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Architectural Education in Turkey: 
Past and Present 
Turkey has a rich architectural tradition which 
has been inherited from older Anatolian cultures, 
especially from Seijuk and Ottoman Empires. 
The training if technical cadres had been gi ven a 
special importance parallel to the importance 
given to construction works since the 15th Cen
tury. The characteristics if the technical training 
had always been in accord with the properties of 
the building process, organised under the influ
ence if social, economic and cultural factors. 
Therifore technical education showed different 
patterns during different periods. In this article 
the development if architectural education is in
troduced within its interrelations with architectu
ral activities and socio-cultural environment. 

Architectural education before the 
Republic 
During the Ottoman Empire, until the 
18th Century an institution called Hassa 
Mimarlari Ocagi (Royal Architect's school) 
was functioning as a centre for the training 
of young men to be employed in the con
struction of state buildings. The education 
at this centre was both theoretical and prac
tical and conducted through apprenticeship 
and students learned not only architecture, 
but various skills related to construction. 
According to historians this institution was 
established in 1453. After several changes 
and improvements it was given its final 
structure in the 16th Century by Sinan and 
functioned until 1881 when a Directory of 
Royal Construction Works Ebniye'i Hassa 
Miidiir/Ugii was established. 

In the 18th Century while crucial 
changes occured in all the institutions as a 
result of westernisation, formal schools of 
technical education were formed: in 1734 a 
military technical school Askeri Humbar
ahane ve Hendesane had been founded. In 
1773 a second engineering school Miihen
dishane-i Bahri-i Hiimayun followed. These 
two were the first technical schools for the 
education of engineers in parallel with 
European models. Later, in 1795, the first 
one had changed in to a military engineer
ing school with a new name Miihendishane-i 
berri-i Hiimayun and in 1883, for the first 
time in the Ottoman Empire, a civil en
gineering school Hendese-i Mii lkiye which 
in 1909 turned in to the "Engineering 
School" was established. One year earlier 
another civil professional school, this time 
for Fine Arts had been founded, with the 
name of Sanayi-i Nifise Mektebi Alisi and 
architecture for the first time became a spe
cialisation area in terms of European educa
tional models. 

Before the Republic, training and 
education of architects in Turkey had been 
carried out by a royal institution where not 
only architecture but other skills related to 
construction were taught. Later in the 18th 
Century, following the westernisation 
movement, firstly military and later civil 
engineering schools were established. In 
these schools more emphasis was given to 
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mathematics and engineering, and 
architecture was not covered as a special 
field of study. Although in 1834 an attempt 
had been made to found a separate school 
or architecture it could not be realised. In
stead, with some changes in the curriculum 
of the civil engineering school, more hours 
had been given to architecture. The first 
formal architectural education started with
in the Fine Arts School towards the end of 
the 19th Century. 

A general review of Turkish 
Architecture 
As architectural education has always been 
developed in accordance with the 
architectural movements, it is unavoidable 
to briefly review the architectural develop
ments in the country. During the era of the 
Ottoman Empire the construction of 
monemental buildings and substructures 
were realised by a central organisation 
under the control of the royal institutions. 
(During the Seljuks such a central organisa
tion did not exist, but instead regional 
organisations constructed state buildings) . 

Following the westernisation move
ments of the 18th Century the structure of 
the building process changed ecclectically. 
Technical professions, such as engineering 
and architecture, had lost the interest of the 
Muslim Turkish population and left open 
to the influences of non-Muslim minority 
groups or foreign experts. Therefore the 
architecture of the country was shaped by 
these architects who used value symbols of 
different cultures while trying to reflect 
local architectural characteristics. As a re
sult a new design synthesis had been cre
ated and new architectural styles such as 
Ottoman Baroc and Rococo originated in 
19th Century. Late in the 19th Century, 
following the reforms of the first and 
second Constitutional Governments and 
Young Turks Movement, nationalist sym
bols started to take their place in architectu
ral works as well as in other fields of art. So 
at the beginning of 20th Century the pan
Islamic, pan-Turkish discussions reflected 
in form a search for a new language and 
synthesis. This search resulted in a new 
ecclectical and formalist style, National 
Architecture, which imposed the use of 
traditional architectural elements symboli
cally. During this period young architects 
had used the architectural and decorative 
elements of Seljukian and Ottoman 
architecture without a new interpretation. 
Well known architects of the rime, such as 
Vedat Bey or Kemalettin Bey, also de
signed their buildings in accord with the 
nationalist idea. Unavoidably, this design 
philosophy found its reflection in the field 
of education. Kemalettin Bey played an 
important role in teaching this ideology to 
young architects. 

Yavuz explains this situation as follow
ing: "The most important activity of 



Kemalettin Bey was in the field of educa
tion. While he was teaching at Hendese-i 
Mulkiye Mektebi and Sanayi-i Nif!se Mekte
bi, he had found the milieu to develop his 
thoughts on National Architecture and to 

inject them into his students. Therefore he 
had the opportunity to form the young 
architects, whom he had considered as the 
realisers of national architectural move
ment, in parallel with his ideas". 

The National Architectural Movement 
continued to be influential during the first 
decade of the Republic but, by not meeting 
the new requirements of social develop
ments, lost its strength in the beginning of 
the 1930's. In these years radical changes 
were taking place at .all institutions. New 
intentions for westemisation followed the 
contemporary developments of European 
architecture consciously and as a result the 
rationalist-functionalist movement of the 
time was dominant in Turkish 
Architecture. Foreign architects were em
ployed for the construction of state build
ings in the new capital, Ankara, and young 
architects, educated during the first decade 
of the Republic, either at home or in 
Europe, started to be professionally active. 
Under the influence of the new move
ment, the National Architectural move
ment was totally rejected both in the con
struction of the new Capital and by the 
educational institutions. Sanayi-i Nif!se 
Mektebi and Yiiksek Miihendis Mektebi, the 
two institutions where architecture was 
taught were for new programmes follow
ing the developments in other fields of art. 
This resulted in the transfer of western edu
cational models, academic structuring and 
curriculums, without any change. German 
and Austrian architects and professors 
among whom Clemens Holzmeister, 
Ernst Egli, Martin Elsaesser, Bruno Taut 
and Paul Bonatz were most influential, 
worked in Turkey. While the Rationalist
functionalist movement was prevalent in 
Turkey, a new nationalist movement was 
flourishing in Europe, and soon found a 
place among its Turkish counterpart. The 
economic and political relations of the 
country played an important role in this 
development. Foreign and young Euro
pean trained architects supported this 
second National Architectural movement 
in Turkey. This formalist approach to 
architecture, which had based its philoso
phy on monumentalism and regionalism, 
started to be less influential toward the end 
of the 1940's when once again radical poli
tical changes occured in Turkey. 

It was unavoidable for Turkish 
architecture to remain stagnant while great 
changes occured in the social structure of 
the country between 1950 and 1960. Rapid 
urbanisation, improvement of the trade 
sector, flourishing of new business areas 
and increasing density of international rela
tions created new vitality in the building 

sector. The strong relationships with West
ern Europe and especially with U.S.A. 
caused a new architectural ecclecticism to 
take place in the country. But, the unplan
ned liberal economy and foreign relations 
created many socia:! problems and this era 
ended with a military coup in 1960 bring
ing with it different social, cultural and 
economic values. A new constitution and 
new democratic institutions were instated. 
Not surprisingly they were reflected in the 
architectural milieu. 

Architectural Education in the Repub
lican Era 
Following the declaration of the Republic, 
the most important problem was the insti
tutionalisation of the new State. The proc
lamation of Ankara as the new capital and 
the precedence given for its improvement 
necessitated the need for a vast number of 
architects. But due to the wars, architectu
ral education had been neglected for several 
decades, starting from the middle of 19th 
Century. As a result the number of 
architects were far from being sufficient to 
fulfill the needs of the new State and it was 
unavoidable not to employ foreign profes
sionals. 

The necessity of training great numbers 
of architects in parallel with the need for 
new buildings were the two main charac
teristics of the. architectural climate of the 
1930's. 

In the 1930's several cultural pacts were 
signed with Germany, providing the 
opportunity to exchange university 
teachers between countries. Also a law had 
been prepared in 1934, providing the au
thority to the Ministry of Education to hire 
foreign experts in the universities for 
periods not exceeding ten years. Therefore 
while the education of architects was con
ducted by foreign architects at home, 
young men were sent to Europe, especially 
to Germany for architectural education and 
when they returned, they built under the 
German influence as they had been taught. 

Foreign professors continued to teach at 
the universities until the 1950's, but be
tween 1932-39 their numbers were at the 
peak level. 

The early 1930's reform movements 
started at both the architectural schools. In 
1928 the old Hendese-i MUlkiye Mektebi 
changed to be the new "Engineering 
School" and architecture was recognised as 
a specialisation selected after the third year 
of education. This was the starting point of 
an architectural faculty . 

At Sanayi-i Nifise Mektebi which was 
the first formal school of architecture, 
changed to become the Academy of Fine 
Arts in 1927, education continued to be 
conducted in accord with the principles of 
first National Architectural movement un
til 1930. After the head of the school, 
Mongeri, left in 1930 and with the appoint-
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ment of Ernst Egli (who had been in Tur
key for three years) radical changes oc~red 
at this school. Egli was an insistent defen
der of functional architecture and used to 
teach his students that architecture had to 
be based on science and technology with
out neglecting the relation of building with 
its environment. While design courses 
were conducted with a contemporary 
understanding, a Seminar on National 
Architecture, which would form the nuc
leus of Second National Architecture in the 
next decade, was formed to study the char
actenstICs of traditional Turkish 
Architecture. In general the educational 
systems ofG.S.A. (Academy of Fine Arts) 
under Egli's leadership was in tune with 
functionalist movement of the time. Egli 
had also been appointed as the consultant 
to Ministry of Education to prepare a 
general reform programme for architectu
ral education in the country. But due to 
conflicts and not being able to realise his 
ideas, he resigned in 1936, both from the 
academy and the consultancy. The same 
year, another German architect, Bruno 
Taut started to teach at G.S.A. Contem
porary principles of design and construc
tion were reflected in student works. In 
1937, the subject and content of the diplo
ma project was the first serious example of 
handling one of the country's most urgent 
problems: mass-housing with a compre
hensive programme including all economic 
and technical aspects. 

On the other hand, architectural educa
tion as a field of specialisation at the En
gineering School, continued until middle 
of 1930's without any change. In 1935, 
with the appointment of Emin Onat as an 
associate professor (whu had been sent to 
Switzerland for education) was the turning 
point of architectural education at this in
stitution. 

Toward the end of the 1930's Second 
National Architectural movement domin
ated both the schools. At the academy, 
Sedat Hakki EIdem who was the most 
influential person after the death of Bruno 
Taut, and at the engineering school Emin 
Onat, were the two eminent architects of 
this movement. All the courses and studies 
were directed towards this end at both 
schools. 

The 1940's were the years of develop
ment for the Engineering School. The 
modemisation attempts made by Emin 
Onat were strengthened by the contribu
tions of foreign architects. The educatioR 
gained a new vitality with the Austrian 
Professor Holzmeister, in 1940, and the 
German Professor Paul Bonatz, in 1946, 
joining the academic staff Bonatz, who 
continued to teach until 1955, was the most 
influential foreign expert of this period. An 
important development in these years was 
the change of the Engineering School to 
Universiry, named the Istanbul Technical 
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Rationalist-Functionalist Period 
Left: 1932 - Diploma project. Resort Hotel at 
Kilyos, Istanbul. 
Below left and below: 1934 - Diploma project. 
Embassy Building in Baghdad. 
Bottom: 1935 - Urban Design Seminar. Plan for a 
dwelling area in Bosphorus. 
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Second National Architecture 
Lift: 1942 - Diploma project. Recreation Centre and 
Casino in Bosphorus. 
Below, lift: 1945 - Diploma project. University 
Library. 
Below: 1945 - Semester project. Municipal Building 
in Kastamonu. 



University (I.T.u.), within which a Facul
ty of Architecture was formed. A new 
stage had been opened which provided a 
suitable atmosphere for scientific studies in 
architecture. New subject areas which had 
not been included in classical systems were 
brought into programmes by young 
academicians. Thus I. T. U . led the scien
tific studies in architecture. In 1942 depart
ment of architecture was formed within 
the Technical School which had been 
established in 1937. This department con
tinued until 1945 when it was closed due to 
not fmding enough students. In 1953 it 
started to be active again and with several 
changes still continues to function as the 
Faculty of Architecture of Yildiz Uni
versity. 

The National Architecture Movement 
with its monumental and ecclectical charac
teristics, conserved its influence on educa
tion until 1951. In those days, due to the 
new political environment, the "Interna
tional Style" was favoured in the country. 
At the Faculty of Architecture of I. T. U. 
the relations of young academicians with 
the U. S. A. started to be reflected in studio 
work and courses. While students prepared 
projects in accord with the International 
Style, new courses such as acoustics and 
solar control were introduced. Thus, the 
decade 1950-60 became a period of new 
horizons in architecture with conferences 
held by famous architects such as Richard 
Neutra, Bruno Zevi, and the visiting pro
fessorship of Rolf Gutbrod. 

The repercussions of close military and 
economic relationship of Turkey with 
U .S.A. is seen in the cultural life of the 
country in 1955 with the establishment of a 
new university in Ankara; the Middle East 
Technical University (M.E. T. U.). (Earlier 
attempts had been made, firstly by Prof 
Holzmeister and then by Prof Bonatz, to 
found a technical university in the capital) . 
This time the subject was brought up by an 
American lawyer, Charles Abrams who 
had visited Turkey with a United Nations 
experts group. The aim of the visit was 
quite different and as Abrams stated, "he 
had not the slightest notion that a university 
would be the outcome". His observations 
on the uncontrolled urbanisation and hous
ing situation, brought forward the idea of 

establishing a university in Ankara in order 
to provide qualified architects and planners. 
While he concluded this as a result of his 
visit, he seemed to avoid the fact that in 
Turkey formal architectural education had 
existed since the last decades of 19th Cen
tury. 

He explains his approach to the problem 
in his book "Man's struggle in a changing 
World" as follows: "It was not the first time 
that the absence of good architects and of a 
good architectural school impeded Turkey's 
progress. Edward Gibbon records that in 
the building of Turkey's capital Constantine 
soon discovered that in the decline of the 
arts, the skill as well as numbers of his 
architects bore a very unequal proportion to 
the greatness of his designs". Thus relating 
the poor housing conditions and uncontrol
led urbanisation to the lack of capable tech
nical elements, Abrams had made a two
fold mistake. Firstly, he neglected the poli
tical and economic aspects of the problem 
and secondly, he ignored the architectural 
tradition in Anatolia after Byzance. He was 
suggesting that the presence of a technical 
university in Ankara would help both Tur
kish state officers by advising in urbanism 
and building affairs, and also other Middle 
Eastern Countries by training students from 
other countries. 

At the beginning of 1956 the University 
was opened, with a Faculty of Architecture. 
The formal language of the University was 
English. While the preference of English has 
been formally explained with the intema
tional characteristic of the University, Mr. 
Abram's statement was as following: "Since 
the teaching staff would be drawn from all 
over the world (Great Britain, Norway, 
Japan, Italy, Canada, the Netherlands, 
Sweden, Finland, and the United States), it 
was obviously necessary to choose a single 
language for studies. Because of Turkey's 
close ties with the countries that use English 
as their language for the teaching of the 
sciences, and because of the abundance and 
availability of English literature in technolo
gy and other important fields English was 
selected". 

In fact, during the first years of the estab
lishment most of the teachers were fore
igners. The organisational structure of the 
faculty was also unique. This organisation 
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was thought to be an example for other 
developing countries: "From the president 
on down to the academic level of deans, 
directors, and department chairmen, there 
would be both a Turkish and a foreign 
counterpart, until time and experience had 
given the Turkish administrators a solid 
basis in Western techniques of higher educa
tion". 

It is clear from his quotations and writ
ings, Abrams was unaware of the present 
potential of Turkey and its two existing 
institutions; G. S.A. and I. T. U. which were 
also formed according to European models 
by European architects, or European 
oriented Turkish architects. 

The improvement ofM.E. T. U. did not 
follow along the lines drawn by the 
assumptions. After the first years the num
bers of foreign instructors decreased -
almost to none. The number of foreign 
students was also much lower than ex
pected. Thus the use of English as formal 
language gained an artificial aspect. But, on 
the other hand, the presence of M. E. T. U. 
has made very positive contributions to 
architecture and its education in Turkey. 
Beside the G.s.A. with its Beaux-Arts 
French model, and I. T. U. with its German 
Technische Hochshule model, M.E.T.U. 
educated its students in accord with Amer
ican models. These three different 
approaches helped to bring forward new 
synthesis. 

The most important contribution of 
M. E. T. U. to architectural education was a 
two-level system. In M.E.T.U. all faculties 
had an undergraduate level of four years 
and graduate level of one to two years. 
G.s.A. and I. T. U. had five year program
mes, giving the degree of "Dip I. Architect" 
to their graduates. This new system applied 
by M. E. T. U., gained extensive acceptance 
in other institutions; firstly by I. T. U. and 
then by G.s.A. 

The period between 1950 and 1960 con
tinued, especially during its last years, with 
the discussions on "internationalism versus 
regionalism" on one side, while on the 
other, the "scientification of architecture" 

Left: 1966 - Fourth yea,., seventh semestCl" pl"Oject. 
Middle East Technical UrlivfI"Sity, Ankara. An u,.ban 
development p,.oiect. 
Below: 1967 - Fifth yea,., ninth semestCl" p,.oject. 
Middle East Technical UnivfI"Sity, Arlkara. A High 
School irl Ankara. 
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Top: 1979 - Sixth and Seventh semester design 
studio. A conservation and re-use project for Siileyma
niye area, Istanbul. 
Above: 1983 - Graduate programme: Design studio. 
Mass housing with prifabriaited large panels. 

was being strengthened, especially in 
I. T. U. by new doctorate programmes. 

The period between 1960 and 1980 also 
witnessed a series of programme reforms in 
the existing schools of architecture, and at 
the same time, the emerging of a number of 
new ones. 

Among the schools, Istanbul Technical 
University has been the first to review its 
curriculum and look for new models. 
Already in the late fifties , eminent foreign 
teachers like Zevi and Gutbrod had taught 
or lectured at the Faculty of Architecture 
and the influence of these anti-International 
Style lectures soon manifested itself in the 
architectural works of the early sixties. 

At the same time, a more scientific 
approach to architecture was gaining cre
dence among the young generation of 
teachers in the same University. This 

tendency was influenced by the empirical 
and positivist architectural research de
veloped in British and American universi
ties. Finally, greatly inspired by the objec
tives of the National Plan and the new ideals 
of the Social State, the need for a more 
socially conscious and, at the same time, 
more scientific educational programmes 
was advocated by the new generation. 

These tendencies also influenced other 
schools and consequently, a series of con
tinuous programme changes occured in the 
late sixties and early seventies. The schools 
broke away from their German Technische 
Hochschule models or French Beaux-Arts 
roots. The new models they have gradually 
adopted are essentially structured on ~ more 
positivist/analytical conception of ar
chitecture, taking more and more soci
economic needs and constraints into consid
eration. Also, new schools were being 
formed: the most important of them, the 
Middle East Technical University, was 
based on the American model. Thus, the 
traditional roots of the old schools and the 
new orientations were developing a richer 
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syncretic academic discussion medium for 
architectural edu<;:ation. New concepts such 
as scientific analytical studies and systematic 
design; objective methods for environmen
tal control and architectural science; energy, 
environment and energy conscious designs; 
cybernetic and semiotic approaches to 
architecture were introduced into the curri
culum of the major schools of architecture. 

Today there are nine Faculties of 
Architecture in different Universities of 
Turkey. Some of them are still in the 
foundation stage. Istanbul Technical Uni
versity, Mimar Sinan University (former 
D.G.S.A.) and M.E.T.u. retain their in
fluential positions. In 1981 a new law united 
all the institutions within a common educa
tional framework. An undergraduate prog
·ramme of four years and graduate prog
ramme of three terms are applied to all 
faculties. 

Graduate education in architecture has 
continued in M. E. T . U. since the beginning 
and in I. T. U. for almost a decade: Different 
aspects and subjects of architecture are stu
died in graduate programmes in different 



universities. Urban and regional planning, 
restoration, architectural science, building 
technology, environmental control, and 
building management, are subjects of 
graduate programmes. 

Therefore theoretical studies are carried 
out in architecture in addition to profession
al and practical works. Doctorate program
mes are also offered in these institutions. 

It is not easy to speak of a certain influ
ence or model in today 's architectural 
education. The three most eminent facul
ties, which had been based on different 
models at the beginning, have changed a 
great deal due to various factors and inter
relations with other institutions. The rela
tions of academic staff with Europe or 
U.S.A. still keep open the architectural 
education to Western culture and technolo
gy, but the consciousness about regional 
culture and its values is increasing. While 
advanced building techniques and design 
methods are taught, environmental and 
conservational studies are conducted. 

1983 - Sixth term design studio. Department store 
and office building at Taksim, Istanbul. 

Conclusion 
Architectural education has a long experi
ence in Turkey. Formal education in West
ern terms goes to the beginning of 19th 
Century, while the presence of an 
architectural education goes back to the 15th 
Century. After the proclamation of the' Re
public, architectural education has shown an 
ever improving line. The schools of 
architecture have always been the focus of 
prevailing architectural ideologies and after 
1960 the social developments in the country 
have motivated the new searches in 
architecture. Due to the research done in the 
universities, these institutions today func
tion on the leadership role of innovations in 
building technology. Turkey with her 
almost 15,000 architects, is a pool for 
architectural education and building con
struction for the Middle East. 
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