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153spectacle of projected order in those of 
the former, who framed rebellions as 
“attacks on religion itself” (p. 234). 

Astutely bringing together a wide 
range of resources, Wishnitzer uti-
lizes his findings with the adroitness 
of a storyteller and the criticism de-
manded by the thorny interpreta-
tion of primary sources and in the 
articulation of secondary sources. A 
rigorous exploration of the social Ot-
toman night, this study is a one-of-a-
kind reading. It constitutes a timely 
parallel of readings of the European 
night before and after the Enlighten-
ment2 and offers a much needed and 
informed image of nights at the im-
perial capital. 

In method as in scope, this book 
outlines an impressive array of dis-
cussions and a comprehensive con-
sideration of imperial and non-im-
perial actors from various ideological 
camps. To this brilliant portrait that 
Wishnitzer makes of Istanbul first 
and Jerusalem second, inclusion of 
court records from Galata or Kum-
kapı and a deeper engagement with 
and elaboration on the visual material 
could have contributed to contextual-
izing the image with regard to gender 
issues, the spatial and urban dimen-
sion of the night, as well as further 
elucidation of what constituted an 

infringement of regulations (during, 
for instance, the month of Ramadan).
This study insightfully succeeds in 
bracketing the discussion into the 
broader scholarship on darkness and 
sleep as “historically specific and so-
cially constructed” (p. 4) by implement-
ing the geographic (and consequently 
ecological) dimension, fundamental to 
challenging existing and forthcoming 
Eurocentric or state-centric readings 
of the early modern night. The book 
rigorously bridges topics central to its 
narrative and questions to which pri-
mary sources did not permit conclu-
sive answers. Joining a growing schol-
arship on illumination in the Ottoman 
empire,  Wishnitzer’s contribution, ad-
dressing nightlife before the installa-
tion of street lighting, seems to be the 
first to focus on the eighteenth centu-
ry.3  As Night Falls: Eighteenth-Century 
Ottoman Cities after Dark deserves to 
be a must-read for researchers of light, 
illumination, the Enlightenment, and 
of the long eighteenth century in gen-
eral and of the late Ottoman Empire in 
particular. 
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aging comments on an early version of this review.
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Enno Maessen’s recent book, pub-
lished by I.B. Tauris in 2022, is a wel-
come contribution to the fields of ur-
ban history and Istanbul studies. The 
book is the fruit of nearly decade- 
long research that the author con-
ducted in Turkey as well as in the 

Netherlands, Germany, and the Unit-
ed Kingdom, unveiling new material 
from hitherto unpublished sources 
and archives. While the title, Repre-
senting Modern Istanbul, indicates a 
larger theme than the actual scope of 
the book, the subtitle makes it clear 
that this research focuses on the Be-
yoğlu district of Istanbul. It sheds 
light on the recent history of the city 
through the lens of Beyoğlu and cer-
tain institutions that have prevailed 
in the district since the nineteenth 
century.

Skillfully zooming in and out of this 
research area, Maessen succeeds in 
portraying the urban, cultural, polit-
ical, and social transformations of Is-
tanbul, while focusing on Beyoğlu and 
particularly on the five institutions he 

selected as case studies: Teutonia, Cer-
cle d’Orient, Galatasaray High School, 
the German High School, and the 
English High School for Girls. These 
international institutions, all located 
on and around the main artery of the 
district—İstiklal Street—are selected 
as symptomatic cases portraying the 
continuities and ruptures in the recent 
history of the city as well as the dis-
trict. The role of these institutions in 
identity formation and place-making 
is a constant theme throughout the 
book. It demonstrates “the intricate 
relationship between Beyoglu’s physi-
cal environment and its communities” 
and “[investigates] the development, 
continuities and discontinuities, of 
representations on the district” from 
the nineteenth century and to the 
1980s (p. 4–5).  It discusses Beyoğlu’s 
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154 role broadly as “a unique place in the 
Ottoman Empire and Turkey” and as 
“a microcosm, mirroring social, po-
litical and economic processes that 
occurred on a citywide, national and 
international scale” (p. 5).

Focusing on the understudied peri-
od of 1950 to 1990, Maessen brings a 
new perspective to Istanbul’s urban 
history by incorporating micro his-
tories of the institutions alongside a 
macro analysis of the district. While 
offering a holistic look at the turbu-
lent political and social history of the 
region, the book takes a close hand 
look at the developments, continu-
ities and discontinuities that took 
place in the second half of the twen-
tieth century. Building on a compre-
hensive discussion of the late nine-
teenth century, Maessen brings the 
major breaking points of the twen-
tieth century, such as the rise of the 
Young Turks to power, World War I 
and its aftermath, the fall of the Ot-
toman Empire, and the foundation of 
the Republic of Turkey to the table. 
In this context, the rise of nationalist 
ideologies, burgeoning xenophobia 
towards non-Muslims, and changing 
demographics of the region are me-
ticulously portrayed. Drawing upon 
the social and political transforma-
tions of the era, the author unwraps 
the period post-1940, scrutinizing 
the outcomes of notorious incidents 
such as the Wealth Tax of 1944, po-
groms against non-Muslims in 1955, 
and the expulsion of Rums in Tur-
key to Greece in 1964. According to 
Maessen, drastic changes in the ur-
ban culture and social fabric of post-
1950 Beyoğlu introduced cultural and 
spatial ruptures that created new and 
different types of demographics and 
cultural formations. These socio- 
cultural ruptures caused a sort of 
nostalgia towards the lost cosmo-
politanism of the past decades. This 
longing for an imagined past of Pera, 
which has been idealized as a place of 
cultural diversity, refined luxury, and 
elegant entertainment, is also ques-
tioned throughout the book.

This “convenient cosmopolitanism,” 
as coined by Maessen, was reimagined, 
mystified, and became an urban to-
pos representing the diversity of belle 
époque Beyoğlu. Building on existing 

scholarship and new empirical mate-
rial, the author skillfully unpacks this 
nostalgia for the “lost” multicultur-
alism of the region, while portraying 
various levels of xenophobia escalating 
against non-Muslim and non-Turkish 
entities during the early republican 
period. On the other hand, the book 
also challenges the hackneyed claims 
that Beyoğlu lost its charm and cul-
tural significance and became a center 
of debauchery, corruption, and cheap 
entertainment during the 1970s and 
the 1980s. Maessen is critical of the 
instrumentalization of Beyoğlu’s past 
and underlines that the “1980s brought 
an industry of cosmopolitan nostalgia 
in popular literature, city and tourism 
branding, which revolved around the 
claim to multiculturalism and cos-
mopolitanism” (p. 35).  Scrutinizing 
discourses of “decline and decay” and 
stereotypes of urban nostalgia and un-
derlining severe ruptures and transfor-
mations that the area faced during the 
twentieth century, Maessen suggests 
that Beyoğlu continued to be a signif-
icant cultural center and sustained its 
role as an urban hub of Istanbul, taking 
part in the formation of a dynamic new 
cultural production. In this respect, 
international institutions, with their 
cultural and educational capabilities, 
played significant roles in sociocultur-
al continuities, identity formation, and 
place-making. They are treated as mi-
cro cases reflecting broader political, 
cultural, and social developments of 
the region.

The first international institution dis-
cussed in the book is the German club 
Teutonia. Located on the extension 
of İstiklal Street in Galata, Teutonia 
was established as a social center for 
Istanbul’s German speaking popula-
tion in 1847 and played a significant 
role in their social life until the 1970s. 
Maessen’s research in the club’s ar-
chives, discussed in chapter 2, reveals 
the severe transformations the club 
went through, particularly during 
the post-Ottoman era. Club Teuto-
nia reflects the international political 
fluctuations of the region, especial-
ly due to World War I and II. The  
Ottoman-German alliance during the 
Great War and its aftermath resonat-
ed with in the club’s rise and fall. After 
being shut down by the Allied forces 
during the occupation of Istanbul 

(1918–1923), the club was reopened in 
its original building in 1923 and regis-
tered with the Turkish authorities af-
ter the foundation of the Turkish Re-
public. Yet, Teutonia lost blood again 
due to its affiliation with the Nazi 
regime after 1933, as it housed the ac-
tivities of the Hitlerjugend. Istanbul 
during this period housed many Ger-
man intellectuals and refugees fleeing 
from the Nazi regime. Therefore, the 
club’s bond with the German-speak-
ing residents of Istanbul diminished 
and finally it was shut down after the 
defeat of Germany. Rejecting its or-
ganic links with the Nazis, Teutonia 
was reestablished in 1954 and posi-
tioned as a protector of the assets of 
the institution, especially of the his-
toric club building. The building still 
exists today in Galata, and it will be 
housing Orient-Institut Istanbul, an 
academic research institute funded 
by the Max Weber Foundation, by the 
end of 2022. In fact, the building is a 
living memorial of the transforma-
tions and continuities of the interna-
tional community of Istanbul, espe-
cially that of German speaking ones.

Chapter 3 brings the reader to a more 
recent history of the region and 
opens the discussion of cultural her-
itage and architectural preservation. 
Focusing on a monumental building 
that was built on İstiklal Street, the 
chapter discusses the history and af-
terlife of the Cercle d’Orient. Built for 
the Ottoman-Armenian bureaucrat 
and businessman Abraham Erem- 
yan Pasha by the famous Levantine 
architect Alexandre Vallaury in 1883, 
the grand building with a façade of 
45 meters, was rented by the elite 
gentlemen’s club and named after 
it. Parallel to the transformations 
that took place in the sociopolitical 
scene of Istanbul and due to the rise 
of “arabesk culture,” the club gradu-
ally moved away from Pera and re-
established itself at its summer res-
idence on the Asian side of Istanbul 
in 1971. Maessen shows that as the 
club, which initially had a strongly 
pronounced international character, 
became more Turkified, its socio- 
spatial links with “cosmopolitan” Be-
yoğlu also diminished. Parallel to the 
so-called deterioration of the region, 
the Cercle d’Orient building changed 
hands numerous times. Simultane-



155ously, the close vicinity of the build-
ing to the entertainment industries 
in Beyoğlu introduced new meanings 
and roles, especially after the 1950s, 
as its surroundings became the cen-
tral node for a newly flourishing 
cultural enterprise. The adjoining 
street, Yeşilçam Alley, became a locus 
for the growing local cinema indus-
try. As the name Yeşilcam became 
a synonym for Turkish Hollywood, 
the street developed as the hub and 
locomotive of the sector and housed 
numerous movie theaters, such as 
Rüya, İpek, Sümer, and Melek (later, 
and more famously, Emek). 

From the mid-1970s onwards, with 
the drastic urban transformation of 
the region and due to the controver-
sies regarding property ownership, 
these cinema halls changed hands, 
some started showing adult movies 
and others shut down their doors. Yet, 
one of the oldest and most remarka-
ble movie theaters, the Emek Cinema, 
remained open and became a signif-
icant cultural landmark for cinephile 
Istanbulites, a fine reminder of the 
heydays of the Turkish cinema indus-
try. The decision to demolish Emek, in 
line with a project involving the resto-
ration of the Cercle d’Orient building 
and the construction of a shopping 
mall at the parcel of the historic cin-
ema, caused unrest and ignited many 
public protests in 2013. Maessen, in 
this chapter, elaborates on the role of 
Yeşilçam and Emek in public memory 
and critically discusses the privatiza-
tion of heritage and profit-oriented 
urban transformations. 

The chapter on Galatasaray High 
School, a francophone school with 
roots dating back to the Ottoman era, 
examines the connection of the school 
and its alumni with Beyoğlu. Feeling 
proud of the location and history of 
their school, many Galatasaray gradu-
ates identify themselves with Beyoğlu, 
establishing strong ties and participat-
ing in the processes of place-making. 
However, raised with secularist and 
nationalist sentiments, particularly 
the older generations of Galatasaray 
alumni turned a blind eye to the tragic 
demographic transformations of the 
region. According to Maessen, while 
producing a deep nostalgia for the belle 
époque Beyoğlu and its cosmopolitan 

past, various Galatasaray graduates 
also participate in the fabrication of 
discriminative discourses. 

Unlike those of Galatasaray, the 
alumni of the English High School for 
Girls and the German High School, as 
discussed in chapters 5 and 6 respec-
tively, may not have established such 
close bonds with the district. Both 
institutions were founded by the in-
itiatives of the British and German 
governments during the nineteenth 
century and were products of their 
political and economic alliances with 
the Ottoman Empire. In response to 
the increasing European populations 
in Istanbul, Great Britain initiated 
the foundation of educational facil-
ities for girls and boys. The English 
High School for Girls (EHSG) was es-
tablished in its current building on a 
plot that was granted by Abdülmecid 
to the wife of the British ambassador, 
Lady Stratford de Redcliffe. Located 
on İstiklal Street, the legal status of 
EHSG was transformed numerous 
times, reflecting Anglo-Ottoman po-
litical relations. While the activities 
of the school were suspended during 
World War I, it was reopened during 
the Allied occupation of Istanbul. 
The high school remained active as a 
British institution until 1979 and con-
tinued to be popular among Turkish 
families. When the Thatcher gov-
ernment decided to close all foreign 
schools, the EHSG was nationalized, 
and reopened as an Anadolu Lisesi 
(Anatolian High School) and contin-
ued its life as a national educational 
institution with an English curricu-
lum. On the contrary, the German 
High School, located in the vicinity 
of Tünel, retained its connection to 
the German state until today. Yet, 
both institutions departed from their 
foundational purpose to educate chil-
dren of German and English-speaking 
communities in Istanbul, as the num-
ber of Europeans living in Istanbul 
dropped drastically in the twentieth 
century. Local students would fill 
their places in the second half of the 
twentieth century. These institutions 
were thus positioned as diplomatic 
tools reinforcing the relations be-
tween the new Turkish Republic and 
Germany and the United Kingdom, as 
well as disseminating their respective 
national cultures.

To conclude, Maessen’s book pro-
vides an original and fresh look at 
the urban history of Istanbul and 
particularly of Beyoğlu. While some 
sections detailing the internal mech-
anisms of the selected institutions 
and their relationships with Turk-
ish and European governments may 
not be of particular interest to non- 
specialists, the book’s focus on the 
postwar period fills an important 
gap in the literature. The institutions 
scrutinized in the book are far from 
being representative of the whole 
region, let alone the city, yet Maes-
sen manages to skillfully position 
them within a wider historical con-
text, bringing a larger sociocultural 
and political perspective to Beyoğlu’s 
recent history.1 The local, interna-
tional, and transnational actors and 
institutions are interconnectedly en-
tertained in the book, a feature bor-
rowed from the dynamism of Beyoğ-
lu itself. The book, with its refined 
and straightforward language, com-
petently weaves together archival re-
search, urban theory, and historical 
data and is a great read both for ex-
perts and non-experts interested in 
the recent history of Istanbul.
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Press, 1993); Edhem Eldem, “Galata-Pera between 
Myth and Reality,” in From ‘mileu de memoire’ to 
‘lieu de memoire’: The Cultural Memory of Istanbul 
in the 20th Century, ed. Ulrike Tischler (Munich: 
Peter Lang, 2006), 18–36; Paolo Girardelli, “Archi-
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bul,” Muqarnas: An Annual on the Visual Culture of 
the Islamic World, XXII (2005): 233–264; Girardelli, 
“Sheltering Diversity: Levantine Architecture in 
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