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GUNEY KIBRIS RUM YONETIMI VE
DUNYA ULKELERININ BAZI EKONOMIK
VE SOSYAL GOSTERGELERININ
KARSILASTIRILMASI

Hasan Ali BICAK*

OZET

Bu ¢alismanin amaci Giney Kibris Rum Yonetimi ekonomisini diinya ve Avrupa
Birligi tlkeleri ekonomileri ile makroekonomik ve sosyal gostergeleri agisindan
kiyaslamakutir. Bu yapilirken ¢alismaya Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti ekonomisi
de kaulmistir. Guney Kibris Rum Yoénetimi i¢in verilen verilerin Kibris Lirast,
Avrupa Birligi icin verilen verilerin ECU ve Kuzey Kibnis Turk Cumbhuriyeti
icin verilen verilerin ise Tirk Lirasi olmasi nedeniyle, sihhatli bir kiyaslama
yapabilmek icin tiim veriler Amerikan Dolar’'na donistirilmistir. Bilhassa
Gulney Kibris Rum Yonetimi ve Avrupa Birligi tilkeleri ile ilgili istatistiki bilgilerin
kolay bulunamamasi ve s67 konusu bilgilerin degisik para birimleriyle verilmis
olmalari boyle bir kiyaslamay: zorlagtirmaktadir. Galigma bu dustincelerle konu
ile yakindan ilgili olan arastirmacilara bu bilgileri aktarmak i¢in yapilmistir.

1. GIRIS

Bu ¢alisma Giiney Kibris Rum Yonetimi (GKRY) Planlama Orgiitii tarafindan
yayinlanan “Economic and Social Indicators, 1996 yayinindan yararlanilarak
yapilmustir. Kuzey Kibns verileri icin ise 6zellikle Kuzey Kibris Ttirk Cumhuriyeti
(KKTC) Devlet Planlama Orgiitii yayi “Economic Developments in the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus, 1996” kullamlmstir.2 Cahismadaki 1995 yili
istatistikleri gergeklesen degerler, 1996 yili istatistikler tahmini degerleri verirken
1997 yili degerleri ise 6ngorii (projeksiyon) degerlerini vermektedir3. Kuzey
Kibris iin ise 1995 ve 1996 yili verileri gercek degerlerden olusmaktadir. Daha
fazla GKRY ekonomisini incelemeyi amaclayan ancak KKTC ekonomisine de
atifta bulunan ¢alisma, bu asamada GKRY ekonomisi ile: 1. Diinya ekonomi-

(:’I_{f_lﬁ'dn Ali BICAK (PhD), Head of the Department of Banking and Finance, EMU,
azimagusa, Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus.
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lerini (bazi ekonomik gostergeleri), 2. AB ilkeleri ekonomilerini, (by,,
ekonomik gostergeleri) 3.Diinya ekonomilerini (bazi sosyal gostergeleri)

karsilastirmay1 amaclamistir.

2. GKRY, DUNYA EKONOMILERI VE KKTC EKONOMISi

Bu boliimde GKRY, diinya tlkeleri (endistrilesmis tlkeler, AB tlkeleri, kalkinmakry
olan tlkeler) ve KKTC ekonomisi bazi ekonomik gostergeler incelenerek
karsilastirmustir. Karsilastirma ile ilgili degerlendirmeler 6zetle asagida verilmisgtir,

a. Biytime Orant:
GKRY ekonomisinin 1995 — 1997 yillari arasinda ortalama %3.8 biytimesi

beklenmekte idi. Bu oran 1995 yilinda %5.4 olarak gerceklesirken, 1996 yilinda
%2.5'c dusecegi tahmin edilmis ve 1997 yilinda ise %3.5’e yikselecegi
ongorilmistd (Tablo 1). Endiistrilesmis ulkeler icin ortalama buytime oran
0%2.3 olurken, Avrupa Birligi (AB) tilkeleri i¢in %2.1 ve Kalkinmakta Olan Ulkeler
(KOU) icin %06.1 olmasi beklenmektedir. KKTC ekonomisi ise 1995 ve 1996
yillarinda sirasiyla %2.6 ve %2.9 olarak bir biiytiime kaydetmistir.

GKRY ekonomisi %3.8 oramunda ortalama bir biiytime hizi ile dengeli bir biytime
hizini yakalams gérinmektedir. KOU gibi hizli bir bﬂyﬂrrllle hedeflememistir.
KKTC ise hizh kalkinma ihtiyacina ve hedefine ragmen KOU'lerin gerisinde bir

biytime hizina sahiptir.

b. Issizlik Orant:
GKRY ekonomisinde igsizlik oranimin 1995 — 1997 yillan i¢in ortalama %2.9

olmas: beklenmekte idi. 1995 yili icin %2.6 olarak gerceklesirken, 1996 yilinda

%3.1 olarak tahmin edilmis ve 1997 yilinda %2.9 olmasi 6ngorilmiistir. Soz

konusu issizlik oran: ig bulma dairesine kayit yaptiran igsizler yaninda kayit

yaptirmayan igsizleri de icermektedir. Endustrilegmis tilkeler icin ortalama igsizlik
orant %7.7, Avrupa Birligi (AB) Ulkeleri i¢in %10.9 olarak belirlenmistir. KOU
icin ise veri elde edilememistir. Issizlik orani teorik olarak gecerli ticretten ig
arayan ve bulamayan 15 — 64 yas arasindaki igsizlerin bu yas arasindaki niifusa
béliinmesinden elde edilmektedir.

KKTC'nde igsizlik orani 1995 ve 1996 yillarinda sirasiyla %0.9 ve %1.2 olarak
belirlenmistir. Ancak bu rakamlar KKTC Calisma Dairesine kayit yapuran igsizleri
icermektedir. Gergekte KKTC'de issizlik orani verilen orandan daha yiiksek

olup gizli issizlik yasanmakradir.

c. Enflasyon Orant:
GKRY ekonomisinin 1995 — 1997 yillari arasinda ortalama enflasyon oraninin
%2.9 seviyesinde olmasi beklenmekte idi. Bu oran 1995 yilinda %2.6 olarak
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gerceklesirken, 1996 ve 1997 yillarinda %3.3 olacagi tahmin edilmistir

Endiistrilesmis Glkeler i¢in ortalama enflasyon orant %2.4, Avrupa Birligi (AB}
Ulkeleri icin %2.6 olarak belirlenmigstir. KOU i¢in ise veri elde edilmemistir

Enflasyon oram bir tlkedeki genel fiyat seviyelerinin ne kadar armgm;
belirlemektedir. Diger bir deyigle hayatn bir yil éncesine oranla (nominal olarak)
ne kadar pahalilastigini gdstermektedir.

KKTC ekonomisindeki 1995 ve 1996 yili enflasyon oranlart sirasiyle %72.1 ve
%87.5 olarak hesaplanmustir. KKTC ekonomisinin %79.8 ortalama enflasyon
oram arzu edilmeyen bir genel fiyat seviyesi arugidir. GKRY ekonomisi %2.9
ortalama enflasyon orani ile genel fiyat seviyesinde makul bir arus ile
endistrilesmis tlkelerin arasina girmistir.

d. ithalat ve fhracat Degerleri:

GKRY ckonomisinin 1995 — 1997 yillart arasinda ortalama ithalat ve ihracat
artist sirastyla %0.7 ve %14.9 olarak tahmin edilmekte idi. 1995 yili ithalat arug,

%9.1 olarak gerceklesirken , 1996 yili igin %7.0 olarak tahmin edilmis ve 1997
yilinda %4.0 olarak dngorulmuistir. Bu rakamlar GKRY nin ihracatinin ithalatina
oranla 2-3 kat, daha fazla artacagini gostermektedir.

Endiistrilesmis tilkeler i¢in ortalama ithalat ve ihracat artiglan sirasiyla %6 ve
%6.2 olarak belirlenmistir. Bu oranlar Avrupa Birligi Ulkeleri icin %5.1 ve %6.0
olarak kaydedilmistir.

Kalkinmakta Olan Ulkeler (KOU) igin ithalaun %10.6 ve ihracaun ise 910.8
oraninda artmas: beklenmektedir.

KKTCinde 1996 yilinda ithalat ve ihracat artig oranlar sirastyla %-13.0 ve %4.8
olmustur. Buna gore mal ve hizmet ithalaumiz azalirken ihracaumiz artmigur.

e. Cari Hesap Dengesi:
GKRY ekonomisinin 1995 — 1997 yillari arasindaki ortalama cari hesap dengesi
—0.3 milyar $ olarak hesaplanmigtir.
Bu rakam 1995 yilinda —0.2 milyar $ olarak gerceklesirken 1996 yilinda —0.4
milyar $ olarak tahmin edilmis ve 1997 yilinda ise —0.3 milyar $ olmas:
ongorilmuagtir. Bu rakamlar GKRY ekonomisinde goriinmeyen kalemlerin
(turizm) ticaret agigin1 dnemli oranda kapatu@int ancak cari hesap dengesinde
bir a¢igin bulundugunu gostermektedir.
KKTC ekonomisinde cari hesap dengesi, ticaret agiklarinin turizm gelirleri ile
kapatlmasindan sonra 1995 ve 1996 yillari -1.2 milyon $ ve -2.0 milyon $
olarak belirlenmisgtir.
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2. GKRY, AB Ulkeleri Ekonomileri ve KKTC Ekonomisi

Bu bolimde GKRY ckonomisi, AB tlkeleri ekonomileri ile bazi ekonomik gostergeler
dikkate alinarak karsilastirilirken, KKTC ekonomisinin de ayni ekonomik
gostergelerine atfta bulunulmustur.

a. Buyime Orant:

GKRY %2.5'lik bityime orant ile Avrupa Birligi tlkelerinin biytime oranin
(%1.6) tzerinde bir buytime gerceklestirmistir (Tablo 2). GKRY buytme orant
Avrupa Birligi tye tlkelerinden bir tek irlanda’min biyytime oranin (%7.8)
gerisinde kalmusur. Hollanda ve Portekiz, GKRY ile ayni oranda bir biyime
kaydetmistir. Bityiime orani ekonominin bir yilda tretim kapasitesindeki
gerceklestirmis oldugu artisi gostermektedir. Biyime 6nemli bir ekonomik
gosterge olmakla beraber tek basina ele alindigt zaman tlkenin refah dizeyi
hakkinda pek fazla bilgi vermez. KKTC ekonomisinin ayni yilda gerceklestirdigi
biytime orant %2.9’dur. Bu bitytime orami irlanda hari¢ tim AB tlkeleri ile
GKRY ckonomilerinin biytiime oranlarinin Gzerindedir.

b. Issizlik Orant:
GKRY %3.1'lik issizlik orani ile %10.9 olarak tesbit edilen AB tlkelerinin
ortalamasindan ¢ok asagida kalmayi bagarabilmistir. Bu oran Liksemburg harig
diger tim Avrupa Birligi tiye tlkelerin igsizlik oranlarimin alundadir.

c. Enflasyon Orant:
GKRY %3 olan enflasyon orant, Avrupa Birligi tlkelerinin ortalamasinin %0.5
oraninda tzerindedir. GKRY enflasyon orant Yunanistan ve Italya hari¢ diger
AB tlkelerinin Gzerindedir.

d. Ticaret Dengesi:
GKRY ticaret dengesi, ithal ettigi mallarin ihrag¢ ettikleri mallara oranla 2.22
milyar $ daha fazla oldugunu gostermektedir.
Ticaret dengesindeki bu acik, acik veren diger AB Ulkelerine kiyasla ¢cok kiigtiktiir.
GKRY dis ticaret agi@t buylik oranda gérinmeyen kalemler (turizm) gelirleri ile
kapanmaktadir.

e. Kisi Basina Yurtici Hasila:
GKRY'de kisi bagina diigen yurtici hasila 12,984$ olarak hesaplanmistir. Bu
rakam Avrupa Birligi Glkelerinin ortalamasimin (21,6648$) ¢ok alunda bir rakamdr.
Kisi bagina diigen yurt i¢i hasila ekonomide bir yilda uretilen toplam mal ve
hizmet degerinin nufusa bolinmesiyle elde edilir.
Kisi basina diisen yurt i¢i hasila kalkinmuighgin en 6nemli gostergelerinden biri
olarak kabul edilmektedir.
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3. GKRY, Diinya Ulkeleri ve
KKTC'nin Baz1 Sosyal Gostergeleri

Bu bolimde GKRY ve KKTC'ne ait bazi énemli sosyal gostergeler, gelismis ve
gelismekte olan tlkelerin rakamlar ile karsilastirilmistir. (Tablo 3)

GKRY 1990-1994 yillart arasinda yillik ortalama %1.5 oraninda bir nifus arusina
sahiptir. Bu oran nifus artigimin tamamen kontrol altuna alindiim gostermektedir.
Yuksek Gelir dizeyli tlkelerde ortalama niifus artisi %0.7, distik gelir dizeyli
tlkelerde % 1.8 ve KKTC de ise %1.1 dir.

GKRY %76.8lik bir dogustaki yasam timidi orani ile gelismis ulkelerin
standartlarint yakalamig durumdadir. Dogustaki yasam tmidi ilkenin gelismislik
diizeyi hakkinda ¢ok énemli bir bilgi vermektedir.

GKRY’de 420 kisiye 1 doktor diismektedir. Bu oran gelismis tlkelerle aynidir.
Bu oran KKTC'de 722 kisiye bir doktor seklindedir.

GKRY'de okur yazar oram %94’tiir. Bu oran diinya standartlarinin ¢ok tizerinde,
Bat Avrupa ile hemen hemen aymdir.

4. SONUC

GKRY gerek endustrilesmis ilkeler ve gerekse AB tlkeleri ile ekonomik ve sosyal
gostergeler agisindan incelendiginde, bu tilkeler arasinda yer alabilecek gostergelere
haizdir. GKRY bugiinkii gelismislik diizeyi ile elde ettigi makro ekonomik gostergelerle
AB Ekonomik ve Parasal Birlige giris icin gerekli olan Maastricht kriterlerini yakalamug
gorinmektedir.
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| NOTLAR VE KAYNAKLAR

1. Planlama Orgiti-GKRY Ekonomik Ve Sosyal Gostergeler, 1996, Lefkosa, Glney
Kibris

2. Devlet Planlama Orgiitii - KKTC (1997), Ekonomik ve Sosyal Gostergeler, 1996,
Lefkosa, KKTC

3. Tahmini rakamlar s6z konusu yil icin bir kisim verilerin meveut oldugu bir
ortamda o yil sonunda beklenen degerleri vermektedir. Ongorti rakamlan ise
heniiz o yil icin elde hicbir veri yokken gecmis yillanin degerleri ile ileriye
doniik beklentiler goz dniine alinarak tahmin edilen degerlerden olusur.

COMPARISON OF THE ECONOMIES
OF THE GREEK CYPRIOT ADMINISTRATION,
WORLD COUNTRIES AND THE TURKISH REPUBLIC OF
NORTHERN CYPRUS WITH RESPECT TO THEIR
MACROECONOMIC AND SOCIAL INDICATORS

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to compare the economy of Greek Cypriot Administration
(GCA) with the World economics with respect to their macroeconomic and social
indicators. As this is done, Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) economy
is also included in this study. As the values were given in (C.), (ECU) and (TL) for
GCA, EU member states and TRNC respectively, they are all converted into US $ for
a better comparison. As the statistics about GCA and about the EU member states
can not be found easily, and as they are given in different currency units,
comparisons can not be made casily. This study is carried out to provide such
information to those who are interested and have difficulty to access this data.
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THE ROOTS OF THE MAIN PROBLEMS
IN CYPRUS: FROM OTTOMAN
RULE TO THE INDEPENDENCE

Dr. Cengiz BASAK*
Dr. idris BAL* *

ABSTRACT

Turkish Cypriots and Greek Cypriots lived separately and both preserved their
own cultural identities. Since the Ottoman rule, this feeling of separateness
has never been changed. Problems between the communities gradually
increased and became difficult to solve. After independence, three years of
experience proved that there were uncasy partnership between two
communities. Greek Cypriot attemps to determine the political future of Cyprus,
leading to Enosis (union with Greece) was naturally rejected by Turkish
Cypriots. Although there were some international efforts to protect Turkish
Cypriots, none of them provided enough protection for Turkish Cypriots.

INTRODUCTION

In this article, the roots of the main problems between Turkish Cypriots
and Greek Cypriots will be investigated in detail. In order to understand
the issue, the historical background should be considered from Ottomans
to independence. This article will attempt to analyse the events until
1963 which suggests the important clues for the roots of the main problems.
For a proper understanding of the essential issues, it is necessary to
research into the details of some individual events. This study will attempt
to identify the main causes of the problems. Lastly, an attempt also be
made to address some controversial attitudes with a reference to the
recent S 300 crisis.

* Dr. Cengiz. BASAK, lecturer at Police Academy, Anittepe, ANKARA.
* Dr, Idris BAL, lecturer at Police Academy, Anittepe, ANKARA.
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CYPRUS UNDER OTTOMAN RULE

The Ottomans ruled the island in accordance with‘ the /ey -
system. This system grouped the people on the b.aslS (?f religioy, afifs)lfl .
tion. Therefore all muslims belonged to the muslim millet, Orthodoxlbla.
longed to the orthodox millet and so on. Ther.cfore, CommUnities e.
served their identities, languages and cultural differences. The OrthOdre-
church was regarded as the leader of the C.ommunity by Greek Cypn 0x
Fach community maintained their own SC.n’ll.-ElU'tOr.lOmOUS €Xistence Wi[(})]t.s'
the empire. Separate schools, churches, jurisdiction for the Cases of m i
riage, divorce, alimony, civil rights etc. were formed seperately by tw
communities. 0
Furthermore, because mainland Greece was also under the rulin
Ottoman Empire until 1829, it was impossible to cut off extensjye relatji of
between Greece and Greek Cypriots. This conflation of politicy] 1::1
religious objectives is underlined by the emergence of a Greek Uprisiy
against Ottoman rule aimed to establish Orthodox Byzantiup Greel%
Cypriots supported a Greek war against The Ottoman Empire with financiy]
means and volunteers.! Their objective was to reach ‘the Megali Ide, »
The aim of the Megali Idea “is the destiny of Hellenism to Hellenijze tha't
vast stretch of territory which by natural law the Greeks believe ¢, be
theirs, and which is chiefly inhabited by people claiming to be descendeq
from Hellenic stock, professing the Greek faith, or speaking the Greek
language.? Enosis of course is one aspect of the Megali Idea 3

BRITISH RULE

When The Ottoman Empire was in rapid decline in the second half of the
19th century, The Greeks enlarged their land in successive occupations,
including Crete and Macedonia. Their expansionist policy also included
the island of Cyprus, seeking union (Enosis) with the Greek mainland. In
the meantime, The Ottomans were retreating rapidly and a variety of
problems particularly the Russian threat, forced them to seek close alliance
with powerful states. In 1878 in a defensive alliance with Britain, The
Ottomans agreed to leave the administration of Cyprus to Britain. The
agreement did not transfer the possession of island to Britain, but it enabled
Britain to rule the island. This agreement included six clauses:

1- That a muslim religious tribunal (Mahkeme-i Sheri) shall continue to

funclt_lon, taking exclusive cognizance of religious matters concerning the
muslims.

274

Scanned by CamScanner



JOURNAL FOR CYPRUS STUDIES

2- A muslim resident in the island nominated by the Board of Pious
Foundations in Turkey (evkaf), shall with a delegate appointed by the
British authorities, superintend the administration of all property belonging
to Muslim Pious Foundations and religious establishments.

3- Britain will pay to the Porte annually the present excess of revenue
over expenditure...

4- The Porte is to have the right to sell and lease lands and other property
belonging to the Ottoman Crown and State...

5- The British government is to have the right to purchase compulsorily
at a fare price land required for public purposes, and waste land.

6- If Russia restores to Turkey Kars and other places... Cyprus will be
evacuated by England and the Convention of 4 June annulled.*

Therefore, de facto sovereignty of Cyprus was acquired by Britain. It was
thought by many Greeks that the island would be handed over to Greece.
The Greek Cypriot Orthodox Community expressed the same expectation
with the words of the Archbishop to the new British rulers: * We accept
the change of government in as much as we trust that Great Britain will
help Cyprus, as it did the Ionian Islands, to be united with mother Greece,
with which it is nationally connected.> However, it was made equally
clear by the leaders of Turkish Cypriot Community that Cyprus was not
Greek, had never been part of Greece and therefore could not be given
to Greece.®

When the First World War began, Britain annexed Cyprus, since The
Ottoman Empire and Britain were antagonists. Turkey reluctantly
recognized this annexation with the Treaty of Lausanne in 1923. In 1925,
Cyprus was accepted as a Crown Colony and was administered by a
Governor who ruled the island with an Executive Legislative Council.
Colonial administration was structured to incorporate a constitutional and
representative government for first fifty years of British rule under the
1882 Constitution, which seemed more liberal and democratic than that
of other British colonial states.” The Legislative Council consisted of twelve
elected members and six official British members. Nine Greek Cypriots
and three Turkish Cypriots were represented in accordance with the
population ratios.? In addition to this, the British High Commissioner was
the President of the Legislative Council, having a casting vote. Therefore,
in the event of British and Turkish cooperation, their representatives
enjoyed a majority over the Greek Cypriots’ votes.

Furthermore, the High Commissioner could proceed Orders-in-Council
to bypass the Legislature and to implement executive power. For their
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part, the
and there
Commissioncr’s
was decided to in
one Turkish Cypriot. In

Greek Cypriots Were mostly .unh;.lplpy Wi'th these -
fore, insisted on More gxtcnsnve n‘g 1ts, with abolmon Oatlons
veto power. Their dc'm:mds WEre not exacty 1 Of kg
clude three new advisory members, two Greep rtbury
addition, the Greeks demandeq Pro i
Jative Council. However the High Con (.)rtl()ﬂal

ation in the Legis - e Por
Jis would result in the abolition of the Turkigh ¢ .

' i . YPrigye
safeguards, and therefore rejected it. In return, th'e Greek Cyprigy mep Ot
‘ ¢ ’ . . .
rotested this with submission of their resignation. These devel,, er
. . , .
Svere considered in London and it was decided that nq chang, Nt

represent
made it clear that tl

d be elections for those who had resigneq . Wag

Ul
necessary, there wo ' e
' ' t Ilg En[ . 4.

British colonial administration.? .
The Legislative Council continued to fL'mCtlon until the riots of Enoy
in October 1931. On 21 October, at a meeting held by Nationa Radicaliss
Union a crowd grew rapidly and soon became out of contro] When qt
uncontrolled crowd consisting of 5 000 p cop le reached Governmen, Hou;en
they shouted Enosis, sang the Greek Natlona! agthem led later op broké
all the windows and set the Government Building on fire. DisturbanCeS
and fighting among the police and rioters continued for 10 days and endeq
with suppression by the British army. The Greek Cypriots were PUnisheg
with heavy penalties, involving the banishment of ten leading Greek
Cypriots, imprisonment, forced residence in small places and fines_10 Britain
decided to implement strict rules such as the suspension of constitutigp
government, abolishment of the Constitutional and Legislative Council anq
the banning of political parties. Non-Official members having ng real
representative status were nominated for an advisory committee to help
the Governor with the affairs of the island. There was also an Executive
Council who was represented by senior officials and two Greek and one
Turkish Cypriot non-officials who advised High Commissioners until 1925
and after this date advised Governors. Although it did not have any power
other than to advise, after 1931 it was the most influential body to affect
the Governors’ policies and the most acceptable channel by which the
views of Cypriots reached the colonial administrators.

For the Turkish Cypriots, any attempt to lead Enosis was opposed
immediately.!! They never approved of any proposal bringing them under
the domination of Greek Cypriots’ majority representation at the Legislative
Council. In addition to this, Turkish Cypriots submitted a petition seeking
equal representation of members in local administrative branches, citing
th'e precedent of the minority Christians who were equally repl‘esef‘[ed
with muslims on the Administrative Councils in Asia Minor 12 The position
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on the demand of equal representation was never changed during colonial
years. In 1919, Turkish Cypriots established a political party demanding
the return of the island to Turkey.

In 1941, Britain allowed a revival of political partics. Among 34 Greek
and 3 Turkish parties, there were three important parties, namely, the
left-wing AKEL(The Progressive Party of the Working People, the right-
wing pro-Enosis KEK (The Cyprus National Party) and the Turkish National
Party.13

In 1948, the strategic importance of Cyprus was enhanced for Britain,
since it withdrew its troops from Palestine and held two military bases
under he pressure of Egypt. The increasing strategic importance of Cyprus
forced Britain to make some reforms in an attempt to end the problems in
the island. Britain offered to set up a Representative Consultative Assembly
to decide proposals for a new constitution. But these plans were rejected
by the Greek nationalist parties in order to underline their intention of
Enosis. Nevertheless Turkish Cypriot representatives and left-wing Greek
Cypriot parties participated in the Consultative Assembly.

In May 1948, Britain advanced her own proposals to set up a
constitution. In accordance with the terms of this proposal, called the
Winster Constitution, the Greek Cypriots would be able to enjoy a
convincing majority. Furthermore, the casting vote would belong to an
independent chairman chosen by the governor. Significantly, the proposal
allowed some reserved powers on foreign affairs, defense and finance to
be exercised only by the British Governor. These proposals were accepted
by the Turkish Cypriots, one Maronite and four Greek independents, but
it failed because of the Greek Cypriots’ majorities refusal. Nationalist Greek
Cypriots now accelerated their activities for Enosis. In 1950 a plebiscite
was conducted by the Greek Cypriots. It showed that the overwhelming
majority of Greek Cypriots wanted Enosis.

The result was not welcomed by Turkish Cypriots and led to Turkish
demonstrations in London, and in several cities in Turkey and Cyprus.
Consequently, it strengthened the nationalist ideas of Turkish Cypriots.
Conquest of the island by the Ottomans was celebrated by the Turkish
Cypriots in 1950. Mirroring the Greek Cypriots’ approach to Greece,
Turkish Cypriots also looked to Turkey to defend their best interests. A
delegation was sent to Ankara to express their worries about their own
future set against the Greek Cypriots’ tendency towards Enosis. These
events created tension between not only Greek Cypriots and Turkish
Cypriots, but also Greeks and Turks.
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ENOSIS CAMPAIGN
In March 1953 Makarios took an oath .thlu secret ;n'cetmgs in Athen..
t'l:l"c 'thc oath on the Holy Spirit not to disc OSC, mzft ng I know or Sh.m
o about the Enosis struggle of Cyprus even 1 it costs me my i

hear o ] .
wven if I am subjected to the greatest o]f,tortures. ) “’}?"“ obey g Odey
) yut questioning them.!? Colonel Grivas an( ten ogp, 5

rs

A > withe
given to me . 1e same oath. For the purpog
including a Greek gcﬂcml took tl PUrpose of EHOSi

an underground organization, .called EOKA (fthnfiki ;)fgﬂnosis KYPrion)
Agoniston), translated as the N;ltlonfll O.thfmza ML tie C?’PTUS Struggl,
was established by Enosists. Makarios invited GrI'VﬂS to the island i, Orde;
to start para-military action. It was ClC{lI;SfFOm captured documems thay
Grivas was the operational Commander. > | .

Grivas established fighter groups and ?XPIOSWCS’. and armg Wera
smuggled to the island. However., the bombllng campaign a‘nd terrorisy
activities did not start until 1 April 1955. During this campaign, the first
aim was the expulsion of the British, therefore', the potential struggle wig,
Turkish Cypriots was delayed, but at the same time any kind of Cooperatioy,
with Turkish Cypriots was avoided by Greek Cypriots. 1S Follgy;,,
Makarios’s failure to condemn the terrorist activities of EOKA and evidence
of his support for EOKA, the British administrators decided on his
deportation to Seychelles.!” '

EOKA’s campaign forced, Britain to implement extensive Security
measures such as deployment of approximately thirty thousand troops,
The number of police was increased and a mobile reserve and auxiliary
police were included into the security force. New Security units Mostly
consisted of Turkish Cypriots, since the threats of EOKA prevented Greek
Cypriots from applying for security forces. Typically, the auxiliary police
consisted of 70 Greek Cypriots and 1700 Turkish Cypriots and in the
mobile reserve there were 542 Turkish Cypriots with no Greek Cypriots.18
In addition to this, a considerable number of Greek Cypriot police resigned
for the same reason, albeit some of them remained on duty with the
permission of EOKA for tactical reasons. Obviously, under these
circumstances, Turkish Cypriots were employed for most part in the new
units. But this was a very dangerous development, since Greek Cypriot
demonstrations and people suspected of terrorist activities were mostly
dealt with by Turkish Cypriot police 19 Conversely, when the EOKA men
killed any Turkish Cypriot policemen, the Turkish Cypriots would regard
itas a deliberate attack upon their community. 20

In .admi.nistrative level, there were disagreements in the Municipal
Councils. With the advantage of having the majority seats in the municipal
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councils, Greek Cypriot members accelerated their activities which were
designed to pass the necessary procedure for the hellenization of the
island and the annihilation of Turkish cultural presence, such as removing
the tombs of Turkish heroes, changing the Turkish names of streets into
Greek, allowing only Greek flags over town halls and the deliberate neglect
of the needs of Turkish Cypriot areas.2! Such attitudes left Turkish Cypriot
Councillors no choice but to resign.22 Furthermore, this growing isolation
strengthened the communal tendencies, represented in the slogan “Cyprus
is Turkish.’

Meanwhile, Greece decided to raise the issue in the UN General
Assembly, and succeeded for the first time in August 1954. In its
presentation, Greece made a call for the self-determination of Cypriot
people, and the Greek Prime Minister described his understanding of the
meaning of self-determination for the island, saying that ‘it would not be
enough to repeat that Cyprus belongs to the Greek world, Cyprus is Greece
itself.?> In other words, he meant that self-determination for Cyprus also
meant union with Greece. The problem was controversial because of
disagreements between Greece and Britain and there did not seem any
sign of unanimous decision on the matter, so the UN General Assembly
decided that ‘for the time being, it does not appear appropriate to adopt
a resolution on the question of Cyprus.2

In the period of eighty years of British rule, the idea of enosis gained
momentum among Greek Cypriots and turned into a violent campaign
against British authorities in 1955. This terrorist campaign was led by a
paramilitary group (EOKA) under the command of George Grivas, retired
colonel in the Greek army. The bombings and killings that characterised
the activities of EOKA continued until 1959. During the period of EOKA
activities and communal fighting, Britain suggested several self-government
plans, but without success. Greek Cypriots did not wish to accept anything
other than self-determination leading to Enosis. But at the end of 1958,
Makarios agreed with British administrators on self-government leading
towards independence. Grivas was deeply shocked, since he was not
consulted on compromising the idea of self-determination.?

Turkey’s response to demands for Greek self-determination was to
stress that if self-determination was recognised as a right, this must be
applied to both Greek and Turkish Cypriots.2® Therefore, a one-sided
application of this rule was not a fair solution for the Turkish Cypriot

community.
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LONDON—ZURICH AGREEMENTS

iorating situation required the 1mmed1:?te solution C?f the Proble
Deteriorz hin the Greek Cypriot community thee Was in

wit
1958. Furthermor¢, for the leadership of the Greek Cyp

: . tition

increasing compe 1 ndling th
: : e in handling the problems

sed Makarios of incompetenc gthep of Cyprus

rcumstances, it was difficult to solve the Prob

f Turkey and Greece. To this end, the Turk-em
met in Zurich in 5 February 1959, 4, the elsh
of this Conference, it was decided to establish a Cyprus state andn;1
subsequent agreement was Conc'luded in I‘.ondon. N

The implementation of Enosis or Taksim was specifically excluded
the London-Zurich agreements. Extrerr'le BiptoSIshs HOmm. this Provisjgy
totally unacceptable. These agreements included a treaty of Guarante, to
Cyprus underwritten by Britain, Turkey and Greec.e; a treaty of alliape,
between Cyprus, Turkey and Greece and the basic structure of future
constitution for the Cyprus.

The Treaty of Alliance also recognized the stationing of armeq
contingents from Greece and Turkey numbering 950 and 650 forming
tripartite headquarters in the island with the British. In addition, Cyprus,
Turkey and Greece agreed to cooperate for common defence, to repel
any attack against the independence and territorial integrity of the Republic
of Cyprus. Furthermore, it was agreed to protect the constitutiona|
framework of the state by providing guarantor states under the treaty of
Guarantee. Moreover, the guarantor powers reserved the right to take
necessary steps to restore order in case of possible threat or of any change
of status of the island. The treaty of Guarantee prohibited in any kind of
partition or ‘economic or political union with any state whatsoever.?8 This
treaty allowed the guarantor states to act individually or collectively in
case of detrimental developments against the political status quo specified
by the treaty. The constitutional force of the treaty was stated by article
181 of the Cyprus constitution.2?

The stationing of Greek and Turkish troops and allowance of British
bases in Cyprus ensured the opposition of the Communist parties. Indeed
after London-Zurich agreements, this broad range of opposition manifested
itself when the Presidential election was held in December 1959. In this
election a Communist alliance with the Enosists resulted in their joint
support of John Clerides against Makarios. However, Makarios won a major
victory having achieved two- thirds of the total vote.30 His overwhelming
victory was regarded as a Greek Cypriot approval for the Zurich-Londorll
agreements, since he was the principal signaturer for these agreement5-5
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However, Grivas was dissatisfied with the idea of self-government and
this settlement was not welcomed by Enosists. Grivas disapproved of
Makarios’ acceptance, since Makarios had promised never to give up the
idea of Enosis. On 26 July, in a speech at Ayios Nicolaos, Makarios replied
that he signed the London and Zurich agreements ‘with the fullest sense
of responsibility and told the people ‘turn away their faces with contempt
from demagogues who seek to exploit our struggle for their own personal
ends and sow dissension among Cypriots.32

Although Grivas maintained the activities of EOKA until 9 March 1959
he faced with declining support from the Greek state and the risk of
conflict between supporters of himself and those of Makarios. So he was
compelled to order a ceasefire and subsequently he returned to Greece
on 17 March 1959.53 Nevertheless, opposition to the provisions of Zurich
agreement continued among some ex-EOKA members, particularly KEM
(the Cyprus Enosis Front) which threatened a new terrorist campaign in
favour of Enosis. The reports of a plot against Makarios in order to start a
civil war was forwarded by KEM.34 In addition, die-hard figures made
speeches calling the people to press for Enosis and reiterated their full
confidence in Grivas while denouncing the London and Zurich
agreements.” The underground activities of EOKA continued and there
was no indication of its future dissolution. Furthermore, within EOKA, some
supported Makarios and some supported Grivas. Supporters of Makarios

organized a political grouping (EDMA). Makarios reserved important duties
for these exEOKA members in his government.36

CONSTITUTIONAL PROBLEMS

The constitution recognised political or constitutional rights of communities
separately. The Constitution also incorporated a presidential system
consisting of a president from the Greek Cypriots and vice-president from
the Turkish Cypriots. The regulations of the constitution regarded both
president and vice-president as independent political leaders, having the
authority and also responsibility for their own respective communities.
The Constitution provided that the President should be elected from Greek
Cypriots and Vice-President from Turkish Cypriots, with both having
veto power up on the legislative authority. In addition, union with any
other state, or partition, was strictly forbidden by the Constitution. Some
Greek Cypriots thought that constitution allowed excessive powers to
Turkish Cypriots.3” Predictably, the constitution was also found
unacceptable by Enosists and Grivas, who accused Makarios of betraying
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Enosis. Therefore, they maintained their underground activities. This [e(
Turkish Cypriot's lack of trust to Greek Cypriots. Turkish Cypriots regarde
the constitutional guarantees as their essential safeguards and did not want
any changes without their consent.

Greek Cypriots generally considered that the constitution provided 4
privileged position for the Turkish Cypriots. Primarily, they opposed the
final veto power of the Vice-President. Secondly, the provisions adopting
the necessity of a separate majority of both communities in the House of
Representatives and the formation of separate municipal administrations
in the 5 largest cities also drew the opposition of Greek Cypriots. The
third basic complaint was the fixed ratio for the composition of
administrative, police and army services. Greek Cypriots thought that 3
or 40% was very high considering Turkish Cypriots’ population ratio. These
problems gradually grew and caused tension between the two communities,
Therefore, it is necessary to look at the major constitutional disagreements
and their effects upon the two communities towards each other.

In accordance with the 1960 constitution, separate municipalities must
be established within six months of independence. Actually separate
municipalities had existed since 1958. But Parliament was required to
pass legislation in order to give them constitutional recognition. The Greek
Cypriot members of the Council of Ministers regarded their existence as
invalid and issued an order of the Council of Ministers to form municipalities
on a mixed basis. But Turkish Cypriots feared that, Greek Cypriots having
the majority would not allow enough financial allocation for the needs of
Turkish municipalities.38 The Turkish Cypriot Communal Chamber passed
a law legitimizing the separate status of Turkish municipalities. The issue
was brought before the Supreme Constitutional Court. But Makarios found
separate municipalities totally ‘inapplicable’ and added if there was not a
solution the only answer would be to abolish all municipalities.3? In addition,
he made it clear that if a decision was made against his wish, he would
not obey the decision.® Turkish Cypriot leaders found Makarios’
explanations as ‘unlawful and unconstitutional.4! Under these difficult
circumstances, the Constitutional Court decided that it had no power to
solve this political problem. After this decision, Prof. Forsthoff, the
independent President of the Constitutional Court, resigned his post. Vice-
President Kuchuk claimed that Greek Cypriots’ pressures and threats had
caused his resignation.42 _

The formation of army units caused some problems. The decision of
the Council of Ministers to form an army on a mixed basis was vetoed by
Vice-President because of religious and linguistic differences that might

‘have caused some problems in a mixed army units. President Makarios
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strongly opposed Kuchuk’s veto and argued that, the final veto power of
Vice-President must be questioned. Under these circumstances, both
communities never found an acceptable solution for the formation of an
army. Initially, Makarios announced that he would not form an army at all.
Later, 150 Greek Cypriots, all EOKA members, were given orders to
establish a separate Greek Cypriot army.*3 By December, Greek Cypriot
army of 10,000 were trained and ready.# Furthermore, the 70-30 ratio
was never fulfilled. Greek Cypriot leaders often claimed that there were
no qualified Turkish Cypriots to take up the places. However, the Turkish
Cypriots complained that their applications were mostly ignored, even
when they were completely qualified for these services. Therefore, Greek
Cypriots filled the military places which were reserved for Turkish Cypriots.
Turkish Cypriots showed their resentment with a refusal to enact the new
tax law, however the pre-1960 regulations were implemented by the
President.

SUBSEQUENT DISAGREEMENTS

Makarios decided to amend the constitution. However, the Turkish Cypriots
disagreed with the idea of amendment, since they regarded the 1960
constitution as a key safeguard for themselves and a guarantee of their
participation in the government and in the public services. Therefore,
the very idea of amendment caused much more distrust of the Greek
Cypriots, believing that their status would decrease from being one of the
two communities to that of minority status. The Makarios proposal to
amend constitution consisted of thirteen points:¥> Among others, it
proposed to abondon the veto right of the Vice-President and it
maintained that ‘the proportion of the participation of the Greek and
Turkish Cypriots in the composition of the Public Service and the Forces
of the Republic to be modified in proportion to the ratio of the population
of the Greek and Turkish Cypriots.4°

Turks rejected these proposals since they thought that this would
open the floodgates for Enosis. In addition, they made it clear that these
proposals were contrary to article 182 of the constitution: ‘The articles or
parts of articles of this constitution... which have been incorporated from

the Zurich agreement... are the basic articles of this constitution and cannot,

in any way, be amended, whether by way of variation, addition or repeal .47

The conditions to amend the constitution was provided in Article 182
(3): ‘such amendment shall be made by a law passed by a majority vote
comprising at least two thirds of the total number of the representatives
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belonging to the Greek community and at least two-thjr. of th.
number of the representatives belonging to the Turkish COmmup;,
Makarios argued that these proposils were necessary fo, the «

3

lest.
Ly 42

functioning of the administration. Turkish Cypriots agreed with yp,,, ,)b;?‘:”:th
of the smooth functioning of government but their method vy, diff‘_ tive
from that of Greek Cypriots. Contrary to Makarios they claimeq th:n%n;.m
adherence to the 1960 Constitution would soon provide o triey
functioning government. Kuchuk did not accept the suggestion Uqu;,:(.)lh
that the constitution was unworkable, but instcad asserted that G'rr.xr

Cypriots’ attitudes towards constitutional rights of the Turkisp, C}’p:,‘tk
community lacked good faith and that they were unwilling to C()Up(:ra()t
with Turkish Cypriot community. Therefore the Vice-President Stfongjuj
opposed the proposals. These different views quickly led to 4 Consmutionaf

1

crisis.
Meanwhile, EOKA accelerated its activities in order to establisp, its
own secret army. Eventually, serious disturbances broke out in Decembe
1963. An EOKA member’s statue was damaged in a bomb explosion, Greek
Cypriots condemned the Turkish Cypriot community as the Perpetratorg
of this incident. The Turkish Cypriots did not accept the accusationg and
claimed that the Greek Cypriots planned the explosion in order to Create
tension between the communities. A chain reaction of incidents escalated
dramatically. These events led to a tense situation, while leaders of hoy,
communities demanded calm, the number of incidents grew rapidly ang
spread to all regions of Cyprus. The Greek Cypriot authorities cut off 4|
means of communications to Turkish Cypriot community. Turkey
threatened unilateral military action under the treaty of alliance and
guarantee in order to prevent what they feared would be a massacre of
Turkish Cypriots. In addition, the President of Turkey, Cemal Gursel, sent
telegrams to Western leaders and also to President Lyndon Johnson of the
US requesting their help to end the hostilities in Cyprus. However, hostilities
increased, on Christmas eve, in Nicosia Turkish enclaves became the target
of heavy attacks by Greek ‘security forces’ and ex-EOKA members.® A
great number of Turkish Cypriots, including women and children, were
killed and Turkish houses were looted and hundreds of people were taken
hostage. During these events, 18,667 Turkish Cypriots were compelled
to evacuate from 103 villages.5° Turkish Cypriots demanded immediate
aid from Turkey against the indiscriminate attacks of Greek Cypriots. Turkey
threatened with military action, if the massacre of Turkish Cypriots was
not stopped. ‘
Makarios declared the end of Treaty of Guarantee and Alliance. This
was a very dangerous step, as was observed by the Times ‘They accepte
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the agreements with all their imperfections, because half a loaf to no
bread. For Makarios to try now to repudiate his signature- and talk of
abrogation means just that- is disastrous. He sows doubt in himself as a
negotiator and in his community as a good neighbour to the Turks just at
a time when the duty of everyone is to re-create the essential basic
minimum of trust.3! And also in the case of abrogating the treaties,
Makarios gave ‘... no indication of what greater security he could offer to
Turks. Indeed talk of scrapping the treaties has made them more than
ever look over their shoulders to Ankara for protection.>?

The Turkish Cypriots did not want to change any rights or safeguards
provided by the treaties and 1960 constitution. Furthermore, they now
insisted on the physical separation of the communities, since December
1963 events proved that there might occur similar violent events at anytime

and in such cases, there would be heavy loses on their side because of
the Greek Cypriots’ numerical superiority.

CONCLUSION

Earlier colonial years and subsequent three year experience of living
together as two communities, failed with the outbreak of violence and a
chain reaction of political events. The equal status of Turkish Cypriots
which was accepted with the international treaties of London-Zurich and
1960 Cyprus Constitution by principal signaturers Makarios and Greek
representatives, was never put into practise. This caused lack of confidence
of Turkish Cypriots towards Greek Cypriot administration and there was
no Greek Cypriot administrations’ efforts to provide main requirements of
the treaties and 1960 constitution and protection for Turkish Cypriots.
Although subsequent international efforts somewhat prevented major
international crises, they did not prevent much violations and did not solve
the main problems. The tension increased two times in 1964 and 1967
but the threat of international war was removed by American initiatives.
Inter-communal talks were futile, since Greek Cypriot representatives
did not want to share the government authority. Thus, Turkish Cypriots
wanted regional autonomy. Greek coup on 15 July 1974 deteriorated the
situation. As a result, Turkey intervened as a guarantor power in accord-
ance with London-Zurich agreements. Since then, international efforts,
negotiations did not provide a fresh hope for settlement, since the roots
of the main problems still remain the same. Before initiating efforts for a
settlement, the lack of trust between the two sides should be removed. In
particular, it is necssary to show the necessary good will to other side. At
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this point, while the need for a good understanding of each other an(
trust is greater than ever, it is difficult to understand Greek Cypriot decj-
sion of purchasing S 300 missiles. It is a dangerous game to put S 300
card on the negotiating table. Use of force or even show of force will ruin
the dialogue atmosphere. The recent Turkish proposal for a confedera-
tion is a hopefull development and thus Turkey should try to continue its
efforts. However for a solution Turkish efforts is not enough. Greek side
also should join these efforts and before this they should reconsider thejr
decision to purchase S 300 missiles. At the end, Cyprus issue is a difficu]t
one but it can be solved with both willigness and good intention.
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KIBRIS'TA ESAS PROBLEMLERIN KOKENI: ]
OSMANLI iMPARATORLUGU’NDAN BAGIMSIZLIGA

OZET

Kibrish Tiirkler ve Kibrisli Rumlar ayrt ayr yasadilar ve her iki taraf da
kendi kiltarel kimliklerini korudular. Bu ayrim Osmanli yonetiminden beri
degismedi. Toplumlararasi problemler giderek artt1 ve ¢ozulmesi zor bir hale
geldi. Kibris Cumhuriyeti’nin ilanindan sonraki ti¢ yillik deneyim, bu ortakligin
yiiriitilemeyecegini gosterdi. Kibrisli Rumlarin Kibris'in politik gelecegini tayin
etme girisimleri ki bu Kibris't Yunanistan’a baglamaya (Enosis) goturecekti,
Kibrisl Tiirkler tarafindan dogal olarak reddedildi. Kibrishi Turkleri korumaya
calisan bazi uluslararasi giigler olmasina ragmen, higbirisi de Kibrisli Turkler

icin yeterli olmadu.
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KIBRIS SEFERI SONRASINDA KIBRIS ADASI
ILE ILCE KIYILARININ KORUNMASINA
YONELIK CALISMALAR VE HRISTIYAN
KORSANLARIN BURALARA SALDIRILARI

Senol CELIK*

OZET ;

Osmanli Devleti'nin Kibris adasina sefer aemasinin 6nemli nedenlerinden biri
de ada ve cevresinin emniyetini saglamakti. Fetih sonrasinda gerek Kibris'in
gerekse Icel kiyilarmin korunmasina yonelik cesitli onlemler alinmakla birlikte,
Inebahu yenilgisinin olumsuz, etkileri, yonetimdeki aksakliklar ve Kibris eyaletine
baglanan Anadolu’daki sancaklarin muhafaza icin zam
gecmemeleri sebebiyle fetih sonrasinda da Hiristiy
saldirilart devam etmistir.

aninda adaya
an korsan gemilerinin

Osmanli Devleti’nin Kibris'a sefer diizenlemesinin &nemli nedenlerinden
birisi, bolgeden gecen Miisliiman gemilere saldirnip serbest gecisi
engelleyen Malta ve Sicilyali korsanlarin aday: bir iis olarak kullanmalanydi.
1522 yilinda Sicilyali korsanlarin Limasol aciklarinda bir Tiirk gemisine
saldirarak soygun yapmalari ve Venedik yonetiminin bu durum karsisindaki
acizligi Osmanl1 Devleti'nin tepkisine neden olmustu. Limasol’daki Venedik
yoneticisi de bu korsanlik girisimlerini destekliyordu. Nitekim 1533'de
Venedik proveditorii Jerome Canale, Kibris'in giineyinden gecmekte olan
12 gemilik bir Ttirk filosunun 6niinii keserek ikisini batird1. 1563 yilinda
yapilan bir saldirida bazi Tiirk gemileri korsanlarin eline gecti. 1569'da ise
Misir defterdarinin gemisi Kibnis acgiklarinda korsanlar tarafindan ele
gecirildi! .

Mustakil olarak Kibris seferini anlatan Piri ve Zireki ile bu seferden
bahseden Kitip Celebi, Gelibolulu Mustafa All ve Mustafa Selaniki,
eserlerinde adada tslenen korsanlarin bolgeden gecen Miisliiman tiiccar

* Trakya Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Tarih Bolimii, Edirne.
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ve hact gemilerine tecaviizlerini ve tehditlerini acik¢a kaydederlér?. Bu
durum adanin fethi icin verilen fetvada da yerini almigtir. Nitekim I. Hamij
Danismend, Ebusuud Efendi’nin Kibris fethine dair fetvasinda® yer alan
“din-i [slim’a ihanet kast eyleytip ve etraf-1 aleme evza-1 kabihalarin isaat
eyleseler...” ibaresinin Kibris'a hakim olan Venedikliler'in deniz yollarinin
emniyetine ve Tiirk gemilerine tecaviiz ve taarruzununifadesi oldugunu
belirtir? .

Endiiliis ahalisine hitaben yazilan 16 Nisan 1570 tarihli mihimme
hitkmiinde de Endiiliis Miisliimanlari’nin Hiristiyan baskisina kargi yardim
istekleri hatirlatildiktan sonra, Kibris adasina sefer diizenlenecegi icin simdilik
yeterli yardimin yapilamayacag: belirtilirken; sefer sebebi olarak ada
yonetiminin bolge emniyetini bozmasi ve buradan gecen Miisliman haci
ve tiiccar gemilerine saldirmalan gosterilir> .

Kibris seferi &ncesinde, adanin “karsu yakasi”ndaki Icel sancag kiyilan
basta olmak tizere Anadolunun giiney sahilleri de zaman zaman korsanlann
tecaviizlerine maruz kalmistir. Bu saldirilardan birisi Silifke kiyilarina
diizenlenmisti. 1555 yih Haziran'nda bu kiyilara saldiran korsanlar buralan
korumakla gorevli Hizir Kethiida ve sipahileriyle catisti® . Sefer hazirliklan
da diisman gemilerinin tehdidinden uzak degildi. Akdeniz'deki Payas
limaninda sefer icin gemiler insa edilirken bolgede bulunan korsan
gemilerinin tecaviizlerinden korunmak icin metrisler insa edilip buraya
sancak sipahilerinden yeterli miktar asker tayin edilmisti”.

Kibris adasinin Osmanli idaresine girmesi ile fetih dncesinde yaganan
ve yukarida 6zetledigimiz glivenlik sorunu ortadan kalkmug degildi. Hem
Kibris hem de icel sancagt kiyilarinin korunmasi, nemli bir sorun olmaga
devam etmekte idi. Osmanli yénetimine giren ve yeni bir yapilanma stireci

_yasayan Kibris'ta zirai, bayindirlik, vergilendirme gibi konularnn yaninda
adanin muhafazast da énemli bir sorun oldu. Serdar Lala Mustafa, Magusa’'nin
fethi sonrast bir yandan kaleyi tamir ettirirken diger yandan dizdar, kethiida
ve miistahfizlar tayin ederek® adanin muhafazas igine dnem vermistir.
Ancak Inebaht yenilgisi Gizerine donanmada yasanan sikintilar ve Kibris
yonetimdeki aksakliklar ada ve gevresinin korsan saldirilarina maruz
kalmasina sebep olmustu. Icel sancagi beyi, zuama ve sipahileri Kibris
muhafazasina gonderildikleri icin Igel kiyilart da korunmasiz birakilmusgti.
Hatta saldinlar fetih 6ncesine gore artmigti.

Kibris adasinin Osmanli idaresine girmesinden sonra, ada korunmast
icin birakilan asker sayist resmi belgelere gore? en az 4000 civarindadir’®.
Bunlarin 6nemli bir kismu kalelerde bulunuyordu. 1571-1572 yili biitgesinde
ada hazinesinden mevacib alan ve kalelerde ¢avus, gonilli, azeb, topgu,
cebeci ve miistahfiz gibi gorevleri yerine getiren neferlerin toplami 2779
olup bu sayiya 1000 yenigeri!! ile az olduklart tahmin edilen Dergah-ali
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gilmani ve Galata azeblerini eklemek gerekir'?2. Adadaki asker sayist,
fetihten sonra buraya baglanan sancaklarin zuama ve sipahilerinin kale
yapimi' ve muhtemel tecaviizleri énlemek amaciyla adada
gorevlendirilmeleri ile artmigtir! ,

Bilindigi gibi Kibris adasinin fethine miiteakib teskil edilen Kibris
beylerbeyiligine Anadolu’dan Igel, Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis sancaklari
baglanarak, adanin 6zellikle kiyilannin muhafazasi!s ve imar islerinin yerine
getirilmesi'® icin diger sancaklar ile birlikte icel, Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis
sancaklarinin beyleri ile zuama ve erbab-1 timarinin!”? adada kalmasi
emredilmigti', [lk gorevliendirme Lala Mustafa Pasa’nin 15 Eylal 1571°de
adadan aynlmasindan' sonra 8 Ekim 1571°de yapilmistir?” . Sonraki yillarda
ornegin 157321 157422157523 157721 vel15782 ‘de adanin korunmasi
icin Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis sancaklari ile birlikte icel sancagi beyi, zuama ve
sipahileri Kibris"a gonderildi. Ancak bu gecislerde bircok sorunlar yasandi.
flgili fermanlara ragmen hemen adaya gecilmedigi sancakbeylerinin
sipahileri adaya gotirmekte zorlandiklar, adaya gidenlerin de atsiz ve
silahsiz olduklarindan yeterince yararlanilamadigi anlasiimaktadir. Nitekim
ilk gorevlendirmeden (8 Ekim), 7 Aralik 1571 tarihine kadar gecen siirede
ilgili sancakbeyleri ve sipahiler adaya gecmemislerdir?®. Tarsus
sancakbeyine hitaben yazilan 12 Kasim 157127 ve 7 Aralik 157128 tarihli
miithimme hitkiimlerinde adadan ayrilan Tarsus beyinin alaybeyi, zuama
ve sipahileriyle atli ve silahli olarak hemen Kibris'a gecmeleri
emredilmektedir. Yine sancaginin zuama ve sipahileri ile adaya gecmesi
istenen Alaiye beyinin miikerrer emirlere? ragmen 1572 yili baslarina
kadar Kibris’a gitmediginden Kibris beyine hitaben yazilan 5 Ocak 1572
tarihli hikiim ile Alaiye sancaginin Kibris'in goniillii agalarindan birine tevcih
edilmesi emredilmistir3© .

Bu ilk gérevlendirmede 1572 yili Ocak ay1 sonlarina gelindigi halde
Kibris adasina gidemeyen diger bir sancakbeyi ise Igel beyidir. Ancak,
korunmasi i¢cin Girne beyi ile gonderilen hazineyi Silifke Kalesi'nde
muhafaza edip, adadaki askerler i¢in zahire ve diger mithimmat: Kibris’a
sevk ediyor olmasi3! onu suglanmaktan kurtarmistir. 1572 yili Subat ay:
ortalarinda, Kibns'in iskelesi olan Ak limani koruyacak olan Akca Kale’nin
ingaati ile gorevlendirilmesi sonucu, igel sipahileri alaybeyi ile adaya sevk
edilirken; kendisinin kale yapimi ve zahire isi icin Silifke’de kalmasi
kararlagtirdmistir32 |

1571 yili Ekim ay1 baslarinda, Kibris'in muhafazast icin gorevlendirilen
sancaklarin sipahileri ancak 1572 yili Ocak ay1 ortalarinda, adaya gececek
sckilde hazirlanip kiyida sevkiyati yapacak gemileri bekler hale
gelmislerdi33

Kibris adasinin korunmast icin ikinci gérevlendirme Ocak 1573’de
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yapild®®. 28 Ocak 1573 tarihli icel sancagi beyine hitaben yazilan ve
birer sureti de Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis sancakbeylerine génderilen mithimme
hikmiinde3, Kibris'in korunmasinin “mithimmat-1 umirdan” oldugu ve
adaya gecisin “sair zamanlara kiyas edilmemesi” gerektiginin vurgulanmas;
konuya verilen 6nem agisindan dikkat cekicidir. Ancak bu gorevlendirmede
de basanli oldugu sdylenemez. Nitekim Aksehir beyi olup Kibrs
muhafazasinda olan Hiisrev Bey’in merkeze génderdigi mektuplardan,
gorevlendirmeden ¢ ay sonra yani Nisan sonlarina kadar ilgili sancak
beylerinin zuama ve sipahileriyle adaya gecmedikleri, gegen sipahilerin
ise ats1z ve silahsiz geldiklerinden ise yaramadiklart anlagiimaktadir3®. 26
Nisan tarihli I¢el beyine hitaben yazilan mithimme hiikmiinde ise icel,
Alaiye,Tarsus ve Sis beylerine, zuama ve sipahileri ile Kibris'a ge¢meleri
" konusunda ferman gonderildigi halde gecmemelerinin sebebi sorulup bu
konuda sorumlu olduklari vurgulanmakta, zaman kaybetmeden zuama ve
sipahileri ile atli ve silahli olarak Kibris’a gecip muhafaza hizmetine
koyulmalar emredilmekte, Istanbul’dan gonderilecek ¢avus ile denetleme
yapilacagi, gecmeyen (imeranin sancaklari, zuama ve erbab-1 tmarnn ise
dirliklerinin alinacagi belirtilmektedir3’.

Bu emrin tizerine Mayis ayinda adaya gectigi tahmin edilen icel sancagi
beyi Veli Bey, Agustos ortalarina kadar adada kalmistir. Ancak énemli bir
kismu biten Ak¢a Kale’de varos ve bir kule yapilmasinin gerekli goriilmesi
ve Icel kiyilarinin korsan gemilerinin saldinlarnina ugramasi sonucu Veli Bey,
Kibris'tan Silifke’ye ¢agnlip kendisine kale yapimi ve 200 sipahi ile Igel
yalilarinin korunmasi gorevleri verilmistir. Bu 200 neferin disindaki icel
sipahileri Kibris'ta birakildi38 . Kibnis muhafazasinda kalan igel sipahileri ile
diger sancaklarin beyleri, zuama ve timarh sipahilerine 1574 yih
ilkbaharinda, adadaki gorevlerinin basina tekrar gelmek izere Kasam ayinin
sonlarinda sancaklarina dénme izni verilmistir3?.

Kibris beylerbeyligine bagli Anadolu’daki sancakbeyleri ve sipahilerin
ada muhafazas: icin diger bir gorevlendirme 1574 yili Mart baglarinda
yapilmisur. “Kuffar korsan gemilerinin” adaya karst saldinlarinin artmasi
tizerine eyalete bagli icel, Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis beyleri, sipahileriyle Kibris
adasina ¢agrilmuslardir®®. Bu gorevlendirmede de Sis digindaki sancaklarin
beyleri gidip zuama ve sipahilerin ¢ogunlugu adaya gegmemislerdirt!.
Daha sonra adaya gecen sancakbeyleri ve sipahilerin gorevleri ayni yilin
Ekim ay1 sonlarinda bitmistir42.

icel beyi ve sipahilerinin 1574’de Kibrnis’in muhafazas: i¢in adaya
gecmeleri tizerine Kibris icin hayati 6neme sahip Silifke yakinlarindaki
Akliman hali kalip korsan gemilerinin tecaviiziine ugramustir. Bunun Gizerine
bir ceribasgi ile 30 nefer sipahi Ak liman ve diger Igel kiyilarint korumak
iizere gorevlendirilmistir®3 . Ancak saldinlarin artmasi iizerine Igel beyi de
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sancagina geri donip 40-50 nefer sipahi ile kors
onlemeye ¢calismistirit

Goruldigi gibi fetih sonrasinda adanin muhafazasinda goreviendirilen
icel, Alaiye, Tarsus ve Sis sancakbeyleri, zuama ve sipahileri, gérevlerini
zamaninda yerine getirememislerdir.

Fetih sonrasinda Kibris'in korunmasinin ayrica deniz boyutu
bulunmaktadir. Ancak adanin muhafazas icin birakilan gemi sayilan hakkinda
net ve diizenli rakamlara sahip degiliz. Bununla birlikte bazi yillara ait mevcut
gemileri ve 6zelliklerini takip edebiliyoruz. Ornegin Serdar Lala Mustafa
Paga, Kibris adasinin fethi sonrasinda 15 Eylil 1571°de adadan ayrnilirken
Baf ve Girne beylerinin gemilerini de alip geride 2 kadirga ve 8 at gemisi
birakmustir. Fakat Kibris beylerbeyi Sinan Pasa’nin adaya saldirinin denizden
oldugu icin bir fenerli kaptanin Kibris'ta bulunmas; gerektigini,
Kalesi tamirinin gemilerin yardim ile yapildigini Istanbul’a bildirmesi tizerine
Baf ve Girne kaptanlarinin 10 parca gemi ile adaya geri génderilmeleri
icin Lala Mustafa Paga’ya Ekim ay1 baslarinda hikm-j hiimayun yazilmus,
Magusa beyi Hamza Bey adadaki gemilere “bas ve bug” tayin edilmistir® .
Kibnis beylerbeyinin bu istegi dogrultusunda, ayni yilin Kasim ay1 sonlarinda
yeni insa edilen kadirgalardan 10 adedini, 5 adet at gemisi ile Kibris'a
iletmek tzere kaptan-1 derya gorevlendirilmistir‘® . Ote yandan ad; gecen
kadirga ve at gemileri adaya gonderilmeye calisirken bununla yetinmeyip
Kibris beylerbeyinin de adada kullanilmak tizere birkac firkate insa etmesi
gundeme gelmistir’?. Ancak bu tarihte Kibris hazinesinin insa edilecek

gemilerin masraflarini karsilayabilecek durumda olmadigi icin insa
edilememistir.

an gemilerinin tecaviizlerini

Magusa

Kibris’t savunmak icin 1574 yili baglarinda iki®®, ortalarinda da tig kadirga
aynilmug iken korsan gemilerinin tecaviizlerinin énlenememes; Gzerine bir
kalyata daha yapilip miicrimlerle donatilmasi emredilmistir® . Yine 1574
ythnin ilk aylarinda, Kibris beylerbeyinin korsan gemilerin saldinlanna karsilik
vermek icin adadaki iki kadirganin yetmedigi, daha iki kadirga gerektigi
seklindeki istegine merkez, Tunus seferinden dolagi olumlu cevap
verememis, mevcut kadirgalar ile idare edilmesini tavsiye etmistir> . 10
yil sonra (1584) ada ve ¢evresini (igel kiyilar: dahil) muhafaza etmek icin
gorevlendirilen kadirga sayisi S’e yiikselmistir>! . Esasen Kibris adasinin
savunulmasi ve anakara ile ulasimin saglanmas icin 15 adet kadirga ve 16
adet at gemisine ihtiya¢ varken>? fetih sonrasinda bu saytya ulagilamamustir.
Fetih sonrasinda Kibris adasini diisman gemilerine kars1 savunmak icin
gorevlendirilen gemilerin yeterli miktarda ve nitelikte olmadig bazilarinin
eski oldugu, bazilannin da muhafaza disinda cesitli hizmetlerde kullanildig,
iglerine cenk¢i konulmakta giiclik cekildigi ve Kibns hazinesinin, muhafaza
icin ayrilmig gemilerin masraflarint karsilayamadigi anlasilmaktadr.
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anlagilmaktadir. Nitekim aday1 korumakla gorevli Magusa sancakbeyi Saban
Bey’in emrindeki kadirgalarin 1579 yili sonlarinda alet yoniyle
eksikliklerinin bulundugu, mevcut parcalarin ¢ok eski oldugu, ada
muhafazasi icin ilaveten génderilen bir adet geminin de k6hne oldugu icin
kullanilamadig: bilinmektedir>3 . Yine Mart 1584 tarihinde Kibris'ta muhafaza
hizmetine tayin edilen 5 adet kadirganin zeytinyag: ve tekalif igleri icin
kullanildig1, bu sebeple korsan gemilerinin firsat bulup tiiccar ve haci
gemilerine zarar verdikleri anlagilmaktadir>®. Ayni yilin baslarinda Akdeniz'i
muhafaza edecek donanmanin Karadeniz’e gonderilmesi de Kibrs ve Igel
kiyilarini savunmasiz birakmis, Akdeniz muhafazasi icin Rodos ve kiyi
beyleri gérevlendirilmisti>5 . Gemi sayisi ve niteliklerindeki eksiklik yaninda
gemilerde cenkgi de bulunmakta sikinti ¢ekiliyordu. Nitekim 1 Mart 1584
tarihli Kibris beylerbeyine hitaben yazilan mithimme hitkmiinde korsan
gemileri goriindiigiinde muhafaza icin tayin olunan gemilere cenkgi
bulunamadigi icin kargilik verilemedigi, bu sebeple Kibris yenicerilerinden
bir kisminin nébetlese olarak gemilerde gorevlendirilmesi emredilmistir® .

Ote yandan Kibris hazinesi zaman zaman gemilerin masraflarint
karsilamakta giiclik ¢cekmistir. Nitekim Mayis 1572’de Baf Sancagi Beyi
Recep Bey maiyetinde Magusa limanina getirilen 6 kadirga ile 4 at gemisin
ihtiyaglarint Kibris hazinesinin karsilayamayacag: hatta, limanda daha
dnceden mevcut olan 2 kadirga ile 3 at gemisinin dahi masraflarini
karsilamakta giiclik ¢ekildigi Kibris beylerbeyi tarafindan merkeze
bildirmistir®7 .

Eksikliklerle birlikte fetih sonrasinda alinan bitiin koruma 6nlemlerine
ragmen Hiristiyan korsan gemileri, Kibris adasi ve Icel kiyilarina bir ¢ok
kez saldirip bolgeden gegen tiiccar ve haci gemilerine zarar vermeye
devam etmislerdi. Esasen ilk saldirilar savag sirasinda yagandi. 1571 yilt
Ocak ayi sonlarinda Silifke’den hareket eden zahire ve 300 kadar asker
yukli bir Turk kadirgast Magusa’ya dogru ilerlerken saldirtya ugradi ve
maglup oldu®8. Yine Lala Mustafa Pasa adada iken 12 kadirga ve 4 barce
ile saldirmislardi®?. Bu arada Hacli donanmasinin 7 Ekim 1571°’de Osmanlt
filosunu ortadan kaldirmasiyla 1572 yilinda Haglilarin Kibris’a
saldirabilecegine dair halk arasinda bir korku bulunmaktaydi.

1573 yil1 ortalarinda iki korsan gemisi adadaki sekerhaneyi bagmug, devlete
ait akgeleri almigtir®! . Yine ayni yilin Aralik ayinda Kibris sahiline Hiristiyan
- gemilerinden korsanlar ¢ikmis, buradaki mistahfizlar ile catismaga
girmislerdir®2 . Saldinilar sonraki yillarda da tekrarlanmistir®3 . Kibris adasina
saldirilarin devam etmesi lizerine bu saldirilarda Kibris beylerbeyinin ihmali
goriiltip kendisi uyarilmigtir®.

Kibris adasi etrafindaki korsan saldirilar, araliklarla sonraki ylizyilda da
devam etmistir. Nitekim 1605 yilinda sabik Karaman Beylerbeyi Mustafa
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Bey, sefere gidecegi zaman adadaki Karaman askerlerini ve atlarini
denizdeki “kiiffar kalyonlar"ndan Silifke’ye nakledememistir®. 1671 de
Ak limani ziyaret eden Evliya Celebi, Kibris’a gececegi sirada tic adet
korsan gemisinin saldirisina ugrayarak geri dénmek zorunda kalmustir®.

Kibris seferinde ulasim imkani saglayan ve Kibris adasina cografi
yakinlig olan Igel sancagi kiyilan da fetih sonrasinda Hiristiyan korsanlann
saldiristna maruz kalmis, bundan dolaytr da bazi savunma onlemleri
alinmustir. 1573 yili ortalarinda iki korsan gemisi Icel'in Mamuriye Kalesi
civarinda bir Miisliman gemisine saldirip kaleye top atesinde bulunmus,
Icel'in dogusundaki Karatas kazasi sahilinde bir cok Misliiman't sehit edip
17 kisiyi esir almistir. Aynit gemiler Karatas’dan Ak limana gelip bir rencper
gemisine hiicum etmislerdir. Bu iki korsan gemisinden biri Rodos beyi
tarafindan ele gecirilirken digeri ise firar etmistir®” .

Icel beyinin Kibris muhafazasinda olmasindan dolayr Ak limanin
savunmasiz kalmasi Gizerine iki adet korsan gemisi Mayis 1574'de bu limana
saldirmus, iki kita rengper gemisine zarar vererek, sancagin Karatas kazast
kiyilarindaki bir cok kéye baskin yapip 23 kisiyi kacirmislardir®® . Yine
1574 yili ortalarinda ¢ adet Hiristiyan korsan gemisi Icel sancaginin bati
ucundaki Selendi kazasi kiyilarina tecaviiz etmistir. Bu saldinda iki Misliiman
koyli sehit edilirken bircogu yaralanmugtir. Bu sirada Icel kiyilarindan
gecmekte olan bir adet Misliman rengper gemisi de saldindan kacarken
Anamur sahiline vurarak par¢alanmustir. Bu saldirinin etkisiyle Selendi’nin
kiyt halki tarlalarina varamaz olmusglardir® .

Icel sancag: kiyilarina saldirilar sonraki yillarda da 6rnegin 1675 70,
1576 71,1590 72, 1595 73, 1607 7* ve 1615'de 7>de siirmiistiir. En dnemli
saldint sancagin Giilnar kazasindaki Gelindire'ye yapilmustir. Bircok Misliiman
rengper gemisi kadimi limana ve akarsuya sahip bu limana gelmekteydi.
Hem Karaman’in hem de Kibris'in iskelesi durumunda olan Gelindire’de
korsan gemileri gerek limana ve gerekse burada bulunan ren¢per gemilerine
zarar vermekteydiler. Anadolu’dan Kibris’a zahirenin bir kismi Gelindire'den
nakledildigi icin bu saldirilar zahire sevkiyatint da durdurmustur. Bu limani
korumak i¢in liman yakinlarinda bulunana harabe durumundaki kalenin
tamiri 1590 yilinda giindeme gelmisse de gerceklesmemistir 76 .

Icel sahillerinin savunulmasi Kibris adas ile birlikte distinilmis,
Hiristiyan korsan gemilerinin Igel kiyilarina yaptiklarn saldirlardan Kibris
beylerbeyi ve Magusa sancakbeyi emrinde olup bélgeyi savunmakla gorevli
gemiler sorumlu tutulmustur 77. Icel’de denizden yapilacak saldirlar
engellemek ve kiyilart korumak icin gece-giindiiz stirekli nébet tutan, timar
gelirleri 2000 ile 3000 arasinda olan sipahiler 78 tayin edilmekteydi 7. Bu
sipahilerin sayilari saldinlarin siddeti oraninda yillara gére degismistir. Bazi
yillara ait elimizdeki rakamlar soyledir:1573 yilinda 200 8° 1574'de 30 ile
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50 81, Subat 1579'da 60 82, ayni yilin Nisani’'nda 70 83 1595'de 6O’d1r84_.
Kiyilan korumakla gérevli bu sipahilere Icel sancakbeyi nezaret ettigi gibi®
sancakbeyi Kibris muhafazasinda veya seferde oldugu zaman ceribagi®6
veya zaimlerden 8 biri"bas ve bug” olurdu. Igel sancaginin kiyilarinda
gemilerin saklanip su alabilecekleri 15 yer bulunmaktadir 88 Sipahiler
dncelikle buralarda nébet tutmaktaydilar 8. Ote yandan sahilde bulunan
Silifke, Ak¢a kale ve Mamuriye kalelerindeki mustahfizlar muhafaza hizmeti
disinda baska hizmetlere gonderilmemekteydi % . Bununla birlikte Igel
kiyilarinda alinan onlemlere ragmen tecaviizler devam etmistir.
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MZD, nr.2, 5.325, hkm.874, ieh.Safer 983/ Mayis 1575).
trh.28 Muharrem 985/ 17 Nisan 1577,

24. BOA, MD, nr.30, s.53, hkm.128, :
hkm.216, trh.4 Safer 986/ 12 Nisan 1578.
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28. BOA, MD, nr.10, 5.262, hkm. 407, trh.19 Receb 979/ 7 Aralik 1571.

29. BOA, MD, nr.16, s.7-8, hkm.13- 14, trh.18 Cemiziyeldhir 979/ 8 Ekim 1571,
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34. “Cezire-i Kibris muhifazasi mihimmat-1 umdrdan olmagin sancagina
miiteallik olan zu'ami ve erbab-1 tumar ile ale’t-ta’acil Kibris’a gecmek emr
idiip..."” (BOA, MD, nr.21, 5.53, hkm.132, trh.24 Ramazan 980/ 28 Ocak

—

1573).
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36. “Aksehir beyi olup Kibris muhifazasinda olan Husrev dime 1zzihiima

Siidde-i sa’Adetiime mektab gonderip sibika gdnderilen emr-i gerifiim
tizere cezirenin hifz u hirisetinde iken muhifaza i¢in ta’yin olunan
Gmera ‘asker ile heniiz cezireye gelmeyiip ve varanlar dahi ...atlarn
olmadigin ve bilciimle cezire ‘asker(e) muhtiag¢ oldug: bildirdi.”(BOA, MD,

nr.21, s.283, hkm.670, trh.23 Zilhicce 980/ 26 Nisan 1573.

37. 36 No'lu nottaki hiikiim

38. “Kibris beylerbeyine hiikiim ki: I¢il sancag beyi ikiytiz nefer sipahiyle
yalilar muhifazasinda ve kule ve varosg binasina ta’yin olunup ma’'da Icil
sipahileriyle Kibris muhifazasina ta’yin olunmigdur.” (BOA, MD, nr.22,
5.223, hkm.428, trh.14 Rebiiildhir 981/ 13 Agustos 1579); Icel beyine
gonderilen benzer hikiim: BOA, MD, nr.22, $276., hkm542., trh26 Rebfiilahir

981/ 25 Agustos 1573).
BOA, MD, nr.23, s.158, hkm.331, trh.28 Receb 981/ 23 Kasim 1573.

BOA, MD, nr.23, 5.307, hkm.672, trh.13 Zilkade 981/ 6 Mart 1574

“Kibris beylerbeyine hitkkiim ki: MektGb gonderiip emr-i gerifim gonderiliip
cezire-i Kibris’a tabi’ olan sancakbeyleri mikemmel yaraklanyla ve
sipahileriyle Kibris’a gec¢iip muhifazada olalar diyi ferman olunmagin
emr-i serifiim streti irsal ve tenbih olundukta Igil ve Tarsus ve Alaiye
beyleri geltip zu’ama ve sipihilerinden bir nefer kimesne gelmeyiip defa’atle
baska kendiilere tenbih olundukta “nihayet mertebe dirliklerimiiz ahara
viriliirse bundan Asitine-i sa’Adet cinibleri daht karibdiir. Varup mukarrer
itmek ne aciz ¢ekiliir” deyt cevab viriip iltifat itmeyiip kendii havalarinda
olanlarin umarlart mahall olanlara virildiikte tekrar mukakarrer iderlerse
cezire hifz u hirasetden hali kalur deyt bildirmissiin.” (BOA, MD, nr.26,

5.8, hkm.23, trh.20 Safer 982/ 11Haziran 1574).

39.
40.
41.
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defter, s.181, hkm.345, trh.23 Zilhicce 979/ 7 Mayis 1572.

47. Ayni defier, 5.348, hkm.616, trh. 23 Cemaziyclahir 979/ 12 Kasim 1571,
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Magusa Sancakbeyi $aban dime izzihG ile muhifaza hizmetinde olan
kadirgalarm alit u esbibi kéhne olup ba’zi alau asla kalmayup ba'z
tebdil olmak lazim gelmisdar deyt Geytz kaluce kirek ve besytz varil
ve iki aded bastarda diregi ve dért aded seren ¢ubugu ve ¢ aded tirinkete
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1586.
72. BOA, MZD, nr.4, s.55, hkm.100, trh.2 $aban 998/ 6 Haziran 1590.

73. BOA, MD, nr.73, 5.246, hkm.571, trh.19 Zilkade 1003/ 26 Temmuz 1595.
74. BOA, MZD, nr.8, s.156, hkm.914, trh.Cemaziyelevvel 1016/ Agustos 1607.
75. BOA, MD, nr.80, 5.513, trh.Safer 1024/ Mart 1615.

76. BOA, MZD, nr.4, s.55, hkm.100, trh.2 Saban 998/ 6 Haziran 1590; BOA,
MD, nr.73, 5.246, hkm.571, trh.19 Zilkade 1003/ 26 Temmuz 1595.

77 BOA, MD, nr.26, s.111, hkm.285, trh.4 Rebiiilahir 982/ 24 Temmuz 1574;
Ayni defter, s.114, hkm.294, trh. 7 Rebiilahir 982/ 27 Temmuz 1574.

78. BOA, MD, nr.44, s.151, hkm.299, trh.gurre-i Safer 991/ 24 Subat 1583;
BOA, MD, nr.38, s.4, hkm.43, trh.28 Zilhicce 986/ 25 $ubat 1583.

79. BOA, MD, nr.26, s.114, hkm.294, trh.7 Rebitlahir 982/ 27 Temmuz 1574;
BOA, MD, nr.67, s.31, hkm.77, trh.12 Muharrem 999/ 10 Kasim 1590.

80. BOA, MD, nr.22, s.223, hkm.428, trh.14 Rebiilahir 981/ 13 Agustos 1573.
81. BOA, KK, Ruiis Defteri, nr.226, $.321, trh.16 Muharrem 982/ 8 May1s 1574.
82. BOA, MD, nr.38, s.4, hkm.43, trh.28 Zilhicce986/ 25 Subat 1579.

83. BOA, MD, nr.36, s.207, hkm.554, trh.20 Safer 987/ 18 Nisan 1579.

84. BOA, MD, nr.73, 5.246, hkm.572, trh.19 Zilkade 1003/ 26 Temmuz 1595.
85. BOA, MD, nr.22, 5.223, hkm.428, trh.14 Rebitlahir 981/ 13 Agustos 1573;
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Aynt defter, 5.276, hkm.542, trh.26 Rebiiilahir 981/ 25 Agustos 1573.
86. BOA, KK, Ruds Defteri, nr.226, s.321, trh.16 Muharrem 982/ 8 Mayis 1574;
BOA, MD, nr.24, 5.231, hkm.613, trh.26 Muharrem 982/ 18 Mayis 1574.
_ BOA, MD, nr.30, .207, hkm.554, trh.20 Safer 987/ 19 Mart 1579; BOA,
MD, nr.38, 5.8, hkm.43, trh.28 Zilhicce 986/ 25 Subat 1579,
88. BOA, MD, nr.26, s.111, hkm.285, trh.4 Rebiulahir 982/ 24 Temmuz 1574.
]9. BOA, MD, nr.22, s.223, hkm.428, trh.14 Rebiilahir 981/ 13 Agustos 1573:
BOA, MD, nr.26, s.114, hkm.294, trh.7 Rebitlahir 982/ 27 Temmuyz 1574.
90. Ornegin Mart 1574’de, Icel'deki diger kalelerdeki mistahfizlarin yarist
silahlariyla donanma hizmetine cagrildigi halde bu kalelerdekiler
cagrnilmamistir (BOA, MD, nr.24, s.14, hkm.38, trh.16 Zilkade 981/ 19 Mart
1574). '

€*L
~1

O

STUDIES ON THE PROTECTION OF
CYPRUS ISLAND AND THE COAST OF
ICEL AFTER THE CYPRUS EXPEDITION AND THE
ATTACKS OF THE CHRISTIAN CORSAIR AGAINST
THESE AREAS

ABSTRACT

One of the important reasons why the Ottoman State opened hostilities against
Cyprus Island was to provide security to the island and its surroundings. After the
expedition, many precautions had been taken to protect both Cyprus and the
coast of Igel. Because of the negative effects of Incbahtr’s defeat, the interruptions
in the administration and the countries united to Cyprus Island, who did not move
on time for the protection of the Island, the attacks of the Christian Corsairs ship
were still carried on.
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CYPRUS:
INTEGRATION OR TWO STATES:
A VIEW FROM ECONOMICS

Jonathan WARNER*

ABSTRACT

In his book The Political Economy of a Federal] Cyprus, Dr. Andreas Theophanous
argues on the benefits to the Turkish Cypriot people of close economic ties with
the Greek Cypriot people. This paper argues the thoughts of Dr. Theophanous and
suggests that opening a debate on such a vital issue of the Cyprus problem, may
help the Greek Community that solutions which does not garantee Greek Cypn’o‘[
hegemony should be examined.

This article takes as its starting point the book, The Political Economy of a
Federal Cyprusby Andreas Theophanous!. Although Dr. Theophanous’ work

is concerned with the results of a federal solution to the Cyprus Problem, his
arguments on the benefits to the Turkish Cypriot people of close economic
ties with the Greek Cypriot people are also relevant to the “two states in

Cyprus” solution currently being advocted by the TRNC’s political leadership.
Providing that there is some integration or trade between the two states (rather
than a continuation of the mutual embargoes which exist at present), there is
the possibility of economic gains for both parts of Cyprus from co-operation.
The benefits from a two-state solution, though, are likely to be less than from
any explicit form of federation, as the ability of goods and services, and labour
and capital, to flow between the two sides of the island will be impaired.

Dr Theophanous notes the overriding concern of the Turkish Cypriots for
security. Unhappy memories of the difficult period from 1964 to 1974 mean
that any form of solution to the Cyprus Problem must address those worries
about security. Although some Greek Cypriot writers have suggested a trade-
off between security and economic benefits, as far as the Turkish Cypriot

Associate Professor in Economics, Kyrgyzistan American Univesity, Bishkek,
Kyrgyzistan.
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leadership is concerned, no trade-off is possible. That-is, securllfy and €Conomje
benefits are “lexicographically ordered”: economic benefits can only ha
considered providing the perceived security needs are met. These r?e.eds can
be met most securely within a two-state solution; and once the requisite leve
of security has been achieved, then the costs and.beneﬁts to the two States of
some forms of economic integration can be examined. Perh.?iPS an a“Cherable
goal, from the Turkish Cypriots’ perspective, would be to aim for a mini-E(y»
on the island. Starting with a free trade agreemenF between the two States
the aim would be to progress towards closer integration, as long as the security
needs of both communities were met. .

As Dr Theophanous rightly points out, the Turkish Cypnots would tend to

benefit more in economic terms the closer the relationship between the two
sides. A two-state solution will tend to reduce the economic benefits of any
agreement in Cyprus, particularly to the Turkish Cypriots. It would be usefy]
to be able to calculate the relative gains as a result of a solution for the cases
of two states, and of confederation and strong federation. In that case, the cost
of the limits to economic integration as a result of the adoption of a looser,
two-state solution could be calculated, giving an estimate of the €Conomic
costs of security. Although it is clear that the Turkish Cypriots are well prepared
to pay this price, it would be helpful to make explicit what the cost is.2 The
starting-point could be the current economic state-of-play on the island.
According to official figures, per capita national income in the south is around
$14,000, compared with around $4,000 in the north. The actual disparity is
probably somewhat less, as the size of the informal economy or unrecorded
economic activity could almost double the figure’, whereas the size of the
informal sector in the south is probably considerably smaller. Nevertheless,
the gap is large, suggesting that a considerable “security premium” is being
paid by the Turkish Cypriots.

It is convenient to examine the benefits of a Cyprus agreement in terms
of the possibilities for the integration of the various markets: goods, money,
labour, capital and entrepreneurship. In each case, the general rule is that, the
more integration, and the fewer the impediments to the operation of free
markets, the greater the potential gains from integration. The costs of isolation
are felt by the Turkish Cypriot community; reducing or removing the current
de facto embargoes would be greatly to the Turkish Cypriots’ benefit. If the
Turkish Cypriots were as productive as the Greek Cypriots, the 20 per cent of
the population of Cyprus which is Turkish would be expected to account for
around 20 percent of the island’s total Gross National Product. In that case,
the size of the Turkish Cypriot economy would be of the order of $2 billion
today, around three times the current figure. Hasan Ali Bicak uses such
calculations to estimate the amount “‘owing” to the Turkish Cypriot community

304

Scanned by CamScanner



JOURNAL FOR CYPRUS STUDIES

trom the Greek Cy.priot community’; an alt.crnat%ve way to view the figures
would be to attribute the shortfall to isolation, and the consequent
over-dependence of the economy on Turkgy. | .

In what follows, I shall assume that any integration will guarantee a level
playing field for both of the states on tl.1e 1.sla.nd:_th:1t is, that, in' t.he relevant
spheres, there would be no (formal) discrimination between citizens of the
wo states. This is the basis of the European Union. But, as the EU has
discovered, informal discrimination is much harder to deal with. When the
Turkish Cypriot community was dispersed and scattered all over the island,
economic forces made it hard for the Turkish Cypriot community to maintain
cultural integrity without drawing into itself. As the majority of the population
spoke Greek, Greek inevitably tended to become the language of commerce.
Greek Cypriots would naturally tend to buy from Greek Cypriot merchants,
and the small size of the market within his own community would make it
hard for a Turkish Cypriot merchant to compete. Now that the Turkish
community is concentrated in one region, there are more viable opportunities
for merchants to supply to that community. Perhaps paradoxically, the potential
economic gains for both communities are greater the closer the economic
links of the island to Turkey, as well as with the European Union.

Taking the present status quo as the starting point, merely normalising
trade relations (ideally, by the creation of a Free Trade area on the island)
would lead to economic gains. These would be most apparent for the Turkish
side: easier access to world markets, and to the larger market on the Greek
side; plus the growth in tourism which would result. But there would be benefits
for the Greek Cypriot community as well: the consequent inflow of cheap
Turkish goods would benefit consumers. That there are potential gains from
trade is proved by the fact that smuggling of goods from north to south and
south to north goes on: if there were no gains to be made from trade, such
smuggling would not take place. To begin with, the economic benefits of a
solution to the Cyprus dispute might be limited to these benefits from trade.
But those benefits alone are of significant value to the Turkish Cypriots, as the
access to world markets which free trade entails the end of the current embargo.

As the EU is discovering, the integration of labour, enterprise and capital
markets s less easy. For Cyprus, the integration of labour markets would also
present problems. Unlike free trade, free labour markets mean that considerable
numbers of people would come into regular contact with citizens of the other
state. This has the possibility of producing friction. Prior to the bloody clashes
at Dherinya in August 1996, around 700 Turkish Cypriots were crossing from
the north to work in Greek Cypriot businesses, mainly in hotels in the Ayia
Napa/Paralimni region. This number was sharply reduced as the result of
increased tension in the latter part of 1996, as Greek Cypriot employers said

305

Scanned by CamScanner



o

KIBRIS ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI

they could not guarantee the safety of their Turkish Cypriot workers, or came
under pressure from othe Greek Cypriots to dismiss them. Some Turkis},
Cypriots even felt that travelling to work in Dhekelia, on the British easterp,
Sovereign Base Area was too risky. More recently, though, anecdotal evidence
suggests that the number crossing from North to South has slowly begun tq
increase. The attraction of relatively-highly paid jobs in the south is a big
incentive. The fact that labour markets are tight in the south suggests that
opening up the two states of the federation to workers from the other state
would primarily benefit Turkish Cypriots. As average salaries are considerably
lower in the north, the incentive for Greek Cypriot workers to travel north
would, by contrast, be very small.

The effect on overall wages in the island, and particularly in the Turkish
Cypriot state, would depend crucially on the opportunities available for Turkish
mainland workers. At present, Turks do not need passports to enter the TRNC,
and many come to find work, lured by the promise of wages higher than at
home. Most work illegally, often for less than the official minimum wage, and
so displace Turkish Cypriots (and those Turkish mainlanders who have TRNC
work permits) from menial and low-paid jobs. Such migrant workers, and the
mainland settlers, are all considered illegal immigrants by the Greek Cypriot
government, and so are excluded from competing for jobs in the south. (The
fact that some do risk imprisonment and expulsion from the island, and cross
to the south, shows that the economic benefits of doing so are perceived to
be significant). If, in a two-state agreement, this situation were to continue,
the effect would be to encourage an increasing proportion of the Turkish
Cypriot workforce to'work in the south, while their places in the north were
filled by cheaper labour from Turkey. Paradoxically, while the standard of
living of Turkish Cypriots would increase, the level of wages in the north

would stagnate.

Two possible alternatives are worth discussing. Firstly, if effective controls
were placed on workers coming from Turkey, than wages in the North would
tend to rise, as employers had to compete for labour with Greek Cypriot
employers. It is possible that wages in the South might fall, as the supply of
labour increased, On the other hand, as the numbers of Turkish Cypriots wishing
to work in the South might be expected to increase only slowly (as old fears
were gradually conquered, and as businesses in the south migrated closer to
the border to make commuting possible for Turkish Cypriots), it is eminently
possible that the economy of the south would be able to absorb the new
workers. Secondly, if mainland Turkish workers were allowed access to the
labour market throughout the island, it is likely that the overall level of wages
would fall, as cheap labour became available for all. If freedom of settlement
were curtailed, so that Turkish workers in the south returned to the north each
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evening, then there would be a tendency for industry in the Grecek Cypriot
state to locate close to the border to take advantage of the cheaper Turkish
Cypriot labour. The planning and environmental implications of this would
need to be considered by the Greek Cypriot state.

Given that the labour market in the south is tight, there is a considerable

risk that the more integrated, one-state solution Dr Theoph

anous envisages
would cause inflation, as the construction boom to be expected after the

scttlement would tend to compete up the price of labour. It is here that
Turkish mainland workers might have a useful role to play, in expanding the

labour resources available to the economy, and so reducing the inflationary
pressures.

Cyprus has a long tradition of strong trade unionism, and this might be
expected to make integration of the labour markets more difficult, particularly
if the Greek and Turkish Cypriot unions were to co-operate to try to obtain
uniform conditions for workers in each of the two states. At present, wages for
public service workers in the north are considerably lower than for their
colleagues in the south. If the trades unions demanded equal pay for equal
work (a demand which, given its appeal to fairness, is hard to resist),
considerable difficulties would be experienced by the Turkish Cypriot state.
Already the size of the public sector relative to population is one of the largest
in the world (accounting for over 21% of total employment), a consequence
of the state’s role as employer of the first resort after 1974, and the Turkish
Cypriot administration has great difficulty paying for it. The decisions of 1990,
to pay salaries at the beginning, rather than at the end of the month and to
update Cost of Living allowances every two months have added to the burden
of the state sector. If salaries were to be increased to the levels of Greek
Cypriot state employees, the costs would at least double. Given the difficulties
the Turkish Cypriot administration already has in collecting taxes, the public
sector would then become a burden too great to bear. Either Turkish Cypriot
state employees would have to accept a slow phasing-in of salary increases,
or a significant reduction in their numbers. Given that the opening of the
southern labour market to Turkish Cypriots would open opportunities for higher

salaries, this shedding of public sector labour might be possible, and this might
be expected to happen if wages in the Turkish Cypriot sector were held to
what the Government could afford.

Freedom of capital movement between the two states, allowing citizens
of one state to invest in the other, would also benefit both communities. The
lifting of embargoes against the north, it is believed, would result in a huge
increase in tourism, with demands for new hotels and related facilities. The
investment needed to restore (or, preferably, improve) Varosha, for example,
is of the order of $1 - 2 billion (UN Team of Experts’ Report, December
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1993). In the absence of controls, and given the necessary guarantees tq
protect investors, it is generally assumed that the chief flow of capital would
be from south to north, as Greek Cypriot investors spotted profitable
opportunities in the north, and had the funds available to take advantage of
them. However, if capital from Turkey is also allowed to flow into Cyprus, it s
possible that these flows might be limited, or even, in some sectors, reversed.
Already a number of large Turkish companies have taken strategic stakes in
enterprises in north Cyprus: although such activity is probably loss-making at
present, the opportunities which could be exploited following a solution to
the Cyprus problem make such activity rational.
Finally, there is freedom of entreprencurship: the right to own businesses
in the other state. This right is unlikely to be granted, at least initially, as it
requires greater freedom of movement of people between the two states,
and because of the fear that it might prove disadvantageous to the Turkish
Cypriots. Traditionally, Greek Cypriot entrepreneurial skills have been greater
than those of the Turkish Cypriots. The latter were traditionally employed in
the civil service, and, between 1963 and 1974 had little opportunity to practise
and refine any business skills. There is, therefore, a fear that even level-playing
field integration will lead to the economic dominance by the Greck Cypriot
state, and the “proletariatisation” of the Turkish Cypriot community. One issue
that has been of particular concern has been that of agencies. If foreign
companies wish to appoint a local representative on the island, and business
contacts between the two states are unfettered, it is highly likely that they will
choose to deal with a Greek Cypriot rather than a Turkish Cypriot, simply
because the larger market will be in the Greek Cypriot state. This could lead
to the marginalisation of the Turkish Cypriots. One suggestion, to require
foreign businesses to maintain agencics in :ach state, scems attractive, but
has the drawback of imposing additional costs on foreign suppliers, who might
then decide that the small size of the market in Cyprus would make supplying
it uncconomic. In economic terms, it is better, then, that foreign principals that
so wish would be to able to appoint just one agent. Firms which see Cyprus as
a gateway to the much larger T urkish market might reasonably expected to
see the benefits of appointing an agent in the Turkish Cypriot state.
Turning to Government economic policy, there are two considerable
differences between a “two states” and a more integrated, one-state federal
solution. Under a federation, there would be a common currency throughout
the island, and a central government able to make fiscal transfers between the
zones. Although monetary integration may be desirable, as it makes comparing
costs casier, and reduces the transactions costs associated with having to change
money into another currency, transnational common currency zones arc hard
to construct and maintain. For the advent of the Euro, elaborate economic
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criteria werc drawn up, to try to ensure that the economies of the potential
members showed a sufficient degree of convergence. In 'Cyprus,‘ the monetary
divergences between the two states are, if anything, increasing. A furthe.r
Jdisadvantage of the use of one currency by the two s.tat.cs would be th‘at it
would make relative prices and wages transparent: that is, it Would.be ObV]OLI.IS
to all that equal pay for equal work was not the n.orm ﬂCTO-SS the island. This
would tend to increase the pressure on the Turkish Cypriot government to
higher wages to its employees.

A bigger objection to a common currency concerns the question of
ate monetary policy. Given the wide disparities between the Greek
Cypriot and Turkish Cyp.riot economies, it is suggested. that wha.t is an
appropriate monetary policy for one zone may be wholly inappropriate for
the other. In a Federation, the solution is clear. The answer is that the Central
Bank of the Federal Republic would be set up so as to be independent of the
political system, with its constitutional role limited to maintaining the value of
the currency. That is, monetary policy is concerned solely with combating
inflation, rather than attempting to manipulate the economy in other ways.
where there are divergences in the economies of the two zones, fiscal policy
would be a more appropriate instrument to try to resolve them. It might be
objected that the monetary policy needs of the two states would be different,
citing the case of German unification as evidence. The problem there, though,
was of an overvalued exchange rate for the East German currency when it
was changed into deutsche marks, thereby producing a price level in the east
which was too high. That would not be a problem in Cyprus: at the de facto
Turkish Lira/Cyprus Pound exchange rate, production costs (and particularly
labour costs) are currently competitive in the north. But if there are two
states, there is no available mechanism for the fiscal transfers necessary to
ameliorate the effects of monetary policy. A federal solution with fiscal transfers
would place a financial burden on the Greek Cypriot state; a burden which is
avoided in a two-state solution.

Free trade does place some constraints on domestic fiscal policy. While
the problem of common taxation policies is avoided, harmonisation of indirect
taxes is almost certainly necessary to prevent distortions. The EU has a Common
External Tariff to prevent trade deflection (where goods enter a member-
country with low tariffs, and then move [tax-free] across an internal border to
a high-tariff member). Similarly, different rates of excise and purchase taxes
will tend to lead to cross-border shopping. In Britain, Dover customs officers
are struggling to cope with the greatly-increased volume of alcohol and
cigarettes being bought cheaply in France and Belgium, “for personal use”,
and then perhaps sold on (illegally) in high-tax England. If excise taxes were
lower in the South than in the North (as is true at present), a comparable
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situation is likely to develop in Cyprus, with detrimental effects on the TRNC

Government’s budget balance. If some people were allowed to live in the
other entity, then migration to areas with low property taxes might take place,
again with adverse effects on the revenues of governments.

In general, the greater the economic integration, the greater the potential
benefits. Two states, and a free trade zone in Cyprus, give relatively fewer
benefits to the Turkish Cypriots than a fully-fledged federation, which itself is
inferior (in terms of economic welfare) to a unitary state. However, as Dr.
Theophanous notes, political and security considerations rule out the last. The
Turkish Cypriot leadership has now ruled out federation. Dr. Theophanous is
to be congratulated on opening the debate on a vital issue of the Cyprus
Problem, and, perhaps, helping the Greek Cypriot community to “think the
unthinkable”, that solutions which does not guarantee Greek Cypriot hegemony
should be examined. Even if the two sides ultimately decide that separation is
preferable to integration, a discussion of the costs to both sides of such a

decision at least helps informed debate on the issue.
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SIR HARRY CHARLES JOSEPH LUKE -
BIR KIBRIS TUTKUNU VE ESERLERI

Tacgey DEBES*

OZET

Genelde Ortadogu ve 6zelde Kibris hakkinda cok degerl
yazar ve devlet adanu Sir Harry C. Luke (1884-1969) cesitli baskilart yapilan 20°den
fazla kitab1 ve yuzlerce ifade edilen makaleleriyle irdelenmege ve analize degerdir
Eserlerinde, akict Gslubuyla sagladigi edebi deger yaninda cok zengin tarihi ve.
folklorik malzeme de meveuttur. Ingilizee'de dahi tam bir bibliilografik ¢alismasinin
olmayist bizi boyle bir baslangic yapma yoluna sevketmistir. Genelde (;nadogu
kokeninde yatan pekcok sorunun izahi Sir Luke’un eserlerinde vardir. Kibris bu
cergevede merkezi bir konumdadir.

i eserler vermis olan ingiliz

GIRIS

Kibris tizerine yazi yazanlarin en prolifik olanlarindan birisi de hi¢ siphesiz
tutkunluk derecesinde a_daya ilgi duyan ve sonralan sovalyelik tinvaniyle
odillendirilen cok yonlii Ingiliz yazar ve devlet adamy Sir Harry Charles Joseph
Luke'dur. Bu tretkenligin sebeblerinden birisi de Kibrisa karsi direk ve dolayly
iliskisinin 61 yil gibi uzun bir siire devam ettirilebilmesidir.Bu ilgi ve iligki ada
hentiz hukuken halen bir Osmanlt tilkesi iken yazarin 1908 de “Biiyiik Ortadogu
Gezisi"! strasinda baglamis ve adaya yaptigi sayisiz seyahatlerle vefatina kadar
devam etmistir. Yagami boyunca Kibris'in her yoniiyle ilgilenmis ve bu konuda
tinlii romanci ve sair Lawrence Durrell® tarafindan GURU sayilmustir. O da
Kibris tarihine hizmet veren diger peke¢ok Ingiliz gibi bir koloni yoneticisi olarak
bu ise baslamustir.

1884 Londra dogumlu olan Harry Charles Joseph Luke iinlti Eton 6zel
okulu ve Trinity College, Oxford’la 6zdeslestirilmis klasik bir egitimin tirtintidiir.
Adadaki ilk resmi gorevi 1911-1912 yillarinda Kibris Yiiksek Komiseri Sir
Hamilton Goold Adams’in Ozel Kalem Miidiirliigii (Private Secretary to the

* Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi Turizm Yiiksek Okulu Ogretim Gorevlisi.
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ner'diir. Birinci Cihan Harbi’'nin baglamasiyle Armdo]u-nun

degisik yorelerinde bazi 6zel gorevlerde bulunmustur. 1917-20 y1”2|rlndaki

Baf ve Magusa komiserlikleri Luke'un fiillen yﬁﬁm'ﬁ'gf‘ ve pek de uzun sayilmgy,
resmi gorevleridir. Daha sonralan koloni yoneticisi olarak baska degisik yerlerde

de bulunmus, Kudiis, Malta, Fiji ve Bati Pasifik Adalar’'nin valiliklerini yapmg
fakat Kibns ilgisini hep canli tutmustur. Hicbir zaman adadan uzun bir siire ayn

High Commissio

kalmamustir.

ESERLERINE GENEL BIR BAKIS

Luke’un yazin Griinlerini iki ana cizgide ince]cmel‘f rtniimkl'.in(%ijr. Ancak by
ayirim sadece bir analiz kolayligr icindir, yoksa bu iki grup ¢ogu yerde igice
gecmis veya cakismaktadr. Ik grup eserleri, gezi notlar ve tecriibelerinj ¢o
akict bir dille anlatan, daha genel sayilabilen eserlerdir. Isabetli bir benzeti§]e
Ortadogu'yu bir satrang tahtasina indirgeyen Luke bu bolgedeki gbrevlerin; ve
amlarini “An Eastern Chequerboard” ve “More Moves On An Easter

Chequerboard”3 adli diiosunda yaymlamustir. Bu iki eserde de Kibnis'a ait ¢ok
énemli boliimler ve pasajlar vardir. Yine burada Birinci Cihan Harbi esnasind,

gonderildigi Dogu Anadolu ve Kafkasya’'daki égel gorevleri hakkinda ve
intibalanyla ilgili teferruat bulmak mimkindir. Ornegin 1918 de Erivan'dy
kurdurulan kisa émiirlii Ermeni Cumbhuriyeti'nin kurulus asamasinda ingiliz
Imparatorlugu’'nu temsil etmistir. “Cities And Men” 4 isimli Gc ciltlik otobiyografik
yapitt ise nemli tarihi malzeme ve folklorik hazinelerle ytiklidir. Bu eserde
de, 6zellikle de ikinci ciltte yazar yine Kibris’a yer verir ve burayla ilgili ilging
anilarini nakleder. Ornegin diger eserlerinde de tekrarladig: Kibrisli Kamil
Pasa’yla tanigmasi, ona Trodos’a gidecegi i¢in yaz mevsimi siiresince kendi
evini teklif etmesi ve Pasa’nin da bunu memnuniyetle kabul etmesi, buradaki
kisa yasami, vefatt ve cenaze toreni, KAmil Paga’nin resmi ve oturdugu evin
fotograflanyle birlikte akict bir dille anlaulmaktadir. Bu ve benzer konular Luke'un
eserlerinde son derece boldur ve tabii ki Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nda dort kez
sadrazamlik yapan bir Kibrisl’'nin son giinlerini, bu konularda glivenilir bir
kaynaktan okumak bizler i¢in ¢cok 6nemlidir. Ayni sekilde Subhi Ezel olarak
bilinen Mirza Yahya'nin 1913'te Magusa’'da 6limiind, cenazesinin Akkule Kapisi
kopristinden gecisini yansitan bir fotografla birlikte izlemek miimkiindiir. Ancak
belirttigimiz gibi bu eserlerde “chequerboard” tim Ortadogu’dur ve Kibris'la
beraber tim bu cografya kesitindeki tlkelerin 1910°'lu ve 1920’li yillardaki
durumlanyle ilgili son derece dikkate deger bilgiler bulunur. Tabii ki 1910Tu
yillarda bu bélgenin halen biiytik dl¢iide Osmanli Imparatorlugu yonetimi
alunda olugu, bu eserleri Tiirk tarihi agisindan daha da cazip bir hale sokmaktadir.
Ancak firsati gelmisken hemen belirtelim ki Luke’un eserleri tarafimizdan
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anlagilamiyan bazi sebeblerden dolay1 Trk tarihgilerince birkag istisna disinda
‘mmamlyla ihmal edilmis bir sahadir. | o N '

Bu tezimize paralel olarak Luke’un bu konuyla ilgili kitaplarinin .151m'l'er1
dahi konunun dnemini gostermege kafidir. @;Irollm , Mousul /_1nd Its Minonties,
The Making Of Modern Turkey, The Fringe Of 'T.lze lvi':zst D: bu. eserlerden
sadece bazilandir ve ayn birer monografik degerlendirilmege degerdir. O sefbc?lv).le
bu eserler hakkinda su an igin sessiz kalinacaktir. Ancak genelde bu 56551.zl‘1g1n
uzamasinin Turk tarihinin 6nemli bir kesiti icin bir k;lylp olarak %ox,'ulmem icab
ettigini de belirtmek isterim. Her_b.ir eser Osmanli I.mpar.at(')‘rvl.ugu n.un son’ve
Turkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin ilk yillart igin birer kaynak kitap mtellgm.cledlr. Lu%(e un
Malta ve Pasifik Adalariyla ilgili ilmi eserleri de vardir.% Ancak biz daha ziyade
Luke’un tamamiyle Kibrist konu alan ikinci grup eserleri tizerinde durmak
istiyoruz. _

Bu yiizyil baslarinda ¢ok daha fazla 6nem tagiyan Kibns El-kitaplar'nin 7.
Baskist 1913 yilinda basilmustir. Bu eserin ortak editdrliigi kendini kisa zamanda
kanitlamug olan Luke’a aittir. O dénemlerde yazarin ismini bazan Lukach olarak
da gormemiz miimkiindiir. Bu “Handbook Of Cyprus”lar zamanlarinin en
giivcnilir ve kapsamlt eserleri olmast ag¢isindan onemlidirler. Gerci bu The
Handbook Of Cyprus (First Edition) ilk énce Gnli tarihei ve dilci Claude
Deleval Cobham’ tarafindan hazilannus ve dolayisiyle diger sayilart bu orijinal
ilk baskiyr ilavelerle glincellestirme olarak goriilebilirse de 7. Baskida Luke ve
Co-Editor Jardinne'nin bazi ¢ok degerli katkilar olmustur. Eser bazi boliimlerler
kisa olsa da adamin her yontint kapsamakta ve neticede soylenebilecek herseyi
soyleme gayreti iginde oldugu izlenimini vermektedir. Gergekten de bu 7.
Baskr ilk baskilara nispeten ¢ok daha doyurucudur. Luke’den énceki bir baski
108 sayfa iken 7. Baski ayni ebatta ve 308 sayfadir. Kayda deger unutulmus
ve ihmal edlilmis hi¢ bir konu yok gibidir. ingilizlerin bu El Kitabi kavramunt son
derece ciddiye aldiklarmin bir baska kaniti da editorligini en Gst diizey
yoneticilerinin Gstlenmesi olarak gosterilebilir. Ornegin bundan sonraki baskinin
editort Vali'nin kendisi olacakur.®

Ancak Luke esas Gintinti 1921 de bastrdign “Cyprus Under the Turks"adl;
eserle saglamustir®. Bu eser, bir raslant sonucu yazarn bir sandikta kesfettigi
Ingiliz Konsoloslugu’nun 18. Ve 19. Yiizyilara ait arsivinden ustaca derlenmis
bir yapitur ve uzun yillar Kibris'in salt Osmanli dénemini ele alan tek yapit
olarak kalmustir. Bu 6zgiin ¢calismasindan 6tiirt Luke Oxford Universitesi
tarafindan MA payesiyle 6dillendirilmistir. Objektif ve kaynaklara dayali bir
degerlendirme olmast nedeniyle “Cyprus Under the Turks” Osmanli dénemi
icin kaynak bir eser olmus ve sonralan bu dénemle ilgilenen herkes tarafindan
kullanilmugtir. Yazar bu derlemesini yapugi siralarda (1918-1920) Magusa
Komiseri'dir.

Luke’un bundan sonraki Kibris ¢alismast bir istek tizerinedir. Kibris'a dért
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in Sir Geocerge Hill eserinin son cildinip, Son
1t etmis ve son derece kiymetli “4 Hisr.ofy of Cyprus "ung
 Tuke'a kalmustir, 2 Hill'in bu eserini bastma hazrlay, k
lanyle eserde kendini hissettirmegi basarmyg,
ke, Hill'in bu onemli eserinin editérlugunﬁ‘
kendisine verdiren sebeplerin basinda az once ﬂ'dl gecen "C.'}’,D'rus Under g,
Turks” adli eserinin oldugu inancint belirtir. Hill'in bu son cildi de gercekten
Kibris'in Osmanlt ve sonrasl devirlerini ¢ok iyi inceler. Konu agilmisken

Luke, Hill'in akademik standardina hich;

k: i yapmak miimktindir.
mukayeseyi yap ksine Luke, belli bir dizeyi faz],

zaman ylikselememistir, ancak Hill'in a
sedelemeden tarih ve folkloru daha genis kitlelere ulagtirmay bagarmustir. Ong,

normal okuyucuyu yorar derecede notlar ve agiklamalar ve referanslara ye;
veren Hill’e nispeten ilginglik ve akicilik hakimdir. . :
Biraz dnce sozii edilen ve degisik yillarda bastlip, yazarn zengin yasamindan

kesitler iceren pek ¢ok kitab: ve makalesinin yant sira Kibris'la ilgili son kitab,

_ki bu kendisinin de en son kitabidir- “Cyprus-A Portrait and An Appreciation”

ismini tastr.!! Bu bir tarih kitabt olmamakla beraber cok yogun tarihi malzeme
bi bir eser olmamakla birlikte, zengin dili ve akiciligi ve diizeniyle
dyle de sayilabilir. Lirik bir seyri vardir. Yazarin adayla icice gecmisliginin
{irintdiir. Sizi Kibnis efsanelerinden baglatip, tatlt ve bazen o kadar tatlt olmiyan
ama harzaman renkli donemlerden gecirdikten sonra Enosis gercegi ile uyandinr.
Kibris-Bir Portre ve Bir Takdir’ismi kitabin konusunu iyi yansitiyor. Onyedj
kistmdan olusan bu kitab Luke’un adeta bir secmeler derlemesidir. Daha 6nceki
yazilann tekrar gézden gegirmis ve zaman kavraminin etkisini azaltmustir. Burada
simdiki zaman tam anlamuyla tarihe evsahipligi yapmaktadir. Zaman 4 veya 5
binli y1lt bulabilmekle beraber, konular bu zaman zarfina sanki egit derecede
yaytlmustr. Ozellikle XIV. Béliimde “Wine, Women and Song (Sarap,Kadin ve
Sarkr) bunun ¢ok giizel bir 6rnegini olusturur. Son olarak Luke ABD de basilan
genis bir Hagli Seferleri Tarihi’ninKibnis'la ilgili kapsamli boliimlerini kaleme

almustur.
Luke, Kibrss tarihinin ihmal edilmis Tiirk donemine verdigi dnemle 6nciiliik

etmistir. Onun 1921 deki ilk Tirk donemi kitabi, sonralar degisik yerlerde
yeni bilgilerle genisletilmigtir. Ona gére karanlikta tutulmus ti¢ ytizyildan fazla
siiren Osmanli yonetimi ¢ok daha iyi incelenmeliydi. Bu, o donemin
zenginliginden degil, bugiinkii durumumuzun orada olusmus ve hazirlanms
olmasindandir. Bu yaklasimiyla Enosis’i bir perspektif icine koyan Luke, bazen
Tiirk yanlisi olarak damgalanmigtir. Bir zamanlar Rumca gibi Tiirkge'yi de
ogrenmis olmast ona bdyle bir goriiniim vermis olabilir. Oysa eserlerinde her
zaman korumay1 basardig ilmi standart oldukga yiiksektir. Lisanindaki zenginlik
ise onun ¢ok genis kiiltiiriiniin yansimasi olarak kabul edilmelidir. Bu arada
liberal klasik egitiminin bir sonucu olan Tiirk diismanligin1 da zaman zaman

ciltlik anitsal bir yapit kazandur:
calismalarinda vef:
Cildinin editorligi Sir Harry Luk
icin Luke 3 yil galigmug ve rotus
Ad1 gegen eserin onsoziinde Lu

icerir. Ede
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hissedebilirsiniz.

Cyprus adli yukanda sg,
Cumhuriyeti'nin kurulmasp
Cumhuriyet'in yikilmasina k
getirmistir. 1965'deki bu bas
‘Tanrt Kibris adasini kutsag,
herkesin bu dilege amin de
ondan fazla ihtiyaci yok 12

Luke’un yazilarinin bir kyspy degerli yaz
M. Giirkan tarafindan degisik tarih ve yerl
bazi aciklamalarla yayinlanmisg

U edilen eserinin ikinci b
a olan sevincini ve kis
Argt UzUntiisting il

C

askisindg Kibris
a bir siire sonra da by

ve bir boliimle cok giizel dile
kisini su sOzlerle kapatir,” Othello’nun habercis;

n’ demisti, By gizemli amg tehlikeli adaya hayran
mesi gerekir. Hicbir tlkenin Tanrn kutsamasina

SONUC

Bu kisa yazimizdan da anla§1labilecegi gibi 6zellikle Ortadogu hakkinda Onemli

yazann eserlerinin daha sjste

dogu’sunun kokenleri
su veya bu sekilde Luke’un eserleriyle tany

bu ¢alismalarinda cok dnemli be]

matik bir analize ihtiyacy
ni anlamak isteyen herkes

sma durumundadir. Kibps Luke’un
ki de en 6nemli faktei olusturur ve by

[ votiar ve Kavnakiaz

1. Luke’'un Grand Tour olarak nitelendirdigi bu gezisi 1908 de yazar henlz 24
yasinda iken baslamis; Korfu, Kibris, Filistin, Suriye ve o bolgedeki pek'g:c?k
yoreyi kapsayarak Firat nehrinin dogusuna kadar uzanmugtir.Yazar bu seyahatinin
ilerde gérev yapacagi bolgeleri daha iyi tanimasinda cok etkin oldugu
kanaatindedir.

2. Bkz.: DURRELL, Lawrence. Birter Lemons, London, 1957. Bu cok tutunmu‘s

- ron;anmda Durrell Kibris'ta iken Girne’de olusturduklan grup arasinda Sir
Luke'un ¢ok genis bilgisiyle taninip sevildigini yazarak onun hakkinda Guru
sifaunt kullanmaktan cekinmez. .

3. LUKEH. C.. An Eastern Chequerboard, London ,1921 ve LUKE, Sir H.. More
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Moves On An Eastern Chequerboird, London, 1935.
1953-1954.

4. LUKE, H.C.. Citics And Mcn (3 Vol), London ,
Anatolica, Macmillan and Co,. London, 1924. Mousul and Its Minorities, Martin

W

Hopkinson And Co., London, 1925. The Making Of Modern Turkey From
Byzantium To Angori, Macmillan And Co., London, 1936 ve The Fringe OF
The East, London , 1913.
6. Bkr.: Malta, George G. Harrop And Co. London, 1957 ve The British Pasific
Islands, OUP, London , 1943.
7 nin tercimani

7. Kibns tizerine tarihsel alintlan derleyen Gnli Excerptd Cypri
ve uzun yillar (1879-1907)Larnaka Komiseri.
STORRS, Sir Ronald — BRIEN, O.. Handbook

9. LUKE, H. Cyprus Under the Turks 1571-1878, Oxford, 1921.
ambridge University Press, Cam-

10. HILL, George, A History of Cyprus IV, C
bridge, 1952.
11. Burada su ilave yapil

of Cyprus, London, 1930

abilir: Luke’'un olumiinden sonra ogullart onun
gastronomiyle ilgili bir yapitini 1992'de bastirmuglardir. Bu eser yazdnn cok
yonliliginin agik bir kannucir. Yazar bu eserde, yasami boyunca bulundugu
iilkelerden cesitli yemek tariflerini yine kendine 6zgl anlaumiyle yazmisur.

12. LUKE, H. C.. Cyprus (Second, Revised Edition), London, 1965, s. 192.

SIR HARRY CHARLES JOSEPH LUKE
AND HIS WORKS

ABSTRACT

Sir Harry Luke (1884-1969) worked as Private Secretary to the High Commissioner
of Cyprus and as Commissioner of Paphos and Famagusta at the begininng of the
this century and continued his interest on Cyprus until his death in the island in
1969. He has written over 20 books and several hundreds of articles covering
area but sometimes extending (o Pasific Islands and beyond.
der the Turks” 1921, and “Cyprus-A Portrait and = An
ks on Cyprus.It is believed that

mainly Middle East
His two books “Cyprus Un
Appriciation” 1957 are now among the classic wor
his other works also deserve a further analytical scrutiny.
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ERALP ADANIR’IN KIBRISL] TURKLERDE
MUZIK ADL] ESERININ
DUSUNDURDUKLER]

Tacgey DEBES*

OZET

Eralp Adanir'in Kibrisly Tirklerde
olmasindan, ¢cok 6nemlidir. Konu ]
sunulmussa da eserin dokunm
bazi teknik konular, érne

Miizik adli yapiti bu aland
k kez bir kitap formund
adifi pekeok konu da me
8in degisik donemlerde kullanil
“mesk” sistemi, Kibris'ta icra edilen Tirk Miy,
olarak adlandinlan ilk resmi musikj ¢
Kibris'ta miizik Gzerinde daha cok
Mevlevihane kayilar, eski b
urinind birlestirebilme, dah
tirlerinin, halk, ki
ortadadir.

a ilk eser
a okuyucuya
veut. Mazikolojideki
an nota sistemleri ve
ifi icin de gecerlidir. Dartlelhan
emiyeti ve ozellikle Osmanl, doéneminde
arastinthp, calisilmas: 1azimdyr. Bu konuda
asin kaynaklar ve birka¢c modern arastirma
a saglikli bir tablo ortaya ¢ikanr. Farkli mizik
asik ve popiiler muzik gibi, farkl: calismalar gerektirdigi de

Yukardaki baslig tasiyan kitabiyla genc muzisyen, sunucu ve aragtirmaci
Eralp Adanir, ¢cok genis bir konuya el atmis ve ge
6nemli bir katmaninin icine dalmistir. Genelde m
Tark musikisi tarihi, bazi teknik sorunlardan Otlrli ¢bziilmesi ve izahi cok
zor dallardan biridir. Ornegin Klasik Tiirk Musikisi dedigimiz alanda, eserler,
ytzyillarca mesk denen bir sistemle nesilden nesile aktarilmus, hi¢ nota
kullanilmamus, ya da kullanma tesebbtisleri yetersiz kalmistir. Ebced notas
denen Arab harfleri ile olusan sistem, Abdilbaki Nasir Dede’nin bulup
kullandigi nota, Ermeni bir Tiirk mizigi ustast olan Hamparsum'un notas;
ve Kantemiroglu Notast bunlar arasindadir, Netice itibariyle Ttirk Musikisi,
20. y.y. baglarina kadar genelde mesk usultiyle aktanlmis ve ancak o
zamanlarda ilmf bir kisilik kazandirilan Ttrk Musikisi sistemi, Bati Miizigj
teknigiyle modern anlamda notaya dékilmege baslanmistr. Bu calismalar
halen tamamlanmis degildir. Osmanli sentezinde, 15. y.y.’dan itibaren 20.
y.y."a kadar devam eden bir Klasik Tiirk Miizigi olgusu ve yamtilu.n eserler,
bugiin dahi, geriye kalan kalintilarindan titiz bir ¢alismayla miizikologlar

nel kaltir yapimizin
uzik tarihi ve dzelde
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ervatuarlarda ortayd cikariimak durum””dadlr]ar B
a Tark miiziginin gelisiminde katks, (;]
Atlig'dir. Hentiz bir stajer doktor ji an
€n

Temmuz 1949'da bizzat yonetigi 12 sflik bll(r grupth tKlbnS,a gelip, bel;
de ilk kez ilmi bir koronun Qﬂlla“fm"‘.l“flm' 1 rlls ’ll" 3k“1t{f11.§tl.r. Sanyp
sikredilen bu zorluklar ncdeniYICdlf l“ bir Z“m‘f? N dur MU.Zl.gl tarihi iy,
de gegerli olan, “0 bir deryadir n¢ icilir ne ge'g} i, ;“m@tl- Unlii g4, Y
Kemal Beyatli da ITRI §iirindc1, “Kiskanip _gzz_ 6’ml§” ;zg ve kadey el
pinden ziyade pestesini/ Bize mirast kalds yirmi eser, .erken lv)‘u zorluklgy,
ve bu iinlii bestekann bunca eserinin nasd'kaybolﬂblldigl gergegini Vurgula,
Bu zorluklari bilmesine ragmen boyle bir k?’?U_Ya e.gllen Eralp Adanyp,
cesaretini takdir etmek gerekir. Hele hele bu girisim kitap formunda Yapilag
ilk girisim, ilk atilim ise..
Bizde zaman zaman
Oysa iyi bir elestiri tanitimin €O

tarafindan degisik kons -
miizikologlardan birls! de Kibris

T.C. devlet sanat¢is! Dr. Nevzad

bir eserin tanitimuyla elestirisi birbirine karigtp),,
k otesindedir ve hatta eksikleri géstermeklel

de yetinmemeli, tanitilan esere olumlu bir katkist ?lmal.ld.lr. Biz de olaya
boyle bir ikilemle yana@mak istiyoruz. H§r§eyden once i¢inde bulunulag
sartlarda, degil 200 sayfalik resimli bir kitab1 20 sayfalik bir brosiirii bjje
sahsen bastirip dagitmak baghibagina bir olaydir ve bunu gerceklestirebilep,
herkes takdir gormelidir. Ancak Eralp Adanir'in yapitini elinize alir alma;
belki yazardan kaynaklanmayan bazi olumsuzluklarla karsilasirsiniz. Boyle
snemli bir konunun daha kaliteli bir kagitla basilmast bir temenni olabilir,
bir fihristin, indexin olmayst da Kibris'ta adetten oldugundan anla§llabilir:
ancak bir icindekiler bolimiintin olmayst anlagilamaz. O durumda konuya
nereden basladiginiz da anlamak zor. Zaten Adanir'in eserinin bizce en
biiyiik noksanligt da bu bosluk hissidir. Kitapta konular belli bir perspektif
icine koyabileceginiz bir yaklagim bulunamiyor. Evet kitabin alt baghginda
Dariilelhan ve 1955-1965 Miizik Topluluklan diyerek konular daha spesifik
bir hale sokulmus, ama yine de bunlarin perspektifi ¢izilmemis. Resimlerin

an da yetersiz. Burada bu noktalar1 aktarirken bir kez daha
uz: Eralp Adanir'in kitabt hakkindaki bu

lemelerine verilen dnemden dolayidr,

altyazil
vurgulamak geregini duyuyor
diisiinceler onun kayda deger ince
yoksa kitabin ilmi degerini azaltmak igin degildir.

Kibusl: Tirklerde Miizikin kaynaklarina bakmakta da fayda var. Yazar
diye nitelendirdigi konuyla ilgili yaslt kisilerle yaptigi

-yagayan tarihler-
ajlartyle

soylesilerle ve genelde Halkin Sesi gazetesinin degisik roport
eserine omurga hazirlamus. Bu iki kaynak ¢ok onemli olmasina ragmen
yeterli degildir. Gazete taramasi tim yazili basinin taranmasinin bir pargast
olmalidir. Bu sayede gazete roportaj ve elestirileri de daha anlamli olurdu.
Ornegin verilen resimlerdeki kisilerin belirlenmesi ve tarihlenmesi bu
sayede olabilirdi. Gergi bu konuda genel anlamda kaynak olusturUlﬂCﬂk
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eserler yoktur, ancak mevcut biyografik ¢

diye distinliyorum. Bir anda zikredilebilecek eserler arasinda Ali Nesim’in
Barmayan Egitim Giineglerimiz 2, Bener Hakky Hakeri'nin Kibris Tiirk
Ansiklopedisi 3 (2 Cilt) ve Servet Sami Dedecay’in degisik kitaplar var.
Hagmet Giirkanin ve Hizber Hikmetagalar'in eserlerinde de konuyla ilgili
ilging bilgiler bulunur. Hagmet Giirkan'in Kibris Tarihi'nden Sayfalart isimli
eserinde Mesut Bey ile ilgili ve 1950']; yillara kadar adanin tek Tirk Lisesi
olan Lefkosa Tiirk Lisesi’nde miizik egitimini inceleyen bir yazisi var. Hizber
Hitmetaglar, ilgi ¢ceken ve anilarin da anlattigs Semtler ve Anilars adly
eserinin Sabuncu Ali Bey Ve Digerleri adly yazisinda Hafiz diye bilinen
Selimiye Camisi miiezzinlerinden Hafiz Kemaleddin Efendi’nin iyi bir
neyzen oldugundan bahseder. Bu érnekler tabiatiyla cok daha cogaltilabilir.
Burada sOylenmek istenen, bir caligmayi kalict bir form olan kitap sekline
dontgtiirmeden 6nce ilgili mevzularin ¢ok ¢ok iyi calistimast geregidir.
Eger yazar kitabinin sik sik yeni baskilaring yapma olanagina sahipse bu
eksiklikler kendiliginden ortadan kalkacaktr.

Sunuldugu haliyle Eralp Adanir'in kitab: bir derlemedir denebilir. Bu,

otantik bir analiz yapmak kadar énemlidir. Ayni sekilde ilim, varolan kisilerin
cok az miktarlardaki katkilariyle gelisir. Dolayisiyle eksiksiz derlemeler
yapmak ilmi amacimiz olabilir. Orjinal katk: yapmak ¢cok zor bir meseledir.
Yaraticilik gerektirir. Bu konudaki son séziimiiz su olabilir: Madem ki yazar
Kibris Tiirk Milli Arsivi'nde aylarca ¢aligmug, burada baska kaynaklara da
bakabilirdi. Neden kendini Bozkurtve Halkin Sesi gazeteleriyle sinirlamis
ve genelde 1950°li yillara baglamis anlagilmiyor. Dariilelhan’la ilgili daha
eski gazetelerde eminim ¢ok daha fazla bilgi mevcuttur. Herhalde Arap
harflerine takilana kadar yani 1930’lu yillarin basina kadar gidebilirdi. Ses
ve 86z gazetelerinin o yillara ait niishalan Kibris Tiirk Milli Arsivi'nde olsa
gerektir.

Eralp Adanir'in ikinci kaynak olarak kullandig1 ve yasayan tarihler dedigi
yasly, bilgili kimselerden de daha fazla yararlanmas: gerekirdi. Gerekirdi
diyoruz, ¢linkii bu ¢ok 6nemli kaynak her saniye bu gibi kisilerin sahsinda
goztimiizden ve elimizden uzaklasiyor. Nazim Ali Ileri, Adnan Hakki, Mustafa
Kenan ve digerleri hep boyle olmus. Ger¢i bu sahislardan oldukg¢a
yararlanilmig, ancak bunlarin Kibris Tiirk Sanati'na hizmet stireleri o kadar
uzun ki herbiri hakkinda genis bir monografi yazlabilir. Servet S. Dedecay,
Nazim Ali leri hakkinda béyle bir calisma yapmis, ama orada daha ziyade
sahne oyunlarina yer verilmistir®. Adnan Hakki Bey'in baz bes_te.leri b_ugiin
halen elimizde ve calinabiliyor. Bunun titizlikle devam ett1r11mes1“gc?.k
6nemlidir. Bu arada rahmetli Mustafa Kenan'in da 1986’da zama"mr‘l I?ul‘t.ur
Bakani Ismail Bozkurt tarafindan uzun sanat hizmetlerinden 6tiirti bir ddiile
layik goriilmesi takdir ve devam ettirilmesi gereken bir harekettir. Bunlara
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ilaveten bu gibi, sayilart artik cok azalmig kiﬁ_”(”in :1ilc1crir2in de toplum,
an: isine katkilar agisindan ellerindeki evraki hakiki aragtirmacy|,
sanat gecmisine A Ry e Iin
kullanimina agmalar sartur. Ornegin Nazim A]l.I]Cﬂ nin kutuphzmcsi Ve
ozellikle miizik kolleksiyonunun muhtevasinin incelenip tasnif Cd”mesi
Kibris Tiirk Mizik olayina isik tutacaktir inanc.mclaylm. Bu l.conuda mhme;
diledigimiz Dr. Fikret Rasim’in de arsiv niteliginde zengin bl.r kollekgiyOna
+ sahip oldugunu biliyoruz. Daha bagkalarinin oldugu da kesindir. BUnlann
bir an 6nce tesbiti konu acisindan 6nemlidir. Tekrar edelim, BUnlarm
yapilmamasindan Eralp Adanir sorumlu degildir. Bu yasayan tarihler,
yeterince yararlanilmadan kaybolmasindan tiim aydin kesim Sorumludy,

Kibrish Tiirk’lerde Miizik veya daha dogru bir tabirle Kibrs'ty Tiirk

miizigi Dariilelhan’la baglamamusgtir. Klasik Tuirk MUzigi'nin 6nemli by koly
genelde dini veya tassavvuf miizigi olarak bilinir ve tekkelerde geligmistiy
Ozellikle Mevlevi Tekkeleri bu miizik dalinin iistiin nitelikli bestekarlariny,
adeta bir okulu olmustur. Dahasi burada yetisen miizisyenler diger dallard,
da ¢ok basarili eserler vermislerdir. Ne de bu muizik Islam dini veya Tiirk
irkiyla sinirli kalmistir. Rum, Ermeni ve Yahudi unsurlar Tiirk Miiziginin
gelismesinde 6nemli katkilarda bulunmuslardir. Kibris'ta da benzer bjy seyir
takip edilmistir. Ozellikle Lefkosa Mevlevihanesi bu gelismede etkin
olmustur. Bu Tekke’de 1950’lere kadar kullanilan miizik aletlerj bugiin
ayni yerde mizelik esya olarak sergilenmektedir. Bunlar arasinda Tiirk
Muzigi'nin temel ¢algilarini olugturan kudiim, kanun, tanbur, ud ve neyler
mevcuttur. Ayrica Darlilelhan’in ilk ¢alismalarinin bu Mevlevihane'nip
semahanesinde yapilmasi ve tiyelerinin arasinda mevlevilerin bulunmas; -
Hafiz Sefiki Efendi gibi- (iyi bir hanende ve tef icracisi olan bu zat 1955’den
sonra ad1 gegen tekkenin seyhligini de vekileten yuritmustiir) tesadiifj
degildir. Mevlevi tekkesi bu acidan 1950li yillarin sonuna kadar énemlj bj;
fonksiyonu yerine getirmistir. Hatta denebilir ki Dariilelhan’in niivesi Lefkosa
Mevlevihanesi’'nde olusmustur.

Bu baglamda Darilelhan’in kurucularindan Dr. Dervig
Kayyimbasioglu'nun ifadeleri énemlidir. 1961’de kendisiyle yapilan bir
muilakatta ilk miizik heves ve egitimini Lefkosa mevlevihanesinde aldigin
séylyor.” Kibris'ta Tiirk Miizigi olgusunda daha da énemli olan bir nokta
bu zatin Istanbul’da tip tahsili yaparken burada musiki dersleri de aldidt
ustatlardir. Yine kendi ifadesiyle bunlar Rauf Yekta, Zekai Dedezade Hafiz
Ahmet8, Ismail Fersan Bey’lerdir. Eger dikkat edilirse bunlar, ama 6zellikle
ilk iki isim Ttrk Mizigi konusunda ilk ilmi calismalar yiriitiip Ttrk miizigi
sisteminin olusumunda ¢ok yardimet olan biiyiik miizikologlardir. Dr. Dervis
Kayyimasioglu’nun bunlardan ders almasi Kibris'taki Tiirk Miizigi agisindan
buytk bir sanstir. Bu sayede Dariilelhan’in saglam bir zemin iizerine
kuruldugu anlasiliyor. Ogreti ve icra metodlarinin da ilmi oldugunu
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varsayabiliriz.

Bu ve buna benzer kuruluslarin giiniimiize kadar gelemeyislerinin
sebepleri arasinda iki faktdr vardir. Bunlardan biri adanin Tark nifusunun
kicuklGga, ikincisi ise Turkiye Cumbhuriyeti’nin, kurulusundan sonra ve
ozellikle ilk on yillarda Tirk Mizigi'ne karst ve Baty Muzigi'ne acilis seriiveni
icine girmesidir. Resmi veya etkili cevrelerde Tiirk Mizigine karsi bir
kotiileme, en azindan bir kiictik gérme hareketi baslatlmus, Batt Miizigi 6n
plana ¢ikartilmis ve sanki arada bir zidlik varmis havasi yaratilmistir. Bu
catismalar 1970°li yillara kadar uzamis ve hatta guniimiziin sanattaki
evrensel hoggorusiine karsin zamanimizda dahi tekrarlanabilmektedir. Tark
Muzigi icin kullanilan ve asagilayicr imalar iceren meyhane muzigi, saray
miuizigi, alaturka muzik tabirleri boyle yanlis bir mentalitenin triinleri olsa
gerektir. Oysa bu donemde yani 1925-1950 yillan arasinda Kibristan yetisen
sanatkarlarin hemen hepsi hem Tiirk ve hem de bat muzigine vakifular.
Nazim Ali Ileri’'nin operetleri ve sarkilari buna guzel bir 6rnektir. Ayni sekilde
Mustafa Kenan'in hem bir Ttirk miizigi ve hem de bir Bati muzigi grubunda
¢alabilmesi ayni sekildedir. Bunlarin yanisira Tiirkiye'de sbhret kazanmus
belki de ilk Kibrisli miizisyen olan Suat Giin’tin (1915-1953) ilk eserlerinden
Cicibay bu tir bati miizigi fantazi eserlerindendir. Bu Kibrisl sanatcinin
1940’larda Istanbul’da popiiler oldugu anlasilan sarkilarini maalesef TRT
repertuarinda bulamadik. Oysa miizikolog Mustafa Rona’ya gore® bu sanatci
sonradan ¢ok orjinal sarkilara imza atmug, ancak genc yasta vefat etmistir.

Goruliyor ki Bat etkisinin yogunlastig: yillarda daima bu ikilem hakim
olmustur. :

Osmanli yénetimi altindaki Kibris'ta Tirk Miizigi tabii ki basta
tekkelerde olmak tizere halk arasinda da yaygindi. O derece de ki bu
muzigin icrasint Rum ve Ermeniler de yapiyordu. Oyun havalarinin hakim
oldugu digiin solenlerindeki icracilar daha ziyade halkin icinden gelip
miizigi kulaktan 6grenenlerdi. Buna ragmen keman, mandolin, ut ve cumbiis
gibi aletleri 6greten Rum ve Ermeni hocalar ragbetteydi. Burada kiiciik bir
ada oldugumuzdan klasik miizigi halk muziginden ayirmak daha da zordur.
Bunlara ilaveten ve &zellikle yine diigiin ve baska merasimlerde halk icin
icra edilen mizikte kaginilmaz olarak Rumlarla karsilikli bir etkilesim de
s6z konusudur. 1767°de Kibris't ziyaret eden bir alim! burada yaygin olan
bir oyun havasinin notasini ¢ikartir ve buna Kibris dansi: Danse de Chypre
der ki bu bize bu miizigin her iki toplum tarafindan kullanildigini kanitlar.
Bu konuda kendi folklérctilerimizin de bazi 6nemli ve basanli calismalan
varll, Ayni sekilde bazi Rum miizisyenlerinin de bu karsihikli etkilesimi
ele alan ¢alismalart oldugunu biliyoruz. Ancak bunlar tabii ki daha ziyade
halk ezgileri tizerine yapilan ¢alismalardir. Yoksa Klasik Tiirk Miizigi'nin

Bizans, Arap ve Hint muzikleriyle olan iligkilerini ele alan klasik eser,
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Hiiseyin Sadettin Arel’in Tiirk Musikisi Kimincfir 12adl tinlg ¥apitg,-

Bizim kanimiz su ki Eralp Adanir Kibnisir Tiirkler'de Miizif , dl; Q(:-
biraz daha detaya inebilirdi. Ornegin Dartlelhan konusund, Sen-é;g?i’:
Dedecay'in Nazim Ali fler adls eser%nc.le.r b'u k.onuda daha cok bilg; ".;;-dz-i
Bu bilgi izin almak suretiyle miizikle ilgili bir kitapta da yer alabjj;; di i-rd
Eralp Adanir'in elinden geldigini yaptig anlasiliyor. Ke-ndisiru'n de be[i;‘j_:j
gibi cksik ve hatalan baskalannin da tamamlamasi gerekir. Bu tiir ?all§ﬂm1::"

-

4

J

devamini dileriz.

I NOTLAR VE KAYNAKLAR

BEYATLI, Yahya Kemal. Kendi Gokkubemiz, Istanbul, 1976

NESIM, Ali. Batmayan Egitim Glineslerimiz, Lefkosa, 1988

HAKERI, Bener Hakki. Kibris Tiirk Ansiklopedisi (2 Cilv), Lefkosa, 159

GURKAN, Hasmet. Kibris Tarihinden Sayfalar, Nehir Yaynlar, Leﬂ\—o§a’19;)

HIKMETAGALAR, Hizber. Semtler ve Anilar, Marifet Yayinlar;, Istanbu}

1996. '

DEDECAY, Servet. Nazim Ali Heri, Lefkosa, 1991.

Servet Sami Dedegay bu zatn ismi olarak Gayyimbasi’ni kullapr.

8. Bu miizikolog tinli Zekai Dede’nin oglu olup Ahmet Irsoy (1869-1943)
olarak da taninir. Kitapta iki ayri sahismis gibi sanilabilir.
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THE MUSIC OF THE CYPRIOT TURKS

ABSTRACT

It is suggested that the book called “Kibrisli Tiirklerde Miizik (The Music of
the Cypriot Turks)” by Eralp Adanur is significant for its being the first on this
subject. However for some technical reasons, it has not touched on many
issues which are relevant such as the various systems used to write and
transfer music by the Ottomans. Although DARULELHAN was the first known
society in Cyprus for music founded in 1930; centuries ago clasical Turkish
music in its purest form was practiced in Mevlevi convent, being in Nicosia,
now an ethnographic museum. Folk music also existed among the Cypriot
Turks in rural areas. It is hoped that more research is carried out in this field

and a better picture is presented, probing into different aspect and different
types of music used by the Turks in Cyprus.
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YAZARLARA DUYURU

1. Dergimizde yayimlanacak yazlar Tirkce veya Ingilizce olabilir ve tic
kopya halinde asagidaki adrese gonderilir:

ismail Bozkurt

Kibris Arastirmalarn Merkezi

Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi

Gazimagusa

Mersin 10 - Turkey.

2. a) Dergiye gonderilen yazilar, baska bir yerde yayimlanmamus veya
yayimlanmak tizere génderilmemis olmalidir. Yazilar yayimlanmak tizere

kabul edildigi takdirde, Kibris Aragtrmalan Dergisi biitiin yayin haklarina
sahip olur.

b) Génderilen yazilar yayimlansin va ya yayimlanmasin geri verilmez.

¢) Yazilardaki distince, gorls, varsayim, tez ya da savlar yazarlarina

aittir. Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi ile Kibris Arastirmalan Merkezi'ni
baglamaz.

d) Yazilar, kaynak gosterilerek (Yazar, baslik, cilt, say1, yil ile Dergi'nin,
Merkez'in ve Universite’nin adlar1) aktanlabilir.

3. Yazilar kagidin bir yliziine cift aralikli yazilmalidir. Basliklar ve alt basliklar
kisa olmalidir. Notlar, kaynaklar, tablolar ve sekiller ayri sayfalara
yazilmahdir. Yazinin ilk sayfasinda su bilgiler olmalidir: (i) yazinin baghig;
(ii) yazar(lar)'in bagl bulunduklari kuruluslar; (i) en cok 100 kelimelik
Tiirkce Ozet; (iv) en ¢ok 150 kelimelik Ingilizce 6zet; (v) varsa, yazar(lar)in
yardimlarint gordigl kisi ve/veya kurumlara tesekkiir. Ayni sayfadaki
bir dipnotta, iletisim kurulacak yazarin adi, kurumu belirtilmelidir.

. Tablo ve figtirlere baslik ve sira numarasi verilmeli, basliklar tablo ve
figiirlerin Gizerinde yer almal, kaynaklar ve figirlerle ilgili notlar ise alta
yazilmalidir. Denklemlere sira numarast verilmelidir. Sira numaras;
parantez i¢inde ve sayfanin sag tarafinda yer almalidir. Denklemlerin
tiretilisi kisa olarak gosteriliyorsa, hakemlere verilmek tzere tiretme
islemi bitin basamaklariyla ayri bir sayfada gosterilmelidir.

Yazilarda dipnotlarina yer vermekten olabildigine kacinilmast ve burada
soyleneceklerin metin i¢ine yedirilmesi yeglenmelidir. Zorunlu olarak
verilecek dipnotlarla kaynaklarin numaralanmasi ve ayrt bir sayfada
“Notlar” veya “Notlar ve Kaynaklar” baghg: altinda toplanmasi gereklidir.

329

Scanned by CamScanner



JOURNAL FOR CYPRUS STUDIES

. wrufr alunda da verilebilir. Gonderme yapil
onotlar az sayida ise, sayfa 4 aa v oone Apilan
I])I;r)gio"c derlc)mclcrdcki makalelerin sayfa numaralari kesmllkle
ac
belirtilmelidir
Kaynaklarda asagida srneklenen bicim kurallarina uyulmalidir:

Kitaplar )
{;,17,”2 Soyadi (biiyiik harflerle), Adt. KlFﬂblr} Adl,- Y’*Y‘mlﬂndlg,
Az er ilk baski degilse 6nce ilk bask; tarihj

- Tarihi, (Eg
Kent, Yayinevi Tarihi, ( 0 ’ ot
ve p';mmez icinde kullanilan niishanin bask tarihi)

| Dergiler: ]
Yazarin Soyadi (biiytiik harflerle), Adt. Yazinin Baghg;, Derginin
Adi, Derginin Cildi/say1st, Yayimlandigt Kent, .S_(aymevi, Tarihj.
Sayfa numarast her iki halde de en sonda verilir.

Ayni kaynak ikinci kez verildigi zaman, yazarin soyadi ve a.ge. (kitap
icin) veya a.g.m. (yaz icin) ile sayfa numaras (gerekirse), Ingilizce olarak

da ibid sdzcugl yazilir.
Yazilarin bir kopyasinin bilgisayar dosyasi seklinde gonderilmesi tercip

| edilmektedir. Dosya tercihen DOS formatinda, 5.25” veya 3.5” diskete

kopya edilmelidir. Disketteki dosya ile yazinin ayni olmasi gerekmektedir
Disket ile birlikte kullamilan yazinin programi, bilgisayar ismi ve dosya

ismi gonderilmelidir.
Bu duyuruda belirtilen kurallara uymayan yazilar, gerekli diizeltmelerin
yapilmast icin yazar(lar)a geri gbnderilebilir.

ABONELIK KOSULLARI:

.K{bns Aragtirmalan Dergisi, yilda dort kez yayimlanir. Abonelik kosullan

i¢in "Yazarlara Duyuru’nun 1 inci maddesinde s6z0 edilen adres ya dz;

1(\13 9? ?61{6 oy, 39D 366 6588 No.lu telefonlar veya (392) 367 0027
0.lu faks araciligi ile Kibris Aragtirmalan Merkezi'ne basvurulmalidir.
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NOTICE TO CONTRIBUTORS

1. Papers either in English or Turkish are accepted. Papers for publication
should be send in triplicate to:

Ismail Bozkurt

Centre For Cyprus Studies
Eastern Mediterranean University
Gazi Magusa

Mersin 10 Turkey.

2. a) Submission of a paper will be held to imply that it contains original
unpublished work and is not been submitted for publication elsewhere.
Upon acceptance of an article, author(s) will be asked to transfer
copyright of the article to Journal For Cyprus Studies.

b) Manuscripts submitted to the Journal For Cyprus Studies will not be
returned, regardless whether or not they are accepted for publication.

c) All of the ideas, views, thoughts and teories published in the Journal
For Cyprus Studies are the sole responsibility of the authors and do not
reflect the views, beliefs or policies of Eastern Mediter

ranean University
or The Centre For Cyprus Studies.

d) Articles published in the Journal For Cyprus Studies may be cited as
references, provided full bibliographical credit is given as listed: Author,
title, names of the Journal, Centre and University; issue; volume; year.

3. Manuscripts should be typed double spaced on one side of the paper.
Titles and subtitles should be short. Notes, references, tables and figures
should be printed on separate pages. The first page should include (i)
the title of the manuscript; (ii) the name of the author(s); (iii) institutional
affiliation(s) of the author(s); (iv) an abstract of not more than 100
words; and (v) acknowledgments, if any. A footnote on the same sheet
should give the name and address of the corresponding author.

4. Tables and figures should be numbered consecutively and titled. The
number and title should appear at the top; the sources and notes about
figures at the bottom. Equations should be numbered consequently.
Equation numbers should appear in parentheses at the right margin.
In cases where the derivation of formulae has been abbreviated, it is
of great help to the referees if the full derivation can be presented on
a separate sheet (not to be published). Footnotes should only be used
if absolutely essential. Footnote and references should be numbered
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der the heading “Notes” or “Notes anq
)t too much, maybe shown underneqyy,
mbers for periodicals anq

and typed on a separate page un
References”. If the footnotes are ne¢

S 4 1
of the page(s). Ensur¢ that the page nt

collections are included.
5. References should appear follows:

| Books
Surname(s) of Author(s) in block letters, Name(s) of Author(s)
The name of the Book, place, Press, Year.

| Periodicals
in block letters, Names(s) of Author(s),

Surname(s) of Author(s) [ :
The Title of Manuscript, Name of Periodical, Number of Periodical,

Place: Press, Date.
The page number(s) should

reference should appear once again, only the surname of the
mber(s) (if necessary) should be

appear at the end.

If any
author, the word ibid and the page nu

cited.

6. Submission of accepted papers as electronic manuscripts is encouraged.
The preferred storage medium is 5.25 or 3.5 inch disk in DOS format.
Authors are requested to make absolutely sure that the files on the disk
and the printout are identical. Please specify the software and hardware
used as well as the title of the file to be processed.

7. Any manuscript which does not conform to the above instructions may
be returned for the necessary revision before publication.

CONDITIONS OF SUBSCRIPTION

Journal for Cypx;us Studies is published in one volume for four issues per
yc?ar. For subscription please apply to the address mentioned on page (1)
or telephone No.’s (392) 366 6588, (392) 366 1999, fax No. (392) 367 0027
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