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ABSTRACT

Campuses and campus open spaces have been studied
frequently; however, campus entrances have never been studied
before. All academic studies conducted on gates and entrances
are in architecture and interior design disciplines. Thus, the
present study is significant since it was the first landscape
architecture study on entrance spaces.

The entrances and the gates of 30 universities in Turkey were
analyzed in the present study. The analyses revealed that 26
university entrance gates were symmetrical, 13.3% were
asymmetrical, 22 were straight, 10 were protrusive, 10 were
recessed, 3 included a lintel, and 8 included arched gates. The
presence of decorations on the gates was examined and it was
determined that 76.6% of 23 gates were covered with
decorations. There was a security unit at all university gates.
Five had turnstiles for pedestrian entrance. Twenty-three had
controlled vehicle entry. There were 27 botanical landscape
elements. Only three had no botanical elements. The analysis of
whether there was a water element that would add aesthetic
value to the entrance design such as an ornamental pool,
artificial pond or artificial waterfall demonstrated that there was
a waterfall only in Karadeniz Technical University entrance. In
other words, 3.3% of the university gates had a water element.
Lighting elements were included in all universities.

Key Words: Entrance space, gate, design,
architecture, university campus.
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1. INTRODUCTION

OZET

Kampiis ve kampiis agik mekanlar1 farkli ¢aligmalarda siklikla
calisilmis ancak giris mekanlar1 daha 6nce hi¢ ¢aligilmamustir.
Kap1 ve girislerle ilgili yapilan akademik caligmalarin hepsi
mimarhk ve i¢ mimarlik meslek disiplinlerindedir. Dolayisiyla
peyzaj mimarligi alaninda giris mekanlar1 ile ilgili makale,
bildiri, kitap ya da tez yapilmamis olmasi sebebiyle bu
aragtirmanin yapilmasinin dnemi artmigtir.

Tiirkiye’de bulunan 30 iniversiteye ait giris mekani ve kapisi
calisma kapsaminda degerlendirilmeye almmustir. Yapilan
degerlendirmeler sonucunda 26 tiniversite giris kapisinm
simetrik bir yap1 sergiledigi, %13,3 si ise asimetrik yapi
gosterdigi, 22 tanesi diiz yani 10 tanesi ¢ikintili, 10 tanesi de
girintili oldugu, 3 tanesi lentolu giris, 8 tanesi ise kemerli kap1
seklindedir. Kapilarin iizerlerinde siislemelerin olup olmadigi
incelenmis ve sonugta 23 tanesinde %76,6 oraninda bir takim
siislemelerin oldugu belirlenmistir. Tiim {iniversite girislerinde
givenlik birimi vardir. Bes tanesinde yaya girisleri igin
turnikeler vardir. Kontrollii ara¢ girisi ise 23 tanesinde vardir.
Toplam 27 tanesinde bitkisel peyzaj eleman1 vardir. Sadece i
tanesinde hicbir sekilde bitkisel eleman yoktur. Su eleman yani
bir siis havuzu, yapay golet veya yapay selale gibi giris
tasarimlaria estetik deger katacak bir su 6gesi varligmn olup
olmadig1 incelendiginde sadece Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi
giris tasariminda selale oldugu tespit edilmigtir. Yani
universitelerin %3,3’linde su 6gesi bulunur. Tim tniversitelerin
hepsinde aydinlatma elemanlarina yer verilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Giris Mekani, Kapi, Tasarim, Peyzaj
Mimarlig1, Universite Kampiisii

The concept of the entrance has developed in parallel with the concept of space. For the entrance to
exist, first a space should be defined. Considering that it is not possible to enter a space without an
entrance, one of the first requirements and ideas in architectural construction has been the door and the
entrance space. The doors and entrances have a strong architectural significance in the building and are
virtually the business cards of buildings and indispensable architectural elements. The first act in a
building is the entrance to the building (Bayram, 2004).

The structure of the entrance differs based on the nature of the building or the open space. Thus,
doors/gates and entrances are an important element of identification. They create the first ideas about
the building or the open space. Buildings or open spaces constructed for a certain purpose, reflect their
functions from the outside before the entrance, employing certain architectural elements or structural
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and botanical landscape elements. Gates or entrances should invite and welcome people to a building
Or an open space.

Doors or entrance spaces provide the connection between the interior and exterior, and they belong to
both sections. They provide a holistic approach to the indoor and outdoor spaces and considered an
integral part of both. The entrances or doors reflect the identity of the space they are located to the
outer space, creating a whole.

As the doors/gates and entrances lead us to the indoors while we are outside, they serve as an exit
while we are inside. Here, the doors and entrances change their based on their avtion identity. The
architectural element that provides this indispensable relationship between interiors and exteriors are
the doors and entrances (Bayram, 2004).

1.1. Door/Gate and Entrance Design

Doors possess a volume within themselves and this volume includes a height, width, depth, form and
surface. Furthermore, doors, which are sometimes perceived as a plane on the building or in the open
space, also create a volume along with the entrance. In addition, the relationship between the building
or open space and the entrance could be analyzed at various levels (Ozgen, 2014, Bayram 2004).

The placement of the entrance in the space could be symmetrical or asymmetrical. The location of the
entrance determines the form of the approach path and the order of the actions within the space based
on the form of the entrance space. Entrance could be emphasized visually through various methods
such as keeping it low, narrow, wide, or deep, cyclical, or using ornamentations or decorative elements
(Ching, 2002).

The entrances could be analyzed in three groups:

Straight entrances ensure continuity without breaking from the wall surface.

Protruding entrances protrude from the wall surface. These entrances highlight the entrance,
emphasize the point of arrival, and provide protection.

Recessed entrances, which are recessed from the wall surface, form almost a pocket. These
entrances include a section of the exterior to the building and provide protection.

Decisions could be made by reviewing at the dimensions of the entrance spaces and other elements
around them. The size and dimensions would differ based on the function of the space. In other words,
if it is the door or entrance space of a house, the size would be different than that of an open space.
However, in general, the door or entrance of a space depends on the size of the space and number of
occupants.

Material choices, on the other hand, are affected by features such as the function of the space, the
economic conditions, the location, and geographical conditions.

Campus and campus open spaces have been frequently discussed in different studies (Yilmaz, 2015;
Diizenli, 2010; Diizenli et al., 2019; Diizenli et al., 2017a; Diizenli et al., 2017b; Diizenli et al., 2018;
Celik et al., 2018; Tascioglu et al., 2019; Kuyrukeu, 2012; Pouya et al., 2019); however, the entrance
spaces have never been studied before. All academic studies on doors and entrances were conducted in
architecture and interior design disciplines. Thus, the significance of the present study is obvious due
to the absence of articles, papers, books or theses on entrance spaces in landscape architecture.

2. MATERIAL and METHODS

The entrances and gates of 30 Turkish universities were analyzed in the present study. Accordingly,
the symmetrical or asymmetrical, protruding or recessed, arched university entrances were analyzed
based on the presence of a lintel, ornamentation, the presence of a security unit, controlled pedestrian
or vehicle entrance, botanical landscape elements, water elements and lighting. The percentages of the
presence of these features were calculated.
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Table 1. The university gates and included in the study and the codes assigned to these
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3. RESULTS

Initially, the symmetry of the university entrance structures was investigated. Thus, it was determined
that 4 entrance structures out of 30 universities were not symmetrical and the remaining 26 university
entrance structures were symmetrical. Accordingly, 86.6% of all structures were symmetrical and
13.3% were asymmetrical. In another analysis conducted based on three categories as straight,
recessed and protruded gate structures, it was determined that 22 were straight (73.3%), 10 were
protruding (33.3%), and 10 were recessed (33.3%). The analysis based on the support type (arched or
linteled) revealed that 3 were linteled (10%) and 8 were arched (26.6%). The analysis based on the
presence of ornaments on the entrance structures demonstrated that 23 were ornamented (76.6%).
These ornaments did not include engravements like those found on the entrances of historical
buildings, but engraved university name, emblems and other features. There was a security unit at all
university entrances. Five included turnstiles for pedestrian access. Thus the pedestrian entrance was
controlled. Others did not have turnstiles. In other words, the university entrances with controlled
pedestrian entrance were 16.6%. Twenty-three included controlled vehicle entrance. In other words,
76.6% included a controlled vehicle entry facility. The presence of plants or landscape design elements
in the entrance areas was investigated. While certain universities had designs that included
groundcover plants, shrubs and trees, others only included groundcover plants. Certain entrances had
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only one plant or few plants. All were considered as the presence of landscape elements and included
in the analysis. Thus, 27 entrances had botanical landscape elements. Only three had no botanical
elements. In other words, 90% of the university entrances included in the study included vegetation.
The analysis of the presence of a water element that would add aesthetic value to the entrance design
such as an ornamental pool, artificial pond or artificial waterfall, it was determined that there was only
one structure with waterfall in entrance design (Karadeniz Technical University). In other words, 3.3%
of the universities had a water element at the entrance. Lighting elements were included in all
university entrances analyzed in the present study (Tables 2 and 3).

Table 2. Study findings

Entrance features codes | Entrance Feature

EF1 Symmetrical structure

EF2 Asymmetrical structure

EF3 Straight entrance

EF4 Protruded entrance

EF5 Recessed entrance

EF6 Linteled structure

EF7 Arched structure

EF8 Ornamented

EF9 Security unit

EF10 Controlled pedestrian access

EF11 Controlled vehicle access

EF12 Botanical elements

EF13 Water element

EF14 Lighting

Table3. Study findings

University code (Table 1)
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4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Bayram (2003) investigated the design and construction of the building doors and entrance spaces in
Beyoglu district in Istanbul in a thesis. The findings of the study demonstrated that the doors were an
important primary element employed for symmetry and balance in the building entrances and the
facade. In more than half of the public buildings, the positions of the exterior and certain garden gates
were symmetrical on the facade. On the other hand, only 27% of the residential buildings had
symmetrical doors (Bayram, 2003). In the present study, although the entrances to open spaces were
investigated, symmetrical designs were still more dominant.
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Also, one of the few studies conducted on entrance spaces was published by Ozgen (2014). In the
study, the impact of the health building spatial design on occupants was invetigated and the entrance
design proposals were presented. The author reported that since the first effect on the occupants was
evoked by the general approach and entrance of the hospital, the design of these areas should consider
the occupant factor. Also, hospital entrances should be easily identified using specific colors or forms
and the author emphasized that they should be easily distinguished by the users. It was stated that a
space should be defined for the security unit close to the entrance area, but a sense of insecurity in the
user should be avoided. However, this space should allow security officers to directly observe public
spaces. In the present study, it was determined that all included university entrances included security
units.

In a paper titled “Bridge and Door,” it was stated that since the door establishes a connection between
the space of the individuals and everything else, it exaggerates the distinction between the inside and
the outside, and since it is also openable, the closure of the door is stronger than anything else to wall
out the outside, providing a sense of isolation (Simmel, 2000, Ozbek, 2004).

Lefebre (2014) described the door as a symbolic and functional object that allows access. He stated
that at the entrance gate, the threshold, a step, another transition object are traditionally of ritual
significance. In the present study, the entrances and gates were the transition elements that connect a
campus to the urban space. The entrance gates included controlled vehicle entrances and turnstiles for
pedestrians. These could be considered as a threshold at the entrance gate that Lefebre mentioned. In
other words, this element is suitable for the traditional ritual exhibited during the passage through the
doors.

Aldo, another finding in our study was that the predominant presence of straight gates and equal
number of protruding and recessed gates in the university entrances. The structures were generally
arched doors. There were only 3 lintel gates. The gate ornaments were also investigated. It was found
that the gate ornaments did not included carved ornaments or decoration observed on architectural
gates.

Ertekin and Corbaci (2010) studied landscape design at Kastamonu Karabiik University in a study
titled “Landscape Design in University Campuses.” In the study, they reported that the location of the
entrance of this university was a dominant location in the campus, and it facilitated both pedestrian and
vehicle traffic, included a label that included the name and the emblem of the university on the arch,
direction signs and a security unit.

Plants and water elements, which are indispensable and the most important elements in a landscape
design, in campus entrances were also investigated. Although there were quality planting designs at
most university entrances, the designs investigated in 27 universities included at least one species. The
analyses revealed that water elements were not used frequently like the plant elements, and only one
university entrance included a water element. All university entrances included lighting elements.
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