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AN EAST ANATOLIAN BLILDING FROM THE AGE OF TİMUR: 
YELMANİYE MEDRESE

FÜGEN İLTER

Tke most notakle kistorical strueture, in Çemişkezek (Tunceli) in our 
opinion, is tke Yelıııaniye Medrese kuilt in tlıe seetion callcd Tepekaşı. Tke
Medrese is set upon. a kili wlıiek dominates tke town of Çemişkezek. It is kıı- 
ilt on tkc eastern slope wkick faccs tkc town, iııırnediately kekind tke road, 
witk no cicaring left in froııt. Tke setting indicates a consciousness of city 
oııtlay on tke part of tkc kuilders.

'Vs tke kuilding is presently uscd as a mosque, it is soınctiınes callcd 
tke “Medrese Mosquc” ky tkc local pcople.

Tke medrese, kuilt around tke end of tke XI\'. century-tke beginniiıg 
of XV. centurv, coustitutes a very interesting specimen of tkc closed Ana- 
tolian nıedreses owing to tke ckaracteristics of its plan, wkick in vites 
various iıiterpretations.

Tke kuilding kears overt trace.s of rcpair.s and a.lterations done in several 
periods kut tlıe original oullay is coıııposed of tivo paris; tke ıııain part, desig- 
ııated for teacking, is to tke soutlı. Tke exact functioıı of tke nortlı part is 
indeterminate since morc ikan kalf of it is in ruiııs today. However it prokakly 
consisted partly of student cukieles and partly of kiteken-dining facilitics 
(Fig. 2, Plan).

At first glance, tlıe soutkern part of tke kuilding appearsto kave a lengtk
wise skape with tlıree aisles. The two side aisles, ııarrow and \vitk l<)wer
roofs, are placed on cadı side of tke kigk and spacious Central aisle. Hoıvcver, 
the side aisles placed in ııortlı-south direetion stop on reacking tkc ıniddle 
of tlıe Central aisle and are transfonned into eyvan-like unit.s al tkc ends of 
tke east-west axis ky nıeans of pointed karrel vaults leading to tke ccntral 
space. As two otker largc, eyvan-like units witk pointed karni vaults at tke 
ends of tke nortk-soutk axis similarly lead to tke doıncd Central space, tke
result is a plan ıvitlı four eyvans and a donied çenter. Tkereforc, a better
examination of tke lenghtwise arrangeınent with tlıree aisles leads to tke dis- 
cernement of a construetion witk a Central doıne and four eyvans.



I

111) Ft'CEN İLTER

As the units at tbc cnds on the east-wesL, north-south axes öpen to the 
Central unit, a cross-slıaped plan witlı a donied çenter becoınes apparent. 
The cross-shaped Central rnass gains further plasticity by the higher, vaulted 
roof of the arms of the cross, in relation to the roof level of the units filling 
in the corners and is noticeable froın outside.

Thi.s littie known .4natolian building' has an unusual feature in the ınain 
entrance, which is ]»laced to the we.st (Pl. f, 1). Althoııgh this .serves as a uni- 
fying element betuecn the two distinet parts of the building, it is stili beyond 
the usual ııorms. The portal is ornamentally significant on the facade duc 
to it.s various dccorative elements, but loses from its monumental appearance 
because of the unit to its south which nıatches it in height and breadth. 
The right part of the building considcrably lower.ş on the facade to reach a 
really squat appearence and finally ends in a steplike strueture in the south 
(Pl. I, 2). The left part ends with a seetion ıvhich has lost its original State 
due to the intrusion of houses from the north and its charaeteristics because 
of later additions. (Fig. 1, Entrance Facade).

The fragmented strueture of the medrese whieh determines its entire 
plan is observable from outside on ali direetions. The eyvan -like struetures 
with their high roofs, along with the low roofs of the narrow units reaching 
to the north an i south, constitute dynamic fronts. It gives a recessed appe
arance to the wing on the right of the portal on the front facade and to 
both sides of the Southern and eastern facades (Pl. II, 1) (Fig. 4, seetion A-A).

The plaeement of the window.s is neither symmetrieal nor according to 
a regular pattern. Their sizes and levels varv. Apart from two windows on 
the right side of the portal on the front facade and one on the left there also 
is another window and a small door which gives access to the second part 
of the medrese. The seetion immediately to the left of the portal shows a unity 
of material and technique with the building but deteriorates further on as 
it reaches the houses; the mud-brick window and door which appear here arc
recent additions. We find a second window, placed above the one on tlıc
right side of the portal. Owing to windows built in the higher reaches of the 
walls, the entrance facade and the other sections composcd of the eyvan- 
like units appcar to have been built with two storeys; on the other hand, tlı«î 
units filling in the corners have a single storey look (Fig. 3, Southern facade).

* İn relution to the building, sce M. .Sözen, “Ç^tnişhezek’te Türk Eserleri ve yehnaniye 
Camisi”, Sanat Tarihi Yıllığı, IV. 1970-1971, İstanbul, 1971, pp. 29-19. Hoıvever, the author 
regards and evaluates tbe building as a ınostpıe.
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Only on the eastern facade wc find windows built cxclusively on the lower 
part of the wall; the upper reaches here arc blaıık.

The outer dimensions of the building arc 24.55 ııı.X 13.15 m. The portal, 
placcd to the west and reached by two stepping stones, divides the facade 
assymrnctrically. It is framed with friezes ornamented with geometrical 
arabcsques and has a pointed arch (Pl. 11,2); it is set to a depth of 2.00 m. and 
is of the “Eyvan Portal” type. There arc no mihrabiyes. Together with the 
stone seats on each side, the width of the jıortal is 5.55 m. The small columns

liich stand on the Iower sides of tlıc portal and which generally appear on 
the point wherc the outer surfaee of the portal curves inward, arc absent. 
However, there arc two small columns, larger and vith nıorc plasticity than 
usual, which are set in the corners wherc the inner side surface.s mect the 
wall that contains the gate. The space betwecn the segmented arch of the 
door and the silme, which is closc enough to the corners as to form a reetangu- 
1ar frame, is ornamented with a weblike rendition of star-centered gcometric 
arabesques (Pl. III, 1) The ornamcntation on the ardı and on the frieze that 
dcscends from cadı side of the door looks like cufic writing atfirst glance 
but is aetııally a geometrical arabesquc ıvîıich continııes in knots (Pl. III, 2).

The inseription of the building is set above the silnıes that frame the 
poıtal (PI.1V,1). It is an inseription of two lines in neshi charaeters, a valuable 
document stating that the building is “a medrese, establislıcd during the reign 
of Timur”. Consequently we find that tlıc term “medrese”, in commoıı use 
among tlıc local people although the building funetions as a mosque, is not 
a simple sııpposition but has roots in fact.

The carved ornamental frames of various sizes on the portal, tlıc small 
columns in the inner corners with concavc stalactite capitals and column 
bases, and the small pseudo-columns on the ending of the cabled inner arch 
bcar variations of geometrical arabcsque (The arabesques with centers coın- 
posed of 8 or 12 armed stars) (Fig. 5-1). Plani ornamcntation is not uscd.
Another ornamental motif on the entrance facade is the rosette. There are
four circular rosettes, twn of which are placcd on tlıc frontal of the portal, one
each corner; the third rosette stands at the çenter of the frontal of the door and 
the last one above the window on the right hand side of the j)ortal (Pl.1,1). 
The t wo rosettes on the frontal of the portal are carved and bounded by plain 
edges; they gain plasticity by staııding lıigherthan the surfaee of the frontal 
Pl. IV, 2; Pl. V). In contrast to the geometrical arabesque of the rosette 
on the right, the one on the left bears a plant motif. Their insides arc 
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full. The rosette ou the frontal of the door is segmented and slighlly raised. 
Among the four rosettes, the highest degree of plasticity is displayed by the 
one above the window, representing a gcometrical arabesque reminiscent of 
basket wcave (Pl. VI, I). The best defined plant ornamenlation outside the 
buildiug is a friezc composcd of a cbain of half palmclte.s and \vhich forms the 
lower frame of the pointed arch of tbe frontal. Another frieze of geometric 
arabesquc surrounds the window.

Tbe occasional roof gutter.ş are not in their original condiîion. It is not 
clear rvhether earlicr versions stood in place of these more rceent ones.

The low left wiııg of the Southern facaıle of the medrese is rather of a 
problem. Its cxplanation will also clarifv the inner wall levels, which are not 
of a uniform level. The thick mihrap wallthat eontains the mihrap itself does 
not join the entrance facade on the same level on outside (Pl. VI, 2). When 
vİBWcd from the south-wcst, the segments that descend step by step to the 
westcrn facade are not uniform; the eentral segment does not fit in with res- 
pect to the stone masonry and to its profiled rcndition with small columns. 
This segment differentiates itself further from the general characteristic of 
the Southern facade by the stone seat, rather like the lower section of the 
portal on which it is set. (Pl. VII, 1).

The low segment that forms the right part of the Southern facade is at a 
uniform level with the higher mihrap wall at. the çenter (Pl. VII, 2). The step 
by step transition at left i.s absent here. The oıdy window on this mihra]) faca
de is placed abovc the mihrap. At the eastern facade, on the otiıer hand, the 
windows are built lovv rvhile the eentral projeetion is blank (Pl.VUl,!) Apart 
from the walls of the eastern facade and the left wing of the Southern facade 
ali walls are plastcred with lime. The buildiug is made of soft calcerous stone 
and the masonry is plastered with lime at various other points.

The roof is entirely renıade. The earrying walls are made slighlly higher 
ıhan the roof. The eentral space where the north-sout, east-west extensions
ınett,the masonry is irregular and uscs rubbie as material (Pl. VHI, 2). The
doıne is pp.itıted black wilb a tarred liquid and bears a crescent (Pl. IX, 1).

The inner cliaractsristios of the buildiug; Across a singlc stoııe step, the 
portal leads to tbe nortlı eyvan, 4.45ın X 4.55ın. in diınension. Tlıe nortb eyvan, 
standing at tbe end of the nortb-south axi.ş, is fuller in relation to the others, 
The door iınnıediately to the left of the entrance is the eonneetion between 
the two parts of the medrese.
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The woınen’s lodgc, “mahfil”, is set upon a timber floor approximately 
at the çenter of the eyvan (P1.1X,2) and is reachcd by a stairuay begining at 
the base of the eyvan and cxtending to the cast. The müezzin’s lodge “müezzin 
mahfili” is placed bfctwecn the stairway and the mouth of the eyvan; it is 
given height with a timher seat and is surrounded with wooden rails.

The mescid of the medrese is the eyvan-like spacc across the northern 
eyvan, which we will cali the Southern eyvan. Thi.s space eontains the mih
rap: it is at the Southern end of the main aisle at çenter and thereforc i.s of 
a similar width to the northern eyvan (4.5.5 m) but is deeper (5.10 m) and more 
ornamental. The \vall heights in bolh eyvans are constant at 5.75 ın. In aetual 
fact, the Southern eyvan i.s an eyvan-like unit which opens to the side aisle 
with arch.es set upon wide pillars and which derives its eyvan characteristic 
from the pointed barrci vaidts that öpen to the doıned eentral spacc. /Mİ
four units of the building which we have callcd eyvans are similar in that
they have been made to stand for eyvans by ıneans of vaulted roofs. 
However, we will cali these units sinıply “eyvans”.

The niche of the mihrap, 2.4.S m. high and 1.75 m. wide, i.s 1.60 m. in width, 
0.63 m. in Ibeight and 0.55 m in depth (Pl. X, 1). Each side of the oetagonal 
niche is 0.2.5 m. long. Composcd of stone and faience, the mihrap is ornamen- 
ted by the usc of gcometrical and plant motifs as well as writing (Pl. X, 2). 
The mihrap niche ha.s three separate, ornamental framcs uhich surround it 
on three sides. The outermost frame is the widcst; the ornamentation is car-
ved on stone and is bascd on star-ceutered geometric arabesques. The carving 
is actuallv the rcpetition of half of the wide ornamental band at the portal. 
The arabesque wcb surrounding the star motif is also rende re d in a more refined 
ınanner. The material u.sed for the other two reetangular, ornamental framcs
is faience. The second frame displays a plant motif of complete palınettc!
made of green and whitc coloured tiles. The third frame which surrounds the 
aetual mihrap niche displays a vvriting in neshi eharacters, made ol white 
and blue tiles. Below this frame, there is a second line of writing, which cx- 
tends just acros.ş the length of the frontal. However, this line is in fact carved 
in stone but has been painted upon later on to give it the look of faience. ?io 
other faience i.s uscd within the ınoorish arch niche. The half-dome ol the 
niche does not have stalaetites and is a uniform cavity. The plant ornamenta- 
tion that covers the entire niche is cut by a rather wide band of writing at the
stirrup level. This too was painted upon later on to make the eharacters im- 
mediatclv noticeable on white-wash. The writings are fragments of ayet from 
the Koran.

1
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Complementary windows built in the sides of eyvan vaults and in above 
the mihrap provide ample light. Two of the distinctivc characteristics which 
enrich this eyvan are a faience mirror placed at the çenter of the eyvan vault, 
and the Capital - like ornamentation carved on the stands in front of the 
mihrap, upon which the dome is set (Pl. XI, 1-2). On facing the mihrap, the 
right stand displays a plasticised ornament composed of shallow stalactite 
segments on the same level with the stirrup of the eyvan. Thesc decorative
elements look like a Capital. The left stand contains a different ornamentation 
in place of the Capital; howcver, the motif here is transfonned from stalacti- 
tes into rounded oysters (Pl. XII, 1). To the north side of each pillar is carved 
a shallow milırabiyc finished with segments. Tn this manner, the two pillars
at the base of the eyvan are distinguished witlı their capital-like ornamen- 
tation and thtir mihrabiyes.

The two eyvans with pointed barrel vaults are placed at the ends of the 
east-west axis. The westcrn eyvan, 3.90 m. X3.00 m. in dimensions, brings
the well-made, distinctivc appcarancc it displays outside the building 
into inside. As on the outside, the rectangular window has two elements taking 
the frontal into aecount. Howcver, the window inside stands in a rectangular 
niche whose longer side is the horizontal one. Above, the frontal with its
pointed arch is formcd as an upper cKtension of the niche itself. Iıı con- 
trast to the ornamentcd plastic rosette on the outside, the çenter of the fron
tal bears a plain, rounded, shallovv rosette. Finally, above ali thesc we find one 
of those high set, siınplc, rectangular windows, which give the impression of
two storeyed building when they appear on 
extensions.

the high roofed, cross-shaped

The eastern eyvan similarly opens directly to the doıncd Central space. 
It is 3.90 m. X 3.05 m. in dimension and is of a simple construetion with one 
window at the lowcr side. Therefore we find that the four eyvans deseribed are 
formed by vaults upon tlıree Lengthwise aisles, the side ones3.00m. and the 
Central one 4.55 in length. The dome that covers the ccntral space, 4.55 m. 
X 3. 90 ın. in dimension is set directly on the pillars that separate the side 
aisle from the ccntral one. The transition is achievcd through a system of 
pendentives with narrow angles that divide into two triangles, rather than 
through plain jıendantives. The çenter of the dome does not have any ope- 
ning for light.

The northern segment whieh coustitutes the sccond part of the building 
has access through the door that stands at left when the medrese is entered 
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through the portal. The door opens into a rectangular roonı lying east-wcst 
and with a pointed barrel vault. This is the area that the local peoplc cali
ii.medrese” and is tlıe oııly roonı left from this part of the building. The.
roonı has a single window and a door set aeross the nıain one, by which it has 
access to a side room. Howevcr, the latter is probably a recent addition, ınadc 
of nıud-bricks and with a timber ceiling. It also has a door tha.t opens to the 
Street. Houses from a later period now stand on the area, Avliich presuniablv 
was formerly occupied by other units of the building. l' urther discussion of 
the northern part is therefore not feasiblc.

THE INSCRIPTION:

The inseription, two lines in neshi charaeters, i.s set above the gate of 
the portal. Only the first one of the two lines was legible; the sense of the se- 
cond remains obscure (Pl. XII, 2). The text is as folloıvs:.

4JL>- ûljj ■Ü JSLJİ liJlll 4-- jaU oÂa ftûr.-ûl
.^1 ....

? ( T

Transeription:

1) Emere bi’imâreti hazîhi’l-Medreseti al-Meliki’l-âdil Tacü’d-Dîn Yelman 
bin Keykubad bin Hâlid el-Kurdî fi eyyâını Teymur (Timur) Han..
....................... halledâ’l-lahu devletelıuma.

2) 9

-V/eanııiff:■5

The establishment of thi.s medrese was ordered in the reign of Timur Han, 
by the just ruler Taeûddin Yelman, son of Keykubad, son of Ilalid el Kürdi 
(May God continue to prosper both)2.

The fragments of a seeond band of ıvriting, done with paint on pla.ster
is visible aboi'C the inseription ])roper. It is written on a blue baekground,
in white neshi charaeters; a.s the plaster is largely fallen off only two
fragments are traceable. (Pl. XIII, 1-2). The band of writing is about

3 1 would like t» espress ıny siııccrc thanks lo Dr. Ş. Eirgiıı, ıvlıo reıul and cnpicd (lUt the 
inseription and wlıo preparcd the transeription along witlı the modern text. I aın also grate- 
fııl to 1. Arttık and Y. Uralgiray who have made every effort lo read the seeond line of the tcxt.

J
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0.25 cm. tliic.k aıul can safclv be regarded as the hamheork of a later day.
As far a.s the reınains .suggesl, the writiııg is from an ayet.

EK.İLL’.-f TION:

1- fn relation to the (lale of establislıment:

.'Although an exact date is not available, the inseription clearly shows 
that the buil ’ing was made a.s a medrese during the reign of Timur. Consequ- 
ently, the first step to be investigated for an approximation to the nearest 
date is the identitv of the “just ruler Tacüddin Yelman” of the reign of Timur, 
mentioned in the inseription.

Who is Emir Yelman? When and bow did his relationship with Timur 
begin? e attempt to answer these questiüns through the material we \vere 
able to colleet.

We learn that, “When Timur adopted a threatening attitude towards 
Anatolia about 139'î, Kadı Btırhancddin called the ııotables of tbe State to 
his palacc; on exanıining the magnitude of the danger agreement was reached
to resist Timur. Meaınvhile, continuing the offensive by invading Mardin and
conqnering Diyarbakır bv .'^iege, Timur de.scended to the plain of Muş, put 
siego to the castle of Avııik and eonqttered it”'. rVmong the list of ııotables 
who offered to bow to his rule during the offensive we comc aeross the name 
of "‘Emir Yelman, very probablv one of the Türkmen Emirs of Eastern .4nato- 
lia”-*. Emir Aelman not only freely offer.s to aecept Timur’s rule, but, together 
with Mutahharten, Emir of Erzincan, he actually eneourages Timur to invade 
and contjuer -Vnatolia-'.

’ A'. A'iicel, Kadı Bnrlıaneddin -Alııned \e L)e\ leti (1311-1398), Ankara, 1970, p. 123. 

' İlmi.
5 O|i. cit. pj>. 123. 121 foıılnııte 201. .Also see. A'. yiicKİ, “X1V-XV. A'üz.yıllar Türkiye

Tarihi Hakkında Araştırmalar”. Belleten. Vol. XXXA\ Xo. TIO. Ankara, 1971 p. 691.

Vi e als» enine aernss tlıe name nf Taenddiiı A'elman in relation to tlıc wars fonglıt lıct- 
ween Mutahharten. Emir of Erzincan and the Akkoyunlu Tnrkınens: “....Finally, in an cs- 
l'ıecially strong attack. tlıc luımcrous Türkmens ıvoıınded and heavily defeated Mutahharten. 
After a «hile Emir Mutahharten atteınptcd lo rcınedy the effects of this rather shaming event 
and tricd to attack the Türkmens as they wcrc in Ihc proccss of descending from the plateans 
uııder the İcadcrship of their ruler Alııned Bey; hotverer, on sceing the superior foree of tlıc 
1 nrkmens, Mııtalıliarlen deelincd lo cııtcr into a definiti\e cııgiigeıııent and sent for Emir A el
man to negotiate lor pvace.’" (A. A iicel, "... Türkiye Tarihi Hakkında -Araştırmalar”, p. 690),
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as
M. Halil Yinanç ıncntions Emir Yelman who entered Timur’s entourage 

“Emir Yelman, ruler of Çemi.şkezek and the Dersim region””.

was
l’lıe f’ollowiııg ıioticc occurs in Emir Şeref Han Bidlîsî: "Çcıni.şkpzek 
uııder their (the Aşiret of Alclkişi) domiiıaııce through. the age.^ of Cengiz,

Han, .Aksak l’inıur, Şahrııh Alirza, and Türkmen Kara Y usuf, mitil the rule 
of Şeyh, bin Emir Yelman”’.

From the letter which 'rinıur sent to Bayazıd l on his journey to Tebriz 
in 1402, we learn about hi.s warning to tlıc effect that “The domains of Ana- 
toliaıı Emirs, such a.s Mutahharten, YYInıan, Circiz and Haci Paşa, who had 
accepted his rule, «ere not to be interferred «1111”“.

In tkc liffht of the abo\c Hata we can reach the follOKİng conclusion 
about the date of the building: since Timur reached Avııik and coıifjuered it 
after a 43 day siege in 1394, and since it was after this event that Emir Yelman, 
together with other East .Anatolian Emirs, submitted to his rule’, the earlicst 
date for the boginning of the nıedrcse’s building should not be earlier than 
1394. İn this case, the nearest estiıııation for the date of establislıment has to 
be the eııd of the XIV. century-the beginning of XV. century.

2- Ih relation to architeeture:

The building ha.s göne through 
its original form. While somc parts

various alteration.s «hich have spoiled 
wcre enlargcd by additions, they also

lost their initial architectural charaeteristics to a great extenl. For exanıplc,

M. Halil Yinanç, “Bayczıd 1”, İslam .Ansiklopedisi, Vol II. p. 380.

’ Şeref Han Bidlîsî ıvrites ihe folloning in relation to tlıc Mcikişi .Aşiret: “. . . . This com- 
rnunity is in threc separate gronps. ’l'hey are iveli knoıın among tlıc Curds due to tlıc large
population of their tribes. Of ihese. about 1000 fatniHcs owc(l alliancc to tbe Sultan of Iran.
Others accepted the rule of diffcrcııt sullans. Their doınains within the province of Curdistaıı
ıvas so extensive that, often, the [irovincc itself ıvas 
tbe Curds, reference to the province means

called by the name of ihe Aşiret. Among
Çemişkezek.*' (Emir Şeref İlan Hid1î<î,

Şcrcfıiiimc, Tarib-i .Vlııfassal-ı Kiirdislan. Tahran, 1313 (1961). p. 21.3). I o«c 
lo Dr. H. ücnıirel who helped wilh ihc reading of the Persian text.

mv thanks

8 M. Halil Yinanç. Op. cit. 38t.

Y. Y'üecl, Kadı lîııriıaneıl-.lin Alııneıl \e l)e\leli (1.341-1398). p. 123. .Again from A.
A:ütcl we learn that, .as Timur was busy wİth the siegc of Avnik castle,' ‘disulılcd by C(t-

'vardice lo the exteııt of bcing poıverlcss lo adnıiııistcr his oıvtı donıains Mulahliarleo caıne to 
scc Timur, and not only did he prostrate hitnself lo kiss Timur’s stirrnp, bul gaee up the right 
t(t use his name on coins and to be mentioned in iıulbes”. Yrlııınn, tbe ruler (tf Çemişkezek, 
bebaved e.vaclly like his proteetor..” (...Türkiye Tarihi Hakkında .Araştırmalar, p. 691).
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the entrance facade, one of the parts ncarest to its original, is conneeted to 
the South wing in such a ınanner that it becoınes onc of the ınost pronounced 
reflections of the alterations underwcnt. The step by step forınation that 
links the Southern facade to the entrance tnust have reachcd its
present condition only through alterations. If the small coluınned segment 
here is sufficiently investigated it will be clearly seen that it displays a far 
superior building lechnitjue and stone masonry in relation to the windowcd 
unit, which forms the right wiug of the entrance facade and acts as the first 
step. Thereforc this segment, with its jırofiled corner with small corner column 
possessing a base and a Capital with acanthus leavcs, should date back to the 
establishment period of the medrese. Again, we think that in its original form 
this wall formcd the right wing of the facade by reaching north and probably 
possessed other elements of ornamentation. Later on, the wall was brought 
lorth for the purpose of cnlargening the building and reachcd its present eon- 
dition. Of the early wall only the jammed cornerpiece remained.

On examinii)g the main section of the two parted building, i.e the right 
part on facing the entrance facade, we find that it possesses a fairly regular 
shape with four eyvans, The symmetry of the plan is spoilt here by the eyvan- 
portal of considerable diınension, thrust in from the north-west.Although the 
placement of the portal to the west is contrary to established practice, it 
earned the building a valuable assı t in it.s setting and a conscious cffect in res- 
pect to city outlay. In this setting, when viewed from the citv, the medrese 
displays an impressive sight and silouette. It also has a fountain, in ruins 
now, built next to the lowcr part the road leading up to the building. Undoub- 
tedly the fountain önce contributed effectively a.s an element wbich com- 
pleted the composition of the edifice on the bili.

Presently, the medrese has no other rooms in the main part used as mos- 
que besides the domed spacc at the center-cxcept for the intrusion of the 
jıortal - the lengthwise unit.s placed east-wcst, and the eyvans which cut 
these spaces in opposite direetions with their higher and wider construetions 
and öpen u]i to the Central space. 'flıe student cubicics and other closed units 
of varied funetion which generally stand at the eastern and western sides 
of a medrese are absent here.

IIowever, since we have clearly established that the building underwent 
various alterations at different periods, we mav find that an interesting fea- 
ture shrds light on this problem (room-closcd unit). The arehes that link 
the side units to the eyvan (a.s clearly shüwn in the photograph) (Pl. 1X-XI) 
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are small openings not exceeding the height of a man. Tt is not unthinkalde 
that in its original form the side unit.s contained closcd rooms, but, dııring
a
a

significant alteratioıı of the building (whiclı probably funetioncd as

mosffue therpafter), tbe rooms were opened up to the c-ş’-s-aus in order to 
aehieve sjıaec and unity.

Again we can safelv assııme that, apart from this section devoted to
■praycrs and eollective teaehing”, the north wing, A\hieh has aee throujilı

this part, probably coııtaiııcd ‘‘student” cubicle.s and other closed unİts in
its easV^nı part, ■\vhich no longer exists. In fact, the barrci vaulted rooın in
east-west direetion, entered from the north ey\ an and with side access from 
the north wall indicate.s that this part too contributed to “teaehing” and 
also possessed other unit.s for the kitehen -dining hail and other funetions.

This type of medrese outlay i.s not a uniqtıe form. Such medreses, compo- 
sed of two levels, are known from the Seljuk period. An example is the Sin
canlI Boyalıköy Medrese from the first years of the XIIT. century, which is 
composcd of “an outi-r part of two rooms and an inner part eonsisting of 
units opening out to a domed space”ıı> and i.s reminiscent of Yelmaniye Medrese 
with respect to the main principles involved. The Hüseyin Gazi Medrese at 
Alaca also consist.s of two separate, intervvining parts, with the imaret placed 
at the entrance \ving".

Among the Anatolian Seljuk medreses, Yelmaniye Medrese is elosest to 
the Kırşehir-Caeabeyi2 Medrese tvith respect to its composition vvith four
eyvans at the end of two main axes, which öpen up to a closcd Central space
(avlu). As known, the Caeabey Medrese of Kırşehir, one of the iınportant 
buildings of Anatolian Seljuk period, i.s the subject of varied interpretations 
and classifieations due to its composition and eharacteristics vhich make

10 A. Kuran, Anadolu Medreseleri. Vol. 1, .Ankara, 1969. p. 44, 45. Fig. 17. Kuran cxpluiıı^
in detnil the principles which link the gruııp as he discusses tlıe Seljnk Metircses of XIII. een- 
tury U'ith elosed courtyards. third conıınon characteristic «hich wc can attrilnıte to Boya- 
hköy and Ertokuş Medreses is the recessed arrangement of their onllay. In hoth nıedrescs. a
İndi is placed behind the portal with the frout rooms conneeted to it. Behind thcın, the
Central courtyard stands surroiındcd by various units; it ha? access through a second door in 
the halı.” (op. cit. p. 60)

o A. Kuran. Op. cit. p. 77-79. Fig. 40.

'2 A. Kurun. Op. cit. Fig. 25.

J
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it rnultifnnctional'^. Originally planned to he a ıncdrcse-ob.scr\ atory'^, 
also was convertfd into a ıno.stpıe.

it

On tlıe other hand,the syııniKtrical eyvans of the Seljuk jıcriod no longer
appear in tlıe Ottomaıı arclıiteeturc of tlıe XV. centurv.

1

I

I

Instead of the
ntaiıı eyvan, we find the teaching-lıall whiciı generallv projects fortvard and 
is ustiallv closed vitlı a dome to enıplıasizc its distinetion as a unit. The room.s, 
usallv placed to the right and left of the teaching roonı and closed with donırs, 
are conıph.tcd with student eubicles placed behind the porticoes tha.t stırro- 
und the öpen courtyard.

As wc nıentioned above, \ve think that the V elnıaniyc Medrese has under- 
wcnt a change of functioıı in time. The subject will finally be claıificd only 
through ne w data and interpretations.

The most imjıortant proof determining the compositioııal unity will be 
obtained by^ clearing tlıe. close vicinity’ (some foıındation remains are visible) 
and the data which will result from research and .soıındiııgs carried out duıing 
the process. (Vt itli our limited nıcan.s wc could only attenıpt the nıeasured 
drawings).

The conciusions wc rcached through observalion without tlıe assistance 
of excavation and soundings are that the building was planned as a medrese 
and funetioned in accordanee \vith it.s inseription. We do not doubt that 
dissenting opininons and critieisnı will serve to elarify sufficiently the sub
ject.

The characteristics uhieh link the Yelıııaniye Medrese to the Seljuk 
jıeriod are not exclusivelv related to arclıiteeturc and outlay, but are also 
apparent in ornamental elements and techniıpıes.

The ornamental fraıne.ş of varying thicknesses at the portal (eight ortuelve 
pointed star.s and geoınctric arabcsıpıes (Pl.l 1,2 ;PI. IV, 1-2 ; PI.V; Fig. 5-7) are
coııtinuations of geonıetrical arabesıjucs uhieh the Seljuk stone vorknıanstıijı
of the XTII. centurv iniınortaliscd on portals and nıihraps'-'. Elcnıents .sııch

13 A. Sainı t-‘lgcn. Alıhough the aııthor use^ tlıe tille “Cacabey Camii”, he poiııts out that 
the Ituildiııg was hııilt as a medrese and discussess it as sueh. S. Vlgeıı, ”KırşeIıir'<ie Türk 
Eserleri”, Vakıflar Dergisi, i\o. II. .Ankara. 1912. p. 2.5.3-263).

K. Ottn-Dorn, mı the ntlıer haini. Mrilcs that “in Anatolia the medrese oııtlay oeeıırs in 
mosıjues as well.”. She diseusses Caeahey as an “İnteresting specimen of the type”. i.e as n mos- 
(jue. (K. Otto-Dorn. Kunst des İslam. Haden-Baden. 196-1, p. 1-16)

On the subject, see A. Sayılı, The Obseri’atory in İslam anıl its Place in the Oeneral
Ankara 1960.

I j
History of the Ohservatory, T.T.K. lîasune'--. ........... .. .........

S. Ogel. ‘tnadohı Selçnkhılarınm l'aış Tezyinatı. .Ankara, 1966, p. 83-89.
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as Ikc fixed relationskip betueeıı tke heigkt, widtk and deptk of ike ])ortal, 
tke cablc franıe on tke nıoutk of tke portal, tke ros?ttcs on tkc frontal'^*, 
tkc gcometrical fraıne around tlıe inner door {Pl. III, 1-2), sınall colunıns and 
capitals are application.s of tke ornamentation stvle of Seljuk arclıiteeturc 
and wkieh we can consider to be a continuation.

Wc can conciudc tkat tkc Yelnıaniyc Medrese, \vîuck kas conıe up to 
our era witk considerablc alteratİon’^ İs, altlıougk built in about tke end 
of tke XIV centurv or in tke first ycars of tkc XV century, a building 
particularly uortky of citation witlı rcspect to tke traditional continuity 
displayed in relation to arckitectural and ornamental ckaracteristics, \vkose 
roots are in X]1L century Seljuk arclıiteeturc.

16 S. Ögel, Op. cit. p. 91-95.

’’ On seeing the medrese for a seeond time İn 1973. wc fouınl that il was repaired by ihe 
General Direclorale of Foundalİonş and underuenl sonıe alterations. The changcs are as folloıvs:

A- 111 the nıain part, the interior carryİng walls, following an uneven linç and not cxaclly 
perpcndicular. wcre plastered lo get an even surfaee.

B- On serapİng ihe arehes uhieh join the slaınls carrying the dome. each arch was found 
lo bear carved ornanıentations of eighl-pointed slars

C- The stands. the pendentives and a majorily of tlıe inner surface of the dome uere 
grooved.

D- The inner side of the vault C(»vering the eyvan in front of the mihrap was seraped and 
the bricks ucre found to have becn laid in tlıe foHouing arrangeınent:

E- The uoıneıı’s lodgc “mahfil”, (of timber), wa« eoınplelely removed.

E- The writing on plaster, done in white charaeters on a blue base and discussed in the 
“inseription” seetion. was morc clearly revealed.

İR This and similar exampies that ue conıe aeross in Easlcrn Anatolia f annot he con*i<h:rtMİ
as Products of a Seljuk Kenaissance, as evalualed by sorne wrilcrs. (M. Oluş Arık. Bitlis \api- 
lannda Selçuklu Könesansı, Ankara, 1971).

İn our opinion, ihe terin Renaissunce can only be appropriate in relation to a trend A\hich 
has ccascd lo exist in the real sense of the word. to be replaced by a new trend and style that 
dominates the artists and the era bul which is abandoned in its o\vn lunı to reverl to the carlier 
style and understanding.

.Snch is not the case for Eastern Anatolia. The nıain trend here is “conservatisın” an<l 
“retarded developmcni” due to the wcst\vurd nıovernent of State pouer and, eonsc([uently. 
of the influential centers of art: as a result, the Eastern cities of lesser econoınic powcr and 
pıditieal conseıpıence adopted the conlemporary trends at a ınueh sloıver pace.
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