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living and its attendant pressures are making 
it increasingly difficult to maintain our 
sensitivity to those feelings. At the same 
time, technological advances encourage 
internationalism and the ironing-out of 
differences-whether between men or be
tween built environments-at the expense of 
the expressions of our personality, whether 
as individuals, groups, regional inhabitants, 
or as nations. Traditional architectures were 
produced out of man's attempts to come to 
terms with nature, to reach a rapport and a 
balance that allowed him to make the most 
of natural warmth and the least of cold, and 
to appreciate the utility and beauty of 
materials that lay at hand. Now that the 
technology of building is so advanced that 
we have gained control over our physical 
environment, we are protected from this 
daily experience. Unfeeling toward the 
world in which we live, we become unfeeling 
in other ways as well. The lesson of the great 
monuments of the past, as well as of its most 
humble buildings, is that through them 
ordinary people experience architecture as it 
relates directly to the environment and to 
their everyday lives. This is a more funda
mental justification for conservation than 
the immediate function-a modern utili
tarian purpose for the retention of a par
ticular building-since it is a justification 
that goes beyond the confines of our own 
times. 

Traditional buildings were on the whole 
much more within the comprehension of 
their users than are to day's complex en
vironments. The continuum of materials and 
climatic conditions linked, in concept, 
structure and finishes, even the largest 
public buildings to the humblest house built 
with the owner's own hands. The tech
nological architecture of today, whether it is 
the multi-story office block or apartment 
building or the prestressed concrete hyper
bolic parabaloid of the modern mosque, is 
beyond the ordinary man's understanding 
and the scope of his individual skills. 

There are indications that some people in 
Western society are turning against the 
technological way of life for these very 
reasons. They are becoming interested once 
again in the problems of survival in a 
natural environment unencumbered by the 
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specialist as intermediary. The conquest of 
nature is being replaced by respect and 
appreciation for it. That architecture should 
reflect its natural habitat, and indeed derive 
from it, is now an article of faith of the 
emerging generation. That old buildings are 
important is an integral part of a tradition 
that evolved, from that same direct rela
tionship. 

Living and working in buildings made of 
natural materials that come from the sur
rounding landscape and still form part of it, 
walking in streets free from the menace of 
the speeding motor vehicle, under awnings 
that bring shops out into the streets and 
offer shelter from sun and rain, are things 
that make people more aware of their place 
in the world and in society, and as a result 
make them less alienated and less anti
social. Cities and towns with walls encircling 
them, enshrined since time immemorial, 
constitute places celebrating aspects of town 
life that ought to be revived and reorganized 
in sympathetic ways. The walls force us to 
make clear and necessary distinctions 
between urban and rural life. 

Conservation should preserve these tradi
tional values-the fascination of labyrinths 
in the old cities, the mystery of the court
yard spaces behind the walls, the magic of 
brightly coloured and decorated tile work or 
marbles after endless streets of dull mud 
plaster and rubble stonework. Its essential 
function is to enhance our understanding of 
experience, to revive past values and to 
provide a standard for comparison against 
which we can judge the achievements of our 
own times. 
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Ardalan 

I believe that the points raised by Mr. 
Bianca's paper are essential and funda
mental. I repeat the argument for my own 
benefit, to ascertain whether I understood 
some of the points correctly. Concerning the 
many poor people in the madina, they 
would require great social pressure to move 
away from there; they have a much greater 
incentive to stay and preserve it. Another 
point is that the madina, the heart of the 
city, is so large and so dense that it consti
tutes a major city popUlation. Third, the 
most basic question is whether industrialized 
societies can competently design for non
industrial societies, or whether the urban 
dweller can really design for the rural poor. 
These are fundamental questions that should 
foster further discussion, because they are 
critical points to this entire process. 

Bianca 

A quite surprising fact is that the Fez 
madina still accounts for sixty or seventy 
percent of all the commercial activities of 
the whole urban conglomeration, even 
though the merchandise has to be trans
ported there by donkey or on horseback. 
Things are cheaper in the madina, because 
the shops involve smaller spaces and bigger 
turnover. People travel from a newer section 
of town to buy in the madina; it acts as the 
shopping centre for the whole city. This is a 
fact which surprised us. 

One of our major concerns in Fez is the 
inherent stability of the area, reflected in the 
pattern of proximity to the river and to 
roads. If commercial activities are diverted 
from the east-west routes to the north-south 
axis, the unity of the traditional east-west 
sides will be disrupted, and result in a break 
in continuity. That is why we have estab
lished the policy of limiting commerce to the 
southwest side. Of course, there will be all 
kinds of facilities connected with the new 
points of access: depots, for instance, to 



manage the switch from the animal to the 
motorized system, and the maintenance of a 
certain storage capacity. There will have to 
be coffee shops and all kinds of services, as 
well as accommodations for the new facili
ties which are not compatible with the 
traditional structures of the madina. These 
new facilities could find their place around 
the central square, but we cannot allow any 
extension to the south because this would 
dangerously disrupt the traditional structure 
of the town. 

We should remember that saving the entire 
madina of Fez was the aim of imperialists 
over sixty years ago, which lends itself to 
comparison with the contemporary Kemalist 
attitude in Turkey. Total preservation is 
difficult in any case-as the relative im
portance and vitality of old city centres 
diminish, they must be artificially connected 
to other vital centres to counteract that 
trend. 

I fear that we lose sight of our objectives in 
urging excessive conservation efforts. Con
servation should not result in worsened 
living conditions for the urban poor. Yet the 
influx of poor people into old neighbour
hoods often causes the middle classes to 
abandon that area, yielding an artificial 
segregation. We must not neglect the basic 
overriding demand for housing required by 
the very large poor population in Islamic 
countries. We cannot sacrifice urgent large
scale provision of shelter for the aesthetics 
of preservation. 

Correa 

Regarding the high population density of 
traditional urban centres like the walled city 
of Lahore and the mad ina of Fez, it is clear 
that the poor move to areas in proximity to 
job opportunities. 
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Cansever 

If the appealing aspects of life in the madina 
are rediscovered, the rich will start coming 
back to the traditional milieu. In Turkey, 
the middle class trend toward moving into 
modern apartment buildings is already re
versing itself. 

Both universal and local solutions to the 
housing crisis must be sought It is necessary 
to establish a cultural policy, and to deter
mine optimal usage of resources. Admit
tedly, the many aspects of development are 
contradictory; we must seek the means of 
reconciling them, and think about change in 
terms of future as well as present demands. 

Tekeli 

I would like to ask a new question. 
Throughout the seminar, speakers have 
brought forth interesting observations based 
on their experiences in different countries of 
the Islamic world. How can we derive any 
general conclusion from these disparate 
experiences? If we want to extract certain 
generalities from these valuable studies, we 
must first determine the major goals and 
elements of conservation. We realize the 
importance of change, and have therefore 
considered the question of rapid versus slow 
change within the system. I believe the 
problem to be one of classification. What 
relationship do political classifications have 
to conservation problems? The questions 
raised are truly multi-dimensional. In regard 
to political ideology, which topics constitute 
conservation topics? What type of tools are 
being used? How are funds raised? What 
types of organizations are behind the ideas? 
What is the relative stability of a given 
conservation policy? The answers to these 
questions are closely tied to a country's 
predominant political ideology. 

Williams 

The World Bank approach favours project 
funding which will aid that part of the 
population earning less than half the median 
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income in any country. When this affects a 
large segment of the populace there is a 
relatively small per capita cost. Before 
embarking on a project, points to be con
sidered include: who the beneficiaries will 
be; how service, security, stability and 
employment will be secured in the affected 
area; the sources of financing; and finally, 
the ability to implement the desired goals 
and processes. 

Holod 

I just want to point out three things about 
Dr. Batur's presentation that struck me. 
First, this is the first time that someone has 
made specific the actual ways in which 
information is collected. Second, the presen
tation made clear the importance of passing 
municipal codes. Third, it raised the ques
tion of whether this particular importation 
of the housing form had any kind of impact 
on the existing or later social form. These 
are three topics which may merit our further 
attention. 

Bianca 

I would like to go back to the questions 
raised this morning about my paper, not to 
discuss the Fez project in more detail, but 
because I think the questions are of broader 
interest and concern policies in general. 
There are three points to which I would like 
to address myself. The first is the courtyard 
house, the major component of Islamic 
towns. It seems to me that to view the court
yard house just as a place for separating the 
sexes is not to consider the courtyard house 
in its full dimension. The courtyard house 
provides the basic intimacy and privacy so 
necessary for Muslim family life. It also 
gives human beings that direct contact with 
nature which they lose entirely in high-rise 
apartment buildings. I do not think these 
values are substantially altered by any 
modern developments, such as whether the 
women are working or not; this would in no 
way lessen the intrinsic value of the court
yard house. 
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The second point is about the possibility of 
having universities in the madina; would this 
be unthinkable solely because of the poor 
economic conditions there? I think we have 
to consider that knowledge is linked to a 
spiritual atmosphere, to a certain environ
ment. The Qayrawiyyin mosque and uni
versity in Fez are a thousand years old. The 
university is one of the oldest in the world 
and it certainly possesses this spiritual 
atmosphere. This praise might express a 
purely spiritual or cultural point of view, but 
it is, simultaneously, an illustration of 
modern educational theory. The current 
trend is to avoid separating the student from 
his town, and in these respects the mosque
university of the Islamic town is the most 
modern achievement one can imagine. I 
would like to state this quite firmly. 

The third point concerns the opinion that 
people want to leave the madina. This might 
be true, but it is it very dangerous assump
tion to make for two reasons. The first is 
that it is only an assumption; there is no real 
proof. No one has made a survey asking 
whether any individual wants to leave his 
house or live in some other house. Nor have 
the concomitant questions been raised: do 
you have the means to afford that kind of 
life? Do you even want to have that lifestyle? 
What style of life do you want to have, given 
the constraints in material standards of 
living? All things properly considered, we 
cannot ascertain at this stage whether the 
inhabitants of the mad ina would prefer to be 
elsewhere. Furthermore, in the case of Fez, 
one simply cannot compare the madina with 
the new town. In the past thirty years all 
major investments have been made in the 
modern town; nothing has been done to 
raise the quality of living in the madina. To 
make things comparable, comparable in
vestments are necessary in the mad ina along 
the lines of the Master Plan. I have de
scribed the introduction of schools, improv
ing the transport system, classifying the 
commercial scheme and other mandatory 
improvements. Once the implementation of 
these policies has made conditions competi
tive, then the old and new systems can be 
discussed and a fair comparison made. 

The challenge for us is to take the offensive 
in demonstrating that what has been an 
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exemplary Islamic town through the cen
turies can continue to be a modern exem
plary town today. Most of the basic or 
human values reflected in the mad ina are 
qualities which are more deeply rooted than 
any that might be called progress. This does 
not say anything against meeting new re
quirements and new needs. This should 
indeed be done, but one must evaluate up to 
what point new needs are compatible with 
traditional structures, to what point they are 
mutually exclusive and to what point they 
are combinable. It would be wrong to satisfy 
new requirements at the price of destroying 
old, traditional values which go far deeper. 
The challenge is to determine on an indi
vidual case basis at what point balance 
between old and new is reached, and then to 
begin using coherent policy and strategy to 
form a viable plan. 

Fathy 

We have to keep in mind that the problem is 
multi-sided, with social, economic and 
cultural aspects. I would like to speak about 
the functional. Until now we have not con
sidered it, but in old quarters and buildings 
we must consider the functional point of 
view in order to evaluate the ground plan
ning, the architectural concepts and the 
design concepts of old Arab houses. I am 
talking about the Arab here, rather the 
Islamic, because our immediate focus is on 
Fez. In any case, the lands of Islam are 
spread from India to Morocco, and com
prise especially the hot arid zones extending 
from latitude ten to thirty-five. 

Some scientific research has been done in 
Fez by a man who investigated the design 
concept of the Arab house, considering the 
value of the courtyard house as a regulator 
of temperature. By applying modern science 
to the design concept, the aesthetic was 
combined with the structural to produce the 
functional But these days we discard our 
heritage in the name of function. So I would 
like this concept of function to answer those 
who assume that traditional solutions are 
nonfunctional. They have really been con
fusing modern science all too superficially 

with function. For example, glass walls are 
modern and are indeed quite appropriate in 
some climates. But in the hot and arid 
countries, a building with an elevation of 
glass becomes a solar furnace, requiring a 
huge airconditioning effort and expense. 
This may be contemporary, but it is far from 
functional. 

The proper aesthetic includes viability and 
functionality The state of a healthy man can 
be judged by his appearance, because illness 
is ugly and health is beautiful. We can apply 
this to housing as well. To discount the 
aesthetic element in the environment is a 
symptom of illness, and any society that 
condones ugliness is a sick society. We feel 
that the houses in Fez are still healthy and 
beautiful, and still reflect the society which 
sheltered them. 

I remember a group from the Architectural 
Association School in London who came to 
Cairo and evaluated some of the old houses. 
But they did an incomplete job, because they 
ought at the same time to have evaluated the 
same conditions in corresponding modern 
buildings and modern quarters, and com
pared them. They did conduct one quite 
comprehensive comparative project, on 
some model buildings situated on the 
grounds of the Building Research Centre in 
Cairo. They found two extremes there: one 
was a modern prefabricated model and the 
other a humble mud-brick construction. 
The air temperature inside the "backward" 
mud-brick building was l7°C lower than it 
was in the modern prefab. So if we are to 
evaluate what is to be added to our build
ings in the name of preservation, we ought 
to have full knowledge of what we are doing 
and what the ramifications will be. We have 
to conduct comparative research in old 
quarters and modern ones, and see what 
they are doing to our country and our 
people. To my mind, if we add even one 
degree to the interior air temperature, this is 
as backward as backward can be. We need 
not sacrifice time-tested technologies and 
related aesthetic sensibilities in the name of 
modernity and a false functionality. 



Makiya 

Throughout the presentations, conservation 
has meant much more than mere rebuild
ing of antiquity, its beauty being revived and 
restored Conservation denotes the quality 
of life and the environment: it means the 
sky, the water, the streams, the trees, 
the landscape-the whole of nature. It 
means respect for the isolated elements of 
nature, and an ability to view them in 
a not merely isolated way. The view of 
Lahore this morning was just such a 
comprehensive endeavour. 

What does a comprehensive approach to 
conservation mean? It means a lot of hard 
work, including that which goes into the 
training of the decision makers and profes
sionals. It might mean a revision of our own 
approach to the teaching of these pro
fessions, in order to come to a proper 
understanding of our objectives. We need to 
recreate or generate a balance of activity in 
the city, and this cannot come about by 
itself. We recognize that this is part of a 
much bigger scheme of things, that there are 
constraints of all sorts. The revitalization of 
the city is only a single component of 
national planning It is not a part of our 
global consciousness, but this may yet be 
realized. We have entered an era of global 
cooperation, realizing that our individual 
capabilities cannot rival our collective ones. 
The problems in Lahore are problematical 
in many cities; their solutions, or the tools 
for their solution, should likewise be shared 
ventures. 

Onsy 

When we talk about Islamic architecture, we 
are not talking just about Muslims. Islamic 
architecture is found in the many different 
countries which embrace Islam. Does the 
faith have an effect on its adherents that 
inspires them to produce architecture in 
some particular fashion? Does the term 
"Islamic" in this architectural context refer 
purely to religion, to the exclusion of other 
influences? Religion is but a compass, sug
gesting direction. In Asia and Africa and 
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across the globe, "Islamic" denotes 
"Muslim" But is it as Muslims that people 
create something, or as inhabitants of 
Pakistan, of the Gulf states, or of West 
Africa? Which facet of a man's identity is 
responsible for the Islamic aspect of his 
architecture? 

Kuban 

Let us discuss the subject matter of this 
conference. It is said that the future shape of 
our environment cannot be predicted, but 
we can observe that if it is at all like the 
present plan, it will have no personality at 
all. We must change that. The past has the 
potential to create an atmosphere in which 
the future can be shaped in the manner most 
expressive of our culture. This shape must 
not be frozen, but should be able to change 
while maintaining the integrity of its par
ticular personality. So I was born Kuban, 
and I am Kuban still; this is an organic 
process. I am enriched by progressive 
growth and change. The cessation of this 
progressive development would mean death. 

Islamic cities are dying, because the rupture 
with their past has linked them to the ailing 
conditions of industrial society. Mecca is 
being destroyed, from outside and from 
within. What we must do is define our 
future by ourselves. We have to define 
ourselves by our own future, not in terms of 
modern industrial society, but using a larger 
definition of the future as an integration of 
past and present. This has not been done, 
and that is why Mecca is dying. 

Let us clarify some points in detail. We 
should not define conservation in terms of 
stopping change. We have to accept change 
as a process, but make it a slow change in 
which the sense of continuity of the en
vironment is maintained. What we are trying 
to save is a rather small part of the built 
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area in all larger cities; smaller cities are apt 
to be even more vulnerable. For each case 
we must find the limits of our resources, and 
define our methods accordingly. Modern 
standards can be integrated with the old 
standards; certainly the importance of the 
preserved area makes it a prime concern. 
Socioeconomic implications always follow 
the definition of aims and methods, inspir
ing problems of politics, of policy, of public 
opinion. So why preserve? Perhaps remain
ing close to history can provide a deeper and 
clearer basis for examining our problems. I 
am not going into more detail. I can only 
emphasize that the first problem is really to 
define what we want, what the goal of the 
seminar is: in short, what conservation is. 
We should not define conservation based on 
Western models, but as a slow and con
trolled change. The appropriate technology 
will emerge only if we accept this rate of 
change. 
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Kuran 

The two great periods of architectural syn
thesis in Anatolia were the Seljuk and 
Ottoman empires; let us examine the latter. 
The Ottoman synthesis was not an imitative 
process, but incorporated significant fea
tures of existing local architecture. Its 
achievements were dependent both on new 
materials and on available technology. In 
any period, the challenges posed by new 
materials and new technologies yield posi
tive results only when architects are in 
control of these variables, not enslaved by 
them. 

Fathy 

I just wanted to comment on the nature of 
change, the importance of continuity and 

the preservation and conservation of our 
monuments and towns. Change has taken 
place in our countries at many different 
times. In Europe and the West, change has 
continued along the same lines, while in our 
countries change has been diametrically con
trary to our traditional culture. This move
ment toward Westernization has been 
described by one French sociologist as 
autocolonization. In the past, cultural 
change has been forced and Westernization 
superficially imposed. But the new phenom
enon we have now is that of the people 
imposing a different culture upon them
selves, and this is what we call Westerniza
tion. They are even trying to deny their 
colour, to get out of their skins, because this 
is what autocolonization means. In Europe 
traditions continue; in our countries they do 
not. I think we have to remember that the 
importance of conservation is not limited to 
maintaining the forms of historical buildings 
for posterity; conservation is also the mech
anism for the carryover of the old traditions, 

from the conceptual as well as the functional 
viewpoint. 

Grabar 

The Muslim world, and for that matter any 
world, develops, creates itself, changes, 
evolves, it constantly works in a kind of 
dialogue with its own past. What is impor
tant to know is whether there are perma
nent, consistent tendencies characteristic of 
city A or area B which we can subdivide to 
the point of saying that every street, every 
quarter, has its own peculiarities, or whether 
there are only consistent long-range tenden
cies that exist within a given ecosystem. But 
then the question arises: how old is what we 
consider to be old? 

One paper, for instance, pointed out that 
some things we think are old-say, the 
Anatolian city-are not so very old; these 
cities are a nineteenth century phenomenon. 
Should we, in developing our understanding 
of Turkish architecture, put them into the 
same bag as Mr. Kuran's examples that go 
back to the thirteenth or to the fifteenth 
century? How old is the old we should use in 
evaluating the relationship of an architec
tural creation to its setting and to its own 
pas!'! Or is this not a pertinent question? The 
past is the past; what counts is a series of 
totally different kinds of criteria, including 
the contemporary criteria that have been 
developed at this seminar. It seems to me 
that the slides and presentations of Profes
sors Eidem and Makiya have strikingly 
pushed to the fore the question of degree to 
which an architect should relate to the past. 

S. Batur 

I would like to say a few words about the 
nineteenth century Istanbul phenomenon, 
although as our Turkish participants know, 
it is not a simple matter to be discussed in a 
short time. Almost all nineteenth century 
mosques in Istanbul were designed and built 
by architects from the same Christian fam
ily. Thus, after contact with the West, 
communication between the two worlds was 



a catalyst for major change. This change was 
only external at the beginning, characterized 
by many people speaking foreign languages 
and epitomized by a large Greek popUlation 
in Istanbul. Almost all ambassadors sent to 
the West were selected from among these 
minority groups. 

Because of the structural changes in Turkish 
society, the traditional master-apprentice 
system used in training architects declined. 
Turkey needed architectural schools, which 
they did not have-but there were schools in 
Paris. So students were selected from among 
these minorities to go to Paris, because it 
was easier to support children studying 
abroad. At that time the minorities formed a 
rich stronghold in Istanbul society, since 
they also controlled almost all business. 
During the entire nineteenth century, the 
royal architects and virtually all architects in 
Istanbul were Christians; they designed and 
built all the major buildings, including the 
mosques. 

Now to Grabar's other 'question: how old is 
the old which we ought to preserve? I would 
answer one year, even one day old, not only 
because of intrinsic cultural value but also 
for the sake of economy. We are now doing 
just the opposite in our big cities: demolish
ing three-story buildings just to build five
story edifices on the same site. 

s. EIdem 

There should be no mistake about the 
Christian architects. Of course they were 
Christians, but they were Turks, they were 
Ottomans. They were local architects and 
should not be considered foreigners. The 
Balyan family, for example, practiced archi
tecture in Anatolia for 150 years, and before 
them there were other Greek families who 
were also architects. So, I think we should 
make a distinction between foreign archi
tects we see in Muslim countries today, and 
these nineteenth century architects; I con
sider them completely Turkish architects. 
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Porter 

As a brief summary of the presentations, I 
will reiterate some of the problems formu
lated during the seminar. In each situation 
we must try to keep in mind how decisions 
are made, and by whom. Whose decisions 
are critical to the success or failure of the 
project? How rooted in the local culture is 
the whole process we are looking at? What 
do we mean by "rooted"? How should we 
define the culture in which this process is 
rooted? Is it a culture of the moment? Is it a 
fad, or something that dates well back into 
the past of the area? Does it do so to the 
degree of excluding the present? What kind 
of evidence might one muster to discuss any 
one of these questions? What evidence ought 
to be reviewed in order to figure out who 
was involved in the decisions? What 
evidence should be presented to demonstrate 
that people in the area were or were not 
truly involved? 

Are there independent criteria for excellence 
which we should be alert to, that can enable 
us to identify a project and consider what 
process it should be subject to before we 
make an Award? How do we test whether a 
project is worthy of a further look? How can 
we look at it, and what inquiries should we 
make? Should they be the same or very 
different questions for each project? Should 
they be the same or different according to 
each region of the world we will be looking 
at? What, in other words, are the dimensions 
of the considerations we should be taking 
into account, and how can the local situa
tion best be scrutinized in order to evaluate 
its dimensions and concerns? 

Each of these avenues of investigation will 
unearth a larger direction of approach to 
environmental change. Specific projects 
within this framework will have relevance to 
the local culture, but this requires a more 
firm definition: what is local culture, and to 
what degree and by what criteria may a 
project be deemed "indigenous" or "alien" to 
it? The answers to or at least honest con
sideration of such questions are necessary 
prerequisites for an understanding of our 
purpose here; thus far they have been 
broached but not examined in sufficient 
depth. 
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Ardalan 

We need some means of organizing our 
discussion when this much variety exists 
among the speakers. The word "connection" 
might be a useful tool in formulating 
questions. We might consider the connection 
stated by Kuban between industry and 
economic determinism as factors influencing 
conservation; for Tekeli, the connection 
between his socio-political approach and the 
objectives of the Award merits investigation; 
for S. II. Eidem and Kuran, the connection 
between materials and architecture is a 
viable consideration. 

Correa 

I thought Dr. Makiya presented one possi
bility for conservation potential when he 
mentioned a sense of human scale. That is a 
very useful criterion, which he presented as 
an objective one. I think it is ultimately a 
subjective one, because we think we need 
human scale but we simply don't know 
whether the future will really need it or not. 
Having disposed of that, I think we all agree 
that we really have use for the past in one 
simple way: as Prof. Kuban said, it gives 
meaning'to the present and the future. 

S. EIdem 

Concerning the conservation of 'cities, we 
sometimes seem to forget that all Muslim 
cities are not alike. When we speak of Turk
ish cities, we should not think of African or 
Arabic cities, because the Turkish problems 
are completely different. This is especially 
true in northern Turkey; in the southern 
part of the country the conditions are more 
or less the same as in Syria. But in the 
north, different problems require completely 
different solutions. There are no inner court
yards; the houses are reached through gar
dens. The cities are all surrounded by trees, 
almost never by walls. The Turkish city 
differs dramatically from Fez or any other 
southern Muslim city, and this should be 
taken into consideration. Turkish cities take 
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up much more space, and the houses have 
more green area, gardens and trees. The 
problems of preservation in Turkey are 
unique, and for that reason we should not 
try to generalize the issue. 

The other point I want to make concerns the 
physical quality of Turkish buildings. Most 
of the houses in Turkey are built of wood. 
Preserving this kind of building is a much 
more difficult problem than preserving a 
solid stone building as found in Syria, for 
example. In order to formulate a plan of 
conservation, we have to take into consid
eration both how the buildings are con
structed and how big they are. Because it is 
made of timber the Turkish house has large 
spaces, big openings. With time and with the 
normal decay of the materials this building 
begins to crumble, and becomes very diffi
cult to maintain. So we face problems quite 
different from the ones we have in the south. 

Now, are we discussing the qualities and 
differences of Turkish cities as Muslim and 
as Christian cities, or have we been talking 
about specifically Muslim cities? I think we 
should not assume such a great difference 
between Muslim and Christian cities in the 
same region. For the inhabitants, the envi
ronment is simply the old city; they do not 
care whether those cities are specifically 
Muslim or Christian. The vernacular is more 
important, the location of the city is more 
important and the way the people live is 
more important. Whether Christian or Mus
lim they live the same way, and they live 
together. Region is more important than 
religion. The way of life depends on the 
climate, on the area, on the situation of the 
town. In different locations we have to apply 
different criteria. So I aver that we should 
not overemphasize the religious factors af
fecting settlement, since a larger network of 
variables determines the appropriateness of 
the built environment. 

Grabar 

I think your point regarding the extent of 
generalization one should make is both 
pertinent and well taken. I suspect that one 
should probably separate certain practical 
aspects which can indeed be generalized: 
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methods for dealing with mud-brick, for 
example, do not have to be confined to Iran 
or any single country, since the same pro
cesses are involved elsewhere. But we should 
be careful to generalize in such a way that 
each quarter still maintains its own identity. 

Biddle 

While conservation projects may have idio
syncratic local implementations, the prob
lems-privacy, scale, livability-are really 
international in aspect. Education is univer
sally important to instill pride in and 
identification with place. This pride can only 
be achieved through a sense of continuity of 
the past. Conservation is the very embodi
ment of slow change; it differs from preser
vation, which does not allow for changing 
situations. Yet we cannot applaud all con
servation schemes uniformly; we must be 
wary of those misleading examples, such as 
Williamsburg, which reflect only our con
temporary view of history. The Award 
should only be given to those who have 
reached a serious understanding of the past. 
Before premiating any projects, time should 
be allowed for observing how well the 
buildings work in the community. Although 
we stress the conservation of whole areas
the madina, the walled city-we ought not 
ignore the value of individual monuments. 

Lewcock 

The subject under discussion is not the 
abstract conservation of inanimate monu
ments or of antique specimens-we are 
concerned with living buildings and living 
communities. The issue is not the preserva
tion of historical evidence per se, but the 
intrinsic value of the areas or edifices as 
representatives of high points of human 
achievement. It must be acknowledged that 
some buildings or environments cannot be 
destroyed without an incalculable loss to all 
men, both present and future, any more 
than great paintings or great literary or 
musical compositions can be effaced. It is 
impossible to preserve more than a fraction 
of everything, but we should never allow 

research and mere recording to become an 
easy substitute for the genuine attempt to 
preserve. The latter, superficial, philosophy 
is not one that we who value life and the 
living could ever condone. 

In Yemen, there is still time to preserve the 
heritage of community life. It is not yet 
necessary to urge the popUlation back to 
the use of traditional buildings; they must 
simply be shown a strategy for improvement 
and the achievement of their aspirations 
within the traditional framework. What 
must be encouraged is an ongoing, progres
sive use of the past. 

I am concerned with undue emphasis on 
tourism as a justification for conservation. 
Tourists are alien, not only to the local 
culture but to their own home cultures as 
well. It is often observed that the tourists of 
some particular country are awful intruders 
-yet how civilized they are back home. 
Tourism is a corrupter, a destroyer of the 
indigenous character. It demoralizes the 
local populace, leading them to false expec
tations through emulation, and tempts them 
with the desire to dissimulate friendship for 
gain. They are led to the extreme of prosti
tuting themselves and falsifying the native 
environment. Alterations in the built envi
ronment prompted by the expectations of 
tourists have little to do with conservation. 
True conservation should of course be 
directed to the benefit of the indigenous 
society and to the continuing momentum of 
their culture. 

It has been pointed out that urban conserva
tion is essentially political. But does this 
necessarily mean that our conservation 
efforts should be concentrated on the people 
at the top? It is important to consider 
another point of view. In a historic urban 
complex there are two types of inhabitants: 
those who are ruthless about destroying 
almost everything, usually for gain, and 
those who wish merely to adapt and mod
ernize their lifestyles slightly, and yet retain 
the social and environmental benefits of life 
in a traditional city. The success or failure of 
urban conservation depends upon the bal
ance between these two groups. The balance 
is deeply affected by many factors-by 
example, public information, propaganda 
and finally by involvement. These therefore 



become major factors in any project of 
urban conservation. I believe that such 
factors can also create important political 
pressure points; even in an autocratically 
structured society, they can play potentially 
crucial political roles. 

Kuban 

I would like to use my concluding remarks 
to bring some related practical problems 
into focus. As a first thought, we cannot 
deny future generations the right to create 
their buildings in their own way. Nobody 
should understand our position as being 
against the new. Whether our descendants 
build courtyard houses or skyscrapers 
should be their business. But this tolerance 
for variety does not mean that we are not 
concerned with the fate of a Fez or a 
Safranbolu. Nor does this mean that we are 
unconcerned about the physical form of our 
environment. I am ashamed of what has 
happened to cities like Istanbul, and I am 
filled with horror when I see the modern 
face of Mecca. The visitor to these cities 
does not have to be a Muslim to feel that 
way. 

I am not even going to use the catchwords 
"preservation" or "conservation." We have 
to maintain familiar components of the built 
environment as long as they function as 
elements of continuity and stability, as long 
as they· keep their symbolic meaning and as 
long as their survival is technically possible. 
By saying that, we recognize that everything 
on earth has a survival limit; we also have to 
ask who decides what this limit is. What are 
the relevant factors in making this decision? 
We agree that everything created as a result 
of human needs, ideas and goals acquires its 
full value only through time. Anything rich 
in content, anything beautiful, becomes so 
by the accumulated experience of genera
tions. We cannot and we should not deny 
the wisdom of experience. The enduring 
courtyard houses should be examples to 
study; they should be given the attributes 
that will make them usable in the modern 
context. There should be no restriction on 
their use, and the industrial age should not 
destroy them. 
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We can conclude from this chain of argu
ments that the "old" is a misnomer; our 
problem is not the old or the new. Our prob
lem is the effect of change upon our culture 
and environment. As far as the adaptive 
reuse of single buildings is concerned, there 
is no hindrance whatsoever to the regenera
tion of a building. However, in the older 
parts of our cities where so much of the 
physical fabric has deteriorated, the propor
tion of preservation efforts between reuse, 
renewal, reconstruction and new building 
has to be decided upon. Who decides these 
proportions? There are many levels of deci
sion making and subsequent action, but at 
the very least we have to fight against an 
inappropriate industrial ideology. Here, as 
Professor Porter put it, we can use the 
provisional ideology of change to continue 
to examine our cultural identity. Let us 
integrate the old with the new, while impos
ing measures to slow down architectural and 
planning genocide. 

We may cite the example of Fez. The 
mad ina of Fez with its 250,000 inhabitants is 
a big problem, but it is not just a problem of 
preservation. It is a social and economic 
problem. Even if the mad ina could be razed 
and modern apartments put up in its place, 
the social problems would remain. There is a 
concomitant problem of political and eco
nomic systems. 

Successful rehabilitation of the mad ina of 
Fez presupposes change on many levels of 
policy making and implementation. This 
across-the-board policy is necessary 
whether you build anew or whether you 
preserve the old. Work must be done on 
every level, with politicians, with local 
administrators, with the people. From the 
politicians we obtain the necessary laws, 
having forced these by influencing public 
opinion. This public opinion is created by 
propaganda, indeed by all necessary means. 
With the local administrator you again use 
the created public opinion and the pressure 
of politicians. The value of this approach 
may be seen in the case of Safranbolu, the 
Turkish village whose name is synonymous 
with timber architecture. In only three years, 
the concerted efforts of national and local 
policy makers, acting in conjunction with 
public opinion, have transformed Safran
bolu into a successful conservation venture. 
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Tankut 

The desirability of changing public opinion 
regarding conservation is amply clear. There 
are a variety of ways to effect this change, 
including financial incentives. In fact, it is 
altogether possible for a concerted effort to 
alter public opinion in a very short time. 
However, as Prof. Kuban noted, the opti
mal way to effect any lasting conservation 
effort is through slow and controlled 
change. The conservative approach to con
servation is the best. 

Okyar 

I feel I must say a few words about the 
economics of conservation. I am in complete 
sympathy with the majority here who think 
that we can still save our old monuments 
and old towns. These should be saved if we 
can do it, because they are part of our 
heritage and contribute to our cultural and 
national identity. I am happy to see that 
people are becoming more and more con
scious of our national heritage even at this 
late date. This has not occurred for a very 
long time~not even during the period of 
rapid economic development that Turkey 
went through after the First World War, 
when a sudden industrialization, urbaniza
tion and immigration occurred in many 
parts of the country. 

Decades later, the result has been that 
building sites have greatly increased in 
value, imposing tremendous pressure on 
the social order. I think it was Prof. Kuban 
who said that he is ashamed of what has 
happened to Istanbul. In a way I agree, but 
were we able to stop what happened? I don't 
think we could. I think that the economic 
pressures made it impossible. The owners of 
the Istanbul houses, for instance, were 
squeezed between the money that could be 
earned by renting apartments and the cost of 
their upkeep. It was impossible to stop the 
inevitable deterioration of the buildings, nor 
was there any awareness of the necessity to 
do so. Now there is more awareness on the 
part of the planning authorities, but I 
wonder if planning authorities can stop this 
trend without more substantive concern on 
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the part of the general populace. The only 
way to halt the mindless destruction of old 
houses and monuments is to provide com
pensation for those responsible for them. 
This can only come through public contribu
tions, either local or international; and I 
wonder how much help can be expected 
from Turkey, in its present state of financial 
difficulty, toward restoration and conser
vation. 

Dalokay 

Architecture is an art form, but buildings 
cannot be stored in museums for the benefit 
of posterity. This is why preservation is 
vital. Islamic architecture particularly merits 
preservation, in the face of massive importa
tion of Western styles. In fact, it is difficult 
to isolate criteria for Islamic architecture, 
since' the Koran lacks aesthetic and artistic 
clues. The absence of such clues yields diffi
culties in the identification of a typical 
"Islamic" architecture. 

Grabar 

It is clear that the most oft-repeated ques
tion at this seminar is "what should be 
preserved, and why?" What period of time, 
as reflected in architecture, could be deemed 
definitive? What particular manifestations of 
that time ought to be restored? The criteria 
by which the environment is examined for 
conservation potential should not reflect just 
contemporary usage. The aims of preserving 
history require evaluation, objectively as 
well as subjectively, and any changes must 
be carefully monitored. 

One must consider the ideology that created 
any environment in order to evaluate it. 
The difference between industrial and non
industrial ideologies is crucial in the 
decision-making process. Ought our view of 
an ideology be explanatory or judgmental 
in nature? We have heard Prof. Tekeli 
espouse the latter, and Prof. Kuran the 
former viewpoint. 

The process of change may be dialectical; we 
may well aslc whether any permanent tend-
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encies or directions exist. We should differ
entiate between "Islamic" and "Islamicate." 
We will also want to investigate the moral 
and physical funding inherent in conserva
tion, and the technologies which support it. 
We would do well to question the role of the 
architect. Does he reflect, does he create, 
and to what extent? Does he adapt himself 
appropriately? How does he deal with the 
tools at his disposal, from the contractor all 
the way to the teacher? 

The task of deriving the processes for selec
tion and judgment of projects from the very 
specific cases and theories we have heard is a 
difficult one. How does one transfer the 
information received from restoration proj
ect A or B, and who can determine whether 
the physical manifestation of any complex 
ideology is good or bad, successful or not? 
These kinds of issues have been raised in 
conjunction with specific problems of pres
ervation and conservation, but they are 
relevant to the entire Award review process. 

Yenal 

The theme of Seminar Two was "Architec
tural Transformations in the Islamic 
World," and its major topic was "Conserva
tion and Adaptive Reuse." During three 
days four major papers were presented, plus 
five major and seven minor exposes on 
implemented or projected case studies. Lec
tures on the first day were supposed to be 
concerned with different scales of the built 
environment in both the past and present, 
mainly in Turkey but with reference to other 
parts of the Islamic world. Unfortunately, 
three out of four major presentations were 
unsuccessful. They were very general in 
nature, insufficiently explanatory and quite 
far from the seminar's avowed theme. 

Of twelve case studies, only four were 
implemented. All Turkish examples were 
still in the preparatory phase, all uniformly 
tourist-oriented and presumably having 
potential for implementation. This dearth of 
implemented projects was one of the most 
disconcerting aspects of the seminar Surely 
there exists a completed historical conserva
tion project in Turkey worthy of exposition. 

Why was a country boasting so rich a 
cultural heritage not proudly displaying its 
preservation efforts, whether modest or 
ambitious, good or bad, successful or not? 
Indeed, few of the seminar participants were 
willing to admit the existence of many 
problems seriously affecting conservation 
efforts, including the erosion of time and 
ever-increasing negative socioeconomic 
factors. 

There were numerous comments and some 
controversial remarks following each presen
tation, but most of the discussion focused on 
a subjective and passive, even static, con
servation methodology. Some very impor
tant points were not even alluded to. 
Integrated conservation was rarely men
tioned, and the social and economic conse
quences of integrated conservation were 
totally neglected. Only Mr. Williams cited 
historical conservation in the context of 
urban and regionaljnatiomil planning jnitia
tives. The responsibilities of local authorities 
and the possibility of citizens' initiatives also 
were missing themes. Finally, although the 
impact of ideological or belief systems on 
the decision-making process for conserva
tion policy was often mentioned, this never 
went beyond the theoretical level. 

The seminar had a total of 44 invited partici
pants. Fourteen Turks and twelve foreigners 
represented the academic world; seven Turks 
and eleven foreigners were practicing profes
sionals in architecture, planning, restoration 
and the like. Thus there were twenty-six 
academics and eighteen practitioners. This 
quantitative analysis of participants may 
appear realistic and representative, but it is 
not. Among the academics, those represent
ing social science disciplines most closely 
related to historical conservation-social 
psychology, social anthropology and social 
history-were totally absent. Nor was the 
complement of practitioners any more repre
sentative; those very active in the various 
implementory fields of historical conserva
tion did not number more than four or five. 

A review of the avowed aims of the seminar 
must precede any evaluation of its success. It 
was envisioned as a forum where scholars, 
specialists and practitioners might explore 
the issues raised by the Award programme, 
thereby developing the areas and criteria for 



the Award. Its purpose, then, was to investi
gate and analyze the components of the built 
environment-the unit, the cluster and the 
total environment-and to ascertain which 
forms are regionally or temporally specific, 
and which persist through time and region 
and can be attributed to the impact of Islam. 
The ongoing goal of each seminar is to 
explore guidelines for the Award Steering 
Committee's immediate consideration, who 
would eventually reconsider and reformulate 
these guidelines for the disposal of the 
A ward selection committee, the Master 
Jury. 

Clearly, one must ask many questions to 
determine whether these avowed purposes 
were achieved in Seminar Two. Were any 
healthy or objective criteria established, and 
if so, were these invoked by the Steering 
Committee or derived from participant dis
cussion? Since no qualified case of imple
mentation was presented during the seminar, 

Muscat, proposed streetscape reconstruction 
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were criteria to be based solely on theory? 
How successfully and explicitly were the 
dimensions of historical conservation dis
cussed? Was the focus primarily on the 
Islamic sphere in general and Turkey in 
particular, or on a somewhat camouflaged 
universal but Islamic scale? Did a real 
dialogue take place between the Steering 
Committee and the participants, between 
Easterners and Westerners, between indus
trialized and non-industrialized ideologies? 
Or did separate monologues mar what 
should have been a process of discussion 
and compromise? 

It is difficult to answer these and similar 
questions. Presumably no one was anticipat
ing definitive resolutions to conservation 
problems in any case. The purpose of 
Seminar Two, like that of most other scien
tific seminars, was to raise questions. This it 
certainly has done. 
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