin, En Eski Caglardan I.S. 324 e Kadar Tarihi,
translated by B. Umar, (Iletisim, Istanbul).

Calder, W.M. 1906. “Smyrna as described by the Orator Aelius Aristides”, in Studies in
the History and Art of the Eastern Provinces of the Roman Empire, edited by
W.M.Ramsay, (Aberdeen University, Aberdeen).

Canpolat, E., 1953. Izmir Kurulusundan Bugiine, (Pulhan Matbaas1, Istanbul).

Chenavard, A.M., 1849. Voyage en Gréce et dans le Levant, (Léon Boitel)

Cing6z, M., Tung, P., Dogan, M.U. and Aylaz, B. 2004. “Mimari Restorasyon Hazirlig1
icin Yapilan Sondaj Kazilarina Dair Rapor”, Report Archives of the Agora
Excavations, 23.07.2004.

Cumhuriyet Ege, 22 Temmuz 2005, Agoradan Gdélge Kalkiyor.

Cakmake1, A.Z. and Erdem, G. 2002. “Antik {zmir’den Kalan izler”, Izmir Kent Kiiltiirii
Dergisi. No. 5, pp. 44-50.

Dictionary of Architecture and Construction, 2000. Edited by C.M. Harris (Mc Graw-
hill, New York).

Duyuran, R. 1945. “Izmir’de Namazgah’ta 1944 Yilinda Yapilan Kaziya Ait Kisa
Rapor”, Belleten. Vol. 9, No. 35, pp. 405-416.

134



Erder, C., 1975. Tarihi Cevre Bilinci, (Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi Mimarlik
Fakiiltesi, Ankara), pp. 282-286.

Ersoy, A., 1998. Bati Anadolu Hellenistik Donem Stoalar: Isiginda Metropolis Stoast,
(Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation in Archaeology).

Genger, N. 1998. “Izmir Agorasi 1998 Yili Kazis1”, Report Archives of the Agora
Excavations, 01.02.1999.

Goksu, E., 2002. “Agora Arkeolojisinin Kentliye Yanstyan Yiizii”, [zmir Kent Kiiltiirii
Dergisi. Vol. 5, pp. 55-59.

Giil, Y., 1995. Agora ve izmirli Homeros, (Izmir), pp. 1-16.

Gil, Y. 1998. “1997 yil1 Agora kazis1”, Report Archives of the Agora Excavations.
Giil, Y., 2005. Smyrna, (Izmir) pp. 8-13.

Giiltekin, H., 1951. Izmir Agoras:, (Ihsan Giimiisayak Matbaas1, Izmir), pp. 7-16.

Hasol, D., 2002. Ansiklopedik Mimarhk Sozligii, (Yap1 Endiistri Merkezi, Istanbul),
p. 81.

[zmir Muhipleri Cemiyeti 1934. Izmir Panoromasi. Vol. 15, p. 44-45.
Kizil, A., 2002. Uygarliklarin Baskenti Mylasa ve Cevresi, (Milas), p. 25.

Kuleli, E., Cakir, K. and Dénmez S. 1999. “Agora Oren Yeri”, Report Archives of the
Agora Excavations, 28.07.1999.

Kuleli, E., Dalgig, M. and Aslantas, C. 2000. “Izmir Agoras1”, Report Archives of the
Agora Excavations, 06.12.2000.

Laroche, D. 2003. “Izmir Agora’da Gergeklestirilen Mimari Caligmalarin Raporu”,
Report Archives of the Agora Excavations, December 2003.

Madran, E. 2005. “Kiltiir ve Tabiat Yarhklarlnl Koruma Mevzuatindaki Son
Diizenlemeler”, Korumada 50 Yil, Istanbul, (17-18 Kasim 2005), MSGSU
Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Yayinlari, Istanbul, pp. 245-252.

Madran, E. and Ozgéniil, N., 1999. International Documents Regarding the
Preservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage, (METU Faculty of Architecture
Press, Ankara).

Miltner, F. and Selahattin. 1934. “Izmirde Roma Devrine Ait Forumda Yapilan Hafriyat
Hakkinda Ihzari Rapor”, Tiirk Tarih, Arkeologya ve Etnografya Dergisi. No. 2,
pp. 219-240.

Naumann, R. and Kantar, S. 1943. “Izmirde Roma Devrine Ait Iyon Agorasinda

Yapilan Hafriyat Hakkinda Ikinci Thzari Rapor”, Belleten. Vol. 7, No. 26, pp. 213-
225.

135



Naumann, R. and Kantar, S. 1950. “Die Agora von Smyrna”, Istanbuler Forschungen.
Vol. 17, pp. 69-114.

Oikonomos K. and.Slaars B.F., 2001. Destanlar Cagindan 19. Yiizyila Izmir, translated
by B. Umar (Iletisim, Istanbul), p.84.

Petzl, G. 1990. “Die Inschriften von Smyrna”, Inschriften griechischer Stddte aus
Kleinasien. Vol. 24, No. 697.

Segal, A., 1997. From Function to Monuments, (Oxbow Monograph 66), p. 55.

Silver, C. 2003a. “Ancient Graffiti in the Agora of Izmir, Turkey: Conservation Tests
and Recommendations for Conservation Treatment”, Report Archives of the
Agora Excavations, 18.05.2003

Silver, C. 2003b. “Plaster and Graffiti in the Agora of Ancient Smyrna: Summary of
Conservation Work Undertaken in July, 2003 and Recommendations for a
Comprehensive Preservation Program”, Report Archives of the Agora
Excavations, August 2003.

Taslialan, M. 2004. “11 Aralik 2003-11 Haziran 2004 Tarihleri Arasindaki Bati Stoa
Kazi Calismalari Raporu”, Report Archives of the Agora Excavations.

Tashialan, M., Laroche, D., Ozkaban, F.A., Cakir, E.S. and Yaka, N.F. 2004. “Izmir
Agora Bat1 Galeri ve Faustina Kapis1 Restorasyon Raporu”, Report Archives of
the Agora Excavations, 20.07.2004.

Tashalan, M. 2005a. “Izmir Agora Bati Portik Cephesi Rekonstriiksiyon Projesi”,
Report Archives of the Agora Excavations, 18.04.2005.

Tashalan, M. 2005b. “Izmir Agoras1 Bati portik Rekonstriiksiyon Projesi Ek Bilgileri”,
Report Archives of the Agora Excavations, 24.06.2005.

Tashalan, M., 2005c. Son Dénem Kazilar: Isiginda Smyrna Agorast, (Izmir).

Tashalan, M. and Drew-Bear, T. 2005. “Fouilles De L’Agora De Smyrne: Rapport Sur
La Campagne de 2004”, Anatolia Antiqua, Eski Anadolu. Vol. 13, pp. 371-434.

Taslialan, M. and Drew-Bear, T. 2006. “Fouilles De L.’Agora De Smyrne: Rapport Sur
La Campagne de 2005”, Anatolia Antiqua, Eski Anadolu. Vol. 14, pp. 309-361.

Tokséz, C., 1960. Izmir Tarih ve Arkeoloji, (Ayyildiz Matbaasi, Ankara), pp. 44-50.

Tulunay, G. 2002. “Agamemnos Balnea-Apollon Banyolari Balgova Agamemnon
Kaplicalar1”, Izmir Kent Kiiltiirii Dergisi. Vol. 5, pp. 70-80.

Vitruvius, 1998. Mimarlik Uzerine On Kitap, edited by F. Yegiil and B. Artaml1 (Sevki
Vanli Mimarlik Vakfi, istanbul).

136



Yaka, N.F., Ipekoglu, B. and Laroche, D. 2005. “Izmir Agorasi - Bati Stoa
Restorasyonlarinin Degerlendirilmesi”, Korumada 50 Yil, Istanbul, (17-18 Kasim
2005), MSGSU, Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Yayinlar1, Istanbul, pp. 317-327.

Yeni Asir, 21.04.1932 , No. 8018, Namazgah Mezarliginda Asaritika.

WEB 1, 2006. Icomos, 20/01/2006. http://www.international.icomos.org/e_venice.htm.

WEB 2, 2006. Council of Europe, 10/06/2006. http://cm.coe.int/ta/rec/1989/89r5.htm.

WEB_3, 2006. Council of Europe, 10/06/2006. http://www.coe.int/T/E/Cultural_Co-
operation/Heritage/Resources/echartever.asp.

WEB 4, 2006. Getty, 20/01/2006.
http://getty.edu/conservation/publications/pdf publications/archaeology_bib.pdf.

WEB 5, 2006. Getty, 20/01/2006.
http://www.getty.edu/conservation/research resources/charters.html#1904.

WEB_6, 2006.Icomos, 10/06/2006. http://www.icomos.org/athens_charter.html

WEB_7, 2006. Unesco, 20/01/2006.
http://www.unesco.org/culture/laws/archaeological/html_eng/pagel.shtml.

WEB_8, 2006. Fletcher, 20\01\2006. http://fletcher.tufts.edu/multilaterals.html.

WEB 9, 2006. Fletcher, 20/01/2006. http://fletcher.tufts.edu/multi/texts/ BH686.txt.

WEB_10 2006. Icomos, 20/01/2006.
http://www.international.icomos.org/e archae.htm.

WEB 11, 2006. Fletcher, 20/01/2006. http://fletcher.tufts.edu/multi/www/bh997.html.

WEB 12, 2006. Icomos, 10/06/2006. http://www.icomos.org/docs/san_antonio.html.

WEB 13, 2006. Icomos, 20/01/2006. http://www.icomos.org/australia/burra.html.

WEB 14, 2006. Helm, 10/06/2006.
http://www.helm.org.uk/server/show/category.8592.

WEB 15, 2006. Icomos, 10/06/2006.
http://www.international.icomos.org/charters/structures e.htm.

WEB 16, 2006. TBMM, 25/03/2006. http://www.tbmm.gov.tr/kanunlar/k5226.html.

WEB 17, 2006. Giimriik Miisavirleri Dernegi, 25/03/2006.
http://www.igmd.org/abdoc/4-2001UlusalProgram.doc .

WEB 18, 2006. Konak Belediyesi, 25/03/2006. http://www.konak.bel.tr/karar5.htm.

137



WEB 19, 2006. Strabon, 17/04/2006. www.strabon.org/Strabon_4pages EN.pdf.

WEB 20, 2006. Wikipedia, 22/06/2006. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aelius_Aristides.

WEB 21, 2006. Jacquelinebailey, 10/02/2006.
www.jacquelinebailey.com/school/rome.ppt.

WEB 22, 2006. Die, 16/04/2006. www.dict.die.net/emplecton/.

WEB 23, 2006. Hiswilliwaw, 10/02/2006.
www.hlswilliwaw.com/Agora/html/IzmirAgora-Pgl.htm.

WEB 24, 2006. Hlswilliwaw, 10/02/2006.
http://www.hlswilliwaw.com/Agora/html/IzmirAgora-Pg3.htm.

WEB 25, 2006. New Testament Maps and Artifacts, 10/02/2006.
http://www.ntimages.com/Turkey/Smyrna_Izmir/agora/sub-agora.jpg.

WEB 26, 2005. Arkitera, 05/04/2006.
http://www.arkitera.com/v1/haberler/2005/02/04/agora .htm.

WEB_27, 2006. Izmir Biiyiik Sehir Belediyesi, 06/04/2006.
http://www.izmir.bel.tr/Details.asp ?textID=679.

WEB_ 28, 2006. Mediterranean Information Office 14/06/2006. http://www.mio-
ecsde.org/filemegmt data/files/Nafplion Background%20 Document.pdf.

WEB 29, 2003. Mimarlar Odasi, 05/04/2006.
http://www.izmimod.org.tr/index.php?sayfa=2003_08 07&bolum=bultenler&kat
=dev.

WEB 30, 2004. NTVMSNBC, 05/04/2006. http://www.ntv.com.tr/news/247685.asp.

WEB 31, 2004. Yapi, 05/04/2006.
http://www.arkitera.com/v1/haberler/2004/11/03/faustina.htm.

WEB 32, 2006. Athanase, 05/04/2006. http://www.athanase.org/palmyre.htm.

White, C. 1997. “On the Origin of the Hellenistic Stoa Adapted to Contour, An Asiatic
Type”, Proceedings of the International Conference, Istanbul, Turkey, (14-18 July
1997), YTU Faculty of Architecture, pp. 21-27.

138



APPENDIX A

KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
YUKSEK KURULU iLKE KARARLARI

Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 45 3.3.1998 Toplant1 Yeri
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 572 3.3.1998 ANKARA

I.ve II. DERECEDE ARKEOLOJIK SIiT
ALANLARINDAKIORENYERLERINDE KULTUR VE TABIAT
VARLIKLARININ KORUNMASI ve SERGILENMESINE
YONELIK MEKANLARIN OLUSTURULMASI

I.ve II. derecede arkeolojik sit alanlarindaki 6ren yerlerinde Kiiltiir ve Tabiat
Varliklarinin korunmasi ve sergilenmesine yonelik mekanlarin olusturulmasi konusunda
Anitlar ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigiiniin 27.10.1997 giin ve 8729 sayili yazis1 ve eki
raporlarin degerlendirilmesi sonucunda;

I.ve II. derece arkeolojik sit alanlarindaki oren yerlerinde agiga ¢ikarilan taginir
kiiltiir varliklarinin alana yonelik islevsel ve mekansal baglarinin kurulabilmesine
olanak saglamak iizere mahallinde korunmasi ve degerlendirilmesine yonelik bilimsel
faaliyetler kapsaminda; muhafaza, bakim, onarim, restorasyon, teshir - tanzim ve
taniimlarina yonelik Kiiltir Bakanliginca ihtiyag duyulan kapali ve agik sergi
mekanlar1 ile ziyaretgilere yonelik acik otopark, WC gibi diizenlemelerin bilimsel
arastirma ve kazis1 tamamlanmis olup yer alti katmanlarinda korunmasi gerekli kiiltiir
varligi bulunmadigi saptanan antik yerlesmenin surdisi alanlarinda ilgili Koruma
Kurulunun 6zel izni ile yapilabilecegine,

Uygulama oncesinde 6ren yerinin yakin g¢evresinin islevsel biitlinliigii i¢inde
etkin bir sekilde korunmasi ve yasatilmasina yonelik alan kullanim ve diizenleme
kararlarini igeren 1 / 500 6lgekli Cevre Diizenleme Projesi ile 6n izin alinmasina, buna

bagl olarak diizenlenecek kapali ve agik mekanlarin islev, yerlesme, yapilasma, estetik
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ve peyzaj diizenleme kosullar1 ile kapasitelerinin sergiye konu eserler sergi
mekanlarinin mahal listeleri ile alana yonelik arastirma, kazi, restorasyon ve cevre
diizenleme proje raporlar ¢ergevesinde Koruma Kurulunca belirlenmesine, acik alan
diizenlemelerinin onayli 1 / 200, mimari mekanlarin 1 / 50 ve daha alt 6lgekli uygulama
projeleri ile uygulanabilecegine,

Kapal1 sergi ve depolama mekani ihtiyaclarinin restorasyonu tamamlanabilecek
mevcut mekanlardan da karsilanabilecegine,

Oren yeri biinyesinde kapal1 sergi mekanlar biitiiniinden bagimsiz olarak ticari

mekanlara kesinlikle izin verilemeyecegine, karar verildi.
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APPENDIX B

KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
YUKSEK KURULU iLKE KARARLARI

Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 60 5.11.1999 Toplant1 Yeri
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 658 5.11.1999 ANKARA

ARKEOLOJIK SITLER, KORUMA VE KULLANMA KOSULLARI

Arkeolojik Sitler, Koruma ve Kullanma Kosullarina iliskin 14.7.1998 giin ve
594 sayil ilke karari, uygulamada ¢ikan sorunlar, mevzuatla ¢elisen hususlar ve
Danigtay 6. Dairesinin 11.11.1997 giin ve 1996 / 3313 esas, 1997 / 4875 sayil karari
gb6zoOniine alinarak asagidaki sekilde diizenlenmistir.

Arkeolojik Sit: Insanhigmn varolusundan giiniimiize kadar ulasan eski
uygurliklarin yer altinda, yer iistiinde ve su altindaki iiriinlerini, yasadiklar1 devirlerin
sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltiirel 6zelliklerini yansitan her tiirli kiiltiir varliginin yer aldigi
yerlesmeler ve alanlardir.

Arkeolojik Sitlerde Koruma ve Kullanma Kosullari: Bu boéliimde yapilan
derecelendirme arkeolojik sitlerin tasidiklar1 énem ve o6zelliklerinin yanisira, alanda
uygulanacak koruma ve kullanma kosullarini kapsar.

1) I. Derece Arkeolojik Sit: Korumaya yonelik bilimsel ¢aligmalar diginda aynen
korunacak sit alanlaridir.

Bu alanlada, kesinlikle hi¢bir yapilagsmaya izin verilmemesine, imar planlarinda
aynen korunacak sit alani olarak belirlenmesine, bilimsel amacli kazilarin disinda higcbir
kaz1 yapilamayacagina, ancak;

a) Resmi ve 0Ozel kuruluslarca zorunlu durumlarda yapilacak alt yapi
uygulamalari i¢in miize miidiirliigliniin ve varsa kazi baskaninin goriisiiyle konunun

koruma kurulunda degerlendirilmesine,
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b) Yeni tarimsal alanlarin agilmamasina, yalnizca sinirli mevsimlik tarimsal
faaliyetlerin devam edebilecegine, koruma kurullarinca uygun goriilmesi halinde
seraciliga devam edilebilecegine,

¢) Hoyiik ve timilislerde topragin siiriilmesine dayanan tarimsal faaliyetlerin
kesinlikle yasaklanmasina, agaclandirmaya gidilmemesine, yalnizca mevcut agaglardan
iiriin alinabilecegine,

d) Tas, toprak, kum vb. alinmamasina, kireg, tas, tugla, mermer, kum, maden vb.
ocaklarin ac¢ilmamasina, toprak, curuf, ¢Op, sanayi atigi ve benzeri malzeme
dokiilmemesine,

e) Bu alanlar igerisinde yer alan 6ren yerlerinde gezi yolu diizenlemesi, meydan
tanzimi, acgik otopark, WC, bilet gisesi, bek¢i kuliibesi gibi iinitelerin koruma
kurulundan izin alinarak yapilabilecegine,

f) Bu alanlar igerisinde bulunan ve giiniimiizde halen kullanilan umuma agik
mezarliklarda sadece defin islemlerinin yapilabilecegine,

g) Tasinmaz kiiltiir varliklarinin mahiyetine tesir etmeyecek sekilde ilgili
koruma kurulundan izin almak kosuluyla birlestirme (tevhit) ve ayirma (ifraz)
yapilabilecegine,

2) II. Derece Arkeolojik Sit: Korunmasi gereken, ancak koruma ve kullanma
kosullart1 koruma kurullar1 tarafindan belirlenecek, korumaya yonelik bilimsel
calismalar disinda aynen korunacak sit alanlaridir. Bu alanlarda, yeni yapilasmaya izin
verilmemesine, ancak;

a) Giinlimiizde kullanilmakta olan tescilsiz yapilarin basit onarimlarinin
yirtirliikteki ilke karar1 dogrultusunda yapilabilecegine,

b) I. derece arkeolojik sit koruma ve kullanma kosullarinin a,b,c,¢.d,e.f,
maddelerinin gecerli olduguna,

3) III. Derece Arkeolojik Sit: Koruma - kullanma kararlar1 dogrultusunda yeni
diizenlemelere izin verilebilecek arkeolojik alanlardir.

Bu alanlarda,

a) Gegis donemi yapilanma kosullarinin belirlenmesine, Gegis donemi
yapilanma kosullarinin belirlenmesinde;

- Oneri yap1 yogunlugunun, mevcut imar plam ile belirlenmis yogunlugu
agmamasina,

- Alana gelecek islevlerin uyumuna,

- Gerekli alt yap1 uygulamalarina,
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- Oneri yap1 gabarilerine,

- Yap1 teknigine ve malzemesine, Mevcut ve olast arkeolojik varliklarin
korunmasi ve degerlendirilmesini saglayacak bir bigimde ¢ozlimler getirilmesine,

b) Varsa onayli ¢evre diizeni ve nazim plan kararlar ile yerlesime agilmig
kesimlerinde arkeolojik degerlerin korunmasimi goézeterek, koruma amagli imar
planlarinin yapilmasina,

¢) Bu ilke kararmin almmmasindan énce Koruma Amaclh imar Plam yapilmig
yerlerde planin 6ngdrdiigii kosullarin gegerli olduguna.

d) Bu alanlarda, belediyesince veya valilik¢e insaat izni verilmeden Once, ilgili
miize miidiirliigi uzmanlar1 tarafindan sondaj kazisi gergeklestirilerek, sondaj
sonuclarinin bu alanlarla ilgili, varsa kazi baskaninin goriisleriyle birlikte miize
miudiirligiince koruma kuruluna iletilip kurul karar1 alindiktan sonra uygulamaya
gecilebilecegine,

e) III. Derece arkeolojik sit alani olarak belirlenen arkeolojik sit alanlarinda
koruma kurullarinin, sondaj kazis1 yapilacak alanlara iliskin genel sondaj karari
alabilecegine,

f) Tasinmaz kiiltiir varliklarinin mahiyetine tesir etmeyecek sekilde ilgili koruma
kurulundan izin almak kosuluyla birlestirme (tevhit) ve ayirma (ifraz) yapilabilecegine,

g) Bu alanlarda, tas, toprak, kum vb. alinmasina, kireg, tas, tugla, mermer, kum,
maden vb. ocaklarinin agilmamasina, toprak, curuf, ¢Op, sanayi atif1 ve benzeri
malzemenin dokiilmemesine,

h) Ulke enerji iiretimine getirecegi katki ve kamu yarar1 dogrultusunda bu
alanlarda koruma kurulunca uygun goriilmesi halinde riizgar enerji santrallari
yapilabilecegine,

1) Sit alanlarindaki su {rlinleri iiretim ve yetigtirme tesislerine iliskin
yuriirliiktesi ilke kararinin gecerli olduguna,

4) Kentsel Arkeolojik Sitler: Arkeolojik sitlerle, 2863 sayili Yasanin 6.
Maddesinde tanimlanan korunmasi gerekli taginmaz kiiltiir varliklarini igeren ve ayni
yasa maddesi geregi korunmasi gerekli kentsel dokularin birlikte bulundugunu
alanlardir.

a) Bu alanlarda, arkeolojik degerlerin saglikli ve kapsamli envanter ¢calismasinin
yapilmasina, bu ¢aligma sonucunda hazirlanacak planlar onanmadan, parsel 6l¢eginde
uygulamaya gecilmemesine,

Planlama calismalar1 sirasinda;
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- Alana gelecek islevlerin uyumuna,

- Glinlimiiz kosullarinin gerektirdigi altyapr hizmetlerinin proje asamasindan
itibaren kiiltiir katmanina zarar vermeyecek ve toprak kullanimimi en alt diizeyde
tutacak bi¢cimde ele alinmasina,

- Oneri yap1 gabarileri ile yap1 teknigi ve malzemesinin geleneksel doku ile
uyumuna 6zen gosterilmesine,

b) Bu alanlarda mevcut yikint1 temeller iizerine, o temellerin ait oldugu eski
yap1, korunmasi gerekli kiiltlir varlig1 niteligi tasiyorsa, ayrica i¢inde bulundugu sitin
tarihsel kimliginin yeniden canlandirilmasina 6nemli bir katki yaratiyorsa yapiya ait
eski bilgi, resim, graviir, fotograf, an1 belgeleri vb. dokiimanlarla restitiie edilebilecegi
ilgili koruma kurulunca kabul edildikten sonra restitiisyon projesi diizenlenerek ve
kurulca onaylanarak, eski yapinin yeniden ihya ediledilebilecegine,

¢) Tek yap1 olgegindeki korunmasi gerekli kiiltiir varlig1 niteligi tasiyan yapi ve
yap1 kalintilarinin r6l6ve ve restorasyon projelerinin koruma kurulunca onanmasi
kosulu ile onarilip kullanilabilecegine, yasa kapsami disinda kalan tasinmazlarin ise
yuriirlikteki ilke kararinda belirtilen esaslar kapsaminda basit onarimlarinin
yapilabilecegine,

14.7.1998 giin ve 594 sayili ilke kararinin iptaline karar verildi.
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APPENDIX C

KULTUR ve TABIAT VARLIKLARINI KORUMA
YUKSEK KURULU iLKE KARARLARI

Toplant1 No. ve Tarihi : 68 15.04.2005 Toplant1 Yeri
Karar No. ve Tarihi : 702 15.04.2005 ANKARA

KENTSEL ARKEOLOJIK SIiT ALANLARI KORUMA VE
KULLANMA KOSULLARI

3386 ve 5226 sayili Kanunlarla degisik 2863 sayili Kanun kapsamina giren
arkeolojik sit alanlar1 ile birlikte korunmasi gerekli kentsel dokulari iceren ve bu
Ozellikleri ile biitiinlik arz eden korumaya yonelik 6zel planlama gerektiren alanlar
kentsel arkeolojik sit alanlaridir.

a) Bu alanlarda, arkeolojik degerlerin bilimsel yontemlerle agiga ¢ikarilmasi,
onarilmasi ve sergilenmesi islemlerinin esas alinarak saglikli ve kapsamli arkeolojik
envanter temeline dayali 6z gerekli biitiin Olgeklerdeki planlama ¢alismalarinin
ivedilikle yapilmasina, bu planlar onanmadan, parsel Olceginde uygulamaya
gegilmemesine.

Planlama ¢aligmalar1 sirasinda:

. Alana gelecek iglevlerin uyumuna,

. Giliniimliz kosullarinin gerektirdigi altyapir hizmetlerinin proje asamasinda
kiiltiir katmanina zarar vermeyecek ve toprak kullanimini minimumda tutacak bi¢cimde
ele alinmasina,

. Oneri yap1 gabarileri ile yap1 teknigi ve malzemesinin geleneksel doku ile
uyumuna,

. Mevcut ve olas1 arkeolojik varliklarin korunmasini ve degerlendirilmesini

saglayacak ¢oziimler getirilmesine,
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b) Bu alanlarda mevcut yikint1 temeller {lizerine, o temellerin ait oldugu eski
yap1, korunmasi gerekli kiiltiir varlig1 niteligi tasiyorsa, ayrica i¢inde bulundugu sitin
tarihsel kimliginin yeniden canlandirilmasinda 6nemli bir bosluk yaratiyorsa, yapiya ait
eski bilgi, resim, graviir, fotograf, an1 belgeleri vb. dokiimanlarla restitiie edilebilecegi
ilgili Koruma Bolge Kurulunca kabul edildikten sonra restitliisyon projesi diizenlenerek
ve kurulca onaylanarak eski yapinin yeniden ihya edilebilecegine,

¢) Tek yap1 olgegindeki korunmasi gerekli kiiltiir varlig1 niteligi tasiyan yap1 ve
yapt kalintilarinin r6léve ve restorasyon projelerinin Koruma Bdlge Kurulunca
onanmas1 kosulu ile onarilip kullanilabilecegine, kentsel doku ile biitlinlik saglayan
tescili bulunmayan mevcut yapilarin da ayni kosullarda hazirlanacak projelere dayali
olarak onarilabilecegine.

Kurulumuzun 5.11.1999 giin ve 658 sayil ilke karariin 4. maddesinin iptaline

karar verildi.
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