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Abstract

This article investigates the fundamental rupture in the system of architectural patronage during the transition from the
Ottoman Empire to the Republic of Turkey—a transformation that permanently reconfigured the logic, objectives, and
resources underpinning the production of the built environment. Challenging conventional narratives that focus solely on
stylistic change, the study approaches architectural change as an indicator of far-reaching socio-political shifts. The research
begins by situating architectural patronage as a central process linking power structures, ideologies, and values across historical
periods. Employing a qualitative, comparative-analytical methodology, the study models and contrasts two ideal types of
patronage: the inward, hierarchical, integrated system of the classical Ottoman paradigm, and the outward, bureaucratic,
dependent configuration that emerged with the modern Turkish Republic. The study’s primary contribution is to clarify how
a rupture in the patronage paradigm catalyzed fundamental transformations in architectural identity, objectives, and modes
of agency. Data derive from extensive literature review, documentary analysis, and the comparative study of five emblematic
architectural scenarios: the Sileymaniye Killiye (classical peak), Dolmabahge Palace (transition and fragmentation), the
Ottoman Bank (deepening economic rupture), Ankara’s Master Plan (birth of the new paradigm), and the Turkish Grand
National Assembly (consolidation of the modern system). The findings demonstrate that the classical Ottoman paradigm
relied on a charismatic patron (the Sultan), a religiously legitimated framework, a self-sustaining endowment-based (waq(f)
economy, and a primary audience within the Islamic polity, resulting in resilient and harmonious architectural production. By
contrast, the modern Turkish paradigm substituted charismatic authority with institutional bureaucracy, sanctified objectives
with pragmatic modernization, stable waqf funding with vulnerable state budgets and international loans, and internal
audiences with a dual focus on citizenship and international prestige. This rupture inverted the meaning of architecture—
from an instrument of internal social cohesion and religious legitimacy to a means of international representation and image
management. The article concludes that understanding these structural ruptures in systems of patronage provides crucial
insight into the identity crises and hybridities that characterize societies undergoing rapid modernization.
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Introduction

Architecture and urbanism have never been neutral or merely technical phenomena. Rather, they serve
as tangible manifestations of power, ideology, and value systems in any society. The built environment—
from monumental complexes to strategies of urban development—narrates the intentions and resources
of those who wield power and mobilize resources for spatial production (Bourdieu, 1991). The mechanism
through which this power is exercised—architectural patronage—not only determines what gets built but
also encodes the deeply rooted logics of societal organization. This is particularly evident in periods of
historical transition, when shifts in the system of patronage can serve as key indicators of underlying
societal transformation (Kostof, 1995). The transition from traditional empires to modern nation-states
in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries marked one of the most profound social, political, and
architectural ruptures across the globe, with the Ottoman-Turkish transition standing as a paradigmatic case.
Such transitions entail not merely political reconfiguration but also a redefinition of state-society-economy-
culture relations. Architectural production, shaped by these deep-seated ruptures, becomes a site where
changing logics and aspirations are both crystallized and contested.

Materials and Methods

To investigate this rupture, the study adopts a qualitative, fundamental-theoretical approach with an inductive-
interpretive mode of analysis. The research is anchored in the comparative-analytical method and utilizes
ideal-type modeling inspired by Max Weber and adapted for the dynamics of architectural production. The
analytical framework is structured around four interdependent components: patron (the decision-making
actor or institution), source (mechanisms of economic provision), ideology (the legitimating value system),
and audience (the primary recipients of architectural messages).

Data were collected from both primary (legal edicts, architectural waqf documents, official archives,
memoirs) and secondary sources (scholarly books and journal articles). The dataset encompasses significant
architectural projects from the eighteenth to the mid-twentieth century throughout Ottoman and Republican
territories, selected purposefully for their paradigmatic qualities and documentary richness. Five major
case studies were chosen to provide a concrete basis for comparison: (1) the Sileymaniye Killiye, as the
classical ideal; (2) Dolmabahce and Yildiz Palaces, representing the breaking point of the old paradigm;
(3) public infrastructure and financial institutions like the Ottoman Bank, reflecting the intensification of
external economic influence; (4) the Ankara Master Plan, as the first realization of the modern paradigm; (5)
governmental and public buildings in Ankara, exemplifying the consolidation of the new system.

Data analysis proceeded in two stages: first, using qualitative content analysis to code data according to the
four theoretical components, followed by comparative analysis to model the rupture and trace divergences
and continuities across scenarios. The models thus constructed were rigorously tested against the case
studies. Where available, first-hand sources were quoted directly, and secondary sources are referenced in
detail for replicability and further research.

Results

The research demonstrates conclusively that the architectural transformation from Ottoman to Republican
Turkey cannot be reduced to changes in style or taste but represents a paradigmatic rupture—an abrupt
realignment in the logic of architectural delivery. The classical Ottoman system, personified by the
Stileymaniye Kiilliye, exhibits an unrivaled internal harmony: a single charismatic patron (the Sultan), stable
endowment-based finance (waqf), a religious-royal ideology, and a cohesive audience encompassing the inner
polity and, symbolically, foreign observers. This combination produced enduring, resilient, and symbolically
loaded architectural ensembles.

This alignment fractured severely during the nineteenth-century reform and crisis era. Beginning with
Dolmabahce Palace, the classical system was undermined as the patron’ authority became compromised,
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financial stability gave way to European loans and state budgets, ideology shifted towards Westernization,
and audience focus moved to impressing foreign diplomats and elites. The Ottoman Bank exemplifies the
complete inversion: patronage and finance became externalized, with foreign investors and international
consortia dictating not only design but also architectural objectives, resulting in an erosion of local autonomy
and deepening the economic rupture.

The emergence of the modern paradigm can be observed starkly in the Ankara Master Plan: for the first time,
an abstract institutional body (the nation-state) serves as patron, supported by national budgets, driven by
a secular, instrumental ideology of modernization, and oriented towards both internal citizen-building and
external legitimation. This new alignment is further consolidated in the architecture of the new parliament

building, which achieves a new harmony—albeit one grounded in political authority, public finance, and
cosmopolitan rationalism rather than religious charisma.

These findings make clear that the rupture is systemic and structural, fundamentally redefining architecture’s
role: from an instrument of internal legitimacy and religious display to a tool for nation-branding and
international negotiation.

Discussion

The paradigm rupture in architectural patronage, as evidenced by the historical cases studied, is not a superficial
phenomenon but a structural realignment at the level of power, value, and institutional configuration. The
classical system provided resilience and coherence by closely aligning the interests, resources, and values of
all actors involved in architectural production. The late Ottoman transition, by contrast, was characterized
by the fragmentation of patronage, the instability of financial sources, shifts in ideological orientation, and
the redirection of architectural messages to satisfy foreign observers and interests.

This research situates the transformation as not simply a Turkish or Islamic issue but as a prototype for
understanding dynamic societies caught between tradition and modernity, sovereignty and dependence. The
findings engage with broader debates on the impact of modernization, colonialism, and global capitalism
on architectural identity. Analyzing the rupture reveals the vulnerabilities inherent in shifting from coherent,
internally justified models to externally driven and hybridized systems, underscoring the persistent relevance
of the patronage paradigm in understanding architectural history, especially during periods of crisis and
transformation.

Conclusion

The research concludes that the fundamental shift in the patronage paradigm during the Ottoman-Turkish
transition not only transformed what architecture looked like but also redefined who controlled it, how it was
funded, and what it ultimately symbolized. The classical paradigm constructed spaces of internal cohesion
and legitimacy; the modern paradigm, through rupture and reinvention, adapted architecture as a tool for
external negotiation and internal nation-building. Understanding these underlying logics and ruptures is
essential not only to historical analysis but also to contemporary approaches to heritage, modernization,
and the politics of identity. As such, architecture remains not merely the backdrop of history but its most
material and enduring witness—a sensitive mirror reflecting both the ambitions and anxieties of its age.
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Figure 1. Conceptual model of the classical Ottoman patronage paradigm.
This model represents a fully integrated and selfsustaining system in which all components — the patron, the
source, the ideology, and the audience — operate in complete harmony with one another to generate architecture
aimed at reinforcing religious legitimacy and manifesting imperial power from within.
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Figure 2. This model represents the nationstate patronage system, in which the abstract entity of the “state,”
utilizing centralized national resources (such as public budgets and taxation), produces architecture aimed at
constructing a secular national identity. Within this paradigm, architecture becomes a means of expressing
progress, national sovereignty, and nationbuilding—addressed both to internal audiences (citizens) and external
ones (the international community).
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