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The Centre for Cyprus Studies
Director: Prof. Dr. Naciye Dorath

Members of the Executive Committee: Prof. Dr. Necdet Osam, Assoc. Prof.
Dr. Netice Yildiz, Assist. Prof. Dr. Altay Nevzat, Assist. Prof. Dr. Tufan
Erhtrman, Baki Boga¢, Nazif Bozatlt

The Centre for Cyprus Studies at Eastern Mediterranean University was
established in 1995 for the purpose of encouraging scholarly research on the
socio-political history and environmental issues related to Cyprus. The fields of
research supported by the Centre range from archaeology, anthropology and
economics to history, linguistics and folklore.

The Centre is also working to develop documentation centre on all aspects
of the history of Cyprus. Also, as part of its mission, perform some
collaborative projects aimed at the development and preservation of the
historical and cultural heritage of the island. The centre also is fostering close
contacts with other institutions involved in related research. As the Centre
grows, its resources will include online bibliographical services, audiovisual
facilities and archives such as videotapes, dia-positives, photographs and
microfilm of rare book and manuscript collections. Currently the art archive
project of TRNC artists is one of these which has a rich collection of
documentation for the researchers.

The Centre for Cyprus Studies coordinates research projects and hosts
scholars in fields of study relevant to its mission. The Centre also organizes an
congress and seminars on Cyprus-related studies, and issues the biannual Journal

of Cyprus Studies, JCS.
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Kibris Arastirmalar:t Merkezi

Baskan: Prof. Dr. Naciye Doratlt
Yonetim Kurulu: Prof. Dr. Necdet Osam, Dog. Dr. Netice Yildiz, Yard. Dog.
Dr. Altay Nevzat, Yard. Do¢. Dr. Tufan Erhiirman, Baki BoZag, Nazif Bozath

Kibris Aragtirmalart Merkezi, Kibris’in tarihi, kiltiir mirasi, sosyo-politik ve
cevre sorunlart tizerine yapilan akademik aragtirmalart tesvik etmek ve catist
altinda himaye etmek amaciyla, 1995 senesinde Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi
tarafindan kuruldu.

Merkezin ilgi alanina giren baglica arastirma konulari, 6zellikle arkeoloji,
antropoloji, mimari, tarih, sanat, sanat tarihi, dil bilimi, edebiyat, mizik, hukuk,
iktisat, toplum bilimi, halk bilimi, cinsiyet ¢aligmalari, filoloji, psikoloji, siyasal
bilimler, uluslararast iliskiler, ve ¢evre sorunlart gibi geni§ bir alan
kapsamaktadir. Merkezin amaclarindan biri  kiltir mirasinin korunmasin
saglamaktir. Bu nedenle ¢esitli kurum ve kisiler ile igbirligi cercevesinde projeler
yuratir. Merkezin diger bir amact ise ilgili alanlarda iyi bir dokiimantasyon
merkezi olusturmaktir. Halen KIKKCTC’li sanatcilara ait kismen sanal ortama da
aktarilmig bit argiv gelistirmis durumdadur.

Merkez, duzenli araliklatla Ulnslararas: Kibris Arastimalar: Kongresi, ve farkl
temalarda seminer ve sempozyumlar diizenlemekte ve sunulan bildirileri kitap
halinde yayimlamaktadir. Ayrica, 1995 yilindan beri Kibris Arastirmalar: Dergisi
(Journal of Cyprus Studies) adli gok disiplinli, hakemli, iki dilde (Ingilizce ve Tirkge)
yayimlanan ve yilda iki defa ¢ikartilan uluslararasi nitelikli stireli bir yayin
kapsaminda bilimsel ve 6zgiin aragtirmalar yayimlamaktadir.



Aims and Scopes of JCS

The Journal of Cyprus Studies is a publication of EMU-CCS (Centre for Cyprus
Studies) which was launched in 1995. It is a multi-disciplinary, refereed and
bilingual journal (both in English and Turkish) published biannually. JCS is
dedicated to the scholarly study of all aspects of Cyprus issues at a global level.

Papers submitted for consideration are expected to focus on subject matter
specifically related to the island of Cyprus and may include (but are not
restricted to) the following areas of interest: archaeology, culture, history, art,
linguistics, literature, music, law, economics, sociology, geography, folklore,
gender studies, philology, psychology, political science and history of medicine,
as well as book reviews on recent publications, historical sources, abstracts of
recent theses on Cyprus and news and reports on important recent scientific
events. Because of its particularly interdisciplinary focus on social matters, JCS
does not accept technical or highly specialized engineering material.

Material published in the JC§ may include original critical essays or studies,
statements of reasoned opinion, sustained critical responses relevant to
published material, book reviews, translations, photographs, reproductions of
works of art or cultural artefacts, interviews, official documents, transcripts of
media broadcasts, or reprints of significant texts.

Because of the unique legal and political contexts of the citizens of Cyprus,
problems of ideological and methodological bias in the writing of history are a
central issue for the JCS, and one of its primary objectives is to establish
definitive and authoritative texts for primary source material related to the
history of Cyprus. The JCS may reserve a part for archive documents which
have significant historical, legal, political and cultural character related to the
history of the island. The purpose is to make these documents available to
researchers without censorship and to provide a foreground or draw attention
for those documents already published but created problems in the past due to
distortion or wrong interpretation due to translation errors.

The Journal of Cyprus Studies does not discriminate against contributions on
the basis of the nationality, race, ethnicity, religion or gender of the contributors;
nor on the basis of their points of view or conclusions, provided that they are
conveyed by careful, reasoned argument and discussion.

Submissions are sent by the editor(s) anonymously for review to experts
whose identities also remain confidential. The editor may, where complex issues
are concerned, invite other contributors to submit critical evaluations and
responses to an article, or alternative perspectives; and these may be published
simultaneously.
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Kibris Arastirmalar: Dergisi’nin Amaglari ve Hedefleri

Kibris Arastimalar: Dergisi, Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi - Kibris Aragtirmalart
Merkezi’nin yayin organt olup, disiplinler arast Kibris ile ilgili Tturkge veya
Ingilizce 6zgiin ve evrensel boyutta caligmalara yer veren hakemli bir derg olup
senede iki kez yayimlanmaktadir.

Yayin hayatina 1995°de baglayan Kibris Arastirmalar: Dergisi (JCS), Kibris ile
ilgili bilimsel 6zgin makaleler yanisira, tanitim yazilari, giincel bilimsel etkinlikler
ile ilgili haberler, raporlar ve arsiv belgelerine yer vermektedir.

JCS, lngilizce ve Tirkge olarak iki dilde yayimlanmaktadir. Dergiye
gonderilecek ¢aligmalar genelde Kibris adasi ile ilgili konular gercevesinde
arkeoloji, antropoloji, mimarlik, tarih, sanat, sanat ve mimarlik tarihi, dilbilimi,
miizik, hukuk, ekonomi, siyaset bilimi, uluslararas iligkiler, sosyoloji, halkbilimi,
edebiyat, psikoloji ve cinsiyet ayrimciligt alaninda 6zgiin makaleler, kitap, tarihi
kaynaklar ve filmlere ait tanitimlar yaninda yeni tamamlanmig yiksek lisans ve
doktora tezi Gzetleri, giincel bilimsel etkinlik habetleri ve raporlar olmalidir.
Disiplinler arasi sosyal icerikli caligmalari kapsamast nedeniyle JCS teknik ve
mihendislik konularindaki makaleleri kabul etmez.

Kibris’ta yasayan halklarin kendilerine 6zgii yasal kosullart nedeniyle
ideolojik veya yontemsel 6nyarginin tarihinin yazilmasindaki etkin roli JCS igin
ana hedeflerden birini olusturdugundan, Kibrs Aragtimalar: Dergisinin temel
amaglarindan biri, Kibris tarihinde kesin ve yetkin yazilardan meydana gelen bir
ana kaynakea olusturmaktir. Bu nedenle, JCS$’nin bazt sayilarinda Kibris tarihi ile
ilgili, tarihsel, hukuksal, siyasal ve kaltirel belgelerden olugan titiz bir caligma
sonucu elde edilmis, dikkatle kurgulanmis ve dogrulanmis arsiv belgelerine de
yer verecek ve gereken yerlerde cesitli ve farklilik gosteren belgelerle ilgili
dipnotlar verilecektir. Amag, bu belgeleri sansirden wuzak bir bicimde
aragtirmactlarin kullanimina sunmak yaninda gegmiste yayimlanmig olan ve
ceviriden veya yorum farkliliklarindan kaynaklanan sorunlara da dikkat
cekmektir.

Kibris Arastirmalar: Dergisi, milliyet, 1k, etnik kéken, din veya cinsiyet fark:
gbzetmeksizin, bakig acilart veya vardiklart sonuglar itibar ile, itinalt ve mantikli
tartigma iceren yazilara aciktir. JCS’e gonderilen butiin yazilar, degerlendirilmek
tzere incelenirken yazarin oldugu kadar hakemin de kimlikleri gizli tutulur.
Tartigmaya actk konular s6z konusu oldugunda, editér herhangi bir makaleye
iliskin elestirel degerlendirmeler, yanitlar veya alternatif yaklagimlar icin bagka
aragtirmactlardan goris isteyebilir ve bu konudaki biitiin gérasler JCSnin aymni
sayisinda yer alir.
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Editorial

As the Editor of this issue, it is my pleasure to address the readers of
JCS, which is one of the few academic journals, less than the fingers of a
hand, that publishes papers solely relevant to Cyprus studies since 1995.
As one of the members of the editorial board in the first five yeats of its
publication life, and working as guest editor for the publication of this
current issue as well as on the executive board of the Centre for Cyprus
Studies, I would express my regrets that due to the recent publication
and promotion criteria of the Turkish universities, we have little chance
to attract high quality studies pertinent to Cyprus topics. However, it is
my duty to thank to all those who selected JCS for their valued studies.
The editorial team of the journal, with the aim to publish high quality
studies, has selected four articles out of neatly a dozen of articles
submitted by researchers for this issue through a refereed process. 1
would like to acknowledge the efforts of our anonymous referees for
their serious works to assess and also to give valuable recommendations
for the improvements of the papers.

As the new team involved in the Centre for Cyprus Studies, it is one
of our aims to increase publications significant to environmental issues
and architectural heritage of Cyprus alongside the papers in political
sciences mainly with a target to contribute to the peace process of the
island and other topics to enlighten the island’s culture.

In this issue, one of the articles by Aytanga Dener is presenting an
interesting workshop case performed with a group of colleagues and
graduate students in the neglected areas of north Lefkosa (Nicosia),
which are mainly located close to the borderline, dividing the historic city
into two, where mainly low income immigrants are currently living.
Parallel to the survey which revealed several alterations in the living areas
due to the creativeness of the residents with their intuition to create
some attachments with limited budgets so as to create better living
conditions, a similar project is performed with humoresque creative ideas
by the researchers who took part in the survey and workshop.

Ege Uluca Ttmer’s article presents an architectural history survey
about the improvements and alterations executed in Gazimagusa
(Famagusta) historic walled city during the British period.

The article of Ali Efdal Oztiirk, a historian, is a study to signify the
important part of Cyprus in the international trade in the Mediterranean
area during the 18" century Ottoman Rule based on research in Shers
Sicils (the Court Registers) of Lekosa (Nicosia) which bear the most
trusted information regarding the socio-economic history of the island.



Muzaffer Ercan Yilmaz, in his article entitled as “Analyzing and
Resolving the Cyprus Conflict” is presenting a summary of the efforts for
the possible solution of the Cyprus problem so as to bring peace through
the diplomatic talks while he makes further indications which could be
realized as crucial steps that would ensure the continuity of peace.

The last part of JCS which is reserved for reviews on noteworthy
publications is introducing two detailed works. One of these entitled as
“A Constructive Review with Criticisms Derived from the Cypriot Case
about the Lijphart’s Politics of Accommodation”, is a contribution by a
young talented scholar, Diren¢ Kanol. The second review is about a
historical source, Journal of Cyprian Studies, authored by myself. I believe
that this is one of the academic journals born successfully in 1889
although due to unknown reasons, it could not have the chance to
survive after the first issue. Journal of Cyprian Studies, which we could
relate as an elder deceased sibling to our journal is one of the first
attempts to publish a scientific journal merely on Cyprus topics by a
group of European origin resident scholars in Cyprus at a time when
most of the local people were still struggling with illiteracy and low
economic life conditions. It was during the early 1990s that I had
discovered an issue of this rarely known work in the British Library and
since then, it had become one of the idols to guide me in my studies on
Cyprus themes that also urged me to write the first draft proposal for the
project to launch a centre for Cyprus Studies at EMU as well as initiating
the publication of a similar periodical.

As JCS reaches to its 39™ issue, it is our hope to contribute to the
Cyprus studies so as it could gain a well-regarded position on the
international scientific arena with scholarly articles and reviews as it did
since 1995. I would also take this opportunity to express my heart-felt
thanks to Prof. Dr. Abdullah Oztoprak, the Rector of EMU, Prof. Dr.
Naciye Doratly, the Chair of the Centre for Cyprus Studies, Prof. Dr.
Necdet Osam, the Chair of Emupress, and to Nihal Sakarya, our
dedicated secretaty, as well as to the staff of the Eastern Mediterranean
University Printing House. I also acknowledge the kind corroborations
and assistance of my colleagues Prof. Dr. Sebnem Onal Hoskara, Prof.
Dr. Adnan Ince, Assoc. Prof. Dr. Erol Kaymak and Assist. Prof. Dr.
Stitheyla Erbilen to the realisation of this issue.

Netice Yildiz
Guest Editor
(Member of the Executive Committee of CCS)
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ATTACHMENT (++): The Third Space in the Walled City
Nicosia

Aytanga Dener”
Istanbul Technical University

Abstract

Attachments in the cityscapes are mobile, temporary, light, small, demountable
units conceived to fulfill the urgent needs of the “others” that they confront in
the third (lived) space. They are the prostheses supporting the disabilities of the
ones who are not recognized, discriminated against and deterritorialized. This
paper’s main goal is to discuss the attachments designed by the practitioners
from different disciplines as the transdisciplinary entities in between, art and
architecture, present and future, symbols and everyday objects/structures
considering the discourses based on socio-economic and ontological shifts —
more encompassing perspectives on space and the spatiality of human life. The
second goal is to evaluate the ideas and the projects proposed in the workshop,
“Attachment ++” undertaken by the architecture students and their instructors
in the historical walled city, Nicosia. The attachments designed in the workshop
emphasize the dilapidated architectural environment and the ongoing socio-
political, economic problems due to the conflicts between Turkish and Greek
communities besides the needs of the inhabitants mostly migrated from Turkey
and live in an enclave-habitat established to hold onto life. They are the symbols
of struggle, resistance and hope. The paper is composed of three main parts: the
introduction, attachments revealing a symbiotic relation between the additional
body and the existing structure and the socio-spatial situation of Nicosia;
theoretical inquiry; discussion relevant to the results of the workshop.

Key words: architectural environment, attachment, Nicosia, symbiotic relation,
struggle, third space, transdisciplinary, resistance.

Oz

Sehir mekanlarindaki eklentiler, hareketli, gecici, hafif, kicik ve sokilip
takilabilir birimler, &tekilerin tciinci mekanda karst karstya kaldiklar acil
gereksinimleri gidermek tzere tasarlanir. Bu protezler, taninmayan, ayrimciliga
ugramis yersizlestirlmis kimselere engelleri konusunda destek olutrlar. Bu
makalenin ana amact, insan hayatinin mekansalligt ve mekan konularinda daha
kapsayict perspektiflere dayanan ve sosyoekonomik, ontolojik kaymalar Gzerinde

duran soylemleri gézontinde bulundurarak farkll disiplinlerde galisma yapan
kisilerce tasarlanan ve disiplinler Otesi, sanat ve mimarlik, simdi ve gelecek,

* Prof. Dr. Aytanga Dener, Istanbul Technical University (I'TU), Faculty of Architecture,
Department of Architecture. Cyprus International University (CIU) Visiting Faculty

2008-2010, avtanga@gmail.com
Journal of Cyprus Studies 39 (2010) (7-30) ISSN 1303-295 © emupress
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sembolik ve gundelik nesne/yapilar arasinda birimler olarak eklentileti
tartismaktir.  Ikinci amac, “Eklentiler ++” konulu atdlye calismasinda,
Lefkosa’da, tarihi duvarlar icindeki alanda, mimarlik Ggrencileri ve Ggretim
tyelerince o6nerilen fikir ve projeleri degetlendirmektir. Atdlye calismasinda
tasarlanan eklentiler, kéhnelesmis mimari cevreyi, Turk ve Rum toplumlari
arasinda siiregelen catismalara bagl sosyopolitik ve ekonomik sorunlart ve
Tirkiye’den gbcerek bu alana yerlesen ancak yasama tutunmak tizere ice kapali
bir yerlesim alant olusturan kisilerin gereksinimlerini vurgulamaktadir. Eklentiler,
micadele, direnis ve umudun sembolleridir.

Makale ¢ ana bolimden olusmaktadir: tanitim, var olan yapilar ile ek
birimler arasindaki simbiotik iliskiyi ortaya ¢ikaran eklentiler, Lefkoga’nin sosyal-
mekansal durumu; kuramsal sorgulama; atélye calismasmnin  sonuclarinin
tartigtlmast.

Anahtar sozciikler: direnis, eklenti, Lefkosa, mimari cevre, mucadele, simbiotik
iliski, iclincti mekan.

Introduction

Two different entities, the existing body and the one attached to it can
live together by tolerating each other and by abiding the agreement that
they have reached in consideration of certain benefits. However, in this
process, the partakers may have conflicts; the newcomer can define the
former as obsolete and want to eradicate it, whereas the former can
reject the newcomer because of its disruptive approach against the
established order.

In cities, the ideological and structural flexibility/rigidity has an
important role in the acceptance of attached bodies. The liberal social
environments accept the presence of the “different other” -the newly
joined bodies- more easily. The attempts of adding “the new” lead up to
the change of the appearance of city spaces as a whole as well as people’s
way of living and their value system. Unlike for the advocators of the
new, conservatives develop policies, laws and regulations -mechanisms
for controlling the “violating” bodies -in order to protect the existing
order. The radical reordering and reformation efforts of the ones who
propose new beginnings and tolerate differences regarding plurality as an
enrichment contradict with the expectations of the groups who prefer
continuity. Through struggles, cities -as big market places- more often
come to the point of accepting people who have settled subsequently
and providing them the necessary services as well as making spatial and

8
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legal arrangements to prevent big social explosions. The newcomers try
to adapt themselves to the new environments and force the city
conditions to change as much as they can.

Today, the issues emerging in the cities of overdeveloped countries
changed considerably. The structural change in the economies of late
capitalist systems have deterritorialized people and -using the highly
developed technologies -the groups that are considered to be urban
nomads have started to adopt different strategies. Not only short term
jobs, temporary living places and speed have entered into everyday lives
but also the quality of social relations and the ways of communication
have greatly changed. With increasing populations and easier
transportation possibilities, the cities have become much bigger,
although they have significantly lost their characteristic identities because
of standardized formal and structural qualities —shopping malls, airports,
fast food stores, coffee houses etc. which are all look alike.

In this account, the designers have begun to think about the hitherto
undiscovered potentials of the cities. Abandoned ware houses,
devastated buildings and left over places give ideas for the reevaluation
of city spaces and create alternative possibilities for the accommodation
of the new urban people. Thus, rearranged spaces and attached bodies
add new dimensions to the cities. With this effort, the designers
emphasize the contemporary issues of cities and create opportunities to
question the present socioeconomic order that triggers the consumption
rates, the scales and the quantity whereas the cultural and humanistic
values are diminishing. In the 2000s, the designers from Western
countries started to discuss current issues, mobility, temporariness,
adaptability and transformability using a terminology borrowed from
biology. Consequently the transdisciplinary practitioners, artists and
architects contributed to the endeavor of rereading the cities in this
manner.

On the other side, “attachment”s have been the reality of the cities in
developing countries all along. The lower income groups have been
adding extra bodies both for domestic and commercial uses to upgrade
their standards of living. The illegal occupation of the ruined historical
settlements or vacant private and municipal lands by the immigrants and
poverty are still in the agendas of several cities. In developing countries,
inhabitants add varying bodies into the city because of the administrative
deficiencies that leave the doors open for people to build their own
worlds in the way they perceive and recognize their environment. The

9
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economic aspects constitute the other side. Financial needs are the
primaty reason behind the spatial interventions of people. It helps them
to improve their economic conditions.

Socio-Spatial Context in Nicosia

Nicosia is the capital of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
(TRNC). Surrounded by historical walls, the city is bisected in the middle
by the Green Line protected by the UN (United Nations) forces. TRNC
has many social, political and economic problems. The international
community has not yet recognized it as an independent state although
Turkish Cypriots proclaimed their own republic after the Turkish
intervention in 1974. Strict socioeconomic embargos and the isolations
have continued and thus the North has stagnated while the South,
despite its losses in the conflict, has recovered rapidly.

The divided city center lost its charm for investment and public/civic
services after the Wall was erected. The socio-economic decline of the
city’s core pushed business centers and housing development toward
other areas of the city. During the late 1970s and the early 1980s, many
Turkish Cypriots moved from their ancestral homes in the walled city to
new homes and apartment blocks in the emerging suburbs. This
abandonment of the central area resulted in a large number of vacant
housing spaces.

The decreased population -80 % of the population living in the
walled city abandoned their houses between the years 1974 and 1979-
and the demand for labor appealed the first immigrant groups from
Turkey to move to TRNC. In later years, unemployment in Turkey and
the new employment offers in the construction sector of TRNC
encouraged the informal labor sector -the lower waged workers- to settle
in TRNC.! Today, many immigrant families largely from the Eastern and
Southern parts of Turkey live in the buildings abandoned by the
Cypriots. In fact, poor families accept the dilapidated sites in the
historical city as an incubator/habitat. The middle and upper income
Cypriots discriminate against these sites. The immigrant groups are
oppressed not because they are Turkish citizens in the way they believe,
but because of the marginalization of informal labor sector due to the
class, ethnic and spatial factors.? In order to adjust themselves, poor
people make spatial changes by adding different items and rearranging
certain parts so that they can exist in the city both socially and
economically and define the site as their symbolic refuge.

10
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Depending on the master plan decisions, only a few parts of the city
have been restored and opened to touristic visits and commercial uses.
The areas along the Wall, back streets of the market place and many
other quarters in the historical city still need to be upgraded socio
spatially.

In this regard, a workshop titled “Attachment ++” was arranged in
Nicosia, TRNC.? Architecture students and their instructors participated
the workshop.* They accepted the objects, rooms, decorations and signs
added by the inhabitants as the first layer laid over the city context
“attachment +” and proposed projects to create another layer
“attachment ++.” The workshop had the following goals. Understanding
the realm of Nicosia by direct observation and communication was the
primary purpose of the whole group. Learning from the spatial
experiences of people and discussing both formal and informal concrete
solutions was the next important educational goal. Another purpose of
the study was to emphasize the socioeconomic and spatial problems of
the city in national and international environments. Improving the design
skills of architecture students by encouraging them to create ideas and to
build projects for the sake of contributing to the issues of the city was
the other aspect of this endeavor.

The main goal of this article is to discuss the “attachment”
phenomenon in a theoretical frame built with the discourses based on
space and the spatiality of human life. To enhance the scope of the
debate, description of attachments as objects/structures in between art
and architecture, present and future, emblematic and everyday use
designed in transdisciplinary environments is preferred. The second goal
is to evaluate the students’ projects proposed in the workshop
“Attachment ++ accepting them as a contribution to the lives of the
inhabitants of Nicosia and as an experiment of producing ideas and
projects based on the problems of the city.

The paper has three main parts. In the first part, attachments are
introduced as objects/structutes either designed by practitioners from
different disciplines or done directly by their users to fulfill their various
needs. Subsequently, to explain the relevance of the subject with the
present situation of Nicosia, the social, political past of the city is
examined. In the second part, in order to build the theoretical
background, the discourses brought forth by the theorists on space and
the spatiality of human life parallel to the socioeconomic and ontological
shifts in the new world order are considered. Attachments as prostheses
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conceived in third (lived) space that support the disabilities of others and
give them the necessary power to struggle and resist are discussed in
detail. In the third, the resulting projects of the workshop are interpreted
in the scope of the theoretical inquiry following the explanations about
the methodology and the process.

The New Wotld Order: The Critical Role of Space

Urban nomads: The theorists speaking about the new world order
underline some critical changes. Richard Sennett> mentions the changes
in the nature of capitalism and focuses on social and economic shift as
well as its spatial consequences in cities. According to his theory, varying
teams compete for short term jobs in big companies today. There are
small number of managers at the center and they control the teams
working anywhere over the world through information technology.
Managers have to make flexible organizations for the continuously
changing workers and the work spaces. As people are less attached to
places, they need standardized services that offer a similar comfort at any
place. The new nomads live in buildings and urban environments that
are almost the same and thus the contemporary flineurs have nothing to
discover.

Thirdspace: Criticizing the contemporary world order, Edward Soja¢
adds the ontological shift. He declares that this is a fundamental change
in the way people understand what the world must be like so that they
obtain reliable knowledge about it. The shift depends on the way the
scholars interpret space and the spatiality of human life with the same
critical insight and the interpretive power that has traditionally been
given to time and history, social relations and society. According to Soja,
a new perspective -Thirdspace and an expansion in the scope and critical
sensibility of the geographical imagination- has emerged. He describes
this innovation as “thirding”, an ontological trialectic of spatiality-
sociality-historicality, three sided way of conceptualizing and
understanding the world. The former binary logic that tends to polarize
spatial thinking around oppositions -Firstspace, providing primary
empirical text and Secondspace representing ideational and ideological
discourses- should be expanded and deconstructed creatively. Thirdspace
(lived space) is a distinctive way of looking at, interpreting, and acting to
change the spatiality of human life, an integral, the most encompassing
spatial perspective. At the same time, it is a strategic meeting place for
fostering collective political action against all forms of human
oppression, a starting point for new and different explorations and a
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constant search for “other” spaces. Thirdspace attempts to capture what
is actually a constantly shifting and changing milieu of ideas, events,
appearances, and meanings.” Soja exemplifies thirdspace with the words
of Bell Hooks, an African-American writer and social critic who explains
thirdspace consciousness as a new political grounding for collective
struggles of a community that resists against oppressive boundaries set
by race, sex and class domination.

Non-place: Marc Augé,? brings another dimension to the criticism of
the new world order through his thoughts on modernity and
postmodernity. Augé prefers to explain the developments under the
word “supermodernity” since he thinks that the idea of postmodernity
disrupts the progressive scheme by affirming the brutal and sudden
eruption of all “others” and “otherness.”” Based on this view, he
proclaims that in art, the possibility of patchwork is not simply the
mixing of genres but rather the end of genres. Augé continues with the
characterization of super-modern by three types of excess; an excess of
time: accelerating time and proliferation of information, an excess of
space: increasing consciousness of planetary identity and the projection
of people to the four corners of the world through images and
imagination and an excess of individualization: the contradictory
situation of people who can see everything but do nothing and the
conviction of them in giving meaning to life and world individually.
However, super-modernity includes a paradox; it opens each individual
to the presence of others and gives people, things and images the
opportunity of circulating freely but turn individuals back on themselves,
being witnesses but not actors. The notion of non-place may explain the
illusion of people who are close to everything but feel lonely. A non-
place exists negatively because people do not recognize themselves in
that place and thus, if they are away from the system they are also away
from the place attached to it. Today, all the circulation, information and
communication spaces can be considered as non-places. They do not
serve as meeting places, while the use of language in the minimum way
for the information needed is carried by screens.

Theorists discuss the changes in regard to the contemporary socio-
spatial relations and interpret the human beings’ related stand point.
Space takes a dominant role in their explanations which focuses on
disturbed and uncomfortable position of today’s people. A certain stress
is given to the lived space, Thirdspace where hybridity, multiplicity,
paradoxical and heterogeneous bodies find the chance of being
expressed. For this reason, spatial critique appeals transdisciplinary
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attention and the practitioners who seek theoretical paradigms that are
sufficiently flexible for their work are interested in this discourse.
According to Alan Read,’ professor of drama and theatre studies, “at the
turn of the millennium, the discourses of architecture, space, built form
and urban context have become the pre-eminent critical idioms for
cultural practitioners from a diversity of fields. Artists, performance
makers, theoreticians, social scientists and interdisciplinary thinkers move
towards more complex understandings of the involutionary nature of the
contemporary, the presence of the artist within any architect’s fashioning
of form or the architectonic in all artists’ work and the consequent grasp
of specificities, distinctive cities”. Read also says that the purpose of
working broadly under the title of architectural discourse is to
reinvigorate the discussion of arts practice by framing it within
architectural and urban contexts. Addressing the built environment with
the expectation that it might reveal new possibilities for social
interaction, communication and creative expression as well as situating
previously disconnected fields of enquiry within an overarching concern
for the future of the everyday life of the city and its inhabitants are the
other purposes.

Parasitic Architecture: A Critique of the New World Order in
Transdisciplinary Environments

Emphasizing the changing life conditions in the cities and the
devaluation of city spaces, a debate among the practitioners of different
disciplines has been brought to the agenda by the “parasitic architecture”
in the eatly 2000s. The word “Parasite” was uttered during the
preparatory discussions for “Beyond,” an idea proposed many years ago
in Leidsche Rijn-an urban expansion near Utrecht, the Netherlands.
“Parasite” is an “umbrella term” covering a wide range of small-scale,
temporary, mobile and ecological exercises in art, architecture and
urbanism!? and it is better to be accepted as both architecture and art at
the same time.!! According to further definitions, a parasite enters into
contact with the preexisting architectural body and keeps itself alive by
stealing the latter’s energy. It has an antagonistic approach and negates
the compositional and typological characteristics of the host body.!?

The concepts produced within the discussions on partasites
encouraged artists, writers and scientists who are working in areas of
transformation to make activities and exhibitions. In Utrecht, an
anomalous, temporary and mobile town was created: this exhibition
and/or experimental town, named as “Parasite Paradise” with houses, a
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restaurant, a hotel, meeting places, spaces for children and a movie
theater, was founded on principles of flexibility and mobility.!3 Parallel to
that, Szchting Werk Spoor, a laboratory of artists and scientists in areas of
transformation made another organization on the Stork -The Foundation
for Art and Public Space- grounds, an artificial island in Amsterdam that
is used as a test area for mobile architecture and habitable art."* These
sites that are the heavens of experimental architecture and art create
surplus value by offering new ways of using the undefined and
underdeveloped areas nearby the crowded cities. !5

As it is experimented with parasitic architecture, the attachments in
the cities can function as the source of excitement to revive the
languishing environments. The architects and artists with a rebellious
behavior try to find a way of escaping from the unidentified,
standardized environments. They also create unusual solutions for the
problems of victims of socio-economic systems who suffer, cannot adapt
to city conditions and feel lonely. In design process, they are free from
bureaucratic restrictions, the laws and regulations. Unsupervised and
undisturbed, these emancipated modern utopians can happily reflect
their creativity until the end. According to Gijs van Denen (a political
scientist and philosopher), in today's capitalist system, it is not possible
to simply proclaim an independent state but to repossess it. In the
network of public-private collaboration, the way to re-found the free
state can be captured by provoking, exploring and standing out parasites,
the attached bodies.!

In this context, the attachments in built environments are entities
designed by practitioners from different disciplines, in-between art and
architecture and present and future. They signalize today’s issues, but
symbolize the new world order by carrying futuristic formal and
structural ~ characteristics,  in-between  symbol and  everyday
objects/structures built for daily needs.

Attachments, in between: art and architecture

The question, “what is art and architecture” can be the starting point of
this discussion. Jennifer Allen (a freelance writer) says that “with few
exceptions, architecture must be useful and serve the client whereas art
can still afford to be useless and capricious.”'” Nevertheless, architecture
usually embodies an art dimension and sometimes the aesthetic concerns
outstand distinctively such that art work can include architecture or in
other words, can exist together with an architectural body. For Allen, art
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works today move beyond the confines of the picture frame and take up
more space. The current fusion between art and architecture live in
conceptual art and develop fully in relational aesthetics.!® In
contemporary times, the Conceptual Art expands and many artists work
with architecture, installation, public art, video art etc. that are all
practiced together with/in atrchitectural bodies. On the other hand,
according to Helen Castle, editor of Architectural Design, even the Oxford
Dictionary does not give a certain explanation for the definition of
architecture, art of science of designing and constructing buildings, as it
cannot be also said whether architecture is art or science or both.
According to her, since the 1940s, architecture had troubles with
defining itself -a phenomenon that began after war housing endeavors
and continued with technological involvements and pseudoscientific
computational analytical techniques. In the late 1990s, the language of
experimental architects has changed. Collaborations between artists and
architects has engendered new modes of thinking.!” Architects working
with artists benefit from their ideas, thought processes and philosophy.2
Will Alsop, the architect interviewed by Castle, says that the urge to
create transcends art and architecture and emphasizes collaboration in
practice, community and learning through doing and making.?! The
members of different disciplines have learned to think more conceptually
and have started to practice in a way that begs public participation. The
visitors integrate into art works as collaborators and thus the production
and the reception of them become interchangeable and collectivized. In
parallel to this thought, Allen also says that the reciprocal relations
between works of art and spectators leave them incomplete and open to
future interpretations, and add an unaccountable dimension. They
become temporary, fragmentary, mobile, parasitic, hazardous and
unplanned.?

In cities, the attachments, signs, objects, rooms etc. annexed to
existing structures should help people to adjust themselves to the cities
and serve for their wider needs. The preexisting structure and the
attached body often live symbiotically. The subordinate is mainly built
according to the former’s formal and constructive characteristics and can
exist by using its energy. For the users, it provides remarkable aesthetic
values, political power, psychological protection and the required space.
On the other side, with the attached bodies, the existing buildings obtain
the chance of being renovated and living longer, whereas the left over
places expecting care can be vitalized. They also gain new meanings and
improved economic status. Giacomo Borella, an architect, adds another
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point; today's societies are captives of megalomania and they ate
obsessed with big scales although cities have certain limits and
thresholds. The “architecture of manipulation” remedies the
uninteresting and frozen sites in cities. The reuse and the ecological
reconversion of the existing stock of buildings through attachments
prevent the endless expansion of urban areas.?? This effort can refashion
and re-articulate the framework of the existing architecture. Creating the
most diverse without destroying the previously established, the attached
bodies lay another layer, the third landscape over the cities, and create a
new way of communication with and within their inhabitants.

Attachments, in between: present and future

Through expanded technological possibilities, today’s urban nomads or
perpetual strangers try to adapt themselves to the instable life in the cities
physically and psychologically. The current conditions of capitalism force
them to make compulsory travels, to compete for short term jobs and to
struggle for communicating and expressing themselves. The course of
events may even load up to tougher conditions in the future. The
architects and artists receiving inspiration largely from the world on the
move and the geographically and socio-politically confused borders,
design relocatable, mobile, demountable, lightweight, portable,
temporary, variable, movable and/or flexible buildings.2* Astonishing
technological inventions encourage ideas that are beyond imagination so
that these new utopians suggest asylums, places where these
overwhelmed people can feel safe and comfortable, unaffected from the
difficult conditions outside. This experience is provided through these
high technology products standing in between, present and future. They
empower people to cope with the exponentially growing communication,
understanding and adaptation problems in the future.

Attachments, in between: emblematic and everyday
object/structutes

The attachments symbolically represent the criticism against the ideology
of today’s capitalism and the resistance developed against it beyond its
practical benefits. In recent years, deficiencies such as deterritorialization,
standardization and the loss of identity in urban environments, the
communication difficulties and discriminations have been crystallized
and expressed more clearly. The attachments that are designed to remedy
difficulties of today’s people draw attention to abandoned industrial
zones and emphasize the worthy potential of the unoccupied buildings
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and leftover spaces in the cities. With these additional bodies,
weaknesses of the people become clearer. The attachments can even be
evaluated as psycho-socio-spatial prostheses by supporting ‘disabled’
people who are hindered to strike roots deep at a place and giving them
the chance to resist and to overcome the obstacles. According to Ivan
Nio, a researcher and lecturer, the buildings designated as parasites
enhance the personality of places and can be the objects of emblematic
struggle.?

Looking from another perspective, inhabitants’ struggle to exist in
complicated conditions of cities equipped with high technologies has
some common points with the people’s efforts dwelling in informal
settlements. In the squatter settlements, gecekondn neighborhoods, favelas
and shanty towns, poor people try to hold onto the cities by building
houses, stores and workshops attached symbiotically to the existing
urban context just as the new nomads do. The people living in informal
settlements teach them how to deal with the wildness of the daily life in
cities and how to become more productive.2¢

Krzysztof Wodiczko, an artist and theorist, quotes the words of
Walter Benjamin who says that a city is a monumental stage for things to
“go on” because it perpetuates both a spatial relationship between its
inhabitants and its symbolic structures in addition to a psycho-social
relationship among its dwellers. In this account, he proposes a design
practice that may interrupt these processes and may help to heal the
city’s wounded psycho-social relations and its catastrophic reality.?” As
Wodiczko states:

The strangers -or the newcomers, immigrants, urban nomads- insert
their presence, performances and histories into the collective memories
and democratic discourses of the city transform and thus unbuild the
cities”. In order to survive, the immigrant must establish a utopia, a “no
place” constituting a vision of hope, a criticism and a resistance. The
special equipment designed by the stranger is a device for
communication, mediation, an uncovering and unmasking interrogative
design product that inspires a birth of a new community -temporary and
momentary rebirth of a democratic public space. This equipment has to
be perceived neither as internal nor external but belonging to a sacred
and ethical space, a third zone of experience in the potential space
between the individual and the environment. This space exists between
the stranger and the non-stranger and between the inner and the outer
worlds of the stranger. The recognition and the legalization of the “third
petson,” the non/stranger who creates the “third space,” will keep the
democracy alive in the cities.?
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By reusing the old buildings and recycling the left over materials, the
attachments serve people who need to settle in cities in many aspects
because it is the considerably creative, cheap and easy way of dealing
with difficulties. This endeavor may be regarded as a minor intervention
though it counts a lot. To do something big, to think and to act globally,
it is necessary to start with something small. From these small and simple
beginnings, political reforms, legal frameworks and standards may
emerge and resultantly major socio-economic and ideological
developments may be achieved.

The Workshop ‘Attachment ++’

Three graduate and ten undergraduate students’® took part in the
workshop group. Under the supervision of two instructors, they worked
together for three days to produce ideas about the valuable but
deteriorated architectural context of the historical walled city in Nicosia.

The instructors planned to do the workshop study in two phases: In
the first phase, the primary task was understanding the present socio-
spatial relations and learning the characteristics of the historical built
environment. With this goal, they arranged a visit to the city. The group
gathered the necessary information by taking photographs, videos as well
as making observations and interviews with local people. In order to
learn more about the city, one of the instructors gave a lecture on the
history of Nicosia. On the second day, the other phase began with
discussions of the whole group. Then the participants made two groups
and both the graduate and the undergraduate students continued to
study together in each group. Group discussions including the
instructors begun while they also started to make their first sketches as
well as trying to visualize by observation systematize the obtained
information so as to create ideas. Another lecture on parasitic
architecture, attached objects and structures in urban environments
followed these studies. The groups developed projects upon different
ideas which were then presented by each group on the last day.

The study groups visited the site and got acquainted with the
historical city, Nicosia. After a short tour in the center, mainly to see the
real face beyond the later-created touristic image of the city, the route
was directed towards the places where poor people and a great number
of Turkish immigrants live. The group members found out that;
although certain regions in the city were restored, the historical Bazaar,
the central market place and the circumscribing public areas still needed
to be repaired and equipped with necessary sanitary services. Besides, the
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touristic places did not seem much glossy and chic as the people are
accustomed to see in some developed countries. It was possible to
identify only minor decorative changes as the expected economic
improvement did not take place even after the Ledra Gate opening in
2008. On the other hand, the buildings in neighboring areas needed not
only critical renewals but also widely handled site improving projects.
The inhabitants living in these areas are economically weak to afford
proper restorations that may make existing buildings more suitable for
their current needs. In some cases, they are legally not allowed to add or
subtract some parts of the buildings. Thus, they choose to make cheap
and ephemeral changes that will solve their problems at least for a short

period.

Fig. 1: Attachment (+), by the author

These people have built many different structures in the city; a room
beside the house or a patio in front of it, an extra story to the roof
terrace of their apartment block, doors and windows to the elevation of
the Ottoman house and attached shades, stairs, a door to the garden wall
and even a kitchen counter to the wall of the adjacent building as well as
the water tanks and antennas.

The attachments enlarge and/or rearrange the inner space, give shade
or inversely provide light, keep the inner space secure, define the
entrance, facilitate cooking and emphasize certain meanings and values.
According to the workshop group, they come out as the spatial
interpretations of the dwellers and better to be accepted as the first layer
of attachments (+).
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Fig. 3: The roof terraces of the buildings are the heavens of
attachments, by the author

Especially the areas adjacent to the wall segments, along to the Buffer
Zone convey the traces of contradictions between the two communities.
The visitors looking across from the upper floors towards the Dead
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Zone realize the concrete effects of the difficult life experiences openly
when they see the barricades made of sand sacks, the segments of the
Wall built with barrels, barbed wires, piled briquettes and the bullet holes
on the walls.

Fig. 4: The Buffer (Dead) Zone, by the author

In this context, the participating students defined the following as the
critical concepts: connection, communication, to be aware of, to be
acquainted with, recognition, understanding, interaction, to be restricted
and confined. The reason was that, at the end of discovering and
learning process, they affirmed that the removal of the restrictions and
the establishment of the effective communication can be the only way of
producing solutions to the problems of the city.

The projects produced during the workshop cannot simply be
categorized as architecture or art but rather can be subjected to a loose
classification. The projects “Target’ and ‘Bear’, being mere signs that
draw attentions to the psycho-socio-spatial consequences of the war in
Nicosia, have strong socio-political discourse and a special aesthetic
value. They coexist with the buildings and include spatial dimensions.

Target: It was designed as a sign. The bullet holes on the walls of the
buildings, the barricades and the military cabins along the Buffer Zone
stimulated the idea. It was discovered that any person and any building,
no matter who s/he and how valuable it is, could be assumed as a target
in wars. The student proposed to locate the work on the buildings at
different places in the city in order to get an echoing effect.
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Fig. 5: Target, by Ipek Ozmen, graduate student
Bear: The apartment block close to the Wall was exposed to heavy
shooting. After many years, the traces of the war can still be observed
through the bullet holes on the side wall of this three storied building.
The proposal urges people to think on the causes of contradictions in a
playful manner and indicates the absurdity of wars.
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Fig. 6: Bear, by Fatih Giines, undergraduate student
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Fake Passage: This project is somewhat different from the former
ones. The proposed box envelops a space and lets the visitors enter
inside. As this space is full of meanings, it may be useful for mental and
spiritual enrichment rather than everyday use. The Wall bisecting the city
prevents people from passing to the other side and blocks
communication with neighboring communities though they share many
social and cultural characteristics. This unit, installed in front of the Wall
segment, was proposed as a passage that one enters to reach to the
‘other’ and comes too close but has to turn back without meeting. It was
designed to emphasize the negative psycho-socio-spatial effects of being
confined.

Fig. 7: Fake Passage, by Dilara Has, graduate student

Chance: Being a habitat that can be located anywhere in the city, this
additional space, designed in the form of a dice, can be used singularly or
together with another architectural body. It is a mobile unit and may be a
remedy for the people who have become exhausted with inevitable
temporariness and mobility of the contemporary overdeveloped worlds.
Shaking and rolling the dice will create various chances for them. This
project encourages the generation of new ideas for the accommodation
of the urban nomads that certainly will gain more importance in the
future. However, Chance akin to the structures that poor, discriminated
and displaced people add into cities in order to cover some of their
spatial needs. Instead of merely being a work of a utopian, it has an
applicability potential and can be industrially manufactured.
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Fig. 8: Chance, by Omer Akdeniz, undergraduate student

Cavity and Fill: The project responds both to the present and the
future needs in urban areas. Both Chance and Cavity and Fill projects
direct people to think over the building stock in abandoned sites of cities
and suggest different ways of reusing them. At this occasion, empty and
left over, old building was full of rubbish, objects and materials thrown
away by the workshops around. The student decided to fill the cavity of
this ruined but beautiful building with a steel box offering a
multipurpose space for dwelling, working etc. This project suggests the
reuse of the existing building as well as giving an idea about the
reanimation of a dilapidated area in a diverse way. Besides, a structure
that has distinctive aesthetic values can be considered as a symbol of an
emerging community.

Fig. 9: Cavity and Fill, by Dilara Has, graduate student

The last two projects add an additional futuristic dimension to the
others. They belong to future more than today and seem to be the
products of optimistic imaginations, hopes of happily organized societies
and spaces.

Eye: Giving the impression of an enormous creature, a spaceship
ported over a building, the project ‘Eye,” provides the opportunity of
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watching and discovering the ‘other” Made of a steel structure and
having a futuristic style, this transportable body also gives the chance of
dwelling at extraordinary points of the city.

Fig. 10: Eye, by Ayca Sen, undergraduate student

Journey -Between Different Times and Spaces: The elevated
town, composed of differently sized units that are located at both sides
of an elongated street lies adjacent to the Wall. In this neutralized
settlement, people find the possibility of living in an alternative way,
away from the mundane problems. They can either build visual or direct
contact with people living in both sites. This utopian world stands next
to the UN controlled Buffer Zone and creates a secondary sublimated
area in which the people can live happily.
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Fig. 11: Journey Between Different Times and Spaces, by Berna G&l,
graduate student
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Conclusion

The attachments take shape in the third space where the discourses are
structured upon the following issues: deterritorialization, loss of identity,
standardization, and racial, ethnical, religious and class discrimination.
Thus, focusing on the discomfort of the marginalized people, -others-
primary ideas are proposed and some projects are conceived. The
attachments produced in this account get structural support, energy from
the bodies that they are attached to and/or benefit from their formal
codes while they also reveal the problems of the main structures like the
prostheses which enable and protect the body though at the same time
expose its disability.

Using the advantages of developed construction and communication
technologies,  the  contemporary  designers  create  unusual
objects/structures, additional bodies in the cities. They believe that
people will find the chance of adjusting themselves to the new
conditions with these light, small, demountable and mobile structures
which sometimes look as if they are spaceships or gigantic robots. Today,
they may accommodate the people who need support for finding ways of
overcoming the urgent problems in the cities but also have the potential
of fulfilling their future requirements, e.g. the need for more accurate
information and easier communication. With their artistic quality,
attachments contribute to the dilapidated and devaluated cityscapes in a
special way. For this reason, they may also draw the attentions of
tourists, entrepreneurs and some specialists, although they are not the
specifically created for increasing the imaginative attraction of cities or
improving economic conditions as the new commodities of late
capitalism. On the contrary, attachments are the symbols of the struggle
and hope of the people in need of stabilizing their positions and gaining
power against the dominants. However, their symbolical values exceed
their practical benefits to a great extent.

At many parts, the walled city of Nicosia, inhabits a number of
Turkish immigrants. Marginalized because of the economic and cultural
differences, these people have established an enclave-habitat by settling
in devastated buildings. In order to provide comfort that is reachable
with minimum expenses they have added some objects/structures to the
buildings and to their environments. This first layer of “attachments +”
enable them -strangers of the city- to survive in the difficult city
conditions. They give psycho-social-spatial support and the chance of
being economically more productive.
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During the workshop study, the students found the chance of better
learning the characteristics of the architectural structure in the walled city
of Nicosia. They observed the socio-spatial behavior of the inhabitants
and even communicated with some of them. This direct contact taught
them a lot and pushed them to enquire many questions about the
policies and decisions on architectural heritage, socio-cultural status of
the people living in historical buildings and their spatial interventions as
well as the contemporary living conditions and the emerged issues in the
developed world cities. They discussed on the people who are
deterritorialized and discriminated due to various reasons but struggle to
hold onto the city life. In this regard, the students brought forth many
ideas and conceived some projects to produce the objects/structures -
prostheses in the third space- that will remedy the present and future
problems of others, the suffering people. This study helped them not
only to enhance their knowledge but also gave the students a different
design experience.

Notes

! Hatice Kurtulus, Semra Purkis, “Ttrkiye’den Kuzey Kibris’a G6¢ Dalgalari
Lefkosa’nin Dislanmis Gé¢men-Enformel Emekeileti” Toplums ve Bilim, 112,
2008: 60-100.

2 Kurtulus, Semra Purkis, “Tirkiye’den Kuzey Kibris’a Gé¢ Dalgalar.

3 'The workshop, “Attachment ++” was designed by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Aytanga
Dener, a lecturer in Istanbul Technical University (I'TU) while she was
working as a visiting faculty in Cyprus International University (CIU) in 2008-
2010 with her colleagues, Dr. Huriye Gurdall, Near East University (NEU),
Azmi Oge (CIU), Nezire Ozgece (CIU) and Meray Talug (CIU).

#Three graduate students from Istanbul Technical University (Berna G6l, Dilara
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Lefkosa $Seriye Sicillerine Gore 18. Yiizyillda Akdeniz
Ticaretinde Kibris Adasinin Onemi'

Ali Efdal Ozkul*
Yakin Dogu Universitesi

Oz

Kibris, Akdeniz’de ve 6zellikle Dogu Akdeniz’de stratejik ve cografi bakimdan
cok 6nemli bir konuma sahip bulunmaktadir. S6z konusu konumundan dolay:
tarih boyunca Akdeniz ticaretinde 6nemli bir paya sahip olmustur. Tarih
boyunca Akdeniz’de ticaret yapan devletler Kibris adasint da gesitli amaglart igin
kullanmislardir. Dolayisiyla Osmanlt tlkesinde ticaret yapan devletlerin hemen
hemen hepsinin adada tiiccarlart bulunmaktaydi. Kibris adasinda bulunan
yabanci tiiccarlarin sorunlariyla ilgilenmeleri igin Istanbul’da elgileri bulunan
devletler adaya vekilleri olan konsoloslart atamaktaydilar. S6z konusu
konsoloslara ticareti canlandirmak icin imparatorlugun her yerinde oldugu gibi
adada da genis yetkiler verilmistir.

Akdeniz’de yapilan Kibris baglantili ticaret Kibris halkini da etkilemekte ve
adanin sosyo-ckonomik kiltirtinde derin izler birakmaktaydi. Bu makalede
Akdeniz ticaretinde etkili olan diger liman kentleri ile Kibris adasinin ticari
boyutu ve adaya getirilen driinler ile adadan gétirtlen Urinler arasinda
karsilastirmalar yapilmustir. Ayrica Akdeniz’de yapilan kagakcilik ve Osmanlt
Devletine giimritk vermemek icin kullanian ¢esitli yontemlerin de Osmanlt
devletinin ekonomisine yaptigt zararin boyutlari verilmistir.

Ilgili arastirma 18. yiizyildaki bilgileri kapsamakla birlikte, karastirma
strecinde genel olarak Osmanli idaresinde Kibris’taki ticaret ve ticari triinler
tzerinde durulacaktir. Arastirma Kibris Lefkosa Seriye Sicillerinden yola ¢ikilarak
elde edilen verilerle desteklenmigtir. Ayrica Kibris adasinda goérev yapan
konsolos veya konsolos vekilleri ile Avrupali seyyahlarin ada ile ilgili tuttuklar
gunliiklerindeki bilgilerle de elde edilen veriler karsilagtirilmugtir.

Arastirma sonucunda 6z olarak Kibris adasinin Akdeniz ticaretindeki 6nemi,
adalilarin bu ticaretten etkilendikleri noktalar ile yabanci devletlerin temsilcileri
olan konsoloslarin ve konsolos terclimanlarinin adanin sosyo-kiltiirel yapisina
yaptiklart olumlu-olumsuz katkilar ile ilgili sonuclara ulasilmaya calisilmustir.
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Abstract

Cyprus has a very important strategic geographic position in the Mediterranean
and especially in the Eastern Mediterranean Sea. Because of this position,
Cyprus has attracted an important part of the Mediterranean trade in the course
of history, and the states in charge of trade in the Mediterranean Sea, held
Cyprus for their different aims. Therefore, nearly all the states that were trading
in the lands of the Ottoman Empire had merchants on the island. The states
which had embassies in Istanbul used to appoint the consuls as their
representatives on the island, to deal with the foreign merchants and their
problems on the island. These consuls were given prpviledge by the Ottoman
state to enliven the trade.

The trade conducted in the Mediterranean Sea, and which is related to
Cyprus, affected the people of the island and left deep marks on the socio-
economic culture. This study will focus on the influential port cities in the
Mediterranean and discuss the dimension of trade in Cyprus in comparison with
the exported and imported goods. In addition, trading conflicts and contraband
activities in the Mediterranean, different measures taken not to pay the
Ottomans tariffs and the harm given to the Ottoman economy by the
contraband activities are highlighted.

This study includes data from the 18" Century and generally focuses on the
trade carried out by the traders and their trading products in Cyprus under the
rule of the Ottoman Empire.

This study has been supported by the data gained from Cyprus Nicosia
judicial records (Ser-i Sicil) registers and from the diary entries of the consuls,
vice-consuls and European travellers.

The findings of the study aims to demonstrate the importance of Cyprus in
terms of trade in the Mediterranean Sea, the influence of such trade on Cypriot
citizens, the positive effects and negative effects of the consuls and their
interpreters on the socio-economic structure in Cyprus.

Key words: Cyprus, Trade, Consul, Dragomans, Ser’ Sici/ (judicial records)

Girig

Kibris, Akdeniz’de ve Ozellikle Dogu Akdeniz’de stratejik ve cografi
bakimdan ¢ok 6nemli bir konuma sahip bulunmaktadir. S6z konusu
konumundan dolay1 ada, tarih boyunca Akdeniz ticaretinde 6nemli bir
paya sahip olmustur denilebilir. Tarihi devirlerden itibaren Akdeniz’de
ticaret yapan devletler Kibris adasini da cesitli amaglart  igin
kullanmaktaydilar. Dolayistyla Osmanli iilkesinde ticaret yapan devletlerin
hemen hemen hepsinin adada tiiccarlart bulunmaktayd:. Kibris’a gelip
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giden yabanci tiiccarlarla ilgilenmeleri icin Istanbul’da elgileri bulunan
devletler adaya vekilleri olan konsoloslart atamaktaydilar. S6z konusu
konsoloslara Osmanli Devleti tarafindan Glkedeki ticareti canlandirmak
icin ¢ok genis yetkiler verildigi kaynaklardan 6grenilmektedir.?

Akdeniz’de yapilan Kibris baglantili ticaret Kibris halkini  da
etkilemekte ve adanin sosyo-ekonomik kiltiriinde derin izler
birakmaktaydr. Bu arastirmada Akdeniz ticaretinde etkili olan diger liman
kentleri ile Kibris adasinin ticari boyutu ve adaya getirilen trtinler ile
adadan gotirilen trtnler arasinda karsilastirmalar yapilmaya calisilmistir.
Ayrica Akdeniz’de yapilan kagakciik ve Osmanlhi Devletine gimrik
vermemek i¢in kullanidan c¢esitli yontemlerin ve Osmanlt Devleti’nin
ckonomisine yaptigt zararin boyutlart da tespit edilmeye ¢alisilmigtir.

Kibris adasinda yapilan ticaret, bu ticarette basrold oynayan wzistemen
tiiccarlar ve onlarin getirdikleri veya alip gétirdikleri ticari mallar ile bu
mallardan adada almnan giimrikler sadece Kibris agisindan degil biitiin
imparatorluk icin 6nemliydi. Kibris adasinda ticaret ve sanayi de Osmanli
Devletiyle bitlikte gelisme gOstermistir denilebilir. Osmanli idarecilerinin
yaptiklari yeni diizenlemelerle Kibris’in fethinden itibaren séz konusu
sektorler Latin kokenli tliccarlarin tekelinden cikarilarak adaldarin bu
sahalarda etkin olmasi saglanmistir. Bu arada Latinler déneminde
(Lusignan-Venedik) 6nemli bir ticaret limani olan Magusa’nin yanina
Osmanh devrinde Tuzla (Larnaka) ve Limasol da eklenmistir. Ancak
Magusa  limani  fetihten itibaren Osmanhlar tarafindan  faal
kullanilamadigindan dolayr sehrin ticari boyutu gittikce dusmustiir
(Jennings, 2006a: 294). Dolaysiyla 19. ylzyilda Magusa adanin Tuzla ve
Limasol’dan sonra gelen tgtncii islek limant durumundadir (Jennings,
2006a: 300). Kibrist ziyaret eden seyyahlar adanin az sayida limana sahip
olmasina karsin bitin Levanten kiyllarinda en iyi korunabilen ve daha
fazla gemi barindirabilen limanlara sahip bulundugunu aktarmaktadirlar
(Jennings, 2006a: 296). Osmanlt Devleti'nin konsoloslar: Tuzla’da
toplamasindan dolayt (Ozveren, 1997: 15-16) zaman igerisinde Tuzla
limani, Dogu Akdeniz ticaretinde 6nemli bir ihra¢ ve transit limani
olmustur (Cicek, 2002: 377; Groot, 2006: 296;). Kibris’in liman
kentlerinin yant sira baskent Lefkosa da adanin idari merkezi oldugundan
dolayt Osmanlilatla birlikte ticarl bir merkez konumuna da gelmistir.
Kibris, ipek ve baharat ticareti terminallerine yakin kaldigi siirece baskent
Lefkosa bir ticaret merkezi olarak kalmaya devam etmistir (Jennings,
2006b: 369). Ozveren, 18. yiizylda Kibris adasinin tiim  bélgesel
baglantilarinin Sayda’dan Iskenderun’a uzanan bir cografi kiyt seridiyle
oldugunu bildirmektedir. Bu arada adaya Istanbul’dan gelen yonergelerin

33



jcs

ve Avrupa’dan yapilan yazismalarin Halep Uzerinden yapildig
goriilmektedir. Tlgili donemde Kibris adasinin, Avrupa deniz ticaret
baglantilartyla, 6zellikle cografi Suriye agirlikll Dogu Akdeniz ticaret
aginin kesistigi noktada bir ekonomik islev tztlendigi anlasimaktadir
(Ozveren, 1997: 17).

Osmanlt Devleti, ticarete 6zellikle dis ticarete cok fazla 6nem veren
bir devlettit. Bunun icin de Osmanlt Devleti idarecileri ticaret yollarinda
ve limanlarinda Avrupalt ticcar gemilerini Akdeniz’deki korsanlardan
korumak i¢in bircok o6nlem almaktaydilar. Bilindigi gibi dis ticaret
cogunlukla aman verilmis tiiccarlar tarafindan yiriitilmekteydi. Bu
tiiccarlar, Osmanlt Glkesinde ahidname ve kanunlarin kendilerine tanididt
haklar ile ticaret yaptiklarindan, Osmanli tebaasi olan yerli tiiccarlara gére
cok daha genis ayricaliklara ve gimrik indirimlerine sahiptiler
(Kuatikoglu, 1994: 581).

Yabanci Devletlere Adada Taninan Ticari Ayricaliklar

18. ylzyilda Akdeniz’de, Batilli devletlerden 6zellikle Fransa, 1ngﬂtere,
Avusturya ve Hollanda arasinda miithis bir rekabet s6z konusudur (KSS,
14/122-1).3 Akdeniz ticaretine egemen olmak isteyen Fransa ve Ingiltere
devletleri arasinda, zaman zaman denizde catigmalar dahi meydana
gelmekteydi. Bu ilkeler, Osmanli tlkesine trin getirdiklerinden,
Akdeniz’deki rekabet nedeniyle aralarinda ¢ikan catismalardan dolayistyla
Osmanlt Devleti de zarar goriiyordu. Bu sebepten, “Canakkale
bogazindan Akdeniz’in sonuna kadar olan yerlerin yoneticilerine” diye
baslayan fermanlarda belirtildigi tzere, Osmanli Devleti’nin amact,
Huristiyan devletlerinin aralarindaki bu ¢atismalardan, kendi halkinin ve
tiiccarlarinin zarar gérmesinin 6ntine ge¢mektir. S6z konusu fermanlarda,
ilgili gorevlilere Osmanli  kara sularina gelen ticaret gemilerini
korsanlardan korumak igin, limanlara gelen korsanlarin hemen
yakalanmast ve ancak, tiiccar gemisi limandan ayrildiktan sonra
birakilmalart emrediliyordu. Ayrica farkli devletlerin arasinda c¢atisma
¢tkmamast i¢in de her devletin konsolosu uyariliyordu. Biitiin bu uyarilara
ragmen, yine de birbirine saldiran gemiler Osmanl tlkesinde hangi
limana gelirse, hemen bu gemilere el konulup icindekilerin hapsedilerek
Divan-1 Hiimdynn'a konu ile ilgili bilgi verilmesi isteniyordu. Ayrica gemi
igerisindeki gasp edilmis esyalarin, kimse tarafindan satin alinmamasi igin
gerekli uyarilar yapilmakta idi. Tim bu uyarilara ragmen padisah
htkmitine karst gelecek Osmanlt reayast olursa, miir boyu kiirek cezasina
carptrilacagt bildiriliyordu. Ayrica herhangi bir iilkenin gemisine binmek
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isteyen o llke vatandaglari, ancak kendi konsoloslarindan izin aldiktan
sonra gemilere binebilecekleri belirtiliyordu (KSS, 17/1-1; KSS, 17/61-1;
KSS, 17/71-1; KSS, 17/78-1).

Girit'te meydana gelen Osmanli Devleti ile Venedik atrasindaki
savaslar Kibris adast izerinde olumsuz bir etki yapmamistir. Ancak
Girit'in Osmanlilar tarafindan fethedilmesiyle bitlikte, Kibris’in Akdeniz
ticaretindeki 6nemi olumsuz etkilenecektir. Kibris adast  tim
olumsuzluklara ragmen 17. ve 18. ylzyillarda hala Levant ticaretinin
onemli merkezleri arasinda yer almaktaydi (Groot, 2006: 296-97).
Kibrisn  Avrupa ve Suriye ile ticari baglantisini Levant Company
saglamaktaydi. Kibris’a batidan oldugu gibi Anadolu ve Suriye
eyaletlerinden de tiiccarlar gelmekteydi. S6z konusu  tlccarlar
Anadolw’nun  bazt  drtinlerini  Kibris  tzerinden  Avrupa’ya
pazarlamaktaydilar (Cicek, 2002: 378). 18. yiizyiin ikinci ¢eyreginde
Kibris; Ingiltere, Fransa, Danimarka, Hollanda (Nederlande), Venedik,
Ceneviz, Sicilya-Napoli (Sicilyateyn-Analpa), Dubrovnik, Avusturya (Roma-
Nemge) ve Isvec devletlerinin ticaret yaptiklart bir ada sekline gelmistir. 19.
yizylda bu iilkeler daha da artacaktir (Ozkul, 2011:309-10). Adada
faaliyet gosteren tiiccarlar arasinda Ingiltereli ve Pransali tiiccarlar
cogunluktaydi. Kibris adasindan genellikle ihracatt yasak olmayan tiriinler,
daha ¢ok ham madde seklinde alinirken, adaya islenmis mallar
getirilmektedir. Bunlar icerisinde yinli ve pamuklu dokumalar 6n
stralarda yer almaktadir (Ozkul, 2006: 330-31).

Fransa’nin Istanbul elcisi olan Markiro Vilenof, 17 Mayis 1736
tarihinde merkeze yazdigr bir dilekcede Kibris’taki Fransiz tliccarinin,
verli agalardan ve sair reayadan abidname-i himdynn uyarinca satilmast
yasak olmayan ipek, pamuk ve sair emtia ile esya satin aldigini, yalniz
Kibrishlarin, Griinlerin agir gelmesi icin, iclerine hileyle cesitli yabanct
maddeler koyduklarint bildirerek, devletten bunun 6nlenmesini talep
etmektedir. Bu sikdyet tizerine, Istanbul’dan génderilen emitle satilan
trtnlerin temiz, yani hilesiz olmast isteniyordu (KSS, 14/120-2).

Batili devletlerin elgilerinin, Osmanli Devleti tzerindeki etkilerini
gOsteren bagka bir 6rnekte ise, Tuzla limaninda meydana gelen bir kaza
sonucu batan Ingiliz ve Hollanda tiiccarlarina ait gemideki esyalarin,
olayda sorumluluklart bulunanlara tazmin ettirildigi gérilmektedir. Batan
gemiden, bu sirada limanda bulunan Fransiz gemisi tayfalarinin
yardimiyla sadece yedi denk? yapagt ile iki denk pamuk kurtarilabilmistir.
Kurtarilamayan mallarin bedeli olarak 55.000 kurusluk bir zarar tespiti
yaptmustir (KSS, 14/121-1).
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Kibris’taki Fransiz konsolosu, Istanbul’daki Franstz elgisi araciligtyla
Osmanlt Devleti'nden, adadaki Fransiz tiiccarlatina ve onlara yardim
eden simsatlara, abidname-i hiimdyunda verilen haklart korumak icin dilekge
sunabiliyordu. Kibris’ta bulunan Fransiz tliccarlarina yardim eden
simsarlardan cizyeden baska vergi alinmamasi konusunda Fransiz
elcisinin istegi tizerine, Istanbul’dan emirname gonderilmistir (Kasim

1750) (KSS, 16/187-1).

18. ylzyiin ikinci geyreginde Osmanlh Devleti, Avusturya (Romwa)
Imparatorlugu ve Fransa krallig1 ile yeni ticaret antlasmalart yaptigt
sicillerden 6grenilmektedir. Kibris muhassili Ebubekir Pagaya génderilen
fermanda Osmanli Devleti ve Roma Imparatoru, Cermanya Krali, Lorno,
Toska, Dika-1 kebir ve nice yerlerin hitkiimdart olan Francesko ile
yapilan ahidname-i hiiméayunun sartlart bildirilmistir. Nemge Devleti’nin
elcisi olan Arbik Hristatorada Benkler araciligtyla iki devletin tliccart icin
faydali olacak on yedi maddelik bir dostluk antlasmast yapildigt
belirtilmistir (17 Temmuz 1748).> Bu antlasmaya gére, Avusturya
Imparatoru’na baglt reaya ve tiiccarlar Osmanli iilkesinde serbestce
ticaret yapabilecekler, Osmanli tebaast da Avusturya Imparatoru’na baglt
yerlerde ayni haklara sahip olacaktir. Herhangi bir sebeple gemileri zarar
gbrecek  olursa, tamir edilmesine izin verilecektir. Avusturya
Imparatoru'nun bayragt ve penanatas: ile (yelkeniyle) Osmanli iilkesine
gemiyle gelen tliccar ve reayaya hicbir sekilde zarar verilmemesi
hususunda, merkez ilgili yerlerin yOneticilerini génderdigi yaziyla
uyarmustir. Bu dostluk anlasmastyla  Avusturya Imparatora’na  baglt
ticcarlar, Osmanlt ilkesine her tirld driind getirebilecekleri gibi, ihract
yasak olan uriin ve mallar disinda, istedikleri tiriinii ya da malt satin alip
gotirebileceklerdi (KSS, 17/87-2). Fransa krali ile yapilan 1740 tarihli
ahidnamede de Avusturya ile yapilan dostluk anlasmasinda oldugu gibi
Osmanl tilkesinde ticaret yapan Fransiz tiiccarlarina verilen ayricaliklarla
ve Osmanlt Devleti ile Fransa arasindaki dostluga yer verilmistir (KSS,
15/197-1).

Sonug olarak Osmanl Devleti’nin tilkesindeki ticareti gelistirmek icin
yabanct devletlere verdigi genis ayricaliklarin hep kendisine zarart
oldugunu soyleyebiliriz. Bu ayricaliklar ilkedeki yasam kosullarini da
derinden etkilemis ve yerli sanayinin gelismesine engel olmustur.

Akdeniz’de Korsanlik-Kagake¢ilik

Osmanlt Devleti, ticareti canlandirmak ve ticaretten elde ettigi gelirleri
artirmak icin Akdeniz’deki korsanlarla ve kacakcilikla da miicadelesini
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stirdiirmekte idi. Ozveren, 17. ve 18. yiizyillarda Kibris ticaretinin
neredeyse siirekli bir korsan tehdidi altinda bulundugunu belirtmektedir.
17. yizyihin ortalarindan itibaren azaldigi gorillen korsan tehlikesinin 18.
yuzyilda arttig1 anlagilmaktadir. Hatta ilgili dénemde Larnaka Fransiz
konsolosu her tirli giivenlik 6nlemi alinmadan hi¢ bir Fransiz gemisinin
denize acilmamast icin uyart yapmaktadir. Bu arada 18. yizyilin ikinci
yarisinda Fransiz konsolosuna gére Ingiltere destekli Yunan korsanlarinin
Larnaka’yt tehdit etmekteydiler. Akdeniz’deki korsanlik sorunundan
dolayt zaman zaman Osmanl idarecileri ile Fransiz konsoloslati karst
karsiya gelebilmekteydiler (Ozveren, 1997: 17-18). Osmanli idarecileri de
Akdeniz’deki korsanlik faaliyetlerine énlem alinmast igin ilgili gérevlilere
emirnameler géndermekteydi.

Bu amagla Akdeniz’e kiyist olan bélgelerin yoneticilerine Istanbul’dan
cesitli zamanlarda emirnameler génderilmekteydi. Temmuz 1741 tarihli
emirnamelerin birisinde Fransa’nin Cezair-i Garb korsanlarinin bazen
Akdeniz’deki Fransiz tiiccar gemilerine saldirdiklari, bazen de limana
yanasmis olan gemilerine zarar verdikleri sikayeti Gzerine, merkez, kendi
kontrolindeki denizlerde Fransiz ticcar gemilerine korsanlar tarafindan
zarar verildigi takdirde, bu zararin, korsanlara engel olmayan gérevlilerce
karsilanacagini ilgililere bildirmistir (KSS, 15/146-1).

Benzer bir sikayette ise, bu sefer Istanbul’daki Fransiz elgisi Markir
Danyon merkeze sundugu dilek¢ede Iskenderun limaninda, ocak
korsanlarina ait bir teknenin iskeledeki Fransiz tiiccarlarinin mallarina el
koydugunu hatirlatarak, ayni seyin tekrarlanmamast yolunda Osmanli
Devleti’'nden 6nlem almasini talep etmistir. Bunun tizerine, Istanbul’dan
Kibris’taki yoneticilere génderilen padisah hitkminde gerekli 6nlemlerin
alinarak benzer bir durumun adanin limanlarinda tekrarlanmamast
emredilmistir (Kasim 1739) (KSS, 15/110-2).

Korsanlarin faaliyetlerini 6nlemede kararli olan Osmanlh Devleti,
zaman zaman donanmasini Akdeniz’e cikardigi gibi, Istanbul’a mal
getiren gemilere donanma gemileri tarafindan eskortluk yapiliyordu. Bu
kez de donanmadaki kaptan ve leventler tiiccarlar icin gizlice mal
tasimalari s6z konusu oluyordu. Bu taginan mallarin igerisinde kahvenin
o6nemli bir yer tuttugu anlastlmaktadir. Bu trind limana veya iskeleye
donanma getirdiginden, ondan gimrik de alinmamaktaydi. Bu da,
Osmanlt Devleti’nin glimriik gelirlerinin azalmasina neden oluyordu. Bu
duruma deginen 1750 tarihli bir ferman Kandiye ve Hanya muhafizt olan
vezitlere, Izmir ile Girit, Rodos, Istankéy, Kibris ve Sakiz adalarinin
kadilartyla Kibris ve Sakiz muhassillarina yazilmustir. Iskenderiye ile
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Dimyat taraflarindan ve Akdeniz’in (Babrz Sefid) baska yonlerinden
Istanbul’a ve Osmanli iilkesindeki diger iskelelere gelen tiiccar gemilerini,
korsan keferesinden korumak i¢in, devlet tarafindan yenilenen donanma-y:
hiimayun kalyonlart Akdeniz’de devriye gezmekteditler. Bu sefer de bu
gemiler iclerinde kahve, piring ve gesitli esya tasidiklart bildirilip buna
engel olunmast emredilmektedir (Ozkul, 2005: 202). Bunun yani sira son
yillara kadar ticareti yasak mallardan olan kahve, ticareti serbest
birakilmasina ragmen, tliccar gemileri tarafindan ¢ok ge¢ getirildiginden
ve ulasim esnasindaki olumsuzluklar nedeniyle az miktarda kahvenin
tlkeye ulasmasi, miri kalyonlarinin kaptanlart ve leventlerinin tiiccarlara
ait esyalari, 6zelikle kahveyi tagimalarina neden olmaktadur.

Donanmada bulunan denizciler, iilkede herhangi bir iskeleye giderek,
bahsi gecen ticari mallart glimritk ve vergi 6demeden, Batili tiiccarlarin
temsilcilerine teslim etmekteditler. Devlet, bunlarin 6niine gecilmesi ve
getirilen kahveden, hatt-1 himayin uyarinca belirlenen, 5 para giimrik
vergisinin herkesten alinacagim bildirmektedir. Ayrica s6z konusu vergiyi
vermemek i¢cin kahveyi kacak yolla getirenlerden ise, verginin ikiser kat
olarak tahsil edilmesini emretmektedir (KSS, 16/185-1; KSS, 15/216-1).
Ancak diger trtinlerde oldugu gibi kahve ticaretinde kagakeiligin 6ntine
gecmek pek mimkiin olmuyordu.

Korsanlara karst bu kadar degisik tedbirler alinmasina ragmen
Akdeniz kiyilarinda kol gezen korsanlarin Osmanls ticaretini baltalayan ve
ekonomisini zarara sokan faaliyetlerinin 6ntine tam olarak gecilemedigi
anlasilmaktadir. Zaman zaman Akdeniz’deki korsanlarin, Kibris'in kiyt
bélgelerine saldirarak, buradaki halkin canina ve malina zarar verdikleri
de gorilmektedir. Kiyt kesiminde oturan insanlar korsanlarin can ve
mallarina verebilecekleri zarar korkusundan, kurtulusu i¢ kesimlere
kagmakta buluyorlardi. Bu konuda, Kibris adasindaki gérevliler merkez
tarafindan uyarilmakta, hatta bazen durumu yerinde gérmesi ve gerekli
onlemlerin alinmasini  saglamak igin bizzat Istanbul’dan sadrazam
agalarindan  birisi Kibris’a  gonderiliyordu  (KSS, 14/86-2). Bazt
donemlerde Kibris kiyiarina saldiran korsanlardan bazilarinin adadaki
askerler tarafindan yakalandigi belgelerden anlasilmaktadir (Ozkul, 2006:
220).

Kibris’ta Ticarette Kullanilan Paralar

Kibris adasinda ticari faaliyetlerle yapilan her tirli alis veris islemlerinde
cok cesitli paralar kullanilmaktadir. Osmanli  Devleti  yayimladigt
fermanlarda paralarin  degerlerini  bildirmek suretiyle s6z konusu
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faaliyetlerin daha dizgln bir sekilde yapilmasini sagliyordu. Kaynaklardan
anlasildigt kadartyla Kibris adasinda halkin en fazla kullandigt para
birimleri akge, para ve kurustur. 18. yiizylda Kibris’ta kullanilan paralar
arasinda zolta, esrefi altun, zincitli Misir altunu, zincirli Istanbul
midevver altunu, tugralt Misir altunu, Frenk altunu, tugralt altun, findik
altunu, fulusa, zer-i mahbub, marbas (Nemce sikkesi), boz para, beyaz
akee, ciiritk akge ve sag akce bulunmaktadir.6

Ticaretin en 6nemli unsuru olan para hakkinda 1747 yiinda yazilmis
bir fermanda, marbas adlt Nemge sikkesinin degerinin 15 para olmadig,
sadece her adetinin icerisinde 25 akgelik giimiis bulundugu ifade edilerek,
ayart noksan olan bu para tedaviilden kaldirlmustir. Halka ellerinde bu
paradan bulunanlarin darphane-i dmireye gétiirmeleri halinde, giimiisiin
miri fiyatiyla degistirebilecekleri duyurulmustur (KSS, 17/87-1). Baska bir
kaynakta ise, marbas adli Avrupa kaynakli sikke 1764 yilinda, ayar
noksan oldugu icin, tedavilden kaldirilmis ve degeri ise 10 akge olarak
belirtilmistir (Oztiirk, 2002: 803).

Lefkosa Sicillerindeki Ticarf Davalar

Lefkosa Seri Sicilleri incelendiginde cesitli davalar icinde de dis ticaretle
ilgili bilgiler bulundugu goérilmektedir. Belgelere yansiyan 30 Haziran
1729 tarihli bir alacak-verecek davasinda, Kibris kiyilarinda batan bir
ticaret gemisinin kurtarilan ytkleriyle ilgili olarak, ortaya ¢ikan sorunlara
da rastlanmaktadir. Aslen Akdeniz’de Dimyat iskelesinden olup
Lefkosa’da Han-1 Cedidde kalan el-Hac Hasan ve Antalya kasabasindan
Ibrahim Bese ibn-i el-Hac Halil ve el-Hac Ebubekir bin Mustafa adli
kimseler, kayip mallara devlet adina el koyan yerli yeniceri bascavusu
Mustafa Aga’ya basvurarak, bes ay 6nce kara sigir ve camus gonlerinin
Dimyat iskelesinden gemi ile Antalya kasabasina gétiriilmesi sirasinda,
geminin siddetli riizgardan dolayt Kibris adast aciklarinda Lefke
sahillerinde batmasi tzerine, kurtarilan derilerin bedeli olan 105 kurusu
teslim almuglardir (KKSS, 13/129-4). Burada, Kibris’la ilgili olmayan bir
ticaretin, Akdeniz’deki siddetli riizgir nedeniyle, Kibris aciklarina
strtiklenerek batan bir gemideki kurtarilabilen mallara devlet adina
beytiilmal emini el koymustur. Ancak mallarin sahipleri, beytiillmal
emininden s6z konusu mallarinin  karsiigt  olan  parayt  almayt
basarmislardir. Ayrica gerek bu 6rnekte gerekse de bir 6nceki Srnekten
Lefkosa’ya gelen yabancai tiiccarlarin Han-z Komari ile Han-1 Cedifte
kaldiklarini ve ticareti buralardan yénlendirdiklerini de 6greniyoruz.

Sicillere yanstyan bir miras davasindan ise adada yapilan tiitiin ticareti
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hakkinda bilgi bulabiliyoruz. 31 Ocak 1732 tarihli belgede Lefkosa
Mahmud Pasa Mahallesinden Abdullah oglu Mustafa, aslen Kudisli olup
Karamani-zide Mahallesinde kalirken, 6len Ibrahim oglu Cabbar’in
zimmetinde kalan titlin bahasindan 250 kurus hakkini, vasi-7 mubtar olan
Ahmet oglu Hiseyin'den mahkeme karariyla almistir (KSS, 14/37-1).
Ticcarlarin, Kibris’a satmak i¢in getirdikleri fimadiye ve wmilas denilen
titlinin a/asinin vukiyyesinden 0,5 kurus, exsafinin vukiyyesinden 40 ve
ednasinin vukiyyesinden 0,5 saf akge gimrik alinmakta idi. Bagka bir
kayitta ise adada satilan bes kiyye titinin 1,120 para oldugunu
égreniyoruz (Ozkul, 2006: 376).7

Daha 6nce de deginildigi tizere Kibris adasindaki ticari drtinlerden biri
de kahvedir. Kahvenin adada tretilmeyip adanin ithal ettigi Griinlerden
biri oldugu sicillerden 6grenilmektedir. Belgelerden Kibris kahve riisumu
mukataasinin  Istanbul kahve riisumu mukataasina  bagli oldugu
anlasilmaktadir. 1741-42 yilinda Istanbul, Izmir, Sakiz, Kibris ve etraftaki
adalarin kahve risumu mukataasint ortaklasa olarak malikane seklinde
ellerinde tutan Halil, Hiseyin, diger Halil ve Al’nin, Kibris muhassilinin
mukataaya midahale edip Kibris’a gelen kahvenin her vukiyyesinden
aldiklart 5 para risum-1 miriyi toplamast icin emanet olarak, Kibris kahve
risumu mukataasina atadiklari Abdurrahman’a engel oldugu sikayetleri
lizetine, Istanbul, muhassilin mukataaya miidahale etmemesini istemistir

(KSS, 15/143-1).

Kahve risumu mukataas: ile ilgili karsilasilan bagka bir 6rnekte ise,
1741-42 yilt basindan bu yilin sonuna kadar emanet olarak Kibris kahve
risumu mukataasi Uzerinde olan el-Hac Abdurrahman, bir senede Tuzla
gimriigine t¢ defada gelen, toplam 244 vukzyye kahvenin, gimritk emini
Hasan tarafindan tahsil edilen 39,5 kurusu eminden teslim almuistir.
Bunun yaninda Limasol iskelesine gelen ve Lefkosalt Usta Ali’ye Kibris’ta
satmast icin, Istanbul'daki kardesi tarafindan yollanan 500 sukzyye
kahvenin vergisini el-Hac Abdurrahman, Ali’'den almak isteyince sorun
c¢tkmis ve Lefkosa naibi el-Hac Yunus durumu merkeze bildirmistir.
Istanbul’dan verilen cevapta ise, Kibris’a gelen kahvenin her sekilde
vukiyyesinden 5 para resm-i miri alinmast istenmistir. Fakat bunun yaninda
millet-i  nasarddan  (gayrimislim) kendi memleketlerine génderdikleri
kahveden resm-i miri alinmayacagi, ancak bunlar da kahveyi Islam
tlkelerinde satarlarsa resm-i mirl tahsil edilecegi belirtilmistir (KSS,
15/216-1). 1741-42 yilinda Kibris adasina iki yoldan toplam 744 vukzyye
kahve geldigi gortlmektedir.

Sonug olarak Osmanlt Devleti Akdeniz’'deki korsanlik faaliyetlerinden
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oldukca zarar g6rmustir. Bunlarla miucadele icin devlet imkanlar
nispetinde cesitli careler tretmis ama yine de tam olarak korsanlarin
faaliyetlerine engel olamamustir. Korsanlara engel olmak i¢in donanmasint
Akdeniz’e ¢tkardiginda bu sefer de donanmadaki leventlerin karistigi
kacakeilikla karsilasmaktaydi.

Giimriikler ve Kagakgilik

Dss ticareti ilgilendiren Kibris adasindaki bir baska mukataa ise, resm-i
giimriiftir. Resm-i  gimrik mukataas: ile karsilagilan  belgelerde,
imparatorluk genelinde gimriklerin diizenli alinmastyla ve hangi
kosullarda ne sekilde gimrik alinacagiyla ilgili bilgiler bulunmaktadir.
Bunlarda genel bir gimriik resmi de belirtilmistir. 1743-44 tarihli bir emr-
i serifte Osmanlt tlkesindeki iskelelere gemiler ile gelen esya, eger
gemilerin yanastiklart iskelelerde 7brag (¢ikarma) ve gisad (agma) olunur
ise, o iskelede glimritk vergilerinin alinmasi istenmektedir. Eger gemi
iskeleye gelerek, sadece orada beklerse ve getirdigi Griinlerden satis
yapilmazsa, bu iskelede herhangi bir giimriik alinmasi s6z konusu degildi.
Ayrica bu sekilde iskelelere gelen gemilere, bagka iskelede satacaklari
triinler icin, birka¢ akce karsiliginda gimrik eminleri tarafindan
gumrukleri alindi diye belge verilmemesi emredilmektedir (KSS, 15/191-
2). Qunki tlkenin genelinde tiiccar taifesi, ugradiklart bazi limanlarda
esya satmadiklart halde, hile ile gimriiklerini 6dediklerine dair tezkire
alarak, esas esya satacaklari iskele eminlerinin ve o yore halkinin zarar
etmesine neden oluyorlardi. Osmanlt vergi diizenine gore bir driinden bir
kez gimrik alinabildiginden, bu sorun devletin giimrik gelirlerinin de
azalmasina sebep olmaktadir. Gimritk resmi 6dendiginde ticcara edi
tezkiresi adiyla bir tezkire verilir ve béylece tliccar, arttk o maldan dolayt
Osmanl ilkesinde bir daha giimritk 6demezdi (Kitikoglu, 1999: 331).
Yalniz bu glimritk resminin ilk satis yapildigi limanda alinmas: gerektigi,
belgelerde 1srarla vurgulanmasina ragmen, yine de, bazt glmrik
eminlerinin, birka¢ akce karsiiginda glimrikleri alindt diye, Batilt
tiiccarlara tezkire verdikleri gérilmektedir.

Halep sehrinin gelirinin biiytk bir kismini Batili devletletle yapilan
ticaretten alinan glmriik gelirleri olusturmaktadir. Bundan dolayt Halepli
gorevliler, Batili tliccarlarin Halep’e gelmeden Once, 6zellikle Kibris
adasina ugradiklarini ve burada esya satmadiklart halde, bir sekilde hileyle
birka¢ akgeye giimrik verdiklerini gosteren eda tezkiresi aldiklarini
bildirip Istanbul’dan bunun éniine gecilmesini istemektedirler. Bunun
tizerine merkezden génderilen padisah emrinde hileyle giimriik tezkiresi
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verilmemesi icin resmi gorevliler uyarlmisur (KSS, 15/143-2; KSS,
15/143-1).

Bu konuyla ilgili olarak zamanin padisaht tarafindan Trablussam valisi,
Sayda beylerbeyi ile Trablussam, Kibris, Sayda, Yafa, Akka, Lazkiye,
Misir iskenderiyesi ve Iskenderun iskelelerindeki kadilar, naipler,
gumriikeiler ve iskele eminlerine génderilen emirnamede, s6z konusu
yetlere gemiler ile gelen emtia ve egya, efer gemilerin demitledikleri
iskelelerde cikarilirsa, glimritk vergilerinin buralarda alinacagr ve satisi
yapilmayan egyadan glmrik alinmamasi gerektigi belirtilip diger
iskelelerde satilacak olan egyalar icin tliccar taifesinin hile ile birkag akce
karstiginda eminlerden edd tezkiresi almalarina engel olunmasi
istenmektedir. Alnan bu tedbirle devletin ugradigt zararin Oniine
gecilmeye caligilmustir.

Istanbul’dan bélgeye gonderilen baska bir fermanda ise Iskenderun,
Izmir ve diger iskelelere gotiiriilecek olan esyalar bilerek Kibris,
Trablussam, Sayda ve Viladika iskelelerine ugrayip tasiyan gemilerin
tiiccarlarinin herhangi bir esya c¢tkarmadiklar: halde, iskele eminlerinden
gimrik vergisi alinmustir diye eda tezkireleri aldiklart bildirilip bunun
onlenmesi emredilmekte olup getirilen esyalardan ancak %3 gumrik
alinabilecegi belirtilmektedir (Ekim 1743) (KSS, 15/191-2). Osmanl
tlkesinde bir esya icin sadece bir defa glimrik 6denmekte idi. Glmrik
resmi yalniz ithal edilen mallardan degil aymi zamanda ihrac¢ yapilan
mallardan da alimyordu (Kitikoglu, 1999: 331).

Istanbul ve ona bagh gimriiklerin yoneticisi olan Ishak’a génderilen
1749-50 tarihli bir fermanda ise, tiiccar taifesinin karadan veya denizden
getirdikleri me'kilat (yiyecek), melbisat (giyecek), hububat, goén, temiir
(demir), ¢uka ve kumagtan her ne kadar varsa Misliman tiiccardan %3
akce gimrik ve %1 akce gwrar-: kasaba® ki toplam %4 akce gimrik,
kefere ve Yahudi tiiccarlarindan ise %4 akge giimriik ve %1 akge zarar-1
kasaba olmak tzere %5 akce glimritk alinacag bildirilmektedir. Ayrica
kahveden alinan verginin ise, Musliman’dan sz#kzyye basina 8 akge, kefere
ve Yahudi'den ise, sukzyye basina 10 akge olacagr bildirilmistir (KSS,
16/205-1).

Daha o6nceki yillarda Osmanli tlkesinde ticaret yapan devletlerin
istekleri dogrultusunda Batili tliccarlardan alinan gimritk resmi %3%e
diistirilmistiir. Bu ayricalik ilk 6nce 1601 yilinda Ingiltere’ye verilmis,
arkasindan diger devletler de bu haktan faydalanmislardir (Kitikoglu,
1999: 331). Ancak 1749 yiinda Kibris adasindaki gtimriiklerde alinan
vergilerin artinldigy goriilmektedir. Daha 6nce kahvenin vukiyyesinden 5
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para resm-i miri alinirken, yukarida gorildigh gibi bu da artinlmigtir.
Gumriklerde ise %1 akeelik bir kasaba zarari farki konmustur. Benzer
durumlara Basra’da rastlanmaktadir. Burada valiler giimriiklerde indirim
yaptlmasina karsin, mallardan %5, hatta bazilarindan %6 gimrik resmi
almuslardir (Kittikoglu, 1988: 539).

Gumriklerle ilgili bir bagka hikimden ise, Girne glimriglinin
ortaklasa olarak iltizam seklinde mutasarriflart olan Lefkosa Terbiyodi
Mahallesinden Act Nikola veled-i Berasoka, Hanct Hiiseyin Celebi ibn-i
Mustafa ve el-Hac Omer ibn-i Ebubekir, otuz dokuz aylik hesaplarint
aralarinda gordiiklerinde Aci Nikola, kendine alt1 aylik eksik verildigini ve
400 kurus tutan aln aybk alacagini  talep ederek mahkemeye
basvurmugtur. Ancak Aci Nikola’nin son altt ayda kendi istegiyle
gimrikten ayrldigr diger mutasarriflar tarafindan kanitlaninca davayi
kaybetmistir (22 Agustos 1733). Iltizama verilen Girne giimriigiintn yillik
gelirinin 2.400 kurus oldugu anlasilmaktadir (KSS, 14/100-2).

Imparatorlugun  bircok yerinde bulunan gimritkler Osmanlt
Devleti’nin 6nemli gelir kaynaklarindan birisiydi. Batili devletler Osmanli
Devleti'nden elde ettikleri ayricaliklar sayesinde Osmanh tlkesinde
serbestce ticaret yapmaktaydilar. Bu ticaret sirasinda devlete ¢ok disiik
gimrik Odemekteydiler. Ama wiistemen ticcarlar bu  gimrikleri
6dememek i¢in de ¢ok gesitli yontemler kullanarak Osmanlt Devleti’ni
zarara ugrattyorlardl. Kibris gibi Akdeniz’de transit kullanilan limanlar bu
tip kagakgilikta ¢ok fazla kullanilmaktaydi.

Kibris’ta Ticarete Konu Olan Uriinler

Kibris adasinda 6nemli ticari driinler arasinda olan bugday, tuz, ve sarap
Venedik Devletin’e adadan gonderilmekteydi.  1585te  Sagredo,
Larnaka’nin (Tuzla) tuz gelirinin Ggytiz bin dukadan sekiz bine distiigini
belirtmistir. Cotovicus, 1598 yilinda adanin bereketli olusundan
bahsetmektedir. Iyi sulanmis hububat, pamuk ve seker tarlalarinin
Cithera’da (Degirmenlik) bulundugunu; ¢ok iyi meyvenin Lapitos (Lapta)
ve Kukla’da yetistigini; pamuk, seker, limon ve portakalin tretildigini
anlatmaktadir. Ipek, pamuk, keten, yln, hububat, yag, bal, peynir ve
sarabin adada bol oldugu anlatilmaktadir. Venedikliler tuz gibi adadaki
diger ticari triinlerden elli bin sex#d? almaktaydilar (Erdogru, 2004: 225-
26; Jennings, 1993: 301-02). Pococke, 1738 yilinda adadan bircok cesit
triin ihra¢ edildigini aktarmaktadir. Bunlardan bugday Akdeniz’deki
Latinlere; pamuk Hollanda, Ingiltere, Venedik ve Livorno’ya; yiin Italya
ve Pransa’ya; pamuklu dokumalar ve ham ipek Ingiltere’ye ihrag edildigini
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bildirmektedir (Jennings, 1993: 353). Ozveren, 18. ortalarinda Kibris’tan
Fransiz tiiccarlart aracthigiyla Fransa ve Italya’ya ipek, pamuk ve yiin
alindigini,  Kibris’a  ise  gesitli  dokuma  kumaslarin  satddigint
belirtmektedir. Bu arada Fransa’nin Kibris’tan ithal ettigi Grtinler arasinda
ipek birinci sirada yer alirken, Italyan sehir devletleri icin yapilan
alimlarda pamuk 6nde gelmekteydi. Adada ticaret yapan Ingilizlerin ilgi
alaninda da ipek ve pamuk bulunmaktaydi. Ozveren’e gore Ingilizler bu
tiriinlerin ticaretinde Fransizlarin gerisinde kalmaktaydilar. Hatta Ingiliz
kumaglarinin biyik kismunin Fransiz ticareti kanaliyla adaya ulasmast,
Fransa’nin  Kibris  ticaretindeki 6nci  konumunu  gdstermektedir
(Ozveren, 1997: 19).

Tarih boyunca Kibris adasinin en 6nemli ekonomik kaynaklarindan
biri de pamuk olmustur. Kibris, Venediklilerin yonetimi altinda
bulundugu zamandan beri, pamuk mahsuliniin kaynagi olarak kabul
edilmistic  (Damlibag, 2007: 51-52). Lane, Kibris pamugunun 13.
yuzyldan itibaren Venedik ve diger Avrupa devletleri icin 6nemli
oldugunu belirtir. Kibris’in giiney kiyilarinda yer alan Limasol, Piskopu ve
Kukla civarlart pamuk tarimt igin oldukea elverisliydi. Adanin kuzeyinde
ise Lefke ve Lefkosa’nin etrafindaki ovalarda pamuk yetistiriliyordu
(Exrdogru, 2002: 632-33). Lefkosa’nin etrafindaki neredeyse her koy
pamuk dokuma tezgihina sahipti. Hatta bazt biyiik koylerdeki evlerde
pamuk ve ipekli maddelerin yapilmasi icin elle dokunan tezgihlar
bulunmaktayd: (Jennings, 2006b: 375). Yeni ve daha ucuz scker
kaynaklart bulununca Kibris sekerinin  Avrupa pazarlarinda degeri
azalmistt. Bunun Uzerine Kibrisli seker ureticileri seker yerine pamuk
yetistirmeye baslamustir. 1576 yiinda Porcacchi’ye gbre seker kamist
ckimi terk edildigi zaman adada pamuk ekimi daha kath bir hale gelmisti
(Jennings, 1993: 298).

Seyyah Sandys, 1610 yilinda adanin 6nde gelen ihra¢ malinin pamuk
oldugunu ve bu pamuklarin dogunun en iyisi oldugundan bahsetmektedir
(Jennings, 1993: 302). Dapper, 1688 yilinda Baf ve Limasol’da pamuk
yetistirilmesine ragmen, Kibris adasinda en iyi pamugun Lefkosa ve
Magusa’da tretildigini ve bu pamugun biitin Levant’in en iyisi oldugunu
s6ylemektedir (Jennings, 1993: 303).

Kibris’ta tretilen ham pamuk ve yerel pamuklu dokumalar, yabanct
tliccarlarin ilgilendigi triinler arasindaydi. Kibris adasindaki konsoloslar,
Ozellikle Venedik, Fransa ve Hollanda konsoloslart pamuk ticaretine
katilmuslard: (Erdogru, 1997: 106-07; Exdogru, 2002: 635; Jennings, 1993:
158-59). Faroghi, Osmanli tlkesinde Venedik Devleti'nin en 6nemli
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konsoloslugu kesinlikle Kibris’ta oldugundan bahsetmektedir. Venedikli
denizcilerin adadan 17. ylzyl boyunca pamuk ihra¢ etmeye devam
ettiklerini anlatmaktadir (Faroghi, 1987: 330-31). Kaynaklardan 1860
yilinda Kibris ve Anadolu’nun bir ka¢ yerinde Amerikan tohumuyla
pamuk vyetistirilmeye baslandigt 6grenilmektedir. 1861 yilinda adadaki
pamuk mahsulii 6.000 balya civarindadir ve o da 1slaha muhtactir. Adanin
pamuk ziraatina uygun olan arazi ve iklimi dolayisiyla, cok az gayretle
hem dretilen pamugun cinsi 1slah edilir hem de alinan triin on katina
kadar ¢ikartilabilir (Damlibag, 2007: 52).

Pamuklar, gerekli islemler yapildiktan sonra, yabanct tiiccarlarin en
fazla ugradiklart ve séz konusu devrede Kibris adasinin en biiyiik ihrag
limant konumunda olan Tuzla kazasinda, mahzenlerde depolantyordu.
Olen verli bir tiiccarin terekesi igerisinde, Tuzla’da mahzende bulunan
36.000 ake¢e degerinde 15 kantar pamuk bulundugu goérilmektedir (KSS,
13/1-1). Bu kayit, ayni zamanda 1726-27 yilinda bir kantar pamugun
7.200 akge oldugunu gosterir. Bagka bir tereke kaydinda ise, bu sefer
2.450 kurug degerinde 35 kantar saf pamuk bulunmustur (KSS, 16/123-
1). 1747 yilina ait bu belgeden bir kantar pamugun degerinin 70 kurus
yani 8.400 akce oldugu 6grenilmektedir. Bu da, zaman gectikge pamugun
fiyatinda artis oldugunu gosterir.

Avrupalt tiiccarlarla yapilan pamuk ticaretinde, zaman zaman sorunlar
ctkmistir. Ipekte oldugu gibi pamuk cuvallarint agir géstermek igin de
iclerine treticiler tarafindan yabanci malzemelerin kondugu sikéyetleri
Istanbul’a kadar gitmis ve merkezden gonderilen emri serifle ticaretin
kurallara uygun bir sekilde yapilmast istenmistir (KSS, 13/120-2). 2 Eylul
1740 tarihli baska bir pamuk satist kaydinda ise pamuk Ureticisi ile
Tuzla’daki ticcar arasinda yapilan satiga sahit olunmaktadir. Lefkosa Aya
Kesano Mahallesinden Yanni, Tuzla kasabasindan Safiri’ye her kantari 56
kurusa olmak tizere 73 kantar pamuk ve kantart 18 kurusa olmak tzere 7
kantar yun teslim ettigini bildirmistir (KSS, 15/100-2).

Bazt kayitlarda tlccarlar pamugu Ureticiden Tuzla’da  teslim
almaktadirlar. Mahkemeye yansiyan baska bir anlasmazlik 6rneginde ise,
bu sefer 6deme seles seklinde, yani mali almadan pesin olarak yapilmus,
ancak sonradan sorun c¢ikmistir. Mesarya kazasina baglt Berasyo adlt
kéyden Zenyo oglu Mihail, el-Hac Osman Aga ibn-i el-Hac Receb Agaya
pamugun (penbe) kantarint 46 kurusa, yapagi yiniin kantart ise 12 kuruga
olmak tizere, 3 kantar pamuk icin 138 kurus ve 6 kantar yiin icin ise, 72
kurus yani, toplam 210 kurusu, Osman Aga Zenyo’ya mallart kendisine
Tuzla iskelesinde teslim etmesi sartiyla vermistir. Bir yil sonra ise, bu
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sefer pamugun kantari 50 kurus, yapagt yinin kantarina ise 14 kurus ve
sade yagin her ti¢ vukiyyesi birer kurus olmak tzere, 4 kantar pamuk icin
200 kurus, 7 kantar yiin icin 98 kurus ve 153 wvuksyye sade yag icin de 51
kurus olmak tzere, toplam 349 kurusu 181 ginlik selemle Zenyo’ya
Odemistir. Ayrica yapilan anlasmada pamuk ve yin iskelede, sade yag ise
koyde teslim edilecektir. Mallarin teslimi sirasinda ise, anlagilan triinlerin
disinda Osman Aga 33 wuksyye sade yagin her vukiyyesini 18 paraya,
koyunlart kuzusuyla birer kurusa ve merkebi ise 28 kurusa Zenyo’dan
satin almistir. Fakat Zenyo, s6z konusu satiglarin yukarida anlatildigt gibi
gerceklesmedigini ileri siirerek mahkemeye bagvurmustur. Ancak Osman
Aga satisin yukaridaki sekilde yapildigint sahitlerle ispatlayinca, Zenyo
davayr kaybetmistir. Bu tiir alis veris kayitlarindan hem bazt Urlnlerin
fiyatlar1 6grenilmekte hem de bu driinlerin fiyatlarindaki yillik degisimi
izleme imkani elde edilmektedir. Bu satislar 1743-44  yillarinda
gerceklesmistir (KSS, 16/119-1). Adt gegen bu kayitlardan, diger pamuk
satiglart gibi pamugun fiyatinin her yil biraz daha arttg, adadaki
treticilerden ¢ogunlukla yerli tiiccarlarin teslim aldigt ve Avrupalt
ticcarlara sattiklart  6grenilmektedir. Bu  belgede oldugu gibi bazt
beldelerde pamuk ile birlikte yapagt yiin de satilmaktadir.

Kibris adasinda yetistirilen ve dis piyasaya sturh sayida ihrag
edilebilen triinlerden birisi de ketendir. Keten tretimi Venedikliler
déneminde hem keten tohumu hem de iplik seklinde Gretilmesi icin
ciftciler tesvik edilmistir. Osmanlilar devrinde ise devlet keten iretimi
yerine dis piyasada daha karlt olan pamuk tiretimini tercih etmistir. Ancak
yine de Kibris adasinda Omorfo (Glizelyurt) bolgesinde keten tretimi
sinirh sayida devam etmistir. Kaynaklardan anlagildigi tizere Uretilen
ketenin buyik bir ¢ogunlugu iplik yapiminda kullamilmaktaydi. 1864
yilinda ise Anadolu’ya 75 ton keten; Fransa, Italya ve Anadolu’ya 2.972
hundredweight'® keten tohumu génderilmisti (Cobham, 1908: 248; Jenness,
1962: 89). 1868 yilinda verilen rakamlar ise 1.850 hundredweight keten ile
2.982 hundredweight keten tohumu seklindedir (Cobham, 1908: 427,
Jenness, 1962: 89). Goriildigh tzere gerek keten gerekse de keten
tohumu ihracinda bir artis s6z konusudut.

Kibris’ta ziraatt yapilan ve dis pazarda kimyasal boyalar bulunana
kadar 6nemli bir yer isgal eden iriin ise, kirmizt boyadir. Tlgili dénem
sicillerinde adada yapilan boya ziraatt ile ilgili belgelere tesadif
edilmektedir. Bu kayitlarda sadece boya ziraatt yapilan tarlalarin satisina
ve kiralanmasina tanik olunmaktadir. Tuzla kasabasindan Nikola oglu
Emperyo, Alyo kéytindeki altt dontimlitk deniz kenarindaki boya tarlasint
1.250 kurusa el-Hac Ismail Aga ibn-i Ramazan Aga’ya 12 Ekim 1733
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tarihinde satmustir (KSS, 14/93-1). Bu kayittan, boya ziraati yapilan
tatlalarin Gzel ve degerli olduklari anlasilmaktadir. Boya tarlasi ile ilgili
diger bir belgede ise, Kibris adasindan olup simdi Trablusam’da kalan
Yanni veled-i Yorgi, Magusa kazasina bagli Derinya karyesindeki bes
evlek!’ boya tarlasini Lefkosali Bedros veled-i Grekosa’ya 1726-27
yilindan itibaren yilig1 50 kurustan olmak tzere, altt yilligina kiralamigtir.
Her iki belgedeki boya tarlalarinin birbirlerine yakin yerlerde ve deniz
kiyilarinda olmalari, Kibris’taki boya ziraatinin, en azindan bu kayitlara
gbre, Magusa ve Tuzla kazalarinin kiyt bélgelerinde  yapildigini
gostermektedir. Mariti de kirmizt boya elde edilen bitkilerin Magusa’nin
deniz kiyisindaki tarlalarda yetistirildiginden bahsetmektedir (Mariti,
1908: 117-18; Cobham, 1908: 268; Luke, 1921: 182; Jenness, 1962: 79-
80). Gaudry ise, 19. yizyiin ortalarinda Kibris adasinda kirmizi boya
bitkisi yetistirilen yerleri Omorfo’nun (Giizelyurt) kuzeyindeki Aya Irini,
Magusa’nin glineyindeki Sotira, Magusa’nin kuzeyindeki Ayios Seryios,
Varosha (Maras), Larnaka’dan doguya Pile’ye kadar olan boélgede ve
Larnaka’nin glineybatisindaki Kiti olarak siralamaktadir. Baslangicta boya
bitkilerinden elde edilen boyalarin ihrac edildigi Glkeler arasinda Fransa
one cikarken 1860’lardan sonra Ingiltere Fransa’nin yerini almistir
(Jenness, 1962: 80).

Resm-i boya, resm-i mizan-1 harir ve penbe ile tamga-i akmise bir mukataa
seklinde gelitleri yillik olarak, iltizamla satilmaktadir. Adada tretilen bgya-i
sirh satigt ile ilgili bir kayittan, her kantar1 55 kurusa olmak tzere 25
kantar kirmizt boya satist yapildigi 6grenilmektedir (KSS, 16/226-3).

Kibris’ta zeytin ve buna baglt olarak tretilen zeytinyag: ziraati yogun
olarak yapilmaktadir. Hemen hemen adanin her bdlgesinde zeytin
agaclarina rastlanmaktadir. Hem zeytin olarak hem de zeytinyagt olarak
titketilmekte olan triin, gerek i¢ piyasada gerekse de dis piyasada 6nemli
bir yere sahiptir. Belgelerden anlagildigina gbre zeytin agaglart herhangi
bir tatlanin icerisine bir iki tane ekilebildigi gibi, butiiniyle icerisinde
zeytin ekili genis araziler de bulunabilmektedir (KSS, 14/45-1; KSS,
16/31-1; KSS, 15/170-1).

Kibris adasinda bulunan yag degirmenlerinde (KSS, 14/125-3)
uretilen zeytinya@ gerek i¢ pazarda gerekse ihracatta 6nemli bir paya
sahiptir. 17. yiizyilda Lefkosa’dan Hollanda, Ingiltere ve Fransa tiiccarlari
tarafindan satin almnan Urlinler arasinda zeytin yagt da bulunmaktadir
(Jennings, 1993: 352). S6z konusu devrede bir kiyye zeytin 10 akee ile 12
akce arasinda satilirken, zeytinyaginin bir kilesi 48 akce ile 30 akgeye
satiliyordu (KSS, 12/99-6; KSS, 15/2-9; KSS, 16/157-2). 1790 yilinda De
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Vezin adada toplam 25 kantar zeytin yag uretildiginden bahsetmektedir.
Ayrica en kaliteli yagin da Lapitos (Lapta) bolgesinde uretildigini
belirtmektedir (Cobham, 1908: 372-373).

Keciboynuzu (barnup), Kibris’ta ziraati yapilan bir bagka agac tiridir.
Harnup hem meyve olarak, hem meyvesinden tretilen pekmez seklinde,
hem de hayvan yemi olarak titketilmektedir. Harnup, i¢ ve dis pazarlarda
alict bulabilen iiriinlerden biridir. Olen bir tiiccarin terekesinden Kibris’ta
yapilan keciboynuzu ticareti hakkinda bilgi sahibi olunabilmektedir. Bu
Ornekte Misttli bir Misliiman’a 57 kantar keciboynuzunu 142,5 kurusa,
bir baskasina 157,5 kantart 433 kurusa, son olarak 30 kantar1 72,5 kurusa
satilmistir  (KSS, 16/123-1). Kibrishlarin drettigi harnuplar genellikle
Suriye ve Iskenderiye’ye ihrag edilmekteydi. 1745 yilinda 500 kantar
harnup kantart 2,5 kurustan Misir’a gbnderilmistir. 1812 yilinda ise 6.000
kantar harnup Misir, Suriye ve Istanbul’a yollanmisti. Ancak Osmanlt
Devleti’nin harnuptan aldigt vergiyi her 220 okkadan 8 kurus seklinde
artirmasi ve harnubun sadece Limasol yakinlarindaki uygunsuz bir liman
olan Zigi’den (Ziyyi) ihracina izin vermesi harnup Ureticilerini
ctkilemistir. Sonugta harnup ihract 4.000 kantar civarlarina dismisti.
Hatta Harnup ireticileri triinlerini satamadiklart i¢in harnup agaglarini
bile kesmislerdi. Gaudry, devletin bu uygulamasindan vazgegmesi Gzerine
harnup ihracatt artmistir. 1878 yilinda Ingiltere, Rusya, Fransa, Avusturya
ve Italya’ya 10.000 ton civarinda harnup ihra¢ edilmistir (Jenness, 1962:
77-78). Baker, Kibris’tan 1872-77 arasinda yilda 13.000 ton harnup ihra¢
edildigini ve adada ilgili yillarda yaklastk 350.000 harnup agact
bulundugunu belirtmektedir (Baker, 1879: 295-96,402).

Kibris adasinda seker, seker kamisindan elde edilmekteydi. Kibris’ta
diizenli bir sekilde seker uretilmesine kralice Catherina Cornaro'?
zamaninda baslanir. Fernand Braudel, seker tiretiminin Cornaro ailesinin
elinde olmasindan dolayt Kibris sekerinin temiz oldugunu aktarmaktadir
(Erdogru, 1997: 104; Braudel, 1982: 163). 1489 yilinda Venedikliler
Kibris’a hakim olmayt basardiklart zaman aslinda Cornaro ailesi seker
savasint kazanmig oluyordu Kibris’ta elde edilen seker, Kahire ve Sam
sekerlerine gére daha az kaliteli ama daha beyaz idi. Sadece saray icin
tretilen sekerin, her turlid satigt yasak iken, bazt dénemlerde adadaki
yiksek riitbeli gorevliler tarafindan Venedikli tiiccarlara satildigt
bilinmektedir (Erdogru, 1997: 104; Jennings, 1990: 472; Erdogru, 1998:
74). Kibris’ta seker kamigt Piskopi, Kolos, Kukla, Lefke, Limasol ve
Hirsofu bolgelerinde yetistirilmektedir (IKSS, 13/150-2; Alasya, 1988:
112). Kanarya adalarinin kesfedilmesinden sonra Kibris’tan elde edilen
sekerin Avrupa pazatlarindaki degeri azalmistir (Erdogru, 1998: 71-2).
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Boylece pek ¢ok yerde sekerin yerine dis piyasadaki 6neminden dolay:
pamuk yetistitilmeye baglanir. Her ne kadar da seker tretimi azalsa da 19.
yuzyilin ilk yarisina kadar devam etmistir (Erdogru, 1998: 73-5).

Ziral urtnler yaninda islenmis orman Urlnleri, madenlerle tuz da
Kibris’n 6nemli thrag mallart arasinda bulunmaktaydi. Tuz bilindigi gibi
15. ve 16. yuzyillarda, Avrupa’da 6nemli bir gida ve ticaret maddesi
olmustu. Braudel, tuzun hem insanlar hem de hayvanlar icin asli gida
oldugundan bahsetmektedir. Avrupa’da et ve balik saklamak icin tuza
ihtiya¢ duyulmustur. Braudel’e gére tuzun tuz Avrupa’dan Cin’e kadar
uzanan cografyadaki devletler ve tliccarlar icin ¢ok Gnemli bir gelir
kaynagi olmustur (Braudel, 1977: 209-10).

Kibris adasinda tuz iiretimi ve ticareti Latinler déneminde oldugu gibi
Osmanlilar tarafindan da devletlestirilmigtir. Kibris’ta beyaz tuz, Tuzla
yakinlarindaki tuz gélinden elde edilmekteydi. Diger tuz tiretim merkezi
de Limasol yakinindaki tuz goliiydi (Inaletk, 1971: 69). Kibris tuzunun
eski ¢aglardan beri Avrupa’da tnd bilinmekteydi. Dénemin seyyahlarinin
eserlerinde Kibris tuzunun 6neminden bahsedilmektedir. Kibris tuzu su
tzerinde dondugundan basit bir yontemle toplanabilmekteydi. Levanten
kiyillarindaki bitin limanlara tuz buradan gonderilmekteydi. Locke,
1553’te tuzun Venedik tekeli oldugunu ve imbik kullanmaksizin tuzun
birikmesine sasirdigini  belirtmistir. Ayrica higbir geminin Tuzla’dan
(Larnaka) tuz almadan Venedik’e gitmedigini, Kibris tuzunun Venedik
devleti icin 6nemli bir gelir kaynagt oldugunu bildirmistir (Erdogru, 2004:
223-40).

Jenness’e gére Venedik ve Hollanda ile yapilan tuz ve pamuk ticaret,
1605 yilinda eski halini almistir (Jenness, 1962: 56). Ingiltere tiiccarindan
Sanderson, 1598 yilinda tuz yikli gemisiyle Larnaka’da iki Gg¢ ay
kaldigindan bahsetmektedir. Della Valle 1625’te adanin toplam gelirinin
onbin akgesinin tuzlalardan saglandigini, Ttrklerin tuzlayl temizlemek ve
tuzu rafine etmek icin cok ihmalkar davrandiklarindan bahsetmektedir
(Jennings, 1993: 301-02, 352).

Osmanli Devleti’nin bircok yerinde tuz tretimi yapildigindan Kibris
tuzuna imparatorluk genelinde pek ihtiyac bulunmamaktayd:i. Bundan
dolay1 Kibris tuzunun fetihten sonra uluslararasi ticaretteki 6nemi azalmis
ve genellikle Suriye sehirlerine pazarlanmistir (Erdogru, 2004: 223-240).

Adada tretilip de yurt digina satist yasak olmayan bir bagka triin ise
zifttir. Ulke disina zift satildigi veya satilmak icin iskelelerdeki mahzende
bekletildigi  kaynaklardan — &grenilmektedir.  Bir  belgede  Limasol
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iskelesinde mahzende bulunan 273 kurus degerindeki 45,5 kantar ziftten
bahsedilirken, yine aynt belgenin devaminda Zahuri gemisiyle tlke digina
yollanan 1.070 kurusluk kereste ve zift s6z konusudur (KSS, 16/123-1).
Bu kayitlardan 1747 yilinda bir kantar ziftin 6 kurusa satildigt
anlastlmaktadir. Ayrica ziftle bitlikte, ilke disina kerestenin de ihrag
edildigine tanik olunmaktadir.

Kibris adasinda yapilan sulu ziraatin en 6nemli Grling, belki de ipek
bécekeiliginde bir ¢esit ham madde diye adlandirilabilecek dut bahgeleri
veya sair bahceler icerisindeki dut agaglaridir. Sicillere gecen satiglarin
biiyitk bir kismini olusturan dut bahgeleri veya dut agaclar ile ilgili
kayitlar, Kibris’ta yapilan ipek bocekeiligi hakkinda da bilgi vermektedir.
Osmanl ilkesinde 17. ytzyildan itibaren dut agac yetistirilmesi 6nem
kazanmustir. Dut agacinin meyvesi yenilmekte ve artiklart da hayvan yemi
olarak kullanilmaktadir. Fakat pazara doéntk olmayan bu kullanim
genelde ikinci planda kalmaktadir. Dut agact yetistirilmesinin asil
amacinin ham ipek tretimi oldugu anlagiliyor (Faroghi, 1998: 306). Kibris
adasinda ipek tretimi ve ipek bdcekgiliginin dut agaclarinin bulundugu
sulu tarim yapilan alanlarda yaygin olarak yapildigi goriilmektedir.
Gaudry, 1853 yilinda adada 250.000 dut agact oldugunu tahmin
etmektedir (Jenness, 1962: 88).

Kibris’ta sart ve beyaz olmak tzere iki ¢esit olarak iretilen ipek,
adanin 6nemli ihrac mallart arasinda yer almaktadir. Kibris adasinda en
kaliteli sar1 ipek Baf bélgesinden, beyaz ipek ise Degirmenlik bélgesinden
elde edilmektedir. Bazt belgelerde beyaz ve sarinin yaninda farklt renkte
ipek tretimine de rastlamaktayiz. Kibris Mutasarrifligina ait 28 Haziran
1872 tarihli bir belgede, 1871 yilina ait ipek muhasebesi kaydinda kirmizi
ipegin 200, beyaz ipegin 180 ve yesil ipegin ise 130 kurustan satddigim
ogrenmekteyiz.!? Kibris’ta ipegi ile tinlenen sehirler Degirmenlik, Baf,
Evdim, Gilan ve Magusa’dir (Cobham, 1908: 372-73, 425-420).

Kibris adasinda tretilen ve dis piyasada 6nemli olan bir baska triin ise
ipektir. Ipek tiretimine gerek Venedik doneminde gerekse de Osmanlt
Devleti idaresinde oldukca fazla 6nem verilmistir denilebilir. Adanin
Osmanlilar tarafindan fethedilmesinden yiiz yil sonra adada yillik 8.000
okka ipek Uretilmekteydi. Bruyn, 17. yizylda ipek tiretimin yilda 8.000
okka civarinda oldugunu belirtmektedir (Cobham, 1908: 2306). Aynt
ylzyila ait bir tereke kaydinda ise 28 dirhemlik beyaz ipegin 75 kurus
degerinde oldugunu goérmekteyiz (KSS, 4/522). 18. ylzyilda Kibris
adasinda yillik 9.000 okka beyaz ipek tretilmekte ve okkast 8-12 kuruga
sattlmaktadir (Jenness, 1962: 86). 1720 yilinda Kibris’taki 16 kazada
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tretilen ipek miktart 12.607 kiyye 51 dirhemdir. S6z konusu belgeye gore
1720 yilinda en fazla ipek

Degirmenlik ve Magusa kazalarinda en az ise Omorfo ve Pendaya
kazalarinda Uretilmistir. Ayrica ilgili kayittan Kibrisin 16 kazasinin
hepsinde degisken miktarda ve kalitede ipek dretildigini de
ogrenmekteyiz. S6z konusu yida adada her tirli sorun yasandigt ve
bunun ipek tretimine fazlastyla yansidigi belgede belirtildiginden, verilen
miktarlar adanin gercek ipek Uretimini yansitmamaktadir. Ayrica 1720
yiinin muhasebesi yapilirken bir 6nceki yildan kalan ve satilamayan ki
1596 kiyye ipek hesaplamaya katlmigtir (KSS, 24/60-2).

1735 yilinda Kibris’tan Marsilya’'ya ve Londra’ya yaklasik 100.000
pound degerinde ham ipek ihra¢ edilmekteydi (Jenness, 1962: 80).
Drummond 1744’de adadan ihrag edilen ipegin miktarim yaklagik olarak
40.000 okka ve okkast 7 kurus olarak vermektedir (Cobham, 1908: 281;
Jenness, 1962: 86). Bunun yaninda 1745 yilinda 40.000 okka ipek
tretildigi ve degerinin de 6-7 kurustan alict buldugu belirtilmektedir.
Beyaz ipegin yani sira, ayni ylzyidda yilik 4.000 okka da sar ipek
tretilmekte ve 3-4 kurusa satilmaktaydi (Cobham, 1908: 371-373). Mariti
ise bu rakami 1760’da 25.000 okka olarak bildirmektedir (Mariti, 1908:
113). De Vezin, 1790 yilinda kurakliktan dolay1 adada sadece 9.000 okka
beyaz ipek ile 4.000 okka sari ipek uretilebildiginden bahsetmektedir
(Cobham, 1908: 372).

Turner, 1812 yilinda yaklasik 10.000 okka beyaz ipek ile 5.000 okka
sar1 ipek tretildigini ve bunlarin buyiik bir kismimnimn Misir’a génderildigini
belirtmektedir. Bu ipeklerden beyaz ipegin okkasmin 15 kurusa sar
ipegin ise 31 kuruga satildigint bildirmektedir. Ayrica Turner, son yillarda
Kibris ipeginin ¢ogunlukla Misit’a  gonderilmesinin  nedeni olarak
Ingiltere’nin yiiksek vergilerden dolayt Kibris ipeginden vazgegmesini
gostermektedir (Cobham. 1908: 425). 19. ylzyiin ikinci geyreginden
sonra Fransa’nin artan ipek isteklerinden dolayt Kibris’ta ipek tretiminin
artmaya basladigi goriilmektedir. Tlgili yillarda adada yeni dut agaclari
ekilerek yillik ipek tretimi 19.700 okkaya cikaridmisti. Elde edilen ipegin
biiyiik bir kismi Fransa’ya gonderilmekteydi. Tlgili donemde yillik 200.000
kurusluk ham ipek ihract s6z konusudur. (Jenness, 1962: 88).

Bazi yillarda cesitli zararlilar, dogal afetler ve salgin hastaliklar ipek
liretimine zarar verebilmektedir. Ipek iiretimine dolaylt olarak zarar veren
zararlilardan biri de c¢ekirgelerdir. Kibris adasinmn tarihi boyunca
cekirgeler, kolakas bitkisi'* disinda her tlrli yesil bitkiye zarar
vermektedirler (Jennings, 1993: 178). Halkin temel gereksinim maddeleri

51



jcs

olan bugday ve arpaya verdikleri zararin yant sira, ipek bocekeiliginin ana
kaynagi olan dut agaclarina da zaratlart olmaktadir.

Bazt donemlerde Kibris adasinda meydana gelen veba salginlari da
ipek bocekgiligini ve ipek tretimini dolaylt olarak etkilemekte olduguna
dair 6rnekleri sicillerde gérmekteyiz. Dolayistyla boyle zamanlarda ipek
tretiminde biyiik distsler yasanmaktadir. 6 Aralik 1721 tarihinde Kibris
adast mizan-1 harir ve tevabii mukataasinin emini olan Hacit Ahmet
Aganin istegi iizerine Kibris Muhassili Ibrahim Aga’nin vekili olan
Lefkosa alaybeyisi el-hacc Mustafa Aga tarafindan adadaki 16 kazada
1720 yilinda tretilen ipegin muhasebesi yapilmustir (KSS, 24/60-2). Tlgili
mukataanin s6z konusu yildaki emini olan Menteszade Hact Tsmail Aga
1720 yiinda adada veba salgint meydana geldigini, kuraklik ve cekirge
istilast oldugunu belirterek ipek bocekgiligi yapan kisilerin bu olaylardan
olumsuz etkilendiklerini belirtmektedir. Dolayistyla Ipek boceklerine
gereken Onem verilememis ve istenilen miktarda ipek uretilemedigini
s6ylemektedir. Belgenin devaminda ise séz konusu yida alinan resm-i
mizan-1 haririn sadece 4.802,5 kurus oldugunu gérmekteyiz (KSS, 24/61-
1).

Bazi belgelerde ipek iretiminde yasanan sorunlar iilke disindan
getirilen tohumlarin hastalikli olmasina da baglanmaktadir. Luke, 1858
yilinda ipek béceklerine musallat olan hastalik sonucunda ipek tretimi
ciddi bir sekilde distiginden bahsetmektedir. 1867 yiinda hastaligin
ctkilerinin devam ettiginden dolayt adada sadece 80.000 kurusluk ipek
tretimi yapilabilmisti (Luke, 1908: 225). 3 Aralik 1873 tarihli belgede
Kibris adasinda 1871 yilinda harir 6srintin miktatinin 86.294 kurus 32
para oldugunu, bundan 10.680 kurus memurlarin maast ve masrafi
oldugu belirtilmektedir. Bir 6nceki senenin muhasebesi yapildiginda ise
54.387 kurus 9 para azdir. Uretimin azalmasina iilke disindan getirilen
hastalikli tohumlarin yol actigt anlatdmaktadir (Kibris Mutasarriflik
Defteri 52/100).

19. yiizyilda ipek béceklerini olumsuz etkileyen bir cesit hastaliktan
dolayr iretimde diigis yasansa da, ipekli kumas tretiminin yaygin bir
sekilde yapildigi kaynaklardan anlasilmaktadir. Kibris’ta cesitli amaglar
icin farklt renkte ipek kumaglari, pamuk ve yin Uretim teknikleri
kullanilarak retilmekteydi (Samani, 2006: 234; Salvator, 1873: 60).
Kibris’ta tretilen baslica kumaslar Kibris catmasi, kiz dimisi, Kibrisi
kumas, makrama, tilbend, &utni, keremsnd, kamas, peskir, yasdik, harir sal
ve kusak, dimi sal, pesimi, mizan-1 harir, penbe, damga-i akmise idi (Yildiz,
2002: 985). Bagbakanlik Osmanl Arsivi'ndeki 1137 H. (1725 M.) yilina ait
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bir Maliye defterine goére bu kumaslardan her yil dokunan 5211 zira'
kutni'den 2 akge, 8220 zira' pesimi'de 1.5 akge, 6760 zira' dimi ma saldan
1 akce vergi alindigt da (Yildiz, 1995: 526; BOA Maliyeden Midevver
Deftetler, No: 10168). ayrica 1138 H. (1725/6) tarihli bir defterdeki
kayitlara gore utni, keremsud, ipek kumas, peskir, yasdik, harir sal, kusak,
dimi sal ve penbe gibi ipek ve pamuklu kumaglarin satisindan elde edilen
karin Lefkosa’daki Mevlevihaneye verildigi anlasilmaktadir. 12 Muharrem
1262 (1846) tarihli bir baska belgeye gore ise ipek ve pamuklu kumaglarin
ticaretinden elde edilen 4999 kurus gelirin 1I. Mehmet'in kurdugu
Haremeyn-i Serif vakfina gonderildigi goértlmektedir (Yildiz 2009: 131;
BOA Divan-1 Himayun Muhasebe Deftetleri, 21939; 21,479, 21,550,
21,588).

Pamugun goélgesinde kalsa bile Kibris ipeginin Avrupa igin 6nemli
oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Kaynaklardan Kibris’ta ipek tretiminde gesitli
nedenlerden &tiirt inis ve cikislar yasandigt 6grenilmektedir.

Kibris adasinda dis piyasada etkili olan bir bagka ziraat dali ise
bagciliktir. Kibris’ta Baf kazasindan Tuzla (Larnaka) kazasina kadar
uzanan sahil seridinde yogun sekilde bagcilik yapilmaktadir (Jennings,
1993: 160). Bagciliktan, yas veya kuru iiziim, Uziimden yapilan sarap,
tzim pekmezi, cevizli ve bademli sucuk, kofter gibi driinler elde
edilmektedir. Bagcilik ziraatiyle sadece gayrimislimlerin ugrasmadigy,
Misliman adalilarin da baglari oldugu belgelerden 6grenilmektedir (KSS,
12/127-1).

Tarih boyunca adaya gelen seyyahlar ve Latin hacilar Kibris’in tath ve
sert saraplarindan zevkle bahsetmektedirler (Jennings, 1989: 213-220).
Lusignan déneminde yurt disina yapilan sarap ihracinda commanderia adl
Templier sovalyelerinin Urettigi sarap Onemli bir yer tutmaktaydt.
Venedik déneminde de bu tatll sarabin Uretimine devam edilmisti
(Jenness, 1962: 71). 18. yiizyll yazarlarindan Mariti ve De Vezin adadaki
en iyi sarabt Ureten yerleri Omodos, Gilan, Limasol, Orini ve Marathos
olarak bildirmektedirler. Mariti, adada yillik 750.000 conzaz'> (2.000.000
galon), en fazla ise 900.000 couzai (2.400.000 galon) retildigini
belirtmistir. De Vezin ise 150.000 cougai (400.000 galon) commanderia ve
170.000 conzai (450.000 galon) kirmuizi sarap tretildigini belirtmektedir.
19. yuzyilin ortalarinda Gaudry 1841-1853 arasinda tretilen sarap
miktarint 3.050.000 galon olarak vermektedir (Jenness, 1962: 72-73).

Mariti, 18. ylzyilin ortalarinda adada iretilen sarabin buytk bir
kisminin Venedik’e ihrag¢ edildigini bildirmektedir. Ayrica adada tretilen
sarabin iyileri ve kalitelilerinin Fransa, Hollanda ve Toskana’ya couzast
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2,5-3 kurus arast ihra¢ edildigini anlatmaktadir (Mariti, 1908: 115-116;
Jenness, 1962: 72).

Osmanlt Devleti, disartya satist yasak olan bir ka¢ trtin disinda
ureticileri istedikleri kisiye istedikleri kadar mal satma konusunda serbest
birakmustir. Kibrislilarin, temel gida maddesi ekmegin ham maddesi olan
bugdayin birakin yurt disina ihra¢ edilmesine, Kibris icindeki kazalar
arasinda bile satilabilmesi icin, Istanbul’dan izin alinmast gerekiyordu.
Bunun yaninda Kibris’ta ziraati yapilan arpa ve bugday, adalilarin
ihtiyacindan fazla uretildigi zamanlarda Trablussam ve Sayda bolgelerine
Istanbul’un izniyle génderilebiliyordu (Ozkul, 2006: 118-119).

Trablussam ve Sayda taraflarinda ortaya c¢ikan kurakliktan ve fare
istilasindan dolay1 arpa ve bugday kitlig ¢ekilmis ve bu yiizden Kibris’tan
bolgeye arpa (sa7) ve bugday (hmta) (KSS, 17/29-4) satlmustir.
Trablussam ve Sayda valilerine satilmast icin Istanbul’un izni
gerekmektedir. 18. ylzyiin ikinci ceyreginde kaynaklarda bu sekilde
alinan izinler ve yapilan hububat transferiyle ilgili sekiz adet kayit
bulunmaktadir. Bu belgelerde, Trablussam ve Sayda taraflarinda arpa ve
bugday gereksinimi oldugunda, eskiden oldugu gibi, bunun Kibris
adasindan karsilandigt belirtilip merkezden izin alinmaktadir.

Ik hiikiimde, 1724-25 tarihinde, Kibris adasinda bugdayin bol oldugu
belirtildikten sonra, miktari bildirilmeyen bugday Kibris’tan Trablussam
ve Sayda eyaletlerine gonderilmistir (KSS, 13/36-1). 1732-33 yilinda
adada hububatin fazlaligi dolayistyla, merkezden alinan izinle, Kibris’tan
o ginki fiyatlara gbére 3.000 kile arpa satin alinarak Trablussam’a
goturilmusti (KSS, 14/81-2; KSS, 14/81-3). 1733-34 yillarinda ise Sam,
Trablussam, Sayda, Hamma ve Hamas taraflarinda fare istilast sonucu
bélge halkinin Griinleri zarar gérmiis ve sadece kendilerine yetecek kadar
kalmistir. Bolgeye gelecek olan hacilara ve diger insanlara verecek arpa ve
bugdaylart kalmadigindan, yine Kibris’tan vyeterli miktar hububat
getirilmistir (KSS, 14/111-2). Eskiden beri Trablussam eyaleti valileri
dairelerine yetecek kadar bugday ve arpayr Kibris’tan satin aldiklarindan
1741-42 yilinda da Trablussam wvalisi tarafindan 3.000 kile bugday ve
6.000 kile arpa satin alinmistir (KSS, 15/118-2).

Daha o6nce de belirtildigi tizere hububat, Osmanli tlkesi disina
ctkarilmast yasak olan driinlerden biridir. Bununla birlikte, hububatin bol
oldugu yillarda, ihtiya¢ fazlasi bugdayin Avrupali devletlere satilmast
ihtimal icerisindedir. Buraya kadar gecen belgelerde en fazla 6.000 kile
arpa satilmis iken, 1745-46 yilinda Trablussam valisine 20.000 kile arpa
satilmast dikkat cekicidir (KSS, 17/17-1; MD,!6 151/332-3).
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Kibris’ta hayvanlardan elde edilen ve dokumacilikta kullanidan bir
baska Uriin ise, yapagidir. Daha cok kiigiikbas hayvanlardan elde edilen
yapaginin, genellikle bu dénem kaynaklarinda pamuk ile birlikte satildigt
ve Ulke disina ihracina izin verildigi gérilmektedir. 1740°da kantar1 18
kurustan 7 kantar yapagi yun Tuzlali bir ticcara (KSS, 15/100-2),
1743’de kantari 12 kurustan 6 kantar ve 1744°de ise kantart 14 kurustan
yapagt yun Tuzla’da teslim edilmek tizere baska bir tliccara satilmistir
(KSS, 16/119-1). Bu teslim edilen yapagilarin Tuzla’ya gotirtlmesi
onlarin yurt disina ihrac edilecegi anlamina gelir. Ancak yapaginin fiyatt
pamuk ile kiyaslandiginda, pamugun ¢ok daha pahali oldugu gorilir.

18. yiizyilda ortalama 500 kantar civarinda yin Kibris’tan battya ihrag
edilmekteydi. Thrac edilen yiiniin kiiciik bir kismt Fransa’ya, geriye kalan
bityiik kismi ise basta Italya’daki Teghorn limani olmak iizere diger
tlkelere génderilmekteydi (Cicek, 2002: 377; Jenness, 1962:89; Cobham,
1908: 372). Drummond, 18. yizyilin ortalarinda Bati tlkelerine ihrag
edilen driinler arasinda yin ve yinli dokumalarin da 6nemli bir yer
tuttugundan bahsetmekteydi (Cigek, 2002: 377).

Nisan 1804 tarihli belgede Osmanli tlkesinde iretilen yapaginin yerli
tretim gozetilmeden disa satildigindan dolay1 ihracatina yasak getirildigi
gortlmektedir (KS§S, 24/64-1). Zaman zaman yapag ihracatina
kisitlamalar getirilse bile yine de tilke disina satist devam ettigi belgelerden
anlagilmaktadir. 1822-1838 yillar1 arasinda Kibris adasindan toplam
16.303 kantar 36 kiyye yapaginin ihra¢ edildigini kaynaklardan
ogrenmekteyiz (Ozkul, 2010: 11). Turner, 19. yiizyilda adada yillik
yaklasik olarak 600 kantar yun tretildigini bunun bir kantarinin yaklagik
olarak 90 kurusa satlldigint ve Uretimin Onceleri Avrupa’ya sonralart ise
Suriye’ye ihrag edildigini bildirmektedir (Cobham, 1908: 4206; Jenness,
1962: 90). Gaundry ise adadaki yillik yiin iiretiminin 1850 yilinda 140.000
kg (648 kantar) oldugunu belirtmektedir (Jenness, 1962: 90).

Alexander Drummond’a gore 18. ylizyil ortalarinda Kibris adasinin
ihtiyaglart karsilandiktan sonra Batiya yilda 1.115.750 kurus degerinde
ipekli kumas, yiin, tiitin, sarap, icki, ila¢ ve boya bitkileri ile birlikte
601.500 kurus degerinde cesitli kumas ve dokuma drlnleri ihrag
edilmistir (Cicek, 2002: 378). Bir bagka Batili konsolos olan Michael de
Vezin ise 18. ylzyilda adada yilda 3.500 kantar pamuk, 9.000 okka beyaz
ipek, 250.000 moza bugday (50-60.000 ton) ve bunun iki katt arpa
yetistirildigini bildirmektedir (Cobham, 1908: 425-20).

Sonug olarak, Osmanlt Devleti, Akdeniz’deki ticareti gelistirmek i¢in
gereken her tirli tedbiri almaya calismis, ancak Akdeniz ticaretini
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baltalayan, ekonomiyi zarara ugratan, kiyt halkinin huzurunu kagiran
korsan faaliyetlerini bitiintiyle yok edemedigi gibi, yolsuzluklarin ve
kacakeiligin 6niine de tam anlamiyla gecememistir. Bir diger 6nemli tespit
ise, Avrupalt tliccarlarin butiin yollart kullanarak, Osmanlt Devleti’ne ya
hi¢ giimriik vermedikleri ya da ¢ok az verdikleridir. Stphesiz bu durum,
Osmanl ticareti ile ekonomisini etkiledigi gibi, 6zellikle yetli sanayi’inin
de biyiik 6lciide zarar gbrmesine yol agmigtir.

Kibris adast Akdeniz’deki konumu nedeniyle Akdeniz ticaretinde
transit olarak da kullanilmistir. Akdeniz’e gelen ticarl gemiler adadan her
tirld ihtiyaglarint kargiladiklart gibi adaya gelmisken adayla ticaret de
yapmuslardir. Akdeniz’de ticaret yapan devletlerin hemen hepsinin
ticcarlarinin yolu Kibris’tan gectigi anlasilmaktadir. Kibris adasinda
uretilen bircok triin bu tiiccarlarin dikkati cekmeyi bagarmustir. Batilt
tiiccarlar adadan pamuk, ipek, yiin, keten, zeytin yagy, seker, tuz, harnup
(ke¢iboynuzu) gibi triinleri ve bunlardan yapilmis dokumalart satin alarak
tlkelerine tagimiglardit.

Notlar

! {lgili makale 18-23 Eyliil2006 Trabzon’da yapilan 17. Ciepo Sempozyumu’nda

sunulan bildirinin gelistirilmis seklidir.

18. yiizyilda adada bulunan konsoloslar ve terciimanlart icin bk. A.E. Ozkul,

Kibris'm  Sosyo-Ekonomik Taribi, Istanbul 2006, s. 104-117.; A.E. Ozkul,

“Osmanlt  Idaresinde Kibris Adasindaki Ingiltere Konsoloslugu ve

Faaliyetleri”, Osmanis Donemi Akdeniz Diinyast, Ed. H. Coruh-M.Y. Ertas - M.Z.

Kose, Istanbul 2011, s. 303-353; M. Akif Erdogru, “18. yizyil sonlarinda

Kibris'ta Avrupali Konsoloslar ve Tercimanlar”, [&inci Ulnslar arasi Kibrus

Avragtirmalar: - Kongresi - Bildirileri (24-27  Kasum  1998), 11, Dogu Akdeniz

Universitesi, Gazimagusa 1999.

Lefkosa Seri Sicilleri (KSS). Burada ilk 6nce defter numarast verilmis, daha

sonra sirasiyla sayfa sayist ve hitkim numarasi belirtilmis ve calismanin

tamaminda, sicillere yapilan atiflarda bu yol izlenmistir.

1 denk= 0,80 gr veya 4 dirhem.

Genis bilgi i¢in bk. A1, Savas, “Osmanli Elgisi Mustafa Hatti Efendi’nin

Sefareti ile Tigili Us Belge”, Fge Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarih Incelemeleri

Dergisi, Sayr XTI (1997), s. 125-128.

6 S67 konusu paralarin degerleri icin bk. Ozkul, age, s. 336 vd.

7 Ayrica adada kurulan resm-i doénim-i duhan ile resm-i gimrik-i duhan
mukataalart hakkindaki ferman érnekleri igin bak. Ozkul, age, s. 296 vd.
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8 Bolge halkint korumak icin giimriik vergilerine eklenmektedir. Benzer bir
uygulama icin bk. S. Faroqhi, Osmanli'da Kentler ve Kentliler, ¢ev. Neyyir
Kalaycioglu, Istanbul 20003, s. 156.

9 {talya’da kullanilan altin veya giimiis sikke

10 CWT, 1800’letin sonunda ABD’li tliccarlar tarafindan olugturulan yiz kilo
degerinde olan agirlik 6l¢ii birimi

11 evlek= Y4 dontim, 229,666m?2.

12 Kibris Lusignan Kralliginin Venedik asilli son kralicesi. Lusignan krali II
James’in Slimi tzerine 1474 yilinda tahta gecerek 16 yil tlkeyi yonetmistir.
Ancak 1489 yilinda tahtindan vazgecerek tilkeyi Venedik Devleti'ne vermistir.
Catherina Venedik asilzadelerinden Bati diinyasinda seker krallart olarak
bilinen Cornaro ailesine mensuptu.

13 Kibris Mutasarrifligt Defteri s.118

14 Golevez, Kibris’ta yetisen yumrulu bir sebze. Ayrintilt bilgi icin bk. M. Akif
Erdogru, “Osmanl Kibris’inda Kolakas Bitkisi, Kibrs'ta Osmaniiar, Lefkosa
2008.

151 couzai 2 2/3 galona denk gelmektedir.

16 BOA (Bagbakanlik Osmanli Argivleri) Mithimme Defteri.
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Ingiliz Dénemi’nde Gazimagusa Kaleigi'nde Kentsel
Doniisiim (1878-1960)
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Oz

Osmanlit Dénemi, Osmanlt fethinin gergeklestigi 1571 yilindan 6nce, 6,000-
10,000 arasinda bir ntfusu bulunan ve oldukga yogun yapilagmis bir kent oldugu
izlenebilen Gazimagusa’nin, gesitli sebeplerle niifusunun giderek azaldigy, fiziksel
ve ckonomik potansiyellerinin yitirildigi bir dénem olmustur. Bu gerilemede
etkili olan baglica sebep, Osmanli Dénemi’nde Osmanl 6ncesinde de etkin
olmaya baglayan Larnaka Liman’nin ana liman olarak tercih edilmesi sonucu
kentin ana iglevini yitirmesidir. Bu etkene paralel olarak, Gazimagusa Limant’nin
bakimsizlik sonucu, Pedias Deresi’nin getirdigi kumla dolmast da, limanin
tamamen islevsiz kalmasina sebep olmustur. Kentin Hiristiyan niifusunun
Gazimagusa surlarinin disina  ¢ikartlip, yerlerine Anadolu’dan gelen halkin
yetlestirilmesi politikasi, gerek yeterli ekonomik faaliyetlerin yaratilamamasi,
gerekse yakinlardaki batakliklarin sebep oldugu ve bir tirli bag edilemeyen
sitmadan dolay1 bagarili olamamistir. 1831 niifus sayiminda, kentin nifusu 316
Musliman (hane reisi sayist) olarak tespit edilmigtir. Gazimagusa, bu niifus
sayiminin sonuglarina goére, bu tarihte en az nifuslu ve en kiicik kazalar arasinda
yer almistir. Adanin Ingiliz Yénetimi'ne girdigi 1878 yilindan sonra, 1891de
gerceklesen resmi nifus sayiminda tespit edilen 835 rakamiyla, Gazimagusa
Kaleici nifusunun, 1571 oncesi nifus icin vetilen minimum degetin 1/7’sinin
altina distigh izlenebilmektedir. 19. ylzyil sonunda, 1571’den sonra kiliseden
camiye cevrilen bes yapidan, sadece bir tanesinin kullanimina devam ediliyor
olmast, Osmanli Donemi boyunca yasanan niifus azalmasinin bagka bir
gOstergesidir.

Bu calismanin amact, 19. ylzyil sonunda, cogunlukla 14.-16. ylzyillar
arasinda insa edilmis bircok yapinin yok oldugu, nifusun azaldigy, islevsiz bir
liman ve sagliksiz ¢evre kosullarina sahip bir kent durumundaki Gazimagusa’da,
agilikli  olarak  20. yizyhn ik yarsinda, Ingiliz Yénetimi tarafindan
gerceklestirilen  ‘yeniden islevlendirme’ ve ‘sagliklastirma’ calismalarinin
6zetlenerek ortaya konmasidir. Burada 'yeniden islevlendirme' ile kastedilen
kentsel iglevlendirme, Oncelikle de Gazimagusa Limani'min  yeniden
islevlendirilmesidir. Limanla ilgili projeler bircok baska kentsel islevi de
beraberinde getirmistir. Kaleici'nde uzun bir strecten sonra yeniden gelismeye
baslayan ticaret ve depolama gibi islevler hep limanla iliskili olan islevlerdir.
Ikincil olarak ise, Kaleici'nde gériilmeye baglayan canlanmanin ardindan, kentteki
mevcut actk ve kapali mekanlara yeniden kiltir ve rekreasyon islevlerinin
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vetilmesi de bu baslik alunda degetlendirilmigtir. 'Sagliklastirma' tabiriyle ise,
kentin fiziksel kosullariin iyilestirilmesi ile ilgili gelismelerin aktariimasi
hedeflenmistir. Ulasim ve saglik kosullarinin, yapilasma ve kentsel acik alan
niteliklerinin gelistirilmesi de bu tanim kapsaminda ele alinmustir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Gazimagusa, 1ngiljz Doénemi, Kentsel Dontisim, Kentsel
Sagliklastirma

Abstract

Urban Transformation of Famagusta Walled City in British Period (1878-
1960)

Ottoman Period had been an era of decrease in population and loss in physical
and economical potentials for Famagusta, which had been a densely built city
with a population estimating around 6,000-10,000 before the Ottoman
Conquest in 1571. The main reason for his decrease was the loss of the port
activities in the city, as a result of preference of Larnaca Port, which had already
started to gain importance previously in the Ottoman Period. Parallelly, as a
result of the silting caused by the Pedias River, the port had completely lost its
function. The policy of relocating the immigrants from Anatolia, after the
expulsion of the Greeks from the walled city had been unsuccessful, due to the
insufficiency of activities and malaria caused by extensive swamps around the
mouth of Pedias River. According to 1831 census, the number of Muslim
householders in the city was 316. Famagusta was among the least populated and
smallest cities (kaza). After the beginning of British Period in 1878, according to
the official census in 1891, the number of the habitants in the walled city of
Famagusta was 835, almost one seventh of the minimum number given for the
period before Ottoman. The fact that only one of the five churches converted
to mosques was in service in 19% century is another indicator of the decrease in
population during Ottoman Period.

The aim of this study is to summerize and present the ‘re-functioning’ and
‘rehabilitation’” works carried out during British Reign in the first half of 20
century in Famagusta, where the function of most of the buildings of 14—16%
centuries were diminished, population decreased, port became functionless and
the environment became unhealthy in 19% century. The ‘te-functioning’
mentioned in this paper is mainly the re-functioning of the port. The projects
related with the port brought many other urban functions together with the
revival of trade and entrepot functions after a long period. As secondary results,
re-functioning of open and closed spaces as recreational areas are also evaluated
under this title. On the other hand, one of the objection is to put forward the
works related with the enhancement of physical conditions like transportation,
health and qualities of building and urban open spaces by using the term
‘rehabilitation’.

Keywords: Famagusta, British Period, urban transformation, urban
rehabilitation
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Ingiliz Dénemi'nde Gazimagusa'da Sosyal ve Ekonomik Geligmeler

Ingiliz Dénemi, Gazimagusa Kaleici acisindan, yeniden ekonomik ve fiziksel
gelismelerin  gérilmeye baslandigr bir stre¢ olmustur. Gazimagusa Limani,
Ingiliz Yonetimi’nin adayla ilgili planlarinda énemli bir yer tutmus ve 1878%in
ardindan da, bu planlara yonelik calismalar baglatilmistir. Ekonomik ve fiziksel
gelismeleri her zaman oldugu gibi niifus artist izlemistir.

Niifus artist ile ilgili kaynaklarda, Kaleici’ne ayrt bir stitun ayrilmasa da, Ttrk
niifusun biytk kismt Kaleici’nde yasadigindan, Kaleici niifus degisimlerini, Ttrk
nifus degisimlerinden izlemek mumkindir. 1881 sayiminda Kaleici’'nde 658
Tiurk, Maras’ta ise 1906 Rum sayilmustir.! 1901 sayiminda ise, Gazimagusa
Kaleigi bolgesinde 871 Tirk, Maras’ta ise 2,823 Rum tespit edilmigtir.? 1921
sayiminda 1,487, 1931 sayiminda 1,725, 1946 sayiminda 2,699, 1960 sayiminda
ise 6,120 Turk kaydedilmistir.> Ancak 1960’ta Maras’ta 17,500,* toplamda 24,506
Rum’un,® Kaleici’nde ise 3000 Turk’in varligindan® s6z ediliyor olmasi, Kale
disindaki hem Turk, hem de Rum ntfus artis oraninin, Kaleici’ndekinden daha
fazla oldugunu agikea ortaya koymaktadir.

Limanin iyilestirilmesinin ardindan gelen ilk yillarda, halkin ve tiiccarlarin
biiyiik bir kism1 mevcut baglantilarin devam ettigi Larnaka limanini kullanmaya
devam etmis, Gazimagusa limant ancak Iskenderiye ve Port Said’le Gazimagusa
arasinda diizenli sefer yaparak posta, yolcu ve kargo tasiyan buhatli gemilerin
kullandigt bir liman olmugtur.” Fakat, I. Dinya Savag’iyla birlikte bu durum
degismeye baslamis,® bu savasta askeri Us olarak kullandan Gazimagusa
limaninin, kullanim yogunlugu giderek artmustir. 1879 yilinda Gazimagusa’nin
ithalat-ihracat kapasitesi 12,000 GTN (groston), Larnaka’nin ithalat-ihracat
kapasitesi 340,000 GTN iken, 1960’a gelindiginde, Gazimagusa’nin ithalat-
ihracat kapasitesi 470,000 GTN, Larnaka’nin ithalat-ihracat kapasitesi ise
306,500 GTNa ¢ikmustir.” Daha sonraki yillarda da bu fark giderek artmus,
Gazimagusa’nin potansiyeli, Larnaka’ninkinin iki katindan fazlasina ulagmistir.

Artan liman faaliyetlerinin yant sira, ¢cémlekgilik, portakal ve patates tretimi,
ozellikle Maras bolgesinin ve Kale digindaki diger bolgelerin en 6nemli
ekonomik gelir kaynaklari olmustur. Kalei¢i'ndeki tarimsal dretim ise giderek
azalmis ve burada bulunan nar ve sebze bahgeleri, 20. ylzyil baslarindan itibaren
kaybolmustur. Maras bolgesindeki turizm faaliyetleri de, 6zellikle Ingiliz
Dénemi’nin sonlarina dogru artan bir ivme gOstermistir.

Ingiliz Y6énetimi Dénemi, Gazimagusa icin 6nemli bir déniim noktast olmus,
neredeyse kullanim dist olan limani, adanin en yogun limanina déntsmistir. Bu
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(KKTC Milli Arsivi).

1888 Gazimagusa haritast

Fig. 1.
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degisimin, kente ekonomik anlamda biytk katkiari olmustur. Ekonomik
gelismelere paralel olarak, ntfus da hizli bir sekilde artmis, kent biyiyerek,
Kaleici ve Marag disinda genis bir alana yayilmistir.

Ingiliz Dénemi'nde Gazimagusa'da Kentsel Déniiglim

Ingiliz Doénemi’nde, Gazimagusa ile ilgili iki temel idari kararin cok énemli
fiziksel etkileri olmustur. Bunlardan ilki, Ingiliz Dénemi’nin baglamasindan ¢ok
6nce giindeme gelmis olan Gazimagusa Limant’nin gelistirilmesi ve adanin askeri
ve ticari liman olarak sahip oldugu potansiyelin degerlendirilmesi ile ilgilidir.

W.H. Dixon’in da ifade ettigi ve Gazimagusa Limanr’nin bir liman olarak
adadaki en iyi olasilik oldugu!® diisiincesine paralel adimlar Ingiliz Yénetimi
tarafindan kisa siire icerisinde atilmaya baslanmustir. Kibris’in Ingiliz Yonetimi’ne
devrinin ilk yilinda, 9 Agustos 1878’de!! bu yaklasima yonelik bir ‘Gazimagusa
Gelistirme Yasast’? cikarilmast ve bir ‘Dogu Bélgesi Muhendisi’ atanmast,!?
kentin ve limanin gelistirilmesine yonelik ilk adimlardir.

Gazimagusa’da uzun yillardir stiregelen sagliksiz kosullarin iyilestirilmesi de,
kentin gelistirilmesi cercevesinde ele alinmistir. Yerlesmenin kuzeyinde kalan
Pedias Deresi agzt  ve hendeklerdeki batakliklar pompalanmis  ve
agaclandirlmistir.'* Ayrica, deniz suyu ile dolu olan ve 1888 haritasinda (Fig. 1)
Yesil Deniz’ olarak adlandirilan I¢ Kale hendegi de, 1900 yilinda sitma sorununu
¢6zmek amacityla kurutulmus ve aga¢landirlmugtir.'

Béylece, kentte ilk olarak 1394 yilinda s6z edilen'® ve Venediklilerden beri!”
¢ozilmeye calisilan, ekonomik gelismelerin en 6nemli engelleyici etkenleri olan
batakliklar ve sitma sorunlari giderilmistir.

Ikinci 6nemli idari karar ise, Cekirge Imha Fonu (Locust Destruction
Fund)’ndan'® artan gelitlerin bir kismiyla, Kibris’ta bulunan bazi tarihi anitlarin
restorasyonunun gerceklestirilmesine yonelik olmustur. Gazimagusa Kaleici, bu
caligmalarin en yogun ve etkili bir bigimde yiritilmis oldugu alandir. Eski
Esetler Dairesi Gazimagusa Bolge Mudiird Mimar Theophilus Mogabgab'in
yuraticiliginde, 1935-1960 yillar arasinda gerceklestirilen ¢alismalarin kapsami
genisletilerek, tim kenti kapsayan, kentsel sagliklastrma ve restorasyon
calismalarina  doéndstirilmuistiar.!?  Kaleici’'nde 1935-1950  yillari  arasinda
gerceklestirilen calismalar, ‘anitlarda gerceklestirilen onarimlar’; ‘anitlarda yer
degistirmeler’; ‘yrtkimlar’; ‘toprak ve moloz temizligi yapilan alanlat’; ‘kazi yapilan
alanlar’ ve ‘yol seviyesi disiirme calismalar’’ gibi bazt ana kalemler altinda ele
alinabilir. Restorasyon uygulamalart kapsaminda kiliselerin timune yakininda ve
sutlarin  ¢esitli  bolimlerinde  onarimlar  gergeklestirilmistir.?’  Dénemin
saglamlastirma tekniklerinin kullanildigr bu restorasyonlarda, bazi durumlarda
tamamlamalar da yapimistir. Bu yazi icin ayrlan sinirli yer dolayisiyla,
Theophilus Mogabgab’in 1935-1960 yillar1 arasinda gerceklestirdigi calismalarin
detaylarina burada yer verilemeyecektir. Bu makalede, Ingiliz Dénemi'nde
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Gazimagusa Kaleici'nde, yeniden canlandirilan liman islevine paralel olarak
gerceklesen kentsel doniigimiin ana hatlarina deginilerek, yasanan siirec ile ilgili
cercevenin ortaya konmast hedeflenmistir. Yaklastk 300 yil boyunca giderek
insansizlasmis ve temel kentsel islevi olan liman faaliyetlerinin yitirilmesinin
ardindan, diger kentsel islevlerini de yitirmis olan Gazimagusa i¢in, tim bu
calismalar bir yeniden dogus anlamini tasimustir. Asagida sirasiyla deginilen
basliklar altinda, yeniden islevlendirme ve sagliklastirma ¢alismalarinin
gerceklestigi baslica kentsel 6gelerin gecirdigi stiregler 6zetlenmeye ¢aligilmistir.

Liman: Ingiliz Dénemi boyunca Gazimagusa Limani, Osmanl Donemi
oncesinde tasidigt éneme yeniden yaklagmustir. 1878 yilinda, Ingiliz Kralligrnin
adayt Osmanli Imparatorlugu’ndan kiralamasinin ardindan, kisa siire icinde
Gazimagusa Limant’nt gelistirme calismalart baglamustir (Sekil 6). Limanin daha
etkin kullanim1 icin ilk olarak 1881’de bir fizibilite calismast yapilmis ve 1899
yilinda limana bir iskele ve liman ile baskenti baglayacak demiryolu icin 254,000
sterlin ayrilmistir.2! Mevcut liman rihtiminin 6niine dolguyla 276 metrelik rthtim
insaati, 27 metrelik metal bir iskele yapimi ve limanin siglasmis noktalarinin
derinlestirilmesini  iceren ilk liman c¢alismalart 1903-1906 yillar1 arasinda
tamamlanmustir?? (Fig. 4). Limanin karsisinda bulunan adalarin olusturdugu
dalgakiran iyilestirilirken, I¢ Kale ve karsisindaki zincir kulesi arasinda cok erken
tarihlerden beri vatligini koruyan zincir de, yerinden ¢ikarilarak Gazimagusa
Muzesi’'ne konmugtur.?

Ingiliz donanma yetkilileri tarafindan, bir miktar daha yatirimla, Dogu
Akdeniz’in en iyi limani potansiyeline sahip olabilir seklinde degerlendirilen
liman, 1910’larin sonlarina kadar istenilen canliligt saglayamayarak, beklentileri
karstlayamamistr.?* 1920°li yillarda Gazimagusa limaninin tercih edilme ve
kullanilma potansiyelinin artmaya baglamasinin ardindan, 1931-1933 yillan
arasinda,?® liman rthtimi bir kez daha genisletilerek 531 metreye cikarilmistir.
1905 yilindan itibaren, surlarin disindan ilk kez, bir demiryolu hatt ile ulagilabilir
kilinan liman, 1933 yilinda, ikinci liman gelistirme ¢alismalatiyla birlikte karayolu
ile de sutlarin disindan ulagilabilir hale gelmistir (Fig. 4).

Yollar: Ingiliz Dénemi’nde, Gazimagusa Kalei¢i’ndeki yol agi da, adanin
genelinde oldugu gibi gelistirilmistir. 1878 ve 1930 yillart arasinda, gineydeki
Kara Kapist ve Tuzhane Tabya arasina bir karayolu yapidmustir. 1930 ile 1960
yillart arasinda ise, Kaleici’ndeki yollarin gelistirilmesine ¢ok daha fazla 6nem
verilmistir. Oncelikle, kuzey-bati ve kuzey-doguwda kalan alanlar disinda, sur
ceperlerinden gegen bir ¢evre yolu insa edilmistir. Agirhiklt olarak tarimsal arazi
olarak kullamlmakta olan ve bu ¢evre yolunun icinde kalmis alanlarda yollar
arttirilirken, yeni yapi adalart olusturulmustur. Kentin kuzeyinde ve diger
bélgelerinde yer alan bircok ¢itkmaz sokak acilarak, diger yollara baglanmistir.
Yeni yollar, eski yollara gbre ¢ok daha genis ve tasit ulasimina uygun
planlanirken, mevcut yollardan da misait olanlar genisletilerek kapasiteleri
arttrilmisur (Fig. 2).
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Demiryolu: Adada demiryolunun insa edilmeye baslanmasindaki baslica
neden, gelistirilmesi hedeflenen Gazimagusa Liman’nin kullanimini arttirmak
oldugundan, ilk olarak 1904 yilinda, Larnaka-Lefkosa-Gazimagusa iizerinden
gelen ve limana baglanan 36 mil uzunlugundaki tren yolu?® insa edilmistir.
1910’larin sonuna kadar, kullanimi beklentiler paralelinde arttirtlamayan limanla
birlikte, demiryolu hatt1 da, yatirtm maliyetini bile karsilayamamustir.?” I. Diinya
Savast ile birlikte, Gazimagusa Limanr’nin, dolayistyla demiryolunun durumu da
degismeye baglamis,?® artan kullanim potansiyelinin ardindan, 1933 yilinda liman
rthtuminin ikinei kez genigletilmesi ile bitlikte,? limandaki demiryolu hatt da
degistirilmistir (Fig. 3). Kara ulagtminin artmast ve kolaylasmasi ile 7,348,643
yolcu ve 3,199,934 ton yik tagimis olan bu demiryolunda 31 Aralik 1951°de son
sefer gerceklestirilmis ve 1952 yilinda da raylart sékiilerek, Ttalya’ya tasinmistir.
Yakin zamana kadar kullanilagelmis olan Gazimagusa-Lefkosa arasindaki
schirlerarasi yolun biyiik bir kismt bu demiryolu hattt iizerinden gegirilmistir.

Kent Meydant: Ingiliz Dénemi’nde Namik Kemal Meydant’nda Theophilus
Mogabgab yonetiminde gergeklestirilen kazi, ytkim ve genigletme ¢alismalarindan
6nce de, bazt 6nemli gelismeler olmustur. Namik Kemal Meydant’nin kuzey ve
giiney ¢eperlerinde yer alan bosluklar doldurulmus, mevcut yapilarda revizyonlar
yapilmistir (Fig. 4). Onlerinde revaklar bulunan tek kath kagir yapilarin agirlikls
oldugu bu alanda, meydana acilan kahvehane gibi rekreasyon islevleri yer almistir
(Fig. 5). Meydanin kuzey-dogu koésesinde kapali pazaryeri olarak kullanilan
Belediye Carsist’nin (Fig. 4) ve Liman Yolu Sokaga bakan dikkanlarin insast da,
meydanin  kullanim  yogunlugunun artmasina ve canlanmasina katkida
bulunmustur. Ancak, Venedikliler Doénemi'nden beri Namik Kemal
Meydant’nda bulunan ve 1571 tarihli Gibellino gravirinde® de gorilen antik
lahitin, 1878 yilinda buradan kaldirilarak Gazimagusa Komiseri’nin mezari olarak
Marag’taki Ingiliz mezarligina gotirilmesi3? meydandaki énemli bir tarihi odak
noktasinin yitirilmesine neden olmustur.

Kent Girigleri: Ingiliz Dénemi'nde, Osmanli Dénemi’nde agilan Kara
Kapis'nin konumunda ve fiziksel 6zelliklerinde ¢ok 6nemli bir bir degisiklik
yapilmamistir. Ancak, bu dénemde Kalei¢i’ne giris ¢ikist kolaylastirmak icin yeni
kapilar agilmustir. Tlk olarak, limana giris cikist kolaylastirmak iin, 1903 yilinda
deniz surlarinda ii¢ yeni giris kapist acilmustir. I¢ Kale ve Deniz Kapist arasinda
konumlanan bu kapilarin (Fig. 4) acilmastyla, Deniz Kapist’'nin kullanimina son
verilmistir. Béylece, Kalei¢i’nin muhtemelen en eski kapist olan Deniz Kapist ya
da orijinal adiyla Porta del Mare, yaklasitk 700 y1ldan sonra islevsiz kalmustir.

Limanin doldurulmasinin ve limana kara ulasiminin saglanmasinin ardindan,
20. yiizy1l basinda Lizinyan Dénemi “Tersane Kapist® yeniden agilmig, 1933’teki
ikinci liman calismasi ile birlikte, tren yolunun denize dogru Stelenmesi ve kente
bir karayolu girisinin saglanmasinin ardindan da, ara¢ gecisi icin kullanilmaya
baslanmistir (Fig. 4). Yapilan s6z konusu revizyonla, Latinler Dénemi’nde

hizmet eder olmustur.
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Fig. 51947 yilinda Namik Kemal Meydanr’nin giineydogusunda yer alan tek ve iki katls
yapilardan olusan doku izlenebilmektedir (Mogabgab, 1947)

Fig. 6 1928'de Liman (Williams, 1928:2)
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Yapilagma: Tki dénem altinda incelenmis olan Ingiliz Dénemi yapilasmast,
1878-1930 ve 1930-1960 yillart arasinda farkls egilimleri yansitmaktadir. 1878 ve
1930 yillat: arasinda kentteki yapilasmanin gelisimi incelendiginde (Fig. 7), bu
dénemde kentin 6zellikle kuzey-batt ve kuzey-dogu yonlerine dogru gelistigi
izlenebilmektedir. Ayrica, Ingiliz Dénemi’nde liman kiyisinda gerceklesen
yapilasma faaliyetleri de bu dénemde buyiik Slctide tamamlanmustir. 1930 ve
1960 arasinda gergeklestirilen yapilasma faaliyetleri ise ¢ok daha 6zellesmis
gorinmektedir. Bu dénemde inga edilen yapilarin timiine yakini, iki ilkokul ve
bir antrepo disinda, Istiklal Caddesi tizerinde yogunlasmistir. Yeni bir yapi tiiri
olarak kente eklemlenen ditkkan-konut kombinasyonlarinin (Fig. 4) bircogu da,
bu doneme tarihlenmektedir. Uzerindeki yapilarin tiimiine yakininin Ingiliz
Dénemi’nde insa edilmis oldugu izlenebilen Istiklal Caddesi’nde (Fig. 7), bu
donemde ticari islev vurgusu iyice giiclendirilmistir (Fig. 4). Istiklal Caddesi’nde
artan ticari iglev, buradan bazi yan sokaklara dogru yayilmistir.

TESCILLI YAPILAR
DONEWLER ‘MIMAR] NITELIKLER

[ cozinvan (11921439 ANITSAL
I veneoix (1489-1571) MIMARI VE SANATSAL]
[ osmanuiisTretere)  TESCLL GESMELER

[ noiuiz1 (1878-1830) GESME

I incitiz i 1930-1980)
[ suruar [ wevoan

[ oeniz. ] vouar
B S ot e —

Fig. 7 Tescilli yapilar haritast. © E. U. Timer.

Liman faaliyetlerine paralel olarak, timiine yakint 1878-1930 yillart arasinda
olmak tizere (Fig. 7), Canbulat Caddesi ve Liman Yolu Sokak tizerinde yeni depo
yapilari inga edilmistir. Eski parselasyon ve yapi 6lcegine gore, mevecut dokudan
farklt bir doku olusturan bu yapilar, Osmanli Dénemi’nde yapilasmis alandan
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uzakta olmalari dolayistyla nispeten daha az rahatsiz edicidirler. Bu yapilarin

Fig. 8 20. yiizyil sonunda C. Enlart’in fotografladigi ve Ceneviz Loggia’st olarak
tanimladigi, bugiin mevcut olmayan yapi (1920, 8).

Fig. 9 Dokuyla uyumsuz yeni konutlar.
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disinda Istiklal Caddesi iizerine de depo yapilari insa edilmis, ancak bunlarin
6lgegi daha kiigiik tutulmustur.

Gazimagusa'nin, Latinlerin adaya gelisinin ardindan gelismeye bagladigi 13.
yluzytldan itibaren, idari merkezi olan Venedik Saray: ve cevresi bu islevini
yaklasik 600 yil sonra yitirmistir. Ingiliz Dénemi'nin baslamasinin ardindan, kisa
bir sire Osmanlt Dénemi'nde 'Konak' olarak tabir edilen yapt kullanilmis, 20.
yuzyihn baginda ise yikilarak terk edilmistir. Kaleici kentin idari merkezi
olmaktan ¢ikmis, yeni merkez Kaleici ile Rumlarin yasadigt Asagi Maras Bolgesi
arasinda yer alan ve Kral George Bulvari olarak adlandirilan cadde tzerinde
konumlanmustir.> Hitkiimet ve mahkeme binalari, hastane, polis istasyonu, tren
gart gibi kamu yapilarinin disinda Komiserlik konutu ve bazt diger biiyiik Ingiliz
konutlarinin, Ingiliz mezarhg, Ingiliz Kilisesi ve Ingiliz Kuliip binasinin yer
ald1g1 bu ara bolge, iki toplulugun arasinda yer alan ve yonetim smifinin yerlestigi
alan olmustur. Ingiliz Yoneticilerin buray1 tercih etmelerindeki baslica neden, bu
bolgenin Kaleici’'ne goére daha yitksekte ve batakliklardan daha uzakta
olmasidir.* Bunun Kalei¢i’ndeki yapilagma tizerindeki ilk etkisi ise, ilk yillarda
Ingiliz Komiser’in kullandigindan s6z edilen® Konak yapisinin islevinin sona
ermesiyle, kent genelinde Kaleici'nin ilk kez idati islevini yitirmis ve bu yapinin
cevresinde olusan islevlerin de sonlanmis olmasidir. Gazimagusa’da Venedik
Sarayr'nin yaninda konumlanmis, muhtemelen Latinler Dénemi’nden bolimleri
de barindiran Osmanli yonetim binast ‘Konak’ yapisinin yikimi ile,30 eski
yonetimin izlerinin toplumsal bellekten en kisa zamanda silinmesi amaglanmis
gibi gortinmektedir. Kaleici’nde bir ekonomik ve fiziksel déntisim yaratacak
olan bu 6nemli islevin disart kaymastyla da, kent genelinde Kaleici ilk kez ikincil
duruma digmistiir.

Ingiliz Dénemi’nde yeni parselasyon ve yapilasma ile birlikte yasanan en
6nemli degisim, Kalei¢ci’ndeki tarim alanlarinin yok olmasidir. Bu dénemdeki
yapilasma ile birlikte 6ne ¢tkan bir diger durum ise, yeni yapim teknolojilerinin
ve tiplerinin Gretimi olmustur. Kalei¢i’'nde ilk kez kitiiphane binasi, modern
ilkokul binalar1, belediye c¢arsisi, hiicrelerden olusan bir karakol-hapishane,
dikkan+konut tipinde yapilar, biyik aciklikli depo yapilart insa edilmistir.
Ayrica, bu dénemde Latinler Dénemi’nde pa/io, Osmanlt Dénemi’nde eski cirit
sahast olarak kulanilmis kuzeydeki bos alan ile yeni liman kapilart 6ntindeki saha
rekreasyon alanina, I¢ Kale cevresindeki mezarliklar da yesil alana
donustiralmustir (Fig. 4).

Tarihi Yapilarin Yeniden Islevlendirilmesi: Ingiliz Dénemi’nin 6zellikle
erken yillarinda, tarihi yapilarin yeniden kullanimi konusunda yeterince duyarlt
davranildigint  séylemek zordur. SS. Peter ve Paul Kilisesi, Mogabgab
restorasyonlarindan 6nce tahil ve patates ambari, Tophane Tabya ve St. George
Latin Kilisesi bahgesi yakit deposu, Eski Bedesten ya da Venedik Evi ise,
kadinlar hapishanesi olarak kullanilmistir. Saraydan geriye kalan mekanlar da,
Osmanli Dénemi’ndeki kisla islevi devam ettirilerek polis karakolu olarak
kullandmistir (Fig. 4).
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Tarihi yapilarin  kullaniminda, Mogabgab  restorasyonlarindan  6nce
gerceklesen bir diger 6nemli degisiklik de, 1571°den sonra ilk kez bazi kiliselerin
yeniden kilise olarak kullanilmaya baslanmasidir. Gegirdikleri onarimlarin
ardindan, 1900’lerin basinda Nestoryan Kilisesi olarak da bilinen Ayios
Yeorghios Xorinos Kilisesi, ‘Ortodoks Rum Kilisesi’ olarak, 1945 yilinda da
Ermeni Kilisesi, ‘Ermeni Katolik Kilisesi’ olarak ibadete acilmislardir.1950’l
yillara kadar kullanimi devam eden Cafer Pasa Hamami ve Su Kemerleri,” bu
tarihten sonra islevsiz kalmislardir. Bugiin izlerinin tamamina yakini kaybolmus
su kemerlerinin, tam olarak hangi tarihte yok oldugu bilinmemektedir. Tlerleyen
yillarda sarayin hapishane olarak kullanilagelmis sapeli ve saray avlusu mizeye,
SS. Peter ve Paul Kilisesi de kiltiir merkezine dénustirtilmuslerdir. Kara Kapist
yanindaki Akkule Mescidi ise, Eski Esetler Dairesi’nin Gazimagusa ofisi olarak
kullandmistir.

Yeniden islevlendirme 6rneklerinin yaninda, bazi tarihi yap:t kayiplart da
s6z konusu olmustur. Daha 6nce belirtilen ‘Konak’ yapist disinda, Templar ve
Hospitalier Kiliseleri’nin karsisinda bulunan ve 1903 yilinda kenti ziyaret etmis
olan C. Enlart'in® ‘Ceneviz Loggiast’ olarak tanimladig1 (Fig. 8) yap: kalintist da
yok olmustur.

Sonug

20. ylzyilhn ilk ceyreginde, kentte gerceklestirilen ¢alismalar, yaklagik 300 yil
siren durgunluk ve gerileme déneminin ardindan kentin yeniden bolgedeki
6nemli bir liman kenti olarak uyanisini saglamus ve kent yeniden nifus artigina
sahne olmustur. Bu calismalarin ardindan gelen ve 1935-1960 yillar arasinda
gerceklestirilmis olan saghklastirma calismalart ile kentteki anitlarin timiine
yakint restore edilerek, cevreleri temizlenmis ve kent, ylzyilar boyunca tim
seyyahlarin bahsettigi harabe gérunttsiinden bir 6l¢iide kurtulmustur.? Yaklagik
60 yila sigdirilabilecek olan bu ¢alismalar, Gazimagusa'nin yeniden, kurulus
sebebi olan liman iglevine, kavusmasina yola agmakla kalmayip, yeniden kent
kimligini kazanmasini saglamistir. Oncelikle iyilestirilen saglik kosullart ve liman
gelitleri ytzyillar sonra ilk kez niifus artisinin gerceklesmesine yol ag¢mustir.
Osmanlt Dénemi'nin sonunda, Venedik déneminde 10,000’e ulastigi séylenen
kent nifusunu barindiran yapili cevreden geriye ne yaztk ki cok kicik bir
bélimi kalmis, kentin Kuzey ve Dogu bolumleri agirliklt olarak tarim arazilerine
doéntismisti. Bu bolgelerde yeniden yapilasma, bu calismalar kapsaminda
gerceklesen altyapt ve iyilesen kosullar sonucu artan nifusun etkisiyle
gerceklesmistir. Lala Mustafa Pasa Cami ve diger tarihi yapilar ve cevrelerinin de
nitelikleri iyilestirilerek, kentle yeniden bitinlesmeleri saglanmistir. Sonug olarak,
bu dénemde gerceklestirilen yeniden islevlendirme ve sagliklastirma caligmalar
ile ilgili olarak yapilan bu arastirma, bu calismalarin Gazimagusa Kaleici'nin
islevsel, tarihi ve fiziksel degetlerinin yeniden kazandirilmasinda ¢cok 6nemli bir
misyonu yerine getirdigini, kentin bugiin sahip oldugu bircok niteligin varligini
ve strekliligini bu déneme bor¢lu oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.
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Ancak 1963 sonrasi i¢ savas ve belirsizlik yillari, kentte hizli nafus
degisiklikleri, denetimsizlik ve ¢arpik yapilasma ile sonuglanmustir. Son on bes yil
icerisinde, ‘Namik Kemal Meydant’nin Sagliklastirilmast’, ‘Istiklal Caddesi’nin
Yayalastirlmast’, ‘Kaleici Trafik ve Otopark Alanlart Diizenlemesi’, “Venedik
Sarayt Cevre Diizenlemesi’, ‘Deniz Kapist Restorasyonu’ gibi bircok projenin
gerceklestirildigi Gazimagusa, hala uyumsuz yapilagsma tehdidi (Fig. 9) ve sayilart
39’u bulan, agirlikli olarak 14. -16. yiizyillar arasina tarihlenen anitlarinin koruma
sorunlart ile gesitli bilimsel tartigmalarin odagini olusturmaktadir. 1998 ve 2007
yillart arasinda Gazimagusa Belediyesi, Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi isbirligiyle
diizenlenmis Gazimagusa sempozyumlarinda ve 2008 yilinda Europa Nostra’nin
katkist, ¢cagrilt uzmanlarin katilimut ile Paris’te dizenlenen ‘Medieval Famagusta:
An International Workshop for the Advanced Study of History, Art,
Architecture and Cultural Management’” konferansinda Gazimagusa’nin sorun ve
degerlerinin ortaya konmast hedeflenmistir. Gazimagusa Surici’nin, 2008 yilinda
Diinya Anitlar Fonu, Risk Altindaki Alanlar Tzleme Listesi’ne alinmig# ve 2010
yilina kadar da bu listede bulunmaya devam etmis olmast, uluslararast ilginin
olusmasini saglamis olmakla birlikte, hentiz kentteki sorunlarin ¢6ziime

ulagtlmasina yardimect olacak bitiinctil adimlar atilamamigtir.
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Analyzing and Resolving the Cyprus Conflict
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Abstract:

This article attempts to analyze the ongoing conflict on Cyprus between the
Greek and Turkish ethnic groups from a broader perspective, based on historic
facts. It is particularly a critique of the traditional analyses of the conflict that
pay more attention to present legal or political problems. The study suggests
that the Cyprus conflict is a complex one involving both relational and interest
dimensions, most of which are rooted in past traumas, dominating the Greek-
Turkish relations at large. Failure to understand this complexity is unlikely to
produce a lasting peace. Based on the analysis of the conflict, the study tries to
come up with some recommendations for the prospect as well. In this respect,
especially many confidence building measures are proposed and discussed in
detail.

Keywords: Cyprus Conflict, Cyprus, Greek Cypriots, Turkish Cypriots,
Confidence Building.

Oz:

Bu makale, Kibris’ta Ttrk ve Rum etnik gruplari arasinda stregiden uyusmazligi
tarihsel gercekler temelinde genis bir perspektiften analiz etmeyi amaglamaktadir.
Calisma, ayni zamanda, uyusmazhigt daha ¢ok yasal ve politik agilardan ele alan
geleneksel  yaklagimlara bir  kritik niteligindedir. Caligmada, Kibris’taki
uyusmazligin hem iliskisel, hem de ¢ikar boyutlari iceren ve genis anlamda
Turkler ile Yunanllar arasindaki tarihsel travmalara dayanan kompleks bir sorun
olduguna vurgu yapilmakta ve sorunun bu kompleks = yapisinin
kavranamamasinin  kalict bir ¢6ziim Uretemeyecegi belirtilmektedir. Analiz
temelinde calisma, barisa yOnelik bir takim Onerilere de ulasmaktadir. Bu
baglamda 6zellikle giiven olusturucu 6nlemlerin 6nemine deginilmekte ve s6z
konusu 6nlemler detaylt bir bicimde tartistimaktadir.
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Introduction

The Mediterranean island of Cyprus, also known as the birthplace of
Aphrodite, the goddess of love, ironically turned into a battle ground
between the Greek and Turkish ethnic groups for decades. Particularly
since the negotiated accession to independence of the Republic in 1960,
the history of the island has been a sad and complex sequence of events
in which promises have been broken, the lives of families and
communities have been under grievous strain, and the various efforts of
third-parties to mediate the parties to put Cyprus together again have as
yet proved unsuccessful. The conflict is the second longest-lasting in the
area of the Middle East after the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and it still
remains to be resolved.

No matter how difficult it is, the ongoing conflict on Cyprus
somehow needs to be resolved. In its over forty-year stalemate, the issue
not only weakens the credibility of the international community to deal
with intra-state conflicts, which have gradually replaced the Cold War’s
ideological clashes as the principal sources of current conflicts, but also
intensifies the pessimistic belief that two ethnic groups cannot co-exist
under a single state. In that sense, Cyprus offers a “laboratory” for the
so-called new world order. The new world needs a good exemplar for
national building. Cyprus has an opportunity to resolve peacefully and
justly what other nations and peoples are warring over or swinging wildly
at elsewhere in the world. If it succeeds, it would be the model to which
many other nations and peoples will look to guide the resolution of their
own conflicts and ethnic tensions. If it fails, and the stalemate continues,
then that will be as much a loss to the peoples of a turbulent new world
as it will be to the Cypriots. The purpose of this article is to analyze the
conflict from a broader perspective, particularly devoting attention to the
issue of psychological barriers between the two communities based on
historic facts, and try to come up with some recommendations for the
prospect. The hope is that the study could somehow contribute to the
overall peace process.

The History and Roots of the Conflict

Cyprus lies on the geo-strategic crossroad between Europe, the Middle
East, and Africa. Thus, historically it was regarded as vital strategic
territory for many empires and civilizations. Following the arrival of the
tirst Greek-speaking people, who are estimated to arrive about three
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thousand years ago, the island subsequently came under the rule of the
Assyrians (707-650), Egyptians (570-546), Persians (546-333), Ptolemies
(320s-58), Romans (58 BC-330 AD), and Venetians (1489-1571) (see,
Hill, 1948).

Cyprus was captured by the Ottoman Empire in 1570-71. The
Ottomans brought in large number of settlers from the mainland to form
a Moslem element in the local population. By the end of the seventeenth
century, approximately 30,000 Turks settled on Cyprus, and a sizable
Turkish community was formed, eventually composing more than 20
percent of the total population (Gazioglu, 1990).

In the beginning of togetherness, there was no sign of overt troubled
relations, but differences over ethnic origin, religion, and customs
inevitably led to a very low level of communal interaction. Both
communities preferred to live in separate quarters in towns and mixed
villages, and most villages were either completely Greek or completely
Turkish. Also, each community set up its own system of education
conducted in its own language. Cypriot children attended these separate
schools where they were socialized as members of different groups.

The political system in the Ottoman Empire also encouraged this
tendency toward separation. Under the wmiller system, the Greek and
Turkish communities were institutionalized as distinct cewaats
(communities), electing their own judicial and administrative officials,
such as mubtars (village headmen). This exclusive political socialization
over a long period of time contributed to the crystallization of separate
cthnic identities and aspirations (Necatigil 1982: 1).

But such separation was mainly reinforced, especially after 1878 when
Great Britain began to control Cyprus, by the tendency of both
communities to identify themselves with the larger Greek and Turkish
nations. This meant that the two communities’ perceptions of each
other, and their relations with one another, were greatly influenced by
the historically adversarial relations between the Greek and Turkish
nations. Although not all disputes between the motherland Greeks and
Turks were replicated in inter-communal conflict on Cyprus, they,
nevertheless, had the impact of perpetuating separate self-views and
inhibiting any disposition to Cypriot national identity (see, Michael,
Kappler and Gavriel eds. 2009).
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The Period of British Rule

In 1878, Britain took administrative control of the island in return for
supporting the Ottoman Empire against Russian threats to Turkey’s
eastern provinces. By the end of the century, some Greek Cypriot elite
began to consider for the possibility of the island’s union to the
Kingdom of Greece, which gained independence from the Ottoman
Empire in 1829. However, viewing no reason to relinquish the territory
and arguing that Cyprus was formally still a part of the Ottoman Empire,
Britain refused the request. A reason to relinquish Cyprus arose in
December 1912 and it was pursued until the island, which had been
annexed upon the Ottoman Empire’s entry into the First World War on
the side of the Central Powers, was offered to Greece in October 1915.
Yet the Greek King rejected the offer (see, Varnava 2009: 265).

After the war, with the Treaty of Lausanne in 1923, the new Turkish
Republic formally gave up its right on Cyprus in favor of Britain. Two
years later, in 1925, Britain formally declared sovereignty over the island,
which became a crown colony. Greek Cypriot elite increased calls for the
island to be united with Greece. In 1931, there were violent riots against
the British authorities, in large part driven by pro-enosis Greek
nationalism. This led to the introduction of new laws preventing further
political agitation. But this did not end hopes for union. Instead the
movement went underground (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 15).

After the Second Wortld War, the Greek Cypriots once again became
politically active. The very intensification of the enosis (union with Greece)
campaign came in the wake of the election of Makarios III as
Archbishop in 1950. In that year, the Greek Orthodox Church organized
a referendum on union with Greece. The result was amazing as 96% of
eligible Greek Cypriots voted for enosis (Bahceli 1990: 33). Encouraged
by this result, in 1954, Greece’s United Nations (UN) representative
formally requested that the subject of self-determination pertaining to
the people of Cyprus be included on the agenda of the General
Assembly. However, the UN General Assembly decided that it did not
appear appropriate to adopt a resolution on the question of Cyprus.
Thereupon, the Greek Cypriot leaders called for a general strike.
Makarios returned from New York, where he attended UN meetings,
and founded an underground guerrilla organization, with the acronym
BEOKA (Ethnici Organosis Kyprion Agoniston- National Organization of
Cypriot Combatants).
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In the mid-1950s, the EOKA started its campaign of violence against
the British. Many Greek Cypriots left their jobs in the government and
police as well. In response, the colonial authorities were forced to rely
more and more on Turkish Cypriots. For example, at a time when all
Greek-speaking political parties were banned, the British authorities
allowed the Turkish Cypriots to establish a political party called “Cyprus
is Turkish” (Mallinson 2009: 23). This contributed to the increasing of
accusations against Britain for their usual policy to “divide and rule” in
Cyprus as they had done elsewhere. Regardless of whether this was true
or not, tension between the Greek and Turkish Cypriots grew further. In
December 1956, a set of proposals —the Radcliffe Plan- was presented to
the Greek Cypriots. This, basically, granted full internal self-rule to
Cyprus, under the authority of a legally elected legislature. However,
Britain would keep control of foreign and defense policy, as well as
internal security. The proposals were rejected by the Greek Cypriots.
Meanwhile, in a statement to the House of Commons, Colonial Secretary
Alan Lennox-Boyd said that the Turkish Cypriots have a separate right
of self-determination.

At this point, the Turkish Cypriots moved beyond their traditional
desire to see continued British rule over the island and instead started to
call for partition between Greece and Turkey, namely faksim. They
argued that since Cyprus was made up of two national groups, each with
its distinct language, religion, and national identification, the Turkish
community was entitled to exercise the right to self-determination as
much as the Greek Cypriot community. At the same time, as a reaction
to the EOKA activities, they founded their counter underground
organization called 1"o/&an, which would later be replaced by TMT (Tiirk
Mutkavemet Teskilatz - Turkish Resistance Organization).

The increasing violent clashes between the Cypriot communities were
leading to growing tensions between Greece and Turkey, the
“motherlands”. This, in turn, raised the possibility of a war in the
Eastern Mediterranean between two NATO allies. In December 1958,
Greece, Turkey, and Britain, hence, decided that the best course of
action would be to give Cyprus independence. The Cypriot leaders were
forced to accept this in eatly 1959, with agreements signed in Zurich and
London. On August 16, 1960, the British rule over the island ended and
Cyprus became an independent state, with Makarios, its first president.

The constitutional system of Cyprus, which was designed mainly by
outside powers, Britain, Greece, and Turkey, attempted to create a
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balance between the Greek and Turkish Cypriots. In most areas of the
government, power was split between the two communities, 70:30 in
favor of the Greek Cypriot community, which represented 78 percent of
the population. In the security forces, however, the balance was 60:40.
As for the political structure of the new state, a presidential system was
chosen instead of a parliamentary form of governance. Under this
model, the president would always be a Greek Cypriot and the vice-
president would be Turkish Cypriot. Both had a right of veto over vital
legislation. At the same time, Britain, Greece, and Turkey were given
constitutional responsibility for ensuring that the sovereignty and
independence of the island remained intact. In order to further this,
Greece was allowed to station 950 troops and Turkey was allowed 650
on the island (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 12).

“The Reluctant Republic”

When Stephen Xydis called the Republic of Cyprus “the reluctant
Republic” in his study (Stephen 1973), perhaps he was not wrong. The
Republic was born in the midst of inter-communal violence and against
the real wishes of the Cypriots. Cyprus was perhaps the only post-
colonial country that was “forced” into independence, representing a
compromise between the Greek demand for union with Greece and the
Turkish counter-demand for partition between the two communities.

Although the birth of the Republic brought about a temporary halt in
inter-communal violence, “there were no festivals, no ringing of church
bells, no parades, no dancing people in the streets of Cyprus celebrating
independence”, as it is described by Markides (1977: 25). Particularly the
mood of the Greek community was somber, almost depressed. The
absence of enthusiasm on the part of the Greek Cypriots was, first of all,
the result of the constitutional arrangements. Very few Greek Cypriots,
including both supporters and opponents of President Makarios, viewed
the constitution as legitimate. The Greeks felt that the “imposed
constitution” by foreign powers discriminated against them and it was
basically in favor of the Turkish minority. Among the more
objectionable features of the constitution were the ratio of parliamentary
and governmental representatives assigned to the two communities, and
the veto powers of the president and the vice-president. Further, since
Great Britain, Greece, and Turkey guaranteed the preservation of the
status quo, as the signatories of the agreements, the Greeks complained
that the Cypriot parliament was denied the right to amend its own
constitution without prior consent from the guarantor powers.

82



Yilmag, Analyzing and Resolving the Cyprus Conflict

Accordingly, from the very inception of independence, the Greek
Cypriots never concealed their unhappiness with the constitutional set
up ot their readiness to proceed with its amendment in due time.

The practical difficulty from the beginning of independence remained
the implementation of the constitution, particularly the 70:30 ratio in the
public service, on which the Turkish Cypriots insisted for the necessity
of putting into effect immediately, whereas the Greek Cypriots urged a
more gradualist approach. Quarrels over the basic taxation, over the
establishment of municipalities, and over the insistence of the Turks that
the police and the army should constitute ethnically separate
organizational units brought the governmental machinery to a virtual
standstill. In short, successive constitutional crises eventually spilled over
into inter-communal fighting. In early 1963, large-scale violence broke
out again and the Cypriot state de facto collapsed (see, Sonyel 1997). In
November 1963, President Makarios proposed a number of
constitutional amendments that, as he argued, these would ease the
running of the state. They were as follows:

1. The right of veto of the President and the Vice-President of
the Republic to be abandoned.

2. The Vice-President of the Republic to deputise for the
President of the Republic in case of his temporary absence or in
capacity to perform his duties.

3. The Greek President of the House of Representatives and the
Turkish Vice-President to be elected by the House as a whole and
not as the President by the Greek Members of the House and the
Vice-President by the Turkish Members of the House as it was
current.

4. The Vice-President of the House of Representatives to
deputise for the President of the House in case of his temporary
absence or incapacity to perform his duties.

5. The constitutional provisions regarding separate majorities for
enactment of certain laws by the House of Representatives to be
abolished.

6. Unified municipalities to be established.

7. The administration of Justice to be unified.

8. The division of the security forces into police and gendarmerie
to be abolished. The numerical strength of the Security Forces and
of the Defence Forces to be determined by a law.

9. The proportion of the participation of Greek and Turkish
Cypriots in the composition of the public service and the forces of
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the Republic to be modified in proportion to the ratio of the
population of Greek and Turkish-Cypriots.

10.The number of the members of the Public Service
Commission to be reduced from ten to five.

11. All decisions of the Public Service Commission to be taken by
simple majority.

12. The Greek Communal Chamber to be abolished.

This move was, indeed, part of the Akritas Plan. The Akritas plan was
drawn by Polykarpos Yorgadjis, the minister of the interior, who was a
close associate of President Makarios. The plan’s course of action was
primarily to convince the world community on the fact that too many
rights had been granted to the Turkish Cypriots and the constitution had
to be re-written so as to create a more practicable and efficient
government system. The next step of the plan was to cancel international
treaties that existed to safeguard the Republic. They wanted to find a way
so as to legally dissolve the treaties so as it could then be possible to gain
the opportunity for the union with Greece.

Expectedly, the Turkish Cypriot leadership and Turkey quickly
rejected the proposals. Afterwards, in late December 1963, inter-
communal fighting broke out once again. A buffer zone marked by “the
green line” was drawn between the opposing groups, and in 1964, UN
peacekeeping forces were sent in, most of which still remain there.

The period between 1963 and 1974 can be described as the period of
Turkish suffering. The Turkish Cypriots were forced to live enclaves on
their own and during that period, they controlled no more than 5 percent
of the island’s territory, whereas they had owned about 30 percent at the
time of the establishment of the Republic of Cyprus (Volkan and
Ttzkowitz 1994: 140).

In July 1974, the National Guard of Greek Cypriots, with the support
of Greek military regime governing Greece since 1967, staged a
successful coup. The common plan was to realize enmosis. President
Makarios fled to London and Nikos Sampson, a former EOKA member,
proclaimed himself new President. Fearing of enosis, Turkey invaded
northern Cyprus and justified its action based on its guarantor-state
status (see, Asmussen 2008). The Turkish forces seized about 38 percent
of the island’s territory, dividing the island into two as well: southern
section is Greek, northern section is Turkish.
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Cyprus After 1974

Following the Turkish invasion, in April 1974, Kurt Waldheim, the UN
Secretary General, launched a new mission of good offices. Over the
following ten months, serious discussions were held regarding a number
of humanitarian issues. Yet no progress was made on the substantive
political problems, such as territory, refugees, and the nature of the
government.

The talks fell apart in February 1976. Once more in January 1977,
the UN managed to organize a meeting in Nicosia between the two
parties and on February 12, the two leaders, Archbishop Makarios and
Rauf R. Denktash, signed a four point agreement confirming that a
tuture Cyprus resolution would be based on a federation consisting of
two states and two communities. The central government would be
given power to ensure the unity of the state. Other major issues,
including freedom of movement and freedom of settlement would be
settled through discussion (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 15).

But in spite of the apparent agreement between the two sides on the
general nature of a resolution, the negotiations clearly showed that the
two sides were an ocean apart on the specifics. The Greek Cypriot side
presented proposals on territorial issues that took little notice of the
principle of bi-zonality. On the other hand, the Turkish Cypriots
presented ideas on the role and functions of the central government that
were more confederal, rather than federal, in nature. The discussions
soon came to an end without any result.

In November 1978, in an effort to resolve the Cyprus conflict, the
US, the UK, and Canada drafted a twelve-point proposal, which was
presented to two sides by the UN Secretary General. In line with the
1977 agreement, the proposal envisaged a federation of two states. One
would be predominantly Greek Cypriot and the other mainly Turkish
Cypriot. The central government would deal with foreign affairs, external
defense, currency and central banking, inter-regional and foreign trade,
communications, federal finance, customs, immigration, and civil
aviation. Any issue specifically not covered by the government would be
the responsibility of the states.

A bi-cameral patliament would be established as well. The upper
chamber would consist of equal members of representatives from the
two communities. The lower chamber would be proportional to the size
of the two communities. The system of a Greek Cypriot president and a
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Turkish Cypriot vice-president would be maintained. The number of
Greek and Turkish troops on the island would be reduced to 1960 levels;
that is, 950 and 650, respectively. Furthermore, the Greek Cypriots
would re-settle Varosha (Maras).

Even though this initiative was basically in line with the 1977
agreement, the Greek Cypriots did not accept it. They objected on the
ground that the agreement did not enshrine the three fundamental
questions that they insisted must be part of any agreement: the freedom
of movement, the freedom of settlement, and the right to own property
anywhere on the island (Mirbagheri 1998: 96-97).

The UN remained undeterred. In May 1979, UN Secretary General
Waldheim made a visit to Cyprus, securing a further ten-point set of
proposals from the two sides. These proposals not only re-affirmed the
1977 agreement, but also included a number of new provisions, such as
de-militarization and a commitment to refrain from de-establishing
activities. It was also agreed that the issue of Varosha would be
addressed as a matter of priority and that the two sides would deal with
all territorial and constitutional aspects of the conflict. Following that, a
new round of discussions began in Nicosia. Yet they were short lived.
First of all, the Turkish Cypriots did not want to discuss Varosha, a key
issue for the Greek Cypriots. That aside, the two sides failed to agree on
the concept of “bi-communality”. In the end, instead of calling a
complete halt to the negotiations, the UN decided to put them on hold
(Richmond 1998: 100).

In the following summer, Waldheim tried to resume the process by
putting forward a proposal for an interim agreement. The interim
agreement included some measures to promote a more positive
atmosphere on the island, such as returning Varosha to civilian control,
and lifting the economic embargoes placed on the Turkish Cypriots. It
also called for the opening of Nicosia International Airport, which,
indeed, had been agreed by the two sides before. On August 9, new talks
opened under Hugo Gabbi, the Secretary General’s special
representative. The new talk focused particularly on four areas:
increasing levels of confidence between the two sides, the return and re-
settlement of Greek Cypriots in Varosha, constitutional matters, and
territorial issues.

Yet this time the talks ran into difficulties over the term “bi-zonality”.
The Turkish Cypriots interpreted this in terms of a confederation,
arguing that the two states should have their own sovereignty. The
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Greek Cypriots, on the other hand, insisted that sovereignty must rest
with the central state, in line with more generally accepted negotiations
of a political federal system (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 17).

With the talks ended without any solution, on 15 November 1983,
the Turkish Cypriots made a unilateral declaration of independence as
the “Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus” (TRNC). The declaration of
independence was condemned by the UN Security Council, declaring
that the move represented a setback to efforts to reach a resolution.! But
Turkey recognized the “TRNC” and in April 1984, full diplomatic ties
were established between Turkey and the “TRNC”, only exacerbating
bilateral tensions on the island further.

Although the illegal declaration of independence naturally harmed the
negotiation process between the two sides, the UN continued its efforts
to find a solution. In this respect, in eatly 1984, steps were taken to
resume the peace process. In March, Secretary General Perez de Cuellar
presented the two sides with a five-point suggestion for confidence
building measures. New negotiations began in September. After three
rounds of discussions, a blueprint was reached. According to this,
Cyprus would become a bi-zonal, bi-communal, non-aligned federation.
The Turkish Cypriots would retain 29 per cent for their federal state and
all foreign troops would leave the island. In January 1985, the two leaders
met for their face-to-face talks since the 1979 agreement. While the
general belief was that the meeting was being held to agree a final
agreement, Kyprianou insisted that it was a chance for further
negotiations. Then the negotiations collapsed and Kyprianou was heavily
criticized. Denktash, on the other hand, won a public relations victory.
He also made it clear that he was unlikely to make so many concessions
again (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 18).

Despite the setback, de Cuellar continued his attempt to broke an
agreement. In March 1986, he presented the parties with a “draft
framework agreement”. Once again, the plan envisaged the creation of
an independent, non-aligned, bi-communal, and bi-zonal federal state on
Cyprus. Yet the Greek Cypriots were unsatisfied with the plan, arguing
that the issue of removing Turkish military forces from Cyprus was not
addressed, nor was the repatriation of the increasing number of Turkish
settlers coming to the island from mainland Turkey after the invasion.
The Greek Cypriots also objected on the ground that there were no
guarantees to protect the three freedoms.
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Afterwards, further efforts to produce an agreement failed as the two
sides remained attached to their positions. In the meantime, increasing
Greek-Turkish tension in the Aegean Sea reduced hopes for a solution.
However, a thaw in relations between Greece and Turkey in early 1988
opened the way for de Cuellar to start a new mediation effort in August
that year. At a series of meetings in Geneva, the two leaders agreed to
give up the March 1986 Draft Framework Agreement and return to the
1977 and 1979 High Level Agreements (Richmond 1998: 193).

UN Secretary’s Set of Ideas in 1989

The talks resumed in August 1988, following the election of George
Vassiliou, a moderate political voice, as the new president of the
Republic of Cyprus in that year. In June 1989, the UN Secretary General
presented a new document to the parties, the “Set of Ideas”.? Denktash
rapidly objected to it, disagreeing with the substance of the proposal. He
also argued that the Secretary General had no right to present formal
plans to the two communities. Following a failed attempt to open direct
negotiations with the Greek Cypriots, the two sides met again in New
York in February 1990. Yet the talks were unsuccessful as Denktash
demanded that the Greek Cypriots recognize the existence of the two
people in Cyprus and their basic right to self-determination. Issues were
further complicated in June 1990, when Cyprus officially applied to join
the European Community. Furious at the move, Denktash called off all
talks with UN officials. Although de Cuellar tried to restart the process,
he was unsuccessful as Denktash demanded that the communities should
have equal sovereignty and a right to succession.

In January 1992, Dr. Boutros Boutros-Ghali took over as the new
UN Secretary General. He continued to work on the Set of Ideas and in
April 1992, he presented the Security Council with the outline plan for
the creation of a bi-zonal, bi-communal federation that would prohibit
any form of partition, secession or union with another state.

While the Greek Cypriot side accepted this as a basis for negotiation,
Denktash refused to engage in substantive discussion on the plan and
again criticized the Secretary General for exceeding his authority.
Instead, the Turkish Cypriot leaders called for direct negotiations, free
from UN involvement. This offer was rejected, however. When
Denktash eventually returned to the negotiation table, he complained
that the proposals failed to recognize his community. In November,
Ghali called a halt to the process. Even though the Turkish Cypriot side
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had accepted 91 of 100 of the proposals, Denktash’s unwillingness to
engage in substantive talks on the remaining nine areas of difference
meant that further progress was unachievable. After that, the plan fell by
the wayside, as the new Greek Cypriot government, formed under
Glafcos Clerides in 1993, also sought to move away from the Set of
Ideas (Ker-Lindsay 2009: 19).

The Annan Plan

In the years to come, Denktash became more and more hard line. By the
middle of the 1990s, he decided that he would no longer accept a
federation as the model for a settlement. He, instead, insisted that any
settlement must be based on a loose confederation in which the two
states would each be fully sovereign. Yet the parameters of the Cyprus
conflict began to change. In 1998, formal accession negotiation started
between the EU and Republic of Cyprus. At first, the government of
Turkey assumed that there was no chance that the EU would risk
provoking a crisis with Turkey. Also Turkey threatened to annex
northern Cyprus if the Republic of Cyprus was admitted as an EU
membet.

Despite Turkey’s contrary expectations, however, by 2001, it was
clear that the EU was serious about accepting Cyprus as a member. In
December 2001, the Turkish Cypriot leader, therefore, proposed the
opening of new talks and these started in January 2002. Yet, soon it
became clear that the move was basically a delaying tactic aimed at trying
to stop the EU from admitting the Republic of Cyprus. However, the
EU repeatedly made it clear that it is their wish to see a united Cyprus,
but if that was not possible, a divided island would still become a
member. This policy might have led to a serious crisis between the EU
and Turkey had it not been for a change in Turkish government in
November 2002. The hard-line coalition government, supporting
Denktash, was replaced by a new administration formed by the 4K
Party, the Justice and Development party.

The new government saw Turkey’s EU membership as a national
priority. It clearly rejected the notion put forward by other Turkish
administrations that Cyprus conflict had been “solved” in 1974 and
accepted that the island needed to be re-unified (see, Bahcheli and Noel
2009). Just two weeks after the election in Turkey, the UN presented a
comprehensive peace plan for the island, which immediately became
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known by the name of the UN Secretary-General who presented it, Kofi
Annan.

“The Comprehensive Settlement of the Cyprus Problem”, or the
Annan Plan, had changed five times and reached its fifth version by the
time Annan presented it, at Burgenstock, on 31 March 2004. The first
version had been presented to the parties on 11 November 2002.
Subsequent versions were made on 10 December 2002, 26 February
2003, and 29 March 2004.

The people of Cyprus were called upon to approve three
constitutions, namely the federal constitutions and the constitutions of
the two constituent states, 122 federal laws and 1134 international
treaties, namely a total of 10,000 pages, out of which only 178 had been
translated into Greek and Turkish (Emilianidies 2009: 95).

According to the final version of the plan, the eleven fundamental
issues of the Cyprus conflict and their resolutions are as follows:

Political System: United Cyprus Republic comprising of a bi-
zonal structure of a Greek Cypriot and a Turkish Cypriot
constituent states. (This was a hybrid between federation and
confederation without a specific name). Belgian and Swiss models
are used for the external relations of the state and for the internal
relations between the central government and the two constituent
states, respectively.
Political Power: Weak central power, but strong state power.
Extensive power is also given to both states on certain areas (i.e.,
education, religion, etc.).
Sovereignty: Single shared sovereignty (prohibition of both enosis
and zaksin).
Representation: Rotational Presidency and 50:50 ratio in upper
house (Senate) to symbolize the bi-communality/nationality;
population ratio in lower house (Chamber of Deputies) and the
council of ministers (Presidential Council) and in federal
institutions.
Guarantorship: 1960 Treaty of Guarantee will remain in force
mntatis mutandis (to make it compatible with the current realities of
the island).
Freedoms: Three different freedoms have to be ascertained.

i. Freedom of Movement: No restrictions on the freedom of
movement.
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ii. Freedom of Settlement: Restricted freedom to respect the
bi-zonality of the new state. A quota in a moratorium of X years
(or until Turkey becomes an EU member).

iii. Freedom of Property: Restricted freedom to respect the
bi-zonality of the new state. A quota in a moratorium of X years
(or until Turkey becomes an EU member).

Territorial Adjustment: 72:28 ratio.

Military Buildup: A time-table of foreign troop withdrawal in X
years or until Turtkey becomes an EU member. Lightly armed
separate police force for each state and a police force for the
federal state.

Displaced Persons and Properties: A complex formula where
some of the displaced persons will be settled according to the
territorial adjustment and the rest will be either reinstated to their
previous property or financially compensated.
Settlers/Immigrants: A fixed number (45,000) of Turkish
immigrants/settlers will remain based on a list prepared through
certain criteria (marriage, a certain period of employment and/or
residency etc.). The rest will have the option to ask for
resettlement in mainland Turkey. A similar list (of 45,000 people)
is also designed for the Greek Cypriot side.

EU Membership: EU membership after a solution where the
arrangements of the overall solution would be incorporated into
the acquis communantaire (see, S6zen and Ozersay 2007: 130).

The Annan Plan was submitted for approval in separate and
simultaneous referendum on 24 April 2004 with an intended aim to
establish a new state based on above-mentioned points. The Turkish
Cypriots approved the plan (64.9 percent said “yes” with an 87 percent
turnout) and the Greek Cypriots rejected it (75.8 percent said “no” with
an 88 percent turnover). For sure, this result was emotionally shocking
for the international community.

Following the rejection of the Annan plan, Mehmet Ali Talat was
elected as the new president in the north on 17 April 2005. Talat’s
administration showed, in general, more willingness to resolve the long-
standing conflict. The pro-Annan coalition remained a well-organized
group as well, working for a mutually-acceptable resolution.

In this respect, an agreement occurred in 2006 to restart substantive
negotiations through the establishment of technical committees dealing
with day-to-day issues and working groups designed to prepare proposals
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for the leaders on substantive aspects of the Cyprus problem. Yet the
initiative remained deadlocked. In spite of regular meetings under United
Nations auspices of the Director of the Diplomatic Office of the Cyprus
President, Tassos Tzonis, almost no progress could have been achieved
on constituting the committees and determining their respective agendas.

In the following years, negotiations intermittently continued between
the leaders of both communities and some progress was made, indeed, in
terms of narrowing the differences. Yet the parties were unable to reach
a resolution (see, Cowell 2010).

On 18 April 2010, hard-liner Dervish Eroglu of the right-wing
National Unity Party (UBP) was elected president of Northern Cyprus.
Critics of the newly-elected president feared that he would halt the
ongoing peace talks with the Greek Cypriots. However, in his victory
speech after the election, Eroglu gave assurances that he would not be
the one to walk away from the negotiating table (Hirriyet, 19 April 2010).

Major Issues and Possible Ways of Resolution

Since the Turkish invasion of 1974, the conflict over the issue
reunification has revolved mainly around the problems of state structure,
displaced persons, territory, and security guarantees. In this regard, the
Greek Cypriots basically argue that:

i.  The unity of the country should be preserved. Thus, a unitary
state structure is preferred. But the Republic would be federally
organized, composing of two regions called provinces.

ii. The president should be elected by voters of the Greek Cypriot
community and the vice-president by voters of the Turkish
Cypriot community. Participation in public services, including the
government, should be proportional.

iii.  All non-Cypriot military forces should withdraw. The Republic of
Cyprus, as a sovereign independent state and member of the UN,
can only have security guarantees in accordance with the UN
charter. There should be guarantorship and no unilateral
intervention right for Turkey.

iv. Displaced persons and the resettlement of Varosha should be
considered as priority issues.
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The three freedoms, freedom of movement, freedom of
settlement, and freedom of property ownership, should be
exercised without any restrictions.

All Turkish settlers coming to the island after the 1974 Turkish
military invasion should go back to Turkey.

The island should be demilitarized. There should only be lightly
armed police force to maintain order.

The Turkish Cypriots, on the other hand, argue that:

1.

1.

1ii.

iv.

Vi.
Vil.

A federation should come about through the expression of the
free will of the two equal peoples based on the right to self-
determination, to be exercised through separate referenda. If there
is going to be a federation, this federation should be bi-communal
and bi-zonal, built on the political equality of the two constituent
republics representing the Turkish Cypriots in the north and the
Greek Cypriots in the south.

The presidency of the federal republic should rotate, and the
federal government should contain equal members of Greek
Cyptiot and Turkish Cypriot ministers.

The 1960 Treaty of Guarantee and of Alliance should be
maintained and updated.

The issues of displaced people and the resettlement of Varosha
are not urgent problems, since no agreement has yet been
achieved on the whole integration.

The three freedoms should be exercised in principle. Yet there
ought to be certain limitations. For example, as for freedom of
movement, there should be restrictions for EOKA terrorists. As
for freedom of settlement, bi-zonality should be respected. As for
freedom of property ownership, there should be strong
restrictions and bi-zonality must be preserved.

All Turkish immigrants should stay in Cyprus.

There should be separate forces of defense and police for each
community.

It is believed that some of these major differences, such as those on
political equality, residual powers, rotating presidency, and security and
guarantees have been narrowed during the inter-communal talks during
Talat’s administration. Yet the conflict still seems to be far away from
resolution.
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What Can Be Done in the Short Run?

Three fundamental problems had to be overwhelmed in the short run
for the possibility of further positive progresses towards a resolution.
First, the Turkish government must stop treating the “TRNC” as an
independent state. There can be no Cypriot settlement on the island as
long as Turkey maintains that northern Cyprus can have an independent
identity as a separate state. The attitude of the mainland Turks -that
Turkish Cyprus has been isolated, and hence de facto independent, for
nearly forty years- is a position the Turkish government must abandon.
Although with the AK Party government, Turkey has softened its
position and encouraged a resolution, it is continuing to recognize
“TRNC”. This attitude should change.

Second, Turkey must also withdraw its troops from northern
Cyprus. While the presence of approximately 30,000 Turkish troops
provides the Turkish Cypriots with the guarantee of security, they make
the Greek Cypriots feel insecure. The Greeks fear that the Turkish
troops would invade the whole island someday. Due to this fear, they
implemented an arms-purchasing program in the mid-1990s (see, Kurop
1998, Kollias, 2001). They now have missiles capable of inflicting
considerable damage on the Turkish troops and of even hitting targets in
southern Turkey. This has resulted in a new potentially lethal spiral in the
conflict as the Turks tried to match the Greek purchases by deploying
more troops and equipment, and continually updating their existing
stocks on the island.

Regarding the security issue, one possible solution would involve a
reduced number of Turkish troops with a matching number of Greek
troops, a plan that was actually envisaged in the 1992 Vasiliou-Denktash
set of agreements. Yet whether Greek-Turkish mixed forces can provide
security without any bias, and also without conflicting with each other, is
rather uncertain.

A Dbetter solution would be increasing the number of UN troops,
accompanied by the withdrawal of the Turkish troops. Since its initial
deployment, the UN peacekeeping force (UNFICYP) has been gradually
reduced and currently stands at eight hundred sixty troops.> This number
is not very likely to deter any large-scale Greek or Turkish aggression,
particularly given the fact that Cyprus is now an “armed camp”.

However, UN officials have repeatedly complained about the
financial burden of UNFICYP, which has cost to the organization about
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$3 billion since 1964. The chronic nature of the conflict makes most UN
members rather reluctant to support UNFICYP. Currently, one-third of
UNFICYP’s budget is financed by the Government of Cyprus, while the
Government of Greece contributes $6.5 million annually. The rest is
financed from contributions assessed on the entire membership of the
UN.* Hence, although an increased number of UN troops would be an
ideal alternative to the Turkish military presence in the North, yet it is
also uncertain whether UN members are going to support such an idea.

Given these, a more realistic solution to the security issue would
involve utilizing NATO troops as peacekeepers. NATO has the strength
and credibility to create security, especially now that it is being
transformed into more of a peacekeeping organization. NATO troops
can replace the 30,000 Turkish troops as the latter is slowly withdrawing.
Compared to the UN, NATO would have more incentives to provide
security on Cyprus, since both Greece and Turkey are members of this
regional organization. It is clear that, any serious friction on the island
may have, actually does have, implications to the organization itself.
Moreover, NATO forces would be more legitimate, and psychologically
more acceptable, in the eyes of the Cypriot communities, for they will
inevitably include Greek and Tutrkish troops. This denotes that they will
not be totally “foreign” forces. One may worry about the possibility of
biased attitudes of Greek or Turkish troops, but the existence of other
national forces will likely to prevent this through providing a “check”.

Indeed, once a security solution is reached, the new Cyprus needs no
army. The island can be effectively demilitarized. Doing so would
contribute to long-term harmony on the island, and enable the new state
to develop itself without preparations and expenditures. The two
communities would employ a police contingent and the Cypriot state
itself a police force. Beyond these lightly armed groups, Cyprus would be
able to prosper without major arsenals.

The third fundamental issue that needs to be overcome is that the
Greeks must accept that they cannot have the whole island; they must
give up something in return for a settlement. There must be some
portion of the island where the Turks feel secure and free. As John
Burton (1990, 1997) argues, geographic separation is particularly
important in situations of ethnic conflicts, as it provides a sense of
security for minority groups, allowing the creation of political institutions
on a regional basis that would be more sensitive to open cultural
expression.
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Although the Greek Cypriot governments have long acknowledged
the need for a new federal, bi-zonal, bi-communal state structure, along
the lines of the Makarios-Denktash (1977) and Kyprionu-Denktash
(1979) guidelines, the reason why an agreement has not yet been reached
is that the Greek Cypriot definition of a Federal Cyprus is the one where
the authority of central government would extend over the whole island.
The Greek Cypriots are adamant that a new federal arrangement would
not create an exclusive Turkish Cypriot federated state in the North;
thus, their emphasis is on the “three freedoms”: the freedom of
movement, the freedom to own property, and the freedom to settle
anywhere on the island.

In contrast, the Turkish Cypriots prefer a federal plan that creates
two politically equal and loosely connected states. The Turkish Cypriot
plan can be comparable to the French Canadian nationalist idea of
“sovereignty association” that has enjoyed considerable support in
Quebec. After years of haggling, the gap between the two sides on the
nature of a federation has not been substantially narrowed. At present, it
seems that so long as the Greek side insists on a strong federal
government, the Turks will not likely to sign an agreement, since for
them, this would eventually lead to Greek Cypriot domination.

Once the Turkish Cypriots are allowed to have a “space” on their
own within a federal Cyprus, the issue of refugees would be solved
automatically. Both sides have already agreed that all Cypriots should
have the right to settle and own property wherever they want on the
island. It is quite unlikely that the Greek Cypriots would choose to reside
in a Turkish Cypriot zone of a federal Cyprus, and a similar situation will
likely to be the case for the Turkish Cypriots. Yet unless the major
difficulty of the nature of a federation is overcome, the Turkish Cypriots
tend not to see the problem of refugees as an urgent issue, as opposed to
the Greek Cypriots, and will likely to continue their position in this
direction.

In order to discuss these three fundamental problems, negotiations
must go on between the Cypriot leaders. Besides, an international
conference, under the UN’s auspices, at which all the four key actors, the
Cypriot leaders, as well as Ankara and Athens, to be presented is
recommended. As disagreements occur over the issues, “a third-party”,
says the UN Secretary General, “could intervene and make the efforts
continue”. The importance of such a conference, if organized, is that all
of the actors in the conflict can explicitly express their ideas and discuss
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key problems face-to-face, since unilateral efforts excluding the other
actors will likely to be subject to misinterpretation, as happened in the
past. There is, of course, no guarantee that such an opportunity will be
used effectively and produce a settlement, but at least it may mitigate
most of the major issues.

What Can Be Done in the Long Run?

Beyond these, a climate of confidence between the two Cypriot
communities must be somehow established. This necessity is so absolute
that it is rather doubtful whether a solution could be reached in the
absence of it. In fact, even those three key problems- the recognition of
the “TRNC” by Turkey, the security issue, and the nature of a
federation- are closely related to, if not the byproducts of, the issue of
deep mistrust. In view of the past experience of hostilities, the Turkish
Cypriots demand a formula that will close the door to a repetition of the
1963-74 period and not allow the Greek community to become masters
of the island by using their majority in the organs of the federal republic.
That is why, in the Turkish Cypriot view, bi-zonality (which should not
be diluted by the so-called three freedoms), strong regional governments,
rotating presidency, and effective guarantees for security are the basic
elements of a possible Cyprus settlement.

For the Greek Cypriots, on the other hand, the Turkish Cypriots are
the strategic minority in case that the mainland Turks are exempted.
Turkey uses the Turkish minority on Cyprus to secure its southern ports.
Throughout the Greco-Turkish history, furthermore, the Greeks have
been victimized by the Turks so many times and Cyprus is the latest
example. Turkey is still governed by its military and that “aggressive
power” would invade the whole island someday; therefore, an armament
campaign is necessaty to deter it. Accordingly, as former UN Secretary
General Boutros-Ghali astutely observed during the summit meetings
between the two Cypriot leaders in 1992, “it is difficult to envisage any
successful outcome from the negotiation efforts as long as this situation
(of deep crisis of confidence) prevails.”

Confidence building is, of course, not an easy task. It requires a great
deal of time, as well as great efforts from many directions. But under the
existing realities on the island, it should be done somehow. In this
respect, the followings can be suggested.

i. Transitional Justice: It is beyond doubt that building trust
between the hostile communities neccessitates at least some degree of
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justice, and justice requires the punishment of the guilty. Thus, though
opening up old wounds is always problematical, a starting point would
be the establishment of an investigative committee or a truth
commission to discover individuals who were responsible for acts of
violence in the 1960s and 1970s. Who did what to whom? - just the
facts- and where and when? Such a useful record can best be compiled
by a variant on truth commission process called a historical clarification
commission. It would be a bi-communal exercise, with members being
politicians, historians and jurists. Such a commission’s task would enable
to shift the tragedies of the past and assign appropriate responsibility to
governments and related others. The commission’s staff would scrutinize
the available public evidence and search the non-public records of the
Republic of Cyprus and the unrecognized Turkish Republic of Northern
Cyprus. The commission would hold public hearings and compel
testimony from persons with evidence concerning ethnic cleansing and
other incidents.

In addition, a social reconciliation committee would be established.
The task of such a committee would not be a revisitation of the historical
narratives and events, but rather to focus on the current state, causes,
symptoms of inter-communal suspicion, and ways to overcome these.
This move would build confidence in two ways. First, the very act of
forming such a joint initiative would help build inter-communal social
capital on the island, which would, in turn, be critical to achieving
reconciliation. Second, by focusing this enterprise on the discussion and
identification of solutions to joint and reciprocal suspicions, this measure
would help tackle and potentially reduce mistrust (see, Kaymak 2007).

ii. Track-Two Diplomacy: Inter-ethnic friendship on Cyprus can
also be developed from the bottom-up and one way to do that would be
track-two diplomacy. Joseph Montville (1990: 162) defines track-two
diplomacy as “an unofficial, informal interaction between members of
adversary groups or nations aiming to develop strategies, influence public
opinion, and organize human and material resources in ways that might
help resolve their conflict”. Indeed, people-to-people meetings and
discussions, oftentimes working through problem-solving workshops
mediated or facilitated by psychologically sensitive third-parties, may
provide an opportunity for the Cypriot parties to examine the root
causes of their conflict, to explore possible solutions out of public view,
and to identify obstacles to better relationships. What is more, by
allowing face-to-face communication, they may help them reduce the
dehumanization process, overcome psychological barriers, and focus on
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relation building. As a result, reason, rather than emotion, would become
the dynamic factor of their interaction. Best of all, any success in
informal meetings would spill over into formal ones because those who
change their negative images about the other side would push the formal
negotiation process with a new perspective, or they may become formal
negotiators in later life.

Although track-two diplomacy has many weaknesses (see, Yilmaz
2005: 447-449), if well organized and exercised for a reasonably long
time, many positive effects would be seen on Cyprus. Benjamin J.
Broome, as a Fulbright scholar from George Mason University, held a
series of problem-solving workshops on the island, facilitated by himself,
over a nine month-period in 1995-1996 with a bicommunal group of
Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots. He observed that participants
addressed peace building efforts during three phases of group work in
which they (a) explored the current situation surrounding such efforts,
(b) developed a collective vision for the future, and (c) created an
integrated set of activities that they would lead over the next two to three
years. Broome added that the approach particularly proved itself useful
as a way of overcoming what the group members themselves identified
as a characteristic of Cypriot culture by both communities) that stands in
the way of peace (see, Broom 1997). The Chairman of the Institute for
Multi-Track Diplomacy, John McDonald, who also organized several
problem-solving workshops between Greek and Turkish Cypriot
teenagers on Cyprus, as well as in the United States in the late 1990s,
similarly told me, during a personal interview, that they made certain
progress in terms of creating a climate of confidence between the two
sides’ younger generations.

iii. Creating “Superordinate” Goals: The idea of creating
superordinate goals, the goals that can only be achieved by cooperation
between the conflicting groups, to overcome mutual hostility was
invented by Muzaffer Sherif in the course of a series of experiments
conducted in the 1950s on children who were attending summer schools
in the US (Sherif 1967). In their experiments, Sherif and his colleagues
divided a group of boys into two groups, and conflicts between them
were then encouraged. As inter-group hostility increased, so did intra-
group solidarity. The mutual hostility was only overcome when the two
groups were brought together to engage in cooperative acts for common
ends that they could not obtain on their own. This led Sherif to conclude
that “only the pursuit superordinate goals can overcome stereotyping
and reduce hostility” (Sherif 1967: 64).
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Can this insight into group dynamics be applied to the Cyprus
conflict? It is certainly advisable to avoid over-optimism, for the
differences separating the Cypriot communities are deeper than
differences created by artificially dividing up school kids in an American
summer camp. But nonetheless, having and working on common goals
would enhance bonds between conflicting parties in a number of ways.
One would be reducing the salience of group boundaries; people who
are working towards common goals are in some sense members of the
same group, and thus are not so likely to be antagonistic towards one
another. Another would be by a reinforcement mechanism; as the two
parties work together, each of them rewards the other and produces a
sense of gratitude and warmth in the other. Pursuing superordinate goals
also means that each party sees itself as working on behalf of the other, a
view which is likely to foster positive attitudes (Pruitt, Kim, and Rubin
2004: 136-137).

On Cyprus, there were actually several examples of micro-level
superordinate projects. One was in the early 1970s. The Cyprus
Resentment Project, made up of volunteers from the American Friends
Service Committee and the Shanti Sena,® developed a project in
collaboration with the International Peace Academy to rebuild villages
destroyed by intercommunal warfare so as to allow refugees to return
their homes. It was hoped that work camps involving Greek and Turkish
Cyptiot young people could be created to do the actual construction
work. But unfortunately, this phase of the project started in July 1974,
and had to be abandoned following the overthrow of President Makarios
by the Athens-engineered junta and the subsequent Turkish invasion.

Another attempt was made in the early 1980. That was a joint
sewerage scheme and municipal development plan for Nicosia
sponsored by the UN Development Program (UNDP). This plan
involved continuous cooperation between the city’s two civic
administrations and ensured that Nicosia could be readily reintegrated
following a settlement (see, Souter 1988). Although George Vasiliou,
former Greek Cypriot leader, strongly endorsed this attempt, Turkish
Cypriot leaders were rather reluctant, and hence the plan was largely
unsuccessful.

Currently, the old and damaged buildings on the Ledra Street
crossing, which was reopened in April 2008 after years of contention,
can be renovated with the joint efforts of both communities. The Greek
and Turkish Cypriot communities broadly agree that these buildings on
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the buffer zone should be restored and used for joint activities. These
activities would include the social reconciliation committee, as well as
more contentious civil society work, such as the revisiting of historical
narratives or discussions on the more challenging issues of the conflict,
alongside more ordinary day-to-day activities, like socializing or enjoying
a meal together in a safe and natural space.

As a result, many joint projects are not new to Cyprus. Crucially, what
needs to be demonstrated is the ability to cooperate bilaterally and instill
a sense of mutual respect for each othet’s culture, tradition, and history-
an essential step on the way toward a unified and multicultural federal

Cyprus.

iv. Revising Formal Education: Formal education is one way,
perhaps the most important one, that national culture and historic
enmities are transmitted. Textbooks do not just convey knowledge. They
represent what generations of pupils will learn about their own past and
futures, as well as the histories of others. In textbooks, we find what a
society wishes to convey to the next generation. On Cyprus, education
has been a main vehicle of transferring inter-communal hostility, as well
as separate identities, from generation to generation. For centuries,
Greek and Turkish Cypriot children have attended separate schools
where each community had its own system of education conducted in its
own language. The curricula and standards of Greek and Turkish Cypriot
schools have been tailored to correspond respectively to the Greek and
Turkish educational school systems. In a comparative study of “History
of Cyprus” textbooks used in Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot
schools, Yiannis Papadakis (2008) found that the official historical
accounts of the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot communities mirror
each other in the ways in which they construct blame, silence the pain of
others, de-legitimize the historical existence of others, similarly to how
each community claims that Cyprus “belongs” to them on historical
grounds in official and popular discourse. The same study shows that the
general emphasis of formal education on Cyprus allows Greek and
Turkish Cyptiot narrative to focus more on the past, rather than the
future, on the causes and who is to “blame”, rather than on solutions
and ways forward. A study carried out by Stavroula Philippou and
Andrekos Varnava (2009) confirms that the social studies curricula on
Cyprus do not seem to prepare Greek and Turkish Cypriot citizens for
the bi-zonal, bi-communal state aimed at a political level as a solution to

the Cyprus problem.
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The leaders on both sides have so far failed to find creative solutions
to this problem, hindered by a good dose of insufficient political will. Yet
somehow, formal curricula and textbooks need to be revised so that they
better meet the realities on the island and encourage inter-communal
friendship. The revisions should also involve making more emphasis on
universal knowledge, critical thinking, skepticism, and respectful
assimilation of differences.

Another idea would be arranging student exchange programs so that
the Greek and Turkish Cypriot youth can learn about each othet’s
culture and language. Since both communities have been physically
separated since 1974, the new generations have not seen each other for
over thirty years. The older generations of Cyprus may still remember
the horrors of inter-communal violence, and hence may not prefer inter-
communal relations, but at the youngster level, at least, the conflict
seems to be “ripe”. Hence, student exchange programs would be a good
opportunity for both sides to initiate a process of distilling their
differences and overcoming chronic hostilities through generational
change. Perhaps students may in the short-run show no gains or may
twist the facts to serve their prejudices. However, in the long-run,
accurate information will probably be an ally of improved interactions.

Currently, the isolation of the Turkish Cypriots is particularly felt in
the domain of higher education. A strategic goal for universities in
Northern Cyprus is to join the emerging higher education area in the EU
and partake in ERASMUS (The European Community Action Scheme
for the Mobility of University Students), as well as other ERASMUS-
related programs. Although mainland Turkish universities (thus students)
and academic institutions in the Greek Cypriot community are part of
the “Bologna Process” that aims to create a European Higher Education
Area by 2010, Turkish Cypriot institutions remain excluded and face
significant disadvantages.

Yet Cypriots do not fundamentally disagree on the way forward.
Indeed, both communities accept that the ways should be found to
integrate Turkish Cypriot higher education institutions in European
Higher Education system (Kaymak, Lordos and Tocci, 2008, 59). This
would allow for Turkish Cypriot participation in the Bologna process,
Erasmus Mundus, Leonardo, and the EU’s Research Framework
Programs.

Finding solution to this issue is by no means impossible and need not
get entangled in intractable issues of sovereignty and recognition. Under
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the 1960 framework, issues such as culture and education were already
foreseen as being separate communal competences. Implicit reference to
the 1960 Constitution was precisely the way in which trade across the
Green Line was agreed by both communities, given the establishment
and status of the Turkish Cypriot Chamber of Commerce in 1960 which
has, since 2004, been entitled by the EU to certify Turkish Cypriot
products. Similar solutions could also be found in the field of higher
education.

Opverall, education is an important component of grass-roots peace
building process and its role in the peace process should not be
underestimated. The whole process of child raising has a critical impact
on attitudes and beliefs in later life. If the hostile attitudes and
perceptions of one generation are not passed on to the next, then the
younger generation may be able to deal with inter-ethnic problems in a
more constructive atmosphere.

Conclusion

As the above arguments attest, the conflict on Cyprus is a rather
complicated one, involving both contending interests and relational
problems, rooted in mutual past traumas. Failure to understand this
complexity is not likely to result in a durable peace.

Frustrating in its efforts and being concerned about the expenses of
the UN peacekeeping forces on the island, the international community
tends to push the Cypriot leaders, as well as the communities, to reach a
compromise as quick as possible. But given the existing realities on the
island, as discussed in this work, an immediate solution is neither feasible
nor desirable. Both sides have outstanding claims against one another,
and deeply mistrust one another. It is no secret that the Turkish Cypriots
celebrate the anniversary of the Turkish military action of 1974 as their
“national holiday”, despite the fact that the whole world, including the
Greeks, call it an occupation. The dominant group wish on the Turkish
side is still not to be a minority but a separate community which should
have all the legal, political, and economic privileges the Greeks have. On
the Greek side, on the other hand, the dominant group’ wish still is to
“own” the whole island, which, in the Greek Cypriot view, is
“historically-Hellenic’. There are certainly some individuals on both sides
who wish one or another type of future togetherness. But those
individuals cannot easily act against the dominant group wishes.
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Hence, without a proper infrastructure, a pushy solution on Cyprus
would bring nothing but bloodshed again. What can be done, however,
is to help the parties to create an infrastructure that sustains present and
future peace efforts. Although the UN has been relatively successful in
keeping the conflict calm by deploying peacekeeping forces for more
than four decades, very few initiatives to promote inter-communal
understanding have so far taken place. Future peace efforts should
particularly focus on this area.

Notes
' See UN Security Council Resolution 541, 18 November 1983.

2 For details, see http:/ /www.kypros.org/Cyprus_Problem/p_setofideas.html
(03 June 2010).

3 For details, visit www.unficyp.org (03 June 2010).

4 For details, visit www.unficyp.org (03 June 2010).

> Quoted from Denktash’s’ Proposals of January 20, 1995,

http:/ /www.access.ch/turkei/grupf/proposal.htm (12 May 2010).

¢'The Indian peace brigade inspired by Gandhi.
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Book Review

“Lijphart’s Politics of Accommodation: A Constructive
Review with Criticisms Derived from the Cypriot Case”

Arend Lijphart (1975). The Politics of Accommodation:
Pluralism and Democracy in the Netherlands. Berkeley:
University of California Press. (231 Pages). 27d revised
edition, ISBN No: 0-520-02900-3 (The first edition of this
book appeared in 1968)

This book covers the groundbreaking findings of Arend Lijphart, based
on a case study of the Netherlands which provided suggestions for
amending the pluralist theory. Lijphart, who is accepted to be the leading
figure on consociationalism, developed this concept in the first edition of
this book in 1968. The second edition of this book has ten chapters with
an additional chapter striving to explain the changes in the political
system of the Netherlands in the 60s and 70s. The author developed his
arguments further in his article ‘Consociational Democracy’ which
appeared in World Polities (1969, 21 (2): 207-225) and his book Democracy
in Plural Societies: A Comparative Exploration (1977). His latest book
Thinking about Democracy: Power sharing and Majority Rule in Theory and
Practice (2008) involves a collection of most of his must-read writings on
consociationalism. The observations in The Politics of Accommodation:
Piluralism and Democracy in the Netherlands raises relevant questions and
suggestions about the political systems of plural societies in the 21s
century. Careful reader of the book may find relevant suggestions for a
settlement in Cyprus. Similarities can be found between the two cases
when it comes to divisions among the society and one should ask himself
if a consociational solution is suitable for resolving the Cyprus Problem.
Nevertheless, one should scrutinize both cases very carefully and put
them into comparative perspective before jumping to conclusions.

Lijphart argues that the case of the Netherlands from 1917 until the
end of the 60s stands out as an anomaly where strong cleavages did not
spoil, but in fact strengthened the democratic stability of the country.
The book tries to explain how this phenomenon occurred. According to
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Lijphart, the main factor in having a viable democracy in a strongly
divided society is the spirit of accommodation among the elites of
different groups.

The first part of the book is illustrative. After presenting the main
arguments of the pluralist theory in the first chapter, the division within
the Dutch society is described in a clear manner in the second chapter,
followed by a demonstration of the four elites that are a product of these
cleavages in the third chapter. In the fourth chapter, Lijphart exemplifies
the Dutch government as a viable democracy. The second part of this
book is more explanatory. The author tries to explain how it is the case
that such a divided country which according to theory of pluralism
should have difficulties with its democratic stability, could nevertheless
managed to have a stable democracy. After taking note of some relevant
hypotheses and dismissing some others in the fifth chapter, Lijphart, in
the sixth chapter argues that the spirit of accommodation among the
clites of the four blocs is the most valid independent variable. After
looking at certain conventions in the seventh chapter which helped the
practice of the politics of accommodation in the Dutch case, the
argument in the eighth chapter concerns the deferential political culture
of the Dutch people which eased the practice of this elitist politics of
accommodation that does not involve the people in the decision-making
process as much as some other democratic systems. As a result of his
findings, Lijphart discusses how the pluralist theory should be updated in
the ninth chapter. Finally in the tenth chapter, the author presents us the
change in the Dutch society in the 1960’s and 1970’s and explains why
the politics of accommodation has come to an end.

A major problem with Lijphart’s argument is that he defines the
Netherlands as a viable democracy by making assumptions that pose
danger to validity of his research. Although there cannot be much
argument that the political system of the Netherlands was pretty stable,
one can question the quality of democracy of this system. Lijphart’s
definition of democracy is so simplistic and minimalist: “Democracy
means simply a system of government in which the people have the
opportunity to select their own leaders” (71). This definition may take
into consideration aspects of contestation but does not say anything
about participation. In reality, such a system based on secrecy and
exclusion of the people from politics suffers from democratic quality.
Thus, one question may be posed about the compatibility of
consociational regimes with democracy.
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Lijphart is not ignorant of the consequences of his arguments but his
flawed definition of democracy results in his erred analysis that leads to
his conclusive remarks that “it is impossible to argue that Holland
deviates much from the democratic ideal. Dutch democracy has universal
suffrage, majority rule, and justice for all” (180). The author asserts that:

The criticisms are the arguments of democratic perfectionists who
fail to perceive that no democracy can survive without political
stability, and that stability in a deeply divided society can only be
achieved at the expense of deviating to some extent from the ideal
democratic norm (179).

This kind of view suggests that there is always a tradeoff between
political stability and democracy in deeply divided societies and the
former is more important than the latter.

On another note, we see that the situation does not look so bright for
some other countries with strong cleavages. Based on his case study
findings, Lijphart endeavours to amend the pluralist theory. The author
claims that the Dutch case does not eliminate the validity of the pluralist
theory completely but obliges us to revise it along the lines of the
findings in this book (15). The third proposition still makes sense when it
is positively stated. Cross-cutting cleavages are agreeable with stable and
effective democracy. However, negative formulation of this proposition
may cause invalid conclusions. It was in fact the division and mutually
reinforcing cleavages that caused the creation of the politics of
accommodation in the Netherlands (182-184). In such cases, keeping
contacts at the minimum level between the people of different groups
but at the same time maximizing cooperation at the elite level can
become a substitute for the positive effects of crosscutting cleavages in
divided societies (184). Nevertheless, such a generalization has dubious
validity if one looks at the Cypriot case. In Cyprus, the division is not
shaped by religious and class cleavages, but, separate ethnic, linguistic,
and religious cleavages of two different groups. This makes the division
far more serious than the Dutch case. Moreover, it may be the case that
the division between Orthodox Christians and Muslims can be more
problematic than the division between Catholics and Protestants.
Therefore, maybe the Netherlands was not as divided as Cyprus is right
now, and the amendments to the pluralist theory may not be relevant in
case of such a deep division.

Furthermore, we know that the more the number of groups are in
deeply divided societies, the better it is for maintaining a viable
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democracy. In Cyprus, there are two blocs instead of four as was the case
in the Netherlands, which creates serious difficulties for practicing
politics of accommodation. Also, Lijphart himself takes note of the
importance of the numbers and power of the blocs. He argues that no
single bloc should have a dominant position vzs @ vis the other blocs (188-
189). In the Cypriot case, one group has dominance over another if one
had to simply look at the populations. Moreover, there is no common
nationalism among the Cypriots but separate nationalisms built upon
concurrence with the other group. The importance of nationalism maybe
more than Lijphart thinks. Even though he gives some credit to Dutch
nationalism for the survival of the state, his main argument revolves
around elite consensus and the author states that:

The political consensus does not have to be comprehensive and
strong. It must include, as a minimum, the commitment to
maintain the system, reinforced by habits of prudence and
deference, but it does not have to include the traditional
democratic civic virtues (192).

Nevertheless, it may be the case that the Dutch system might not
have been preserved if there had not been strong nationalism throughout
the blocs which remedied for their differences.

This short analysis which relied on the Cypriot case demonstrates
why one should test the arguments that Lijphart derives from his
findings in comparative perspective, in order to have a strong theory.
Research is needed to dig into the political systems of other countries
with strong cleavages so as to test the conclusions of this book.
Researchers should be able to understand why there are differentiations
between countries with deep divisions, when it comes to their ability to
maintain viable democratic systems. Even though the Netherlands is
presented as an anomaly by Lijphart which may offer some suggestions
to consider revising the pluralist theory, comparative research designs
can tell us much more about the big picture. Democracy in Plural Societies: A
Comparative Exploration which appeared in 1977 is a proof that Lijphart
was not ignorant of this criticism.

A final criticism of Lijphart’s work can be made by focusing on his
reliance on elite consensus for the stability of the political system. What
happens if one generation of elites is replaced by another one and the
new ones do not have the spirit of accommodation? Can we really say
that a political system based on elite consensus is a promisingly stable
system? Perhaps the Dutch case was luckily peculiar where politics of
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accommodation rambled on for around 50 years. Even in this case, one
can argue that 50 years is not a long time if the matter of concern is the
continuation of a certain form of political system.

Diren¢ Kanol

PhD Student at University of Siena
Department of Political Science
E-Mail: direda@yahoo.co.uk
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A Review on a Historical Source

The Journal of Cyprian Studies: An Eatly Journal on Ancient
Cyprus Culture

The Journal of Cyprian Studies, Nicosia, Issue 1, April 1889,
edited by Max Hermann Ohnefalsch-Richter, 24 pages + 2 folded
plates.

The Journal of Cyprian Studies, the first academic journal relevant specifically
to the cultural history of Cyprus, aimed to publish scientific papers on
the socio-economic issues, as well as topographical, ethnographical,
linguistic and epigraphic studies in view of recently unearthed
archaeological evidences.

Max Hermann Ohnefalsch-Richter, who launched the first issue of The
Journal of Cyprian Studies as its editor in 1889, was the first archaeologist to
start the ecarliest official excavations during the British period on behalf of
the Museum of Cyprus during 1883-85. As a rather ambitious archaeologist,
he claimed to prove his excavation project in Cyprus to have been more
important than the findings of Schliemann at Hisatlik (Troy) in Turkey.
And with this intention, he invited other colleagues who were all dealing
with the cultural heritage of Cyprus either as material culture or intangible
heritage in the last quarter of the 19™ century to contribute to this
publication. Thus, this journal aimed to create a form for the discussion of
the current studies about Cyprus.

The Journal of Cyprian Studies was published in Nicosia, April 1889 under
the editorial of Max Hermann Ohnefalsch-Richter with the contribution of
some other experts doing research on Cyprus topics. Although he
mentioned the availability of funding for the publication of this journal, he
omitted to acknowledge the source. However it is likely that he had the
patronage of His Highness Bernhard, Hereditary Prince of Saxe-
Meiningen-Hildburghausen, whom he desctibed as the patron and friend of
the study of antiquities in the dedication page of his book Kyprus, the Bible
and Homer, Oriental Civilisation, Art and Religion in Ancient Times (London
1893).
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Our thorough search of library catalogues to follow whether this journal
continued publication did not yield any result and we could assume that the
journal did not survive after one issue. Cobham’s bibliography also
supports this idea (E.D. Cobham (ed.) Exverpta Cypria, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1908 (New York: Kraus Reprint, 1986: 512;
Claude Delaval Cobham, An Attempt at a Bibliography of Cyprus, Fourth
Edition, Nicosia, 1900: 47). The copy in the British Library with the shelf
mark 1866.C2 could also be considered as one of the rare complete copies
of this intellectually designed journal.

In this first and presumably the last issue of The Journal of Cyprian Studes,
Max Hermann Ohnefalsch-Richter (1850-1917), originally from Germany,
who was the first person to make excavations in Cyprus during the British
period (1883-85) and also prepared the first catalogue of Cyprus Museum
together with John Linton Myres, aimed to prove that the Bronze Age
civilisation in Cyprus is older than the civilisation found in the excavations
of Hisarlik (Troy) which was in progress by the German archaeologist
Heinrich Schliemann (1822-1890) and suggested that Hisarhk civilisation
derived from an eatlier Cyprus civilisation. He documented all the findings
in two folding plates with several illustrations.

The first issue of the Journal of Cyprian Studies consists of 24 pages with
two large folded plates. The journal was divided into scientifically
classified four parts: “Topographical and Ethnographical Studies” (1-9);
“National Economy and Agriculture” (9-17); “Linguistics and Epigraphic
Studies” (17-23); “The New Literature in and on Cyprus” (24).

In the first part under the section titled as “Topographical and
Ethnographical Studies” (1-9) with a subtitle “Ledrai - Lidir and the
Copper-Age”, Ohnefalsch-Richter welcomes the readers to the Journal.
This article is trying to explain the evolution of ceramic art in point of
their linearity, figurative or geometrical paintings while 250 drawings are
illustrating his narrative.

Max Ohnefalsch-Richter attempts to draw a short history of pre-ancient
era of Cyprus dividing the periods into four, as Stone, Copper, Bronze and
Iron Ages. As he also testifies, the culture of Stone Age was still unknown
in the late 19t century and he remarks that finding this culture is a matter
of time and money. Although in view of the main title of his article,
“Ledrai, Lidir and the Copper Age”, one’s expectation fails to find more
information about the ancient city Lidir, mentioned in the Assyrian texts.
Instead of giving explanations about this, his discussion turns out to
concentrate in the first part of his article to explain his aim for publishing
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this journal as well as his objectives in his excavations. And in the second
part, he tries to explain the evolution of the geometric and figurative
potteries in Cyprus and their origin. He tries to answer the presence of
Stone Age with the existence of arrow-heads in comparison with the
cultures in the neighbourhood such as Egypt, Hisarlik (Turkey) and Syria.
As he mentioned the earliest evidence of stone arrow heads appeared as the
archer figures carved on the cylinder seals discovered from Kythrea spring
as well as on a painted vase and a stone box with relieves both from
Tamassos area. Hence, we could realize that still nothing was known
relevant to the Neolithic and Chalcolithic cultures of Cyprus in the last
decade of the 19% century. Max Ohnefalsch-Richter tries to explain the
history of the Stone Age by bringing some assumptions about the origin of
Stone Age men in Cyprus as well as of Hisarlik to have been settled from
either from one to the other or vice versa, and he went further to locate
their root to Central Asia, or Semites from Syria or Mesopotamia although
they were believed to have migrated to the island via Asia Minor. As he
tries to bring some suggestions for the ethnic root of the Cypriots, he does
this by giving examples from material culture, such as the palm tree or lion
motives which were illustrated on the potteries discovered during his
excavations. Ohnefalsch-Richter goes further to analyse the ethnic root of
Cyprus by comparing it with the culture of Central Asia as well as
Thrakians and Indo-Germans. However, although he believed that in the
case of the Phoenicians whose kings with all his power once gained a
certain portion of the island, he advocates on a hypothesis that part of the
original Cyprian civilisation revealed a mixture of Aryan, Turanian, Semitic
and Egyptian elements besides even a special Indian influence, at least for a
short while, rather than pure Phoenician characteristics.

In the second part of his article, he attempted to give his opinion about
the origin of the potteries with painted or incised geometric and figurative
designs. As he draws a historical background for the geometrical designs, he
accredited the root of this decoration to the Indo-German-Thrakian
cultures while he expressed his belief that this style was introduced to Troja
(Troya) through Kreta and Samothrake by the Dardanians or Teukrians.
Even though, although the milk bowls with geometrical ornamentation are
widely used in Kreta, Thera, Rhodes, Samothrake and other neighbouring
islands including Cyprus alongside the South and South-west of Asia
Minor, he pointed out that the departure point for these bowls had been
form Cyprus. He tries to prove all the steps for the evolution of the
geometrical patterns on engraved and embossed vases and finally concludes
that the origin of the geometrical patterns on engraved and embossed
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vases, as also on the painted ones, followed a certain evolution. Thus, first
the geometrical patterns, then designs of vegetables, human figures and
finally with the representation of divinities and demons were depicted,
traces of which also could have been found in earlier embossed potteries.
As he stated at the end of the article that it will be continued, it could be
assumed the article is not complete and he was intending to publish another
article of the same theme, presumably with more information about Lidir
or Ledra.

Ohnefalsch-Richter tried to illustrate his article with several drawings. In
Plate 1, there are 254 drawings mainly of potteries while in Plate 2, the
drawings of the tombs excavated as well as antiquities discovered in them
are illustrated. Still, he expressed his regrets for not being able to include
the illustrations in the text since publication of illustrated books need more
funding and instead he had to provide these plates which are rather
complicated due to the large number of drawings.

In the part subtitled as “National Economy and Agriculture”, (9-17)
J. Dieck, from National Arboretum, Merseburg, with his article “Cyprus,
Réveille-toil” (Cyprus, Wake upl), in French, attempts to draw the
geographical significance of Cyprus while he would bring some
suggestions for the improvement of the socio-economical level of the
island. In his article he briefly summarises the history of the island by
giving citation to the Phoenicians, Egyptians, Greeks, Romans and to
Osman (Ottoman)’s era while Lusignans are omitted in this description.
He narrates this in a poetical way by recalling the mythological figures
mainly Astarte, Aphrodite or Hercules and historical heroes such as
Antigones and Ptolemaios. He considers Cyprus as the island of
Aphrodite, the Heaven of the ancient wotld. As he summarises the 12
years of the British takeover in Cyprus, he attempts to justify the British
occupation of the island by narrating the German legendary tale of
Grimm Brothers, the sleeping princess who had woken up from her
deep sleep caused by a magic, by a prince who fell in love with her
beauty. As Dieck remarks, the improvements performed by the British
governor, Sir H. Bulwer, are publicised with the periodicals published,
such as The Owl, while this new periodical The Journal of Cyprian Studies,
published by Mr. Ohnefalsch-Richter is worth to be celebrated as
another contribution to keep the whole Europeans informed about the
progresses in the island. Diecke expressed his gratitude to Mr.
Ohnefalsch-Richter for his efforts and invitation to contribute while he
explained his part in the journal to publish news about the scientific
studies performed by the German scholars in Cyprus. He thus
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summarises the possible cooperation between the English and German
scientists so as to improve the nature of the island and develop the
agriculture system in the island. Among his suggestions are
reforestration, importation of some immigrants from England and
Germany who are skilled in agriculture, constructing irrigation system,
establishing some institutions for agriculture, commerce and economy;
founding a model farm in the centre of the island containing a school of
agriculture and viniculture as well as a station for analytical physical
research and a garden of acclimatisation; opening a bank for farmers,
founding a museum of natural history attached to the Museum of
Archaeology, which is already established. He also made more
suggestions for the urgent maintenance of the existing ancient aqueduct
system of the island as well as the necessity of issuing new laws for the
protection of the forests. He expressed his wishes that this journal, as
one of the first scientific periodicals for Cyprus studies would become a
popular boat that floats on the sea forever like a ship with great masts
and a green pavilion which in fact is a synonym to recall the island in the
Mediterranean with its greenery which was described by the ancient
historians and in the mythology. He ended his article with the same
motto, “Cyprus, wake-up!”

The third part of the journal is reserved for “Linguistics and
Epigraphic Studies (17-23) and the article written by Otto Hoffmann
from Gottingen with the title “Some Remarks on the Greek Dialect”
(17-19) is the first contribution in this part. The article is interesting to
see how the recent archacological findings in Cyprus initiated detailed
studies about the origin of language in Cyprus. Several archaeological
objects that contained ancient inscriptions enabled scholars to perform
rather detailed linguistic studies which is another method to undersatand
the origin of culture. The first part of this article is bringing a discussion
against the hypothesis argued in a recent article published by Mr. R.
Meister in Ow/, another weekly periodical published in Nicosia. The
article discusses the changes of the pronunciation of letter 7 (y) standing
before a into a palatal letter () based on the inscriptions discovered in
Idalion and Golgoi both in the collection of Deecke. He claims that this
change occurred only in these locations rather than spreading in the
whole island. His study in fact is to prove the mistake of Mr. Meister as
well as Mr. Baunack, both of whom did some etymological studies
related to the same sounds. The second part of Hoffman’s article is
related to the nasal letters and he claims that there was no sign for the
nasal sounds in Cyprian alphabet.
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The second article in this part is a contirubtion of C. Delaval
Cobham, the Commissioner of Larnaca. Cobham with the title “Cypriot
wortd in ancient Greek” (19) writes an introductory short note and some
more comments (23) referring to the earliest studies on the peculiar
verbal forms of dialect of Greek spoken in Cyprus and gives reference to
the work of Jo. Meursius who published a chapter on Cyprus in his book
Creta, Rhodes, Cyprus, printed in Amsterdam in small quarto, in 1675.
Accordingly, Jo. Meursius extracted some parts from Hesychius (cir. 4t
century) and “Etymologicon Magnum” (cit. AD 1050). The first part of
this is about the manners of Cypriots and the comedies written upon
them by Diczogenes and Alexis. Following this short introduction,
Cobham provided the reader with the translation of the 25® Chapter of
Jo. Meursius’s book which is on Cyprus. The translation with the title
“Jo. Meursius, Cyprus, Book II. Chapter XXV” (19-23) then follows.
This translated excerpt which is not included in Cobham’s Exverpta
Cypria, contains some peculiar words quoted from several sources by the
above mentioned Greek authors, mainly from the well known works of
ancient Greek sources such as Athenaues by Aristotle or Newmus Unionis of
Theodoric of Niem, which we could define as one of the earliest
linguistic studies for the Greek dialect of the island. It is interesting to
learn from these quotations that Cypriots usually called the prison as
ceramos, lettuce as brenthis, flowered robes as #hrona and a certain head
wear as cordyle while in the languages of the Cretans or Rhodes, there
were different words to signify these, which proves a different dialect to
exist in Cyprus.

At the end of the third part of the journal (23), there is a short
comment by Evstathios Konstantinides from Nicosia related to two
articles published in The Ow/, one by R. Meister and the other one by
C.D. Cobham which argues on the same topic. As he suggested, in such
a case where two scholars were desirous to solve a scientific question,
they often had to start from two extreme views while the solution always
rested in the centre and explained that he preferred to find the answer in
the centre.

The last part of the journal is “The New Literature in and on Cyprus”
(24) which gives information about the recent publications. Here, the
readers are informed for the publication of the second edition of
Cobham’s book An attempt at a Bibliography of Cyprus in 1889 which
records 309 entries, including books, articles published in journals,
newspapers published in Cyprus, and official papers. Another notice is
again about a book by Cobham titled as The Umun hal: A Manual of the
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Doctrine and Practice of Islamr which is a translation from the Turkish
original published in AH 1270 (1873 AD).

The Journal of Cyprian Studies is the second periodical published in Cyprus
subsequent to the weekly periodical The Ow/, in which again several
scientific studies were published in the last decade of the 19% century. Both
of them as well as The Times and some other newspapers are worth to pay
attention to understand the rather advance intellectual environment created
during the eatly years of the British occupation. Although the publication of
the The Owl, Science, Literature and Arf, had already been started and
conducted by Ohnefalsch-Richter with another English colleague (Max
Ohnefalsch-Richter, Kypros, The Bible and Homer, Oriental Civilisation, Art and
Religion in Ancient Times, London: Asher & Co., 1893: 48, 341), seemed to
have a longer and successful publication life, starting on 15t September 1888
and lasting on 7% March 1896 with 255 issues, it is not much clear why he
started The Journal of Cyprian Studies and could not continue its publciation
more than one issue. Perhaps, its German origin and propaganda were not
much favoured by the British Government and rather than publishing a
second journal, Ohnefalsch-Richter preffered to give his efforts for the
publication of his findings in two books entitled as Ancient Places of Worship
in Kypros, (Berlin: H.S. Herman, 1891), and Kypros, The Bible and Homer,
Oriental Civilisation, Art and Religion in Ancient Times.

The editor of the journal, Max Ohnefalsch-Richter (1850-1917), was the
first archacologist who started the earliest official excavations duting the
British period on behalf of the Museum of Cyprus during 1883-85. After
arriving in Cyprus in 1878, first he hold a post as Government Inspector.
He held a position of Consulting Archaeologist under the Committee and
Superintendent of Excavations for the Government. In 1887, a learned
society, the Cyprus Exploration Fund, was formed in London to promote
interest in the island and they funded the excavations of the sanctuary of
Aphrodite at Old Paphos while some of the finds from the excavations in
1888 as well as from Salamis in 1891 had enriched the British Museum
(John L. Myres, and Max Ohnefalsch-Richter, A Catalogne of Cyprus
Museum, Oxtord, 1899: vi; Tatton — Brown, Veronica (ed.), Cyprus in the
19% Century AD Fact, Faney and Fiction, Oxford: Oxbow Books, 2001: 5)
rather than Cyprus Museum.

A brief research about the other authors who contributed to this journal
would reveal the fact that, they had dedicated all their lives for the studies in
the topics related to Cyprus as well as the Near Eastern culture, all of
whom had already published several books and articles mainly in the well
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known scientific periodicals in Furopean countries, such as the Builder,
Revue de Archéologigne and The Journal of Hellenic Studies. The interest in Cyprus
antiquities came to its apex after the discoveries of Cesnola while the British
Government realised the value of the antiquities in Cyprus as soon as they
took over the administration of the island. Sir Wolsey realising the value of
antiquities of Cyprus as one of its most valuable assests urged the British
Museum to send out some scientific man to explore the antiquities while
Lord Salisbury being more interested in science than archaeology, did not
favoured this suggestion which resulted with an appointment from the
locally available experts. Therefore, Max Ohnefalsch-Richter who was
previously employed by Chatles Newton to dig at Salamis in 1880 was
selected and appointed as Superintendent of FExcavations for the
Government following the founding of Cyprus Museum, merely based on
private subscriptions (Geoge Hill, A History of Cyprus, Cambridge:
University Press, 1952, Vol. 1V: 608).

Furthermore we could say that the studies done during this period by
some dedicated scholars are still forming the basic reference sources for
current researchers. The officials selected for certain missions in Cyprus by
the British government were all rather educated scholars with deep
knowledge and interest in classical studies and diplomatic manners. They
engaged themselves with their research that yielded with several
publications. Alongside the British, the French scholars like Camille Enlart,
Mas Latrie, and German scholars like Meister or Otto Hoffmann did not
hesitate to get involved with the British Government and even worked
for the benefit of the British Empire. Therefore, this short journal is
interesting to reveal the international intellectual environment dealing with
Cyprus culture from a scientific point of view. One interesting fact is the
concerns of the German scholars with their willingness to contribute to the
Cypriot studies as well as to promote the life standard, socio-economy and
ecology of the island.

I hope there would be another review to give details about another
earlier Cypriot periodical, The Ow/, to be published in this journal in a
near future.

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Netice Yildiz
Eastern Mediterranean University
Faculty of Architecture

E-Mail: netice.yildiz@emu.edu.tr
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1. The Journal of Cyprus Studies publishes articles in English and Turkish,
and in accordance with the principles defined in its Editorial Policy. It is
understood that manuscripts submitted to the JCS for consideration
have not been published previously, in part or in whole, and are not
simultaneously under consideration for publication elsewhere. The ideas
and opinions expressed in articles published in the JCS are the sole
responsibility of the author(s), and do not reflect the views and policies
of the Centre for Cyprus Studies or Eastern Mediterranean University.
Responsibility for copyright permissions rests with the author(s).

2. A manuscript will be accepted for publication only by the final
approval of the editors and/or the editorial board, as well as the
referee(s).

3. Manuscripts should be sent to the editor either on a CD or DVD as a
Microsoft Word (or a Word compatible) document; or as an e-mail word
attachment, sources used in the article in alphabetical order, images and
drawings as separate iamgae files in jpg format of high quality, list of
illustrations.

4. The followings should be included in the body of the cover page as
well as e-mail: title of the paper, name, institutional affiliation, and postal
address of the aurhor(s), daytime telephone and fax numbers (if
available). Abstarct not exceeding 250 words, preferably in both language
(English and Turkish) should be included as a separate document. Please
provide, under the abstract, between 3 and 8 keywords for your
manuscript, within the possibility both in English and Turkish.

5. There is no strict word limit for articles, but we prefer to publish
articles that are between 5,000 and 10,000 words (including notes).
Articles less than 2500 words will be trated as short notes.

6. The manuscript should be prepated for blind review: The authot's
name and institutional affiliation will be indicated on the cover page but
not in the main body of the manuscript. References to the authot's own
work must be cast in such a way that they do not reveal the author's
identity. We recommend simply replacing the entire reference, including
title and facts of publication, with an expression such as Awuthor's article,
Author's book, Author's book (Year), etc. Acknowledgements that could
allow a reader to deduce the authot's identity must be removed for the
initial review.

Journal of Cyprus Studies 39 (2010) © EMU 1303-2925



JCS

7. The Manuscript should be propetly formatted. The entire manuscript
(including notes and formulae) should be double-spaced, text in Times
New Roman font 12pt while quoted passages more that three lines as a
spate paragraph, 10 pt (0.5 indented on both sides, with no quotation
mark). Place and number of of figures, drawings and tables must be
indicated in the text. All pages must be numbered. Notes automatically
inserted and numnered as endnotes should be placed at the end of the
manuscript under a subtitle Notes. Manuscripts should conform to The
Chicago Manual of Style, 15 edition. See some important facts in our style
sheet below.

8. Style Sheet

a. Notes must be given as endnotes, at the end of the text with subtitle
Notes.

b. Use #talics, not underlining, for book and journal titles.

c. For well-known cities, omit state/country name from facts of
publication.

d. Omit the abbreviations 'p.' and 'pp.' for page numbers.

e. See the Chicago Manual of Style, 15th edition, for detailed information;
examples of reference types are shown below:

Journal article

Alexander Malamid, “The Geographical Distribution of
Communities in Cyprus”, Geographical Review, 46 (3), July 1956,
(355-374), 363

Book

Ronald C. Jennings, Christians and Muslims in Ottoman Cyprus, 1570-
1640, (New York: New York University Press, 1993), 25-30

Article in a book

Benjamin Atbel, "Cyprus on the eve of the Ottoman Conquest,"
in Ottoman Cyprus, A Collection of Studies on History and Culture, ed.
Michalis N. Michael, Mathias Kappler and Eftios Gavriel, Near
East Monographs 4, (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz Verlag, 1992), 37-
48.
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Additional Notes

For repeated treferences, do not use 'op. cit.' - use a short title instead
e.g., (Malamid, “The Geographical Distribution”).

You may use 'ibid." (not italicized) where appropriate.

If you make many references to a single work, you may (and are
encouraged to) give bibliographic information in a note at the first use of
such reference, and then, for subsequent references, give page numbers
only, in parentheses, run into the main text.

The subsequent references are given in the text, enclosed in parentheses:
(Malamid , 1993: 248-49). The authot's name may be omitted if it is
clearly implied by context.

Note the distinction between ‘(Jeffery, 1993)’, which refers to a work,
and ‘Jeffery (1993)’, which is a reference to the author, followed by a
parenthetical reference to one specific work of the author already cited
before.

Abbreviations: Most abbreviations should be spelled out and rendered
in English.

Foreign words must be written in z#a/ic fonts.

Quotation marks: Use double quotation marks for quoted material run
into the text, and for irony and other literary purposes. Use single
quotation marks for quoted material within a quotation and to mention
linguistic expressions.

Spelling. Oxford University Dictionary spelling is recommended for
English texts.

For further information see: http://jcs.emu.edu.tr |
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JCS’e Yaz1 Géndermek Isteyen Yazarlarin Dikkatine

Kibrss Arastirmalar: Dergisi (JCS), Derginin Amact boliminde belirtilen
ilkeler dogrultusunda Tirkee ve Ingilizce makaleler yayinlar. JCS’de
basilacak yazi ve makalelerin iceriginin 6zgiin olmasi, daha 6nce hicbir
yerde yayimlanmamis, yada baska bir dergide degerlendirme agamasinda
olmamast ve yayin haklarnin verilmemis olmast hususunu yazar kabul
etmis sayilmaktadir. JC$’de yayinlanan makalelerde ifade edilen inang,
gbriis ve fikirler tamamen yazar(lar)a ait olup, Kibris Arastirmalar
Merkezi veya Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi'nin gorislerini ve genel
politikasint yansitmaz. Yazinin iceriginde kullanian tiim bilgi ve gorseller
ile ilgili telif haklarinin saglanmasi yazar(lar)in sorumlulugundadir.

2. JCS’e gonderilen bir yazt ancak editér, yaymn kurulu ve hakemler
tarafindan uygun gérildigi takdirde ve yazarin izni ile yayimlanir.

3. Yazilar editre ya Microsoft Word, ya da Microsoft Word uyumlu bir
programda yazilmis olarak CD veya DVD tzerinde, ya da e-posta ekli
belge olarak génderilmelidir.

4. Yazar(lar) kisisel bilgilerini (isim, akademik unvan, calistiklart kurum,
yazisma adresi, telefon ve faks numaralarim ve e-posta adresleri gibi) e-
posta gonderilerinde ve ayrica yazinin 6n kapaginda yazidan bagimsiz
olarak géndermelidir. Bununla birlikte 250 kelimeyi asmayacak sekilde
Ingilizce ve Tirkce (miimkiinse) 6zetler, 3-8 kelimeden olusan anahtar
kelimeler yazinin basina eklenmelidir.

5. Kesin bir sézctk kisitlamasi olmasa da metin ve notlar ile birlikte
5000-10000 sozciik arast olmast tercih edilmektedir. Sézciik sayist
2500’in altinda olan yazilar kisa not olarak degerlendirilecektir.

6. Degerlendirmeye alinan calismalarin yazarlart ve hakemlerin karsilikl
olarak isimleri gizli tutulur. Degerlendirmedeki gizlilik esast icin makalede
yazarin adit ve ¢alistigt kurum gecmemelidir. Bu bilgiler sadece gonderilen
elektronik  posta mektubunda ve 6n kapakta yer almalidir.
Degerlendirmeye gidecek makalede yazarin kendisine yaptigi referanslar
yazarin  kimligini a¢iga cikartmayacak sekilde verilmelidir. Biitiin
referanslar1 aynt sekilde verip yazarin adi yerine sadece Yagarin makalesi
(yils), yagarm kitabe (yulz) gibi verilmesi yeterli olacaktir. Yazarin kimligini
aciga cikartacak tesekkir notlart makalenin ik gdénderiminde yer
almamalidir.
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7. Degetlendirmeye gonderilen yazilar asagidaki belirtilen format
Olgiitlerine uygun olmalidir: Ana metin: 12 punto, “Times New Roman”
karakterde, iki (2) aralikla yazilmali, 3 satirt gecen alintilarda he riki
kenardan 0.5.pt igeri alinrak ayri paragraf halinde 10 punto karakter ile
vazilmalidir. Kaynaklara gondermeler otomatik olarak yaratilan
numaralandirilmis notlar olarak makalenin sonunda verilmelidir. Butiin
sayfalar numaralandirilmalidir. Yayin icin génderilen makaleler Chicago
Manuel of Style, (15. Basim) formatina uyumlu olmalidur.

8. Kaynaklara referans

a. Ek notlar makalenin sonunda Notlar bashg altinda verilmelidir.

b. Kitap ve dergi isimleri i¢in za/i& kullanilmahdur.

c. Basim bilgilerinde bilindik sehitler icin eyalet ve devlet isimleri
yazilmamalidur.

d. Bibliyografik notlar icin asagida verilen bazi 6rneklerde oldugu gibi
Chicago Manuel of Style (15. basim) kullanilmalidir:

Siireli yayinlar

Alexander Malamid, “The Geographical Distribution of
Communities in Cyprus”, Geographical Review, 46 (3), July 1956
(355-374), 363

Kitaplar

Ronald, C. Jennings, Christians and Mulims in Ottoman Cyprus and The
Mediterranean World, 1571-1640, (New York: New York University
Press, 1993), pp. 45-46.

Kitap iginde makale

Marios Hadjianastasis, "Cyprus in the Ottoman Period:
Consolidation of the Cypro-Ottoman Elite", Ottoman Cyprus, A
Collection of Studies on History and Culture, der. Michalis N. Michael,
Mathias Keppler ve Eftios Gavriel, Wiesbaden: Harrossowitz
Verlag, 2009, 63-88.

Tekrarlayan referanslar icin 'op. cit.' kullanidmamali, bunun yerine kisa
isim kullanilmali (6rnegin, Malamid, “Geographical Distribution"). Eger
aynt kaynaga bircok kez atifta bulunuyorsaniz bibliyografik bilgileri ilk
kullanimda bir notta verdikten sonra ayrag icinde sayfa numaralarini ana
metnin i¢inde vermeniz tavsiye edilir. Ayrac icindeki sira séyle olmalidir:
yazar(lar)in soyads, kaynagin yilt: sayfa numaralari. Karsilagilabilecek farkli
durumlar soyle 6rneklenebilir: (Jennings 1993: 248-49). Eger yazarin ismi
acitk bir sekilde geciyorsa metnin icinde yazarin ismi yazilmayabilir.
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Burada dikkat edilmesi gereken nokta ‘(Jennings, 1993: 23)' (verilen
bilginin kaynagina [yazar, eserin yili: sayfa no.)’ya referans verir) ve '
Jennings (1993)' verilen bilgide yazarin ismine metinde direkt referans
verilir ve parantez icinde onun (1993 yilindaki bir eserine) referans verilir.

Kisaltmalar: Kisaltmalar ilk kullaniddiklar yerde acik halleriyle yazilmali
ve ayrag icinde kisaltma verilmelidir.

Yabanct kelimeler #za/ic harfletle yazilmalidir.

Tirnak Isarareti: Alinti ironi ve diger edebi amaclar igin cift tirnak
isareti kullanilmali. Tek tirnak isareti alintinin icinde alinti varsa ve
dilbilimsel terminoloji i¢in gerekliyse kullanilmalidir.

Yazilimlar: Tirkce metinleride Tirk Dil Kurumu SézIigh ve Imla
Kilavuzu, Ingilizce metinlerde Oxford University Dictionary’deki
yazilimlar esas alinmalidur.

Detayli bilgi igin bkz.: http://jcs.emu.edu.tr
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