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Dergi Hakkinda

Kibris Arastirmalari Dergisi (JCS)- Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi Kibris Arastirmalari
Merkezi'nin yayin organi olup, yayin hayatina 1995'de baslamistir. Kibris ile ilgili, Tlirkce
veya ingilizce 6zgiin ve evrensel boyutta calismalara yer veren hakemli bir dergi olarak
yilda iki kez yayimlanmaktadir. Kibris ile ilgili bilimsel 6zgiin makalelerin yani sira, tanitim
yazilari, glincel bilimsel etkinlikler ile ilgili haberler, raporlar ve arsiv belgelerine yer
vermekte olan Kibris Arastirmalari Dergisi(JCS), Kibris'in ge¢misi, buglini ve gelecedi
ile ilgili sosyal, kultiirel, tarihsel, cevresel, politik ve hukuki konularin disiplinler arasi bir
yaklasimla incelenmesi, tartisilmasi ve arsivlenmesi icin bilimsel bir forum olusturmayi
amaclamaktadir. Kibris Arastirmalari Dergisi'nde yayinlanmak Uzere degerlendirilecek
olan calismalarin Kibris adasi ile ilgili konular cercevesinde sanat, tarih, edebiyat, dilbilimi,
miizik, tiyatro, mimarlik, arkeoloji, kilttrel cahismalar, iletisim, egitim, psikoloji, sosyoloji,
cografya, halkbilim, cinsiyet calismalari, siyaset, uluslararastiliskiler, hukuk, isletme, isletme
yonetimi, finans, ekonomi, turizm, tip, cevre, miihendislik ve bu gibi alanlardan 6zgiin
makaleler, kitap, tarihi kaynaklar ve filmlere ait tanitimlar yaninda yeni tamamlanmis yiksek
lisans ve doktora tezi 6zetleri, glincel bilimsel etkinlik haberleri ve raporlar olmasi beklenir.
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Who Cares About the Cyprus Problem? A Socio-Demographic
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Abstract

Using survey data of Northern Cyprus provided by two recent waves of
Eurobarometer, we analyze whether a list of socio-demographic and economic
characteristics and personal and political opinions make it more likely that a
person considers the Cyprus problem as one of the most important issues at
a personal or community level. While socio-demographic characteristics such
as gender, age, or the education level are not determinant factors, people
who are more involved in political discussions and who trust political parties
are more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as an important issue. The
region of residence matters as well. People residing in the Morphou region are
significantly more likely to find the Cyprus problem as a key issue. Many of these
residents had to migrate from the South of the island after the 1974 events or
are descendants of migrants. Their concern about the Cyprus problem most
likely stems from the uncertainty they face as a possible federal agreement
could imply that they would have to relocate.
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Kibns Sorunu Kimin Umurunda? Kuzey Kibns icin
Sosyodemografik Bir Analiz

Selim Jiirgen Ergun
Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi

Maria Fernanda Rivas
Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi
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Ozet

Bu ¢alismada, Eurobarometer'in yakin zamanli iki dalgasi tarafindan sunulan
Kuzey Kibris anket verisini kullanarak bir takim sosyo-demografik ve ekonomik
ozelliklerin yani sira kisisel ve siyasal kanaatlerin kisilerin Kibris sorununu kisisel
veya toplumsal seviyede dnemli meselelerden biri olarak degerlendirmesini
daha olasi kilan etkenlerden olup olmadigini analiz ediyoruz. Cinsiyet, yas
veya egitim seviyesi gibi sosyo-demografik 6zellikler Gnemli etkenler degilken,
siyasi tartismalara daha cok katilan ve siyasi partilere glivenen bireylerin
Kibris sorununu 6nemli bir mesele olarak degerlendirme olasiliklari daha
yiiksektir. ikamet edilen ilce de 6nemli bir faktérdiir. Giizelyurt bélgesinde
ikamet edenlerin Kibris sorununu 6nemli bir mesele olarak dedgerlendirme
olasiliklari anlamli olarak daha ytliksektir. Bu bélgede ikamet edenlerin bircogu
1974 olaylarindan sonra gd¢ eden kisiler veya ¢ocuklaridir. Bu kisilerin Kibris
sorunu hakkindaki endiseleri, yliksek ihtimalle, olasi federal bir ¢6ziimiin bu
kisilerin yer degistirmelerine yol acabilme olasiliginin yarattigi belirsizlikten
kaynaklanmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler
Kibris Sorunu; Kuzey Kibris; Kamuoyu; G6¢



Who Cares About the Cyprus Problem?

Introduction

The so-called “Cyprus problem” has been in the center of attention of the political
actors of both sides of the island and, to some extent, also of international circles
for more than 50 years. In the eyes of the public, however, as survey results show,
the Cyprus problem is becoming less important.

Cyprus is an island in the eastern Mediterranean inhabited by mainly two
communities: Greek and Turkish Cypriots. The initial bi-communal government
formed after independence from the United Kingdom in 1960 lasted only for three
years, after which bi-communal conflict broke out. This period lasted until Turkey’s
military intervention in 1974, after which the island was divided into two parts: the
southern part mainly inhabited by Greek Cypriots and recognized internationally
as the Republic of Cyprus and the northern part mostly inhabited by Turkish
Cypriots. The Turkish Cypriots proclaimed the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
in 1983, which is recognized only by Turkey. Talks to solve the problems between
the communities have been continuing since the late 1960s with several ups and
downs along the road, most notably the referendum on the so-called “Annan
Plan” in 2004. Most recently, the talks came to a halt in July 2017 after the abrupt
end of the Conference on Cyprus held in Crans-Montana, Switzerland, with the
participation of both communities, the three guarantor countries -Greece, Turkey
and United Kingdom- and the intervention of the UN Secretary-General.

What is the Cyprus problem? The Cyprus problem, from an outsider’s view, can
be defined as “a dispute between two ethnic groups over power and geography”
(Ker-Lindsay, 2001, p. xii) or as “a political problem dealing with the difficulty of
getting the two major ethnicities on the island, Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot,
to coexist peacefully” (Webster, 2005, pp. 299-300). Although the talks have been
going on for decades, the two communities differ in their opinions about the origin
of the problem. While the Greek Cypriots see it as a problem created by foreign
powers, for Turkish Cypriots, it is an internal problem caused by the existence of
two communities and their nationalism (Flynn et al., 2012).

Why would political or economic issues be considered as important by the
citizens? For an issue to be regarded as important, people should care about it,
which would most likely be the case if they consider theissue as a problem (Jennings
and Wlezien, 2011). For instance, people are more likely to find the economy as
an important issue when the economy erodes, and there is more volatility (Singer,
2011; Wlezien, 2005) and when people feel personally more vulnerable (Singer,
2011).

Why should then the Cyprus problem matter to the Turkish Cypriots? First of
all, living in an unrecognized state implies not forming part of the international
community and not being integrated into international financial and capital
markets. Moreover, it brings serious obstacles to trade and travel. Equally important,
it also creates a continuous uncertainty about the future. However, people seem to
give less and less importance to the Cyprus problem.

Even though we cannot say that caring about the Cyprus problem means
necessarily that the respondent wants to find a solution to it, getting support
for any solution requires that citizens/voters first think that this is an important
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Selim Jirgen Ergun & Maria Fernanda Rivas

problem. In other words, although finding the problem important is not a sufficient
condition for a citizen to desire to find a solution, it is a necessary condition.
Support for a solution will not be found if most of the citizens think other issues are
more important than the Cyprus problem. Moreover, if there is not enough public
support for a solution, any proposal brought to a potential referendum is likely to
be the result of pressure utilized by the international political actors as it was the
case for the failed Annan Plan referendum in 2004 (Karabay, 2017).

What characterizes those people who continue to care about the Cyprus
problem? To answer this question, we use individual-level survey data for Northern
Cyprus provided by two recent waves of Eurobarometer and analyze whether
certain socio-demographic and economic characteristics and personal and
political opinion variables are determinants in considering the Cyprus problem as
one of the most important issues in their community or at a personal level. To the
best of our knowledge, ours is the first study to tackle this question except for a
descriptive study by Flynn et al. (2012), which highlights the relationship between
age and considering the Cyprus problem important. We find that people who are
more involved in political discussions and who trust political parties are more likely
to consider the Cyprus problem as an important issue. The district of residence
matters as well. People residing in the Morphou (Guizelyurt) region, where many
families that had to migrate after the 1974 events or their descendants live, are
significantly more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as a key issue personally
and/or for the community. The possibility of having to migrate again if the Cyprus
problem is solved by the formation of a federal state is possibly another key factor
why the region of residence matters.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section explains the variables,
data, and the regression model we use. Then, we present our results, which are
followed by our conclusions.

Data, Variables and Regression Model

The data source of our variables is the Eurobarometer Survey (November 2016
and May 2017 waves). The Eurobarometer is a public opinion survey conducted
by the European Commission that covers a variety of topics and 35 countries,
including the Turkish Cypriot Community (TCC). In Northern Cyprus, the survey
was conducted by Lipa Consultancy, between May 11th and May 13th, 2016, and
between May 20th and May 30th, 2017. A multi-stage, random sampling design
was used. Firstly, from each administrative unit in each country, primary sampling
units were selected with probabilities that were proportional to the population
size. In the second stage, from each primary sampling unit, a cluster of starting
addresses was randomly selected. Then, more addresses were selected following
“standard random route procedures as every Nth address from the initial address."
To choose the member of the household to be interviewed, the rule of the closest
birthday was followed. For most countries, the sample size is 1000, except for the
United Kingdom (Great Britain and Northern Ireland were sampled separately),
Germany (separated in Eastern and Western parts), Luxemburg, Republic of Cyprus,

1) https://zacat.gesis.org/webview/index.jsp?object=http://zacat.gesis.org/obj/fStudy/ZA6863
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Who Cares About the Cyprus Problem?

Malta, Montenegro, and Northern Cyprus, with a sample size of 500 households.
Since the available data is a representative sample of Northern Cyprus, the analysis
we conduct with this database can be extrapolated to the whole population.

Our dependent variable, Cyprus problem is important, is based on the answer
to the following two questions: “What do you think are the two most important
issues facing our Community at the moment?” and “And personally, what are the
two most important issues you are facing at the moment?”. The respondents are
given different possible alternatives: crime, the economic situation, terrorism,
environmental problems, etc. In the case of the TCC, they are also given the option
of answering the “Cyprus issue” 2. The dependent variable takes value 1 if the
interviewee answered the “Cyprus issue” as part of her answer to either of the two
questions.

Our independent variables can be classified into three categories: personal
characteristics, opinion variables, and geographic location. The first group
comprises of five variables: gender, age, and education level of the respondent, if
there is a child under the age of 15 in the household, and a proxy for the income
level of the household.

The variable Age was included because Flynn et al. (2012) found that the
respondents of their survey who thought the Cyprus problem to be important
were younger Turkish Cypriots and older Greek Cypriots, implying that age affects
the importance they attach to the Cyprus problem. We expect to find a similar
result, i.e., that younger Turkish Cypriots find the Cyprus problem more relevant
than older respondents.

We created a dummy variable for the education level of the respondent. This
variable (High education level) takes value 1 if the respondent was at least 20 years
old when she stopped her full-time education or if she is still studying and is at least
20 years old. Otherwise, High education level takes value 0.

The variable Children under 15 in the household takes value 1 if there is at
least one child younger than 15 years old living in the household and 0 otherwise.
It could be argued that a respondent would care more about the future if she has
a child in her household because the future of this child would be significantly
affected if the Cyprus problem is resolved, making the Cyprus problem a more
salient issue.

The last personal characteristic included is the household socio-economic
status. It is captured by the variable Upper and upper middle class of society that
takes value 1 if the respondent answered “The upper middle class of society” or
“The higher class of society” when asked “Do you see yourself and your household
belonging to...?" It takes value 0 if she answered “The working class of society”,
“The lower middle class of society”, or“The middle class of society”. We included this
variable because focusing on Greek Cypriots, Webster (2005) argues that people
with a higher socio-economic condition should prefer the status-quo or division
of the island as they are the ones who benefit from the current situation. A similar
argument could be applied to Northern Cyprus. So, we would expect respondents

2) Although the wording used by the survey to refer to this issue is “Cyprus issue’, throughout the text
we will use the term “Cyprus problem” as this is the most commonly used term by the literature as well
as the press, politicians, diplomats etc.
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of higher socio-economic status to give less importance to the Cyprus problem.

Wealsoinclude dummy variables for the district of residence of the respondent.
These are Famagusta, Kyrenia, Morphou, and Iskele. The omitted district is Nicosia.
A bi-zonal, bi-communal solution (like the Annan Plan) will most likely lead to
“voluntary or compulsory migration” (Serdaroglu, 2012, p. 534) for people living in
certain regions. This possibility creates uncertainty and concern, especially in the
Morphou region. The town of Morphou was inhabited almost entirely by Greek
Cypriots before the 1974 events (Psaltis et al., 2020) and is currently inhabited
by Turkish Cypriots who had to migrate from the South of the island after 1974
and immigrants from mainland Turkey (Serdaroglu, 2012). The Annan Plan, the
only solution proposal put to a referendum on both sides of the island, intended
to return properties in Morphou to its former Greek Cypriot owners (Devedi,
2017). Even after the latest (failed) round of talks regarding a possible territorial
exchange, one of the remaining issues is the fate of Morphou, that is, whether it
will be returned to Greek Cypriots or not (Sézen, 2017). While for Greek Cypriots,
any deal should include the “return” of Morphou, at present Turkish Cypriots leave
out this option (Paul, 2017). Such uncertainty about their future is likely to cause
more interest in the Cyprus problem among residents of this region. Referring to
the behavior of the residents of Morphou in the 2004 referendum, Karabay (2017)
points out that“Althoughiits residents would have to be relocated had the plan been
implemented, percentage of “yes” votes in the Glizelyurt region was surprisingly
65 percent, which was perceived as a clear sign of the pessimism or limbo of its
residents” (Karabay, 2017, p. 30). For this reason, dummies capturing the location
of the respondents are included, and we expect residents of the Morphou region
to be more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as an important issue. We also
include a dummy variable to capture whether the respondent lives in a rural or
urban area (variable “Rural”).

Regarding opinion variables, we included five dummy variables. The first one,
Trust political parties, takes value 1 if the respondent answered “Tend to trust”
when asked “I would like to ask you a question about how much trust you have in
certain institutions. For each of the following institutions, please tell me if you tend
to trust it or tend not to trust it....Political parties”. And the variable takes value
0 if she responded “Tend not to trust”. The reason to include this variable is our
belief that respondents who trust political parties may be more optimistic about
a potential solution to the Cyprus problem since a solution, first of all, has to be
accepted by political actors before it is brought to the approval of the society. This
optimism, in turn, may lead to an inclination of those respondents to care more
about the Cyprus problem.

Our second opinion variable is “Attached to town” It takes value 1 if the
respondent answered “Very attached” or “Fairly attached” to the question “Please
tell me how attached you feel to...Your city / town / village’, and value 0 if she
answered “Not very attached” or “Not at all attached”. The rationale behind its
inclusion is that Turkish Cypriots that are very much attached to their town might be
more preoccupied with the Cyprus problem as a potential solution to the problem
will most likely lead to the relocation of several households in the North. Moreover,
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Who Cares About the Cyprus Problem?

we would also expect people who are more engaged in political discussions to
give more importance to the Cyprus problem as it is one of the key issues in the
discussions of the political elite. Hence, we also include as an independent variable
the dummy “Discuss community issues’, that takes value 1 if the respondent
answered “Frequently” to the question “When you get together with friends or
relatives, would you say you discuss frequently, occasionally or never about... Our
Community’s political matters?”.

The fourth opinion variable included is “Eco situation of TCC is bad” that takes
value 1 if the respondent answered “Rather bad” or “Very bad” to the question “How
would you judge the current situation in each of the following?... The economic
situation in the Turkish Cypriot Community”. Regarding this question, we could
expect a negative effect on the dependent variable: Thinking that the economic
situation of the TCC is bad will increase the probability that she cares more about
economic problems (Singer, 2011; Wlezien, 2005) rather than the Cyprus problem.
On the other hand, we could expect a positive effect if the respondent thinks
that solving the Cyprus problem will improve the economic situation of the TCC.
In other words, those Turkish Cypriots who judge the current economic situation
negatively, may give more importance to the Cyprus problem as a solution to the
problem is expected to bring economic benefits to the island (see for instance
Flynn et al., 2012; Johnson et al., 2010; Mullen et al., 2008).

Our fifth opinion variable is the dummy “EU legislation good for TCC" that
shows whether the respondent has answered“A good thing”when asked “Generally
speaking, do you think that for the Turkish Cypriot Community the full application
of EU legislation would be...?". A solution to the Cyprus problem would imply for
the TCC to become a member of the European Union (EU). As a consequence,
it will carry the application of EU legislation in Northern Cyprus. Having a more
positive view about the application of EU legislation might imply being keener on
a solution to the Cyprus problem. Therefore, we expect to observe a positive effect
of this variable on the probability of answering that the Cyprus problem is one
of the two most important problems at the moment. Kyris (2012) observes that
the percentage of Turkish Cypriots who consider EU membership a good thing
has been decreasing in the first decade of the 21st century. So, if having a positive
opinion about the EU makes it more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as an
important issue, the decrease in support for the EU might be one explanation of
the downwards trend in the importance of the Cyprus problem.

Since in the first half of 2017, the negotiations took a more optimistic turn, and
the latest wave of the survey we use was conducted in May 2017, shortly before
and in anticipation of the Conference on Cyprus which started in late June 2017, we
include the dummy variable “Wave 2017” to control for the possible effect of this
renewed optimism/increased expectations.

Given the nature of the dependent variable —it takes value 1 if the respondent
finds the Cyprus problem important and 0 otherwise— we run a probit model. This
regression model allows us to explain the effect of each one of our independent
variables on the probability of finding the Cyprus problem important while
controlling for the other covariates.

JGs 7



Selim Jirgen Ergun & Maria Fernanda Rivas

Results

When we look at the evolution of the percentage of people that mention the
Cyprus problem as one of the two most important issues at the moment, either
at the community or the personal level, we observe a decline over time. The
percentage fell from 32.8% in 2008 to 24.4% in 2017. Figure 1 shows the values for
the mentioned period.?
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Figure 1: Percentage of people that think that the Cyprus problem is one of the two most important
issues at the moment

Table 1 below shows some descriptive statistics for the dependent and
independent variables combining data of the two waves we use in our study.
21% (24%) of the subjects thought that the Cyprus problem was important in the
wave of November 2016 (May 2017). It is interesting to notice that only 29% of
the respondents trust political parties, and only 32% discuss community issues
with relatives or friends. Almost 62% of the respondents think that the economic
situation of the TCC is bad, and 59% believe that the application of EU legislation
would be a good thing for the TCC.

Table 1: Descriptive statistics

Obs Mean Std.dev. Min Max

Independent variable  Cyprus problem is important 1,000 0.225 0.418 0 1
Personal Woman 1,000 0.499 0.500 0 1
characteristics

Age 1,000 38.976 15.332 15 96

High education level 969 0.390 0.488 0 1

Children under 15 in the household 1,000 0.341 0474 0 1

Upper and upper middle class of society 980 0.171 0.377 0 1

3) Data from Eurobarometer survey, waves 2008-2017.
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Opinion variables Trust political parties 920 0.285 0.452 0 1
Attached to town 993 0.887 0.316 0 1
Discuss community issues 980 0.322 0.468 0 1
Eco situation of TCC is bad 990 0.617 0.486 0 1
EU legislation good for TCC 925 0.581 0.494 0 1
Geographical Famagusta 1,000 0.262 0.440 0 1
situation Kyrenia 1,000 0.188 0.391 0 1
Morphou 1,000 0.129 0.335 0 1
Iskele 1,000 0.107 0.309 0 1
Rural 1,000 0.246 0.431 0 1
Wave 2017 1,000 0.500 0.500 0 1

Table 2 presents the results of the econometric regression. We run a probit
model with our three sets of independent variables: personal characteristics,
opinion variables, and geographic location.

Table 2: Regression results

Probit model - Dependent variable: Cyprus problem is important

Marginal effect Std. Err. p-value

Personal characteristics Woman 0.022 0.031 0.491
Age 0.001 0.001 0.203
High education level 0.010 0.033 0.769
Children under 15 in the household 0.076 0.035 0.030
Upper and upper middle class of society 0.037 0.044 0.401

Opinion variables Trust political parties 0.082 0.040 0.038
Attached to town -0.026 0.055 0.640
Discuss community issues 0.066 0.036 0.064
Eco situation of TCC is bad 0.016 0.032 0.621
EU legislation good for TCC 0.049 0.033 0.136

Geographical situation Famagusta 0.033 0.045 0.468
Kyrenia 0.026 0.048 0.597
Morphou 0.129 0.065 0.047
Iskele -0.020 0.058 0.736
Rural -0.046 0.037 0.220
Wave 2017 0.081 0.035 0.019

n 794

Wald chi2 (16) 2831

Prob > chi2 0.029

Pseudo R? 0.0394*

4) The Pseudo R2 reported by Stata corresponds to McFadden’s p2. We should be aware that “While the
R2 index is a more familiar concept to planners who are experienced in ordinary regression analysis, it is
not as well behaved a statistic as the p2 measure, for maximum likelihood estimation. Those unfamiliar
with the p2 index should be forewarned that its values tend to be considerably lower than those of the
R2 index and should not be judged by the standards for a“good fit" in ordinary regression analysis. For
example, values of 0.2 to 0.4 for p2 represent an excellent fit" (McFadden, 1977, pp. 34-35)

JGs 9



Selim Jirgen Ergun & Maria Fernanda Rivas

We find that only four variables (excluding the wave) have a significant effect
on the probability of answering that the Cyprus problem is one of the two most
important problems at the moment.

Firstly, as expected, the variable Children under 15 in the household has
a positive and significant effect on the dependent variable. The probability of
considering the Cyprus problem important is 7.6 percentage points (p.p.) higher
for those respondents who have at least one child under 15 years old in the
household compared to the respondents without young children in the house. It
gives support to our conjecture that respondents with children under 15 years old
at home would care more about the future and therefore would care more about
the Cyprus problem.

Secondly, respondents who trust political parties are 8.2 p.p. more likely to find
the Cyprus problem important than respondents who do not trust political parties.
This result is in line with our expectation that a higher level of trust in political
parties implies a more positive view about the possibility of finding a solution for
the Cyprus problem, and therefore, it implies a higher probability of considering it
an important issue.

The same happens with respondents who discuss community issues with
friends and relatives. They are 6.6 p.p. more likely than those who do not discuss
community issues to answer that the Cyprus problem is important.

However, the largest effect comes from the place of living. If the respondent
lives in the Morphou district, her probability of considering the Cyprus problem
as important is 12.9 p.p. higher than the probability of a respondent who lives in
Nicosia. Many of the residents in Morphou migrated from the South when theisland
was divided in 1974, and at the same time, it is expected that some residents would
have to relocate if a solution to the Cyprus problem is found. It is not surprising
then that respondents living in the Morphou district are more concerned about
the Cyprus problem than residents in other districts. Many of the respondents who
found the Cyprus problem important might be worried about having to relocate,
and some of them for the second time in their lives.

As expected, the wave plays a significant role: the probability of considering
the Cyprus problem an important issue increases by 8.1 p.p. for the 2017 wave.
Interestingly, the age and socio-economic status do not play a significant role;
neither does the evaluation of the current economic situation in Northern Cyprus
or having a more positive view about the application of EU legislation in the North.

Conclusions

Our objective in this paper was to investigate the socio-demographic and
economic characteristics and personal and political opinions of the residents in
Northern Cyprus who are more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as one of the
most important issues at a personal or community level.

Our findings indicate that those who are more politically involved on one side
(i.e., respondents who discuss community issues with friends and relatives), and
those who fear a potential relocation if the Cyprus problem is solved on the other
(i.e., respondents living in the Morphou district), are more likely to consider the
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Cyprus problem as one of their community’s or their own most significant issues.
This finding may be reflecting a concern of Morphou residents created by the
uncertainty of the future of the region. Although the Annan plan was approved by
a majority in the district, the passage of more than 15 years since then, suggests
that for a new solution plan to be approved by the residents of the region, their
concerns should be addressed by the actors of the solution process.

We also observe that citizens that trust political parties are more likely to
consider the Cyprus problem important. lyengar (1989) found that the opinion and
attitudes of the public regarding national issues are linked to how they attribute
issue responsibility: who originated the problem and who can solve it. Thus, our
finding might indicate that people trusting political parties assign “treatment
responsibility” to the political parties, i.e., they believe that the political parties
can be part of the solution to the problem. Nonetheless, as stated by Russell and
Weldon (2005), there has been a decline in citizen’s trust in political parties in
recent years in Western democracies. Moreover, they observe that citizens who do
not trust political parties are less likely to participate in elections and other forms
of partisan politics. Our finding shows that trust in political parties also influences
how important Northern Cyprus citizens think the Cyprus problem is. This means
that measures have to be taken to increase the low level of trust in political parties
(see Table 1).

Regarding other political and economic opinion variables, we were expecting
that people who think that the application of EU legislation in Northern Cyprus
would be good for the community would be more likely to consider the Cyprus
problem as animportantissue as the solution of the problem would potentially lead
totheapplication of EU legislation in Northern Cyprus. Similarly, we conjectured that
people who evaluate the economic situation of Northern Cyprus more negatively
may be more likely to consider the Cyprus problem as an important issue if they
believe that the solution to the problem would improve the economic situation.
In the case of both variables, in line with the previous arguments, the coefficients
have a positive sign, but the relationships fail to be statistically significant. Similarly,
the age and socio-economic status of the respondents do not play a significant
role.

Although we find a significant and positive effect of the latest wave, it is most
likely the result of the increasing expectations in advance of the Conference on
Cyprus. As the overall trend shows, time seems to work against a potential solution
to the problem.

The Cyprus problem involves both communities of the island, and a potential
solution requires a total agreement on both sides. However, our study focused
only on Northern Cyprus, and thus it shows only part of the picture. Although
the Eurobarometer survey asks Greek Cypriots the question used in this study,
the Cyprus problem was not among the list of options as an answer to that
particular question. Hence, we cannot make any cross-community comparisons.
Conducting a survey on both sides of the island, which would allow us to make
such comparisons, would be an interesting path to take.
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Abstract

The sources published on Cypriot photography trace the beginning of Cypriot
photography in the year 1878 with Merdiruz Mathieu Papazian and John P.
Foscolo as the first photographers. It is well- known that these sources are based
on verbal information. However, from the moment these sources, regarding
the origins of Cypriot photography, were put in writing, the accuracy of the
information provided was accepted without further investigation. This led to the
emergence of wrong memorizations and caused it to become a pattern used in
every publication about Cypriot photography without any further questioning.
Nowadays, the clarification regarding inaccuracies and inadequacies of sources
that constitute the relevant memorization has been reached, and based on
these findings, redefinition and re shaping of the beginnings of the history of
Cypriot photography has been achieved. In this article, the first century of the
history of Cypriot photography will be redefined. To do so, this period will be
divided into phases each of which will be evaluated within itself through the
new findings reached. Photographic evidence will be the primary medium in
reaching certain conclusions which will further be enriched by written data.
Thus, in the end, the evolution of Cypriot photography will be shared with the
reader in chronological order.
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Kibris Arastirmalari Dergisi, Bahar 2020, 21 (45), 15-44

Kibnis Fotograf Tarihi 1839 - 1939
Yiiz Yilin Oykiisii

Kadir Kaba

Ozet

Kibnis fotografciligi lzerine yayimlanmis kaynaklar Kibris fotograf¢iligi'nin
baslangicini yil olarak 1878, fotograf¢i olarak da Merdiruz Mathieu Papazian
ve John P. Foscolo'ya dayandirmaktadirlar. Bu bilgilerin ise sézlii bilgilerden
déndistiigii bilinmektedir. Bu kaynaklarin Kibris fotografciligi'nin baslangici
lizerine gértis belirten yazili kaynaklar olmalari nedeniyle bilgilerin dogrulugu
arastinlmadan dnemsenmislerdir. Bu 6nemseme yanhs bir ezberin olusmasina
ve hi¢ sorgulanmadan Kibnis fotografciligi ile ilgili her yayinda kullanilan bir
kalip haline gelmesine neden olmustur. Bugiin gelinen noktada, s6zii edilen
ezberi olusturan kaynak bilgilerin yanlislik ve yetersizligine agiklik getirecek
bulgulara ulasilmis olup, bu bulgular isiginda Kibris Fotograf Tarihi’nin
baslangicini yeniden tanimlayip, sekillendirecek konuma gelinmistir. Bu
makalede, ulasilan yeni bulgular 1siginda Kibris Fotograf Tarihi'nin ilk yiizyili
itibariyle yeniden tanimi yapilacaktir.

Anahtar Sozciikler
Kibris; Kibris Fotograf Tarihi; Kibrisli Fotograf¢ilar; Kibris Fotografi'nin Kékeni
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The History of Cypriot Photography 1839 - 1939

Pre-Cypriot Photography: 1839 - 1875’

Cyprus is an island that has been occupied for most of its existence, and its history
and culture have been shaped by these occupations. The invasions occurred one
after another; those departing left behind something of themselves, and those who
arrived added something. Within the context of these occupations, photography
was a cultural heritage left to Cyprus by the Ottoman Empire.

This cultural phenomenon aroused interest in the Holy Land, the Levant and,
in a broader sense, the Eastern Mediterranean, which became an attraction and a
popular place for photographers as early as 1839 during which time photography
began. It is known that daguerreotypist travellers went to the East with their dark
rooms in October 1839, just two months after the invention of the photograph was
made known to the public (Gernscheim, 1982: 83).

Cyprus first became a popular place for amateur photographers between the
years 1840 and 1878. The first Eastern Mediterranean photographic journey, which
was held on October 21, 1839 — March 1840 (Fesquet, 1844: 6; Ozendes, 1995: 89),
was completed with 1200 daguerreotype images by the team (Gernsheim, 1982:
83). There is no information whether this group, which passed through Cyprus -
Larnaca on February 4, 1840 -, took any photographs on the island.

While during these years imperialist states such as France, England, Germany
and Russia continued their policies of occupying territories of the collapsing
Ottoman Empire, at the same time the first steps of photography were taken.
Within the framework of these policies, Cyprus, which was part of the Ottoman
Empire and had an important geopolitical position, was also among their goals. It
is therefore no surprise that, especially France and Germany, sent teams to Cyprus
to investigate the geographical and physical characteristics of the island based
on this strategy. During one of those visits, the first photograph in Cyprus, based
on concrete data, was taken by Louis de Clercq on a waxed paper negative in
September 1859.2

Between the second half of the 1860s and the year 1878, commercial
photographers documented extensively the Levant. Tens of thousands of
photographs were produced during this period. From these images gravures were
drawn, and they were used in many publications and books. As a result of these
developments, a photographic market of visual art was formed in Continental
Europe. It is known that up to 200 photographers were involved in this market
between 1839 and 1875 (Rockett, 1983). This process enabled the formation of a
photography route connecting the Levant and the market in Continental Europe.

By the 1870s, the photographic market in Continental Europe became quite
demanding. There was a period during which the originals of photographs of the
Levant but also any kind of reproductions were printed and introduced to the
market (Rockett, 1983). Following these developments, it appears that some of
the photographers, the main office of which was in the Levant, had commercial
branches in European cities (Rockett, 1983). Along with the commencement

1) Kadir Kaba, The Origins of Turkish Cypriot Photography, (Nicosia, Cypriot Photographers’ Gallery,
2013).

2) Bonato, Lucie, H. Yiakoumis and K. Kaba. The Island of Cyprus; A Photographic Itinerary from the 19th
to the 20th Century, (Nicosia, Kalimages, 2007), 36-37.
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of steamship travelling, the increase in maritime trade between Europe and the
Levant made Cyprus, which was located on this route, an important stopover.
With the development of the photography market, it is noted that negatives and
original photographs were bought, sold and exchanged and transferred from seller
to buyer along with all the rights of the photographer. (Antigphoto, 2010).

Within this framework, Izmir located photographer“Rubellin & Son” (Alphonse
Rubellin Pierre), who was placed far from the Levant, Istanbul photographer E.
A. Carletti and Co. (Eduardo Alfonso Carletti) and studios in Cyprus (University of
Cambridge RCS Photographers Index, 2004a) were stationed on the photography
route. Thus, they had the opportunity to have transactions within Cyprus.
Photographer E. A. Carletti, who was active in Larnaca, soon moved to Nicosia.
In addition to his photographic portofolios for the European market, Carletti also
began to work for the people on the island in, up till then, the virgin territory of
Cyprus (Fig:01).* Although it is known that Rubellin was active in Cyprus until he
transferred his studio to Foscolo and Papazian in 1883, no photograph taken by
him has surfaced.

Helios (llios) established a mobile studio and took photographs of the
English officers in the English camps in Troodos in 1879.° It is understood from
an announcement in the Cyprus newspaper that Helios (llios), also had a branch
in Larnaca. Based on this information, it can be assumed that Helios started his
activities in Cyprus simultaneously with the beginning of the British Administration.
The above information and more reasearch reveal that the first photographers
settled in Cyprus were “Rubellin & Son” in Limassol, “E. A. Carletti & Co.” and Helios
in Larnaca, between 1875-1878 and thus photography was brought to Cyprus by
the photographers of the Ottoman Empire.

The first known photograph of social life in Cyprus is the photograph which
depicts Aspasia Giannakou Zachariades and Maritsa Christodoulou Severis and is
dated to 1865.7 However, social life formally became the subject of photography
with the establishment of Rubellin, Carletti and Helios’ studios.

Photography in the Early Colonial Period: 1878 -1883
The antagonism between the imperialist states for the island of Cyprus resulted in
the victory of Britain. Great Britain guaranteed the borders of the Ottoman Empire
against Russian encroachment and in exchange received Cyprus. The agreement
was sealed by the Treaty of Berlin in 1878.

Along with the arrival of the British, many British travellers and travelling
photographers rushed to the island. They were eager to familirise themselves with

3) Consequently, some photographs bear signatures of different photographers. Francis Frith employed
photographers from other parts of the world in order to widen his portfolio. He thus bought more than
2000 negatives. Francis Bedford sold photographs but only under the condition of keeping the Bedford
name. Nevertheless photographs by other artists were commercialized under Frith’s label; Antigphoto.
https://www.19cphoto.com/photographers-represented-2/, access June 30, 2010. Furthermore, Annie,
Lady Brassey, bought photograhs from the Cypriot photograph bazaar during her trip to Cyprus in 1878;
Micklewright, 2003: 221.

4) | am indebted to Mr. Kemal Giray the CEO of Balkanphila Ltd. for allowing me to publish the afore-
mentioned photograph.

5) lllustrated London News, (Supplement) 18 October, 1879.

6) Cyprus, July 8, 1880.

7) Costas & Rita Severis Foundation, CVAR (Centre of Visual Arts ande Research) Archive, PHT-02401.
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Cyprus and introduce it to their audience and viewers back home.
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Figure 1: E.A. Carletti. Unidentified, 1880s. Courtesy of Balkanphila Ltd.
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The first travelling photographer of this period was John Thomson. He
arrived at Larnaca on the steamship Arethusa on 7 September, 1878, about two
months after the British secured the island (Thomson, 1985: viii). His mission was
to introduce the new colony added to the territories of the Great British Empire to
the British.

During his photographic expedition in Cyprus, and as understood from his
own drawings, he worked with two cameras, a large and a smaller camera. Unlike
travelling photographers, who had worked in Cyprus before him, Thomson
possessed an open mind and was sensitive to the lifestyle and surroundings of
his subjects. He placed social life at the center of his work. In his photographs, he
expressed his own personal sensitivities, an aura, rather than simply creating a
photographic record of his subject. After having completed his mission, for which
he used the wet collodion method (Through the Lens of John Thomson, 2015), he
returned to England, and published a two-volume book entitled “Through Cyprus
With the Camera in the Autumn of 1878" consisting of 59 Woodburytype images of
Cypriot life in 1879.

During the same period, September 1878, a German, Max Ohnefalsch-Richter,
also came to the island as an antiquarian, reporter, illustrator, and photographer
upon the advice of a consulate member (Ohnefalsch-Richter, 1891: iii; Ohnefalsch-
Richter, 1893: vol 1, viii). The purpose of his arrival was to take photographs of nature
in Cyprus. Ohnefalsch-Richter also worked as a correspondent for the Allgemeine
Zeitung, Neuen Freien Presse, and Unsere Zeit published in Germany (Schwarz
auf Weiss, 2002). Richter’s own statement “In 1878 British occupation called me to
Cyprus in the capacity of a correspondent, with an introduction from the Imperial
German Chancellery” (Ohnefalsch-Richter, 1891: iii) indicates that he was actually
chosen for this purpose. Richter supported himself on the island by working as
a contracted antiquarian and collector of historical artifacts (Krpata, 2010). His
photography also included excavation sites.

We are made aware of his techniques based on his statement “I at that time
used the wet process” (Ohnefalsch-Richter, 1891: vol.1, 8). Furthermore he wrote
that “I had at the same time to superintend a photographic studio for portrait-
taking, which | was managing...” (Ohnefalsch-Richter, 1893: vol.1, 498). The portrait
studio referred to was the studio of Helios in Larnaca.®

Annie, Lady Brassey, was another traveller and amateur photographer, who
took photographs of her travel to Cyprus in 1878. She had a good photographic
infrastructure and a fully equipped dark room on her private yacht The Sunbeam.
Being sick during most of her visit on the island, takings were performed by her
team. She completed her visit with more than 116 photographs of Cyprus, both
taken by her team and bought from the photography market (Micklewright, 2003:
221).

Based oninformation provided by Sir Samuel W. Baker, it seems that an itinerant
photographer was also active in 1879 (Baker, 1879: 20) and that the photographers
of the British Army’s Royal Engineers took photographs of social life on the island
(Baker, 1879: 317). These photographs were left as a remembrance to the public.

8) Cyprus, July 8, 1880.
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In 1882, the British Sydney Vacher and Edward LAnson visited Cyprus and
took photographs. Their watercolours are based on those photographs.® The
Italian photographer Alinari was also active in Cyprus in the 1880s (University of
Cambridge, RCS Photographers Index, 2004b).

Apart from the above-mentioned photographers, it is known that British
travellers and wandering photographers made extensive studies on the island.
An important feature of this period is that photographers who had studios in the
territories of the Ottoman Empire, spread over three continents including Europe,
Asia, and Africa, were also active on the island, some of them having established or
having shared photographic studios.’

Cypriot Photography: Pioneers 1875 - 1883

All photographers before Rubellin & Son, E. A. Carletti and Helios were simply
passers-by. They did not persevere with photography on the island and had
no influence on the formation of Cypriot photography. In this respect, Cypriot
photography owes them nothing.

Based on the available data, it is known that the studios of Rubellin, Carletti
and Helios served Cyprus in addition to their commercial activities in the Levant
and Turkey. From the back of a photograph’s passepartout in the author’s archive,
itis understood that Rubellin was active under the name of Photographie Rubellin,
14 Victoria Street, Limassol (Fig:02), and Carletti was active in Larnaca c. 1878, as
mentioned above, and later in Nicosia.

Figure 2: Photographie Rubellin. c. 1883. Authors archive.

9) Three of these watercolours are to be found at the Costas & Rita Severis Foundation, CVAR archive.
10) The aforementioned photographers will be evaluated in detail further on in the paper.
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From an announcement by Helios in the Cyprus newspaper, apart from having
photographic studios in Alexandria and Cairo during this period,” we learn that
he also had a studio in Larnaca and that Max Ochnefalsch-Richter made portrait
takings in this studio.

Photographers, who were active on the island until 1875, focused entirely
on nature and historical monuments and were never interested in the social or
economic aspects of the Cypriot lifestyle. In the studies carried out to date, no data
on the Cypriot lifestyle has been found other than the aforementioned photograph
dated 1865. Unlike the photographers before them, Rubellin, Carletti, and Helios
laid the foundations for the formation of Cypriot photography with their works for
the people of Cyprus.

The Rise of Cypriot Photography: 1883

Sources published on Cypriot photography place the beginning of Cypriot
photography in 1878 and Merdiruz Mathieu Papazian and John P. Foscolo as the
first photographers. These sources are based on verbal information.

Since these sources were published, their accuracy was accepted without
further investigation. This misconception led to the emergence of wrong
memorization and made it a pattern used in every publication about Cypriot
photography without being questioned.

Presently, new evidence has been found clarifying the inaccuracy and
inadequacy of previous information and based on this evidence, the redefinition
and reshaping of the beginnings of Cypriot photography has been achieved.™

As seen, the foundations of Cypriot photography were laid by Rubellin & Son,
E. A. Carletti & Co., and Helios between 1875-1883. However, these photographers
had no effects on defining and shaping Cypriot photography since they were not
involved in any basic studies on Cypriot photography. The definition, shaping,
rise and spreading of Cypriot photography took place in the persons of Merdiruz
Mathieu Papazian and John P. Foscolo.

Papazian, who was engaged in photography in Istanbul, was a war
photographerin 1882 during the occupation of Ras-el-Tin by the British.™ Although
it is not known by whom he was employed, it is assumed that he worked for the
British army and was encouraged by the British Administration to settle in Cyprus
after the war. In 1883, he closed his studio in Istanbul and settled in Cyprus (Kaba,
forthcoming).

Foscolo was a photographer in Izmir, and it is believed that he came to Cyprus
with Papazian (Kaba, forthcoming).

Papazian and Foscolo were appointed as official photographers by High

11) Information obtained from a photograph in the Phivos Stavridis Larnaka Archive. (Xat{r\kuplakog,
lwor. (EB). 2016: 149. M.B.K5.20).

12) Within the previous publications all this data were approached with caution and will be continued
so by relying on written sources, unless any new supporting evidence emerges. See Kaba, (2013), 79.
n.11.

13) New evidence, obtained through recent studies on Cypriot Photography, has revealed that to date
information needed detailed corrections. For these new evidence see Kadir Kaba (fortcoming), “Merdi-
ruz Mathieu Papazian, John P. Foscolo and Cypriot Photography”in Naciye Doratli (Ed.) 10. Uluslararasi
Kibris Arastirmalari Kongresi 24 — 25 Nisan 2019 Magusa.

14) Zakarya Mildanoglu, e-mail shared with the author through Zafer Karaca, March 10, 2011.
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Commissioner, Sir Robert Biddulph in 1883, in order to document the British
Administration’s settlement in Cyprus (Kaba, forthcoming): “...Papazian, was the
official photographer of the High Commissioner...” (Michaelides 1977: 264) whereas
“Foscolo was appointed official photographer of the British Army” (Lazarides, 1987:
64). Based on this information, it is understood that Papazian was appointed the
Official Photographer of the Commissariat and Foscolo was appointed the Official
Photographer of the British Army.Thus, it becomes clear that Foscolo photographed
the settlement of British troops in Cyprus and Papazian photographed the civil
administrative works. Moreover, it is also known that both took photographs of
British military officers and their families.

While Papazian and Foscolo were documenting the settlement of the Colonial
Administration on the island both civilian and military, they also worked as
professional studio photographers and photographed the beautiful diversity of
Cyprus and the social life within this diversity.

When they arrived in Cyprus, while Foscolo began his works in Rubellin’s studio,
Papazian had his own studio in Limassol (Fig:03)."> These two master photographers
took over Rubellin’s studio in 1883 and then went into a partnership and worked
together (Fig:04).

Figure 3: M. M. Papazian. Unidentified, 1883. Courtesy of Balkanphila Ltd.

15) l am indebted to Mr. Kemal Giray the CEO of Balkanphila Ltd. for allowing me to publish the afore-
mentioned photograph.
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Figure 4: J.P. Foscolo & M.M. Papazian. c. 1883. Courtesy of Pitsa Spyridakis.

In 1890 the seven-year partnership period ended when Papazian left and
established his own studio. An advertisementin the newspaper placed by Papazian,
announced that he had moved to no. 108, Victoria Street.'® The separation of these
two masters resulted in the presence of two studios in Limassol and naturally much
competition.

16) ZAAMITZ, 5 January 1891.“The great photographer, Mr. M. M Papazian, broke the partnership with
his colleague, Mr. I. Foskolos and opened his own shop, on “Victoria street, number 108" in the house
of Mr. Chatzigeorgiou Chatzioannou. He hopes for the support of the public, which honours his artistic
abilities. Prices are affordable.” Greek to English translation by Antigoni Droussiotou.
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The Spread of Cypriot Photography: 1890-1920

Up until 1890, no trace of Rubellin appears, while Papazian and Foscolo were
active in Limassol and Carletti was active in Nicosia, and no other professional
photographeris known.The Cypriot photography terrain remained still more or less
undiscovered and quite inviting. Under these circumstances, photographers from
Ottoman territories headed towards Cyprus and were engaged in photography by
establishing studios individually and in partnership.

Joseph Pullman, who worked as a photographer on the island of Samos
(Xanthakis, 1988: 109) in the Aydin province of the Ottoman Empire, settled in
Nicosia in 1892 and established a studio (MixanAidng, 1977: 264).

In 1893, G. Glykeas, who was a photographer in Beyoglu and Uskiidar districts
of Istanbul (Ozendes, 2013: 66), opened a studio with Kyrillos lerodiakon in
Nicosia (MixanAidng, 1977: 264). We do not have detailed information about these
photographers, nor the possibility to evaluate their work since we do not have any
data other than a photograph taken in G. Glykeas & K. lerodiakon studio (Fig:05).

e
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Figure 5: G. Glykeas & K. Jerodiakon. Ratip Bodamyalizade and his relative c. 1897. Courtesy of Rauf
Unsal.
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During this period, P. Marini, who was a photographer in Mersin district of
Adana province, and Simon, who was a photographer in Beyoglu district of Istanbul
province (Ozendes, 2013: 59, 71), established a studio in partnership, Marinis &
Simons (Bonato, Jacqueline and Haris, 2011:81-82), the establishment date of
which is not known. From the passepartout of a photograph, we are informed that
Marini ran a studio in Larnaca (Xat{nkuplakog, 2016: 119, N.B.K7.35) (Fig:06)."” It is
assumed that Marini maintained a photographic studio in partnership with Simon
for sometime and then on his own for another period.

Figure 6: Marini. Balsamaki Baldaseridi, Courtesy of Phivos Stavrides Foundation — Larnaka Archive.

In January 1895, Papazian moved to Nicosia, near New Gate (near Metaxa sq.),

17) Photograph from the Phivos Stavrides Foundation - Larnaka Archive (M.B.K7.35). (Xat{rnkuplakog
2016, 119).
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and opened his studio, to which he added a modern infrastructure with equipment
and supplies brought from Vienna (MixanAidng, 1977: 264). Thus, on the one hand,
Papazian took advantage of the photographic potential of Nicosia, and on the
other hand he also had the opportunity to remain the official photographer of the
British Colonial Administration.

Based on the examination of Papazian’'s photographs, it is understood that he
also held a studio in Troodos. Due to the warm climate of Cyprus, Troodos, being a
summer resort for the Cypriots and especially for the British, offered good potential
for commercial photography and was quite inviting. It is obvious that Papazian had
a studio in Troodos since he was required to be present as an official photographer,
but furthermore, he could also provide photographic services to civil holidaymakers
(Nomer, 2015: 4, 5) during the time Commissioners and military officers spent the
hot summer months in Troodos.

In 1902, Papazian fell ill having caught a cold in Troodos. According to verbal
information,'® not being well cared for, he was sent to Nicosia for treatment, but it
was too late; he died in July 1902.” The day after his death, he was buried in the
Armenian cemetery in Nicosia.?°

In 1901, Foscolo - Theodorikos partnership appeared in Limassol (MixanAidng,
1981: 189). It is understood that this partnership, which lasted as little as a year,
ended in 1902.2'

Since there are very few photographs by the aforementioned photographers,
there is no opportunity for extensive evaluation. However, when the existing
photographs are examined, it is seen that they adopted the stage design and
aesthetics in accordance with the tradition of that period.

Theodoulos N. Toufexis studio appeared at the end of the 1890s. Toufexis,
who did not seem to be professionally interested in photography in the first half
of the 1890s (Lazarides, 2004: 24), later, in 1895-96, with the encouragement and
assistance of Nicolaos Catalanos, trained in photography by Romaides Brothers in
Athens. Upon his return to Cyprus, he opened his studio in Ledra Street in Nicosia
with equipment brought from Athens (Lazarides, 2004: 26). Considering that all
photographic studios previously active in Cyprus were held by foreigners, this
studio was the first Cypriot photographic studio, and studio photography was
brought to the Cypriots by Toufexis.

However, the exact date Toufexis opened his studio is not known. The
photograph “Young Cypriot Girl from Nicosia in Local Costume” of the earliest
period, was taken in the studio and is dated 1899 (Lazarides, 2004: 12). Based on
this information, the date of the opening of the studio is presumed to be 1898.
From available photographs, it appears that he cooperated with A. Lombardo
(Kaba, 2007b: 26-29) in 1900 and S. Hartularis in 1905 (Lazarides, 2004: 26).

It is understood that the studio was managed by his partners since the
hardware business, in which he was involved with his brother, took a lot of Toufexis’

18) Aristides Coudounaris, personal communication, 13 October 2008.

19) OwvA Tng Kumpou August 2, 1902.

20) On a monument in the cemetery there is reference to his name and date of death. Alexander-Mi-
chael Hadjilyra, through an email shared with author, 6 November 2013.

21) In an issue of Neon Ethnos newspaper, 1902, it is announced that Theodorikos will be leaving the
island.
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time and precluded him from being a studio photographer. It is also known that
he used the dark room of the studio for the developing and printing of exterior
takings he made at weekends (Lazarides, 2004: 26). Considering that his name is
in the second position on the photograph passepartouts during this partnership
period, it is obvious that Toufexis was a sleeping partner. Nevertheless, when the
partnership broke down Toufexis managed the studio on his own.

Although Toufexis was the person who popularized studio photography as
the first Cypriot studio photographer, his importance lies in street, not in studio
photography. The name Toufexis was identified with photographs of Cypriot
lifestyle rather than studio works. The freedom to take photographs required great
dedication during that period when no motor vehicles were owned. At weekends
he photographed the people of the country and their social life by wandering on a
mule loaded with a cumbersome camera, tripod and glass negatives and travelling
in mountains and hillsides, villages and cities (Sophocleous, 2000: 30). He illustrated
landscapes, historical artifacts, and panoramic views, as well as the Cypriot lifestyle
(Fig: 07). He was a straightforward photographer who represented his subject as it
was, directly and in the most realistic way. In his works, the focus is strictly on his
compositions and the static structure of his photographs is remarkable.

No. 20.. (Chypre) Compagnie de muletiers Chypriotes
(Kimpog) Zvvodia Kvmpiov dywyotdv.
Th. N. Toufexis, Nicosia.
0. N. Tovgpstie, Asvxwaia.

Figure 7: Theodoulos N. Toufexis. Cypriot Muleteers, c. 1905. Public domain.

He closed his studio in 1910 upon the insistence of his wife, whom he married
in 1909, “.. abandon this thing that you neither truly run nor make money from.”
(Lazarides, 2004: 28). After closing his studio, he transported his equipment to
the warehouse of the hardware store he owned in Ermou Street. He continued
his amateur works for a while in a dark room he had organized there. Most of
the negatives were destroyed by falling from the cart during the transport. The
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rest of his archive was destroyed after his death, in 1948, since his family did not
appreciate his photographic archives (Lazarides, 2004:28).

Between 1903-1920 and after the appearance of postcards in 1902, many
of Toufexis’ photographs were turned into postcards. It is also known that other
publishers produced postcards from his photographs (Lazarides, 1987: 78, 72).
These postcards and his photographs in family albums provide information about
his work.

Charles Glaszner was another photographer in Cyprus during this period. In
1882, he was sent to the island as an entomologist working for the Museum of
Natural History of Berlin in order to investigate and collect flies and butterflies
(Lazarides, 1987: 76; Marangou, 1998: 26).

Glaszner performed taxidermy with his wife Aloysia Meisner (Lazarides (1987:
76; Marangou, 1998: 80), and their main source of income was collecting samples
of the Cyprus fauna and selling the birds they stuffed to continental European
countries (Marangou, 1998: 82). However, there is no concrete information about
Glaszner’s photography from 1882 to 1900. It is considered that during that period
he concentrated on the Cyprus fauna.

He later established his studio in Limassol, probably after realizing that Cyprus
untouched photography environment was more attractive. The date is not exactly
known. Lazarides referred to the end of the 1800s, and Anna Marangou could not
clarify this issue in her research on the Glaszner family: “After 1882 Charles Glaszner
established himself in Limassol where he opened a professional studio.” (Lazarides,
1987:76; Marangou, 1998: 84).

In one of Glaszner’s letters to the director of the Hungarian Museum of
Zoology, he mentioned that he was a photographer and owned two studios,
one run by himself in Larnaca and another being run by his son Leopold in
Nicosia (Marangou, 1998: 80).22 Considering that the correspondence began on 6
September, 1900 (Marangou, 1998: 82), it is presumed that Charles Glaszner’s studio
was active in Larnaca in 1900. The opening date of the studio can be estimated c.
1898 considering that Glaszner first opened a studio in Limassol before moving to
Larnaca.

After his son Leopold arrived in Cyprus in 1900, it appears that Charles Glaszner
began to work together with his son in his studio next to St. Joseph Catholic
Church in Larnaca. With the development of the business, they moved the studio
to Evanthia Pieridou Street and continued to work under the name of Ch. Glaszner
& Son (Marangou, 1998: 96). They performed general studio work until the Glaszner
personal style was developed, and they documented the visual beauties of Larnaca
and stepped into the postcard market.

After the official approval of the use of postcard issued by individuals for

’

22) There is no data regarding the existence of a studio runned by the Glaszners in Nicosia. It could be
that Glaszner was intending to open a studio for his son in Nicosia and that is why he called Leopold to
Cyprus.

23) Marangou gives this address as the address of the first studio opened by Leopold Glaszner in Lar-
naca right after his settling in Cyprus (Marangou. 1998: 96). However, Charles Glaszner’s aforementioned
letter of 6 September 1900 is evidence that Charles Glaszner had moved to Larnaka right after closing
his studio in Limasol, before the arrival of Leopold.
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correspondence purposes on 1 September, 1902,% publishing postcards became
popular as a line of business. The first postcard in Cyprus was published before the
official approval, and it is estimated that 800 - 900 postcards with different topics
were published between 1901 and 1925. (Lazarides, 1987: 58).

In 1904, the Glaszners published a small number of postcards that mostly
consisted of panoramic views of the major cities of Cyprus (Lazarides, 1987: 76).
However, it appears that they had to withdraw from the postcard business in
view of strong competition by Foscolo. They remained inactive in this field until
Foscolo died. Following the death of Foscolo in 1927, Leopold Glaszner returned to
postcard publishing in cooperation with the Mantovani Travel Agency (Lazarides,
1987: 90) and became the largest postcard publisher in Cyprus (Lazarides, 1987:
92). However Charles Glaszner could not witness this success due to his passing in
1926. Leopold Glaszner published more than 200 postcards, 500 of each, which he
continued publishing systematically until 1935 (Hadjipanayis, 2001: 13).

The photography career that Charles Glaszner maintained alone was short,
and the legend of the Glaszner name began when Leopold took charge of the
studio. Leopold added a new sense of portraiture to Cypriot photography. Despite
Foscolo’s elitist portrait style, which elevated the person’s status, Glaszner was
more important with his style, which was accurately representative of the sitter
and his social identity.

Leopold Glazner was particularly famous for his fictional and superimposed
works. The most successful fictional and superimposed photographs by him are
found in his self-portraits and the portraits of his daughter Irma. In such works he
used stage design, and fictionalized scenes.

Ahmet and ismet Sevki started studio photography in c.1908 (Kaba, 2013:
20). After Ahmet Sevki married ismet in 1899, they settled in Nicosia. He taught
photography and dark room techniques to his wife and then they continued
photography together. Ahmet and ismet Sevki became professionals between 1900
and 1905 (Kaba, 2007a: 48). However, it is possible to see the amateur perceptions
of ismet Sevki in her photograph dated 1921 and entitled “Mother Breastfeeding
Her Daughter (K.K.)" (Fig:8).

It is known that there was a division of labor between them, Ahmet Sevki
conducting takings, while ismet Sevki conducted dark room works. Previously,
they had concentrated on exterior takings, mainly school photographs. By the year
1908, they started to practice studio photography, in addition to exterior takings in
the courtyard of their house by using natural light (Kaba, 2007a: 56).

ismet Sevki did not only continue her dark room work. Due to the existing
sensitivity in the society regarding photography of Muslim women by male
photographers, it was also the duty of ismet to take photographs of the female
customers.

It is remarkable that a stage design was repeatedly implemented in portrait
sessions. However, Ahmet Sevki’s works were not limited only to such takings. He
became one of the first implementers in Cypriot photography of what would be
regarded as environmental portrait in universal photography in later years.

24) Post Office Ordinance 1881 (1902, 15 August). The Cyprus Gazette, (No 737).
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Figure 8: ismet Sevki. Mother Breastfeeding Her Daughter, 1921. Courtesy of Kaya Erel.
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The infrastructure of the studio of Ahmet and ismet Sevki was based on a
bellows studio camera and the use of glass negatives of different formats. Initially,
they sensitized photographic cards by themselves. In 1917, they moved the studio
to the porch of the house and began to use artificial light and printing out paper. As
a popular technique for impressions of the period they used to apply toning. (Kaba,
2007a: 57). The printings were made as contact prints in daylight. An examination
of the portrait of Osman Cemal dated to c. 1922 indicates that they made radical
changes in their infrastructure due to electrical energy (Fig:09). The use of electrical
light, offered the possibility to utilized pictorial and psychological values of tones.
In 1925, they, as a whole family, emigrated and settled in Antalya.

Figure 9: Ahmet Sevki. Osman Cemal, c. 1922. Authors archive.
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Two important photographers Hrant Varjabedian and Haritoun Kavoukian
appeared in the 1910s. When photographs by both photographers are examined,
it is understood that they were active between c. 1910 and 1930s. Although it is
not known from where and when these two photographers came to Cyprus, their
traces disappear from Cypriot photography after the 1930s. It is presumed that
they belonged to the group of Armenian photographers who came from Anatolia
with the migration wave after the 1909 Adana rebellion. Similarly, there is no
information about them among the Cyprus Armenian Community.?® Information
provided by Dedeian, refers to Varjabedian’s studio as located in Ledra Street.?

Along with the fact that they started to use electrical energy in their studios
at the beginning of the 1920s, they also differed from the photographers before
them since they effectively used the psychological and pictorial values of tone
in their works. The conventional portrait style, the prototypes of which had been
used in the previous years, was adopted and practiced artfully by Varjabedian and
Kavoukian.

Varjabedian used full-scale tonal range which depicted the subject natural
and drew attention to the way he used the subject’s body language. Both
photographers’ simple compositions added strength to the naturalness of the
subject.

Varjabedian also made exterior takings as well as studio photography.
A newspaper announcement mentions that he provided public services to
other districts, not only Nicosia and that he took photographs by staying in C.
Charalambides Hotel in Larnaca for a month.?”

Kavoukian's studio was in Nicosia. However, no clear evidence has surfaced
as to its whereabouts. From the photograph which presents himself in front of his
studio, it is clear that his studio was a home studio, and as usual in those times,
he exhibited his photographs in glass showcases on the right and left sides of the
door. Kavoukian stands out with his character study photographs where he uses
medium contrast tonal range in his portrait takings (Fig:10).

The first public electricity production in Cyprus began in Limassol in 1912
(Electricity Authorithy of Cyprus, 2014) and did not become widespread until the
early 1920s. By the time electricity became widespread, photographic studios
continued to use natural light as a light source. It is known that production started
in Nicosia in 1913, in Famagusta, Larnaca, and Paphos in 1922, and in Kyrenia in
1927 (Electricity Authorithy of Cyprus, 2014).

The development achieved with the investments made in the 1920s, spread
the use of electricity widely in Nicosia (Keshishian, 1978: 105). This development
was the most important breaking point in the reshaping of Cypriot photography.
The existing studios transformed their technical infrastructure into a structure
based on electrical energy. Based on the evaluations performed on photographs,
it is understood that J. P. Foscolo in Limassol in the second half of the 1910s,
Ahmet Sevki, Hrant Varjabedian and Haritoun Kavoukian in Nicosia, and Glaszner
in Larnaca in 1922 simultaneously adopted electrical energy-based infrastructure.

25) Alexander-Michael Hadjilyra, email to author, Nicosia, June 3, 2017
26) Harry Dedeian, (photographic material seller), personal communication, June 7, 2005.
27) Enosis, November 8, 1912.
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While the stage design conception was aesthetically adhered to until the early
1920s, during which natural light was used, the fundamental change in the quality
of light revealed the pictorial and psychological importance of tones. Accordingly,
the aesthetics of aristocratic iconography were abandoned, and the aesthetics of
bourgeois iconography were adopted. As a result of this development, the stage
design style lost its historical importance and was replaced by the conventional
portrait style.

Figure 10: H. Kavoukian. Kadi Ali Rifat Efendi, c. 1922. Author’s archive.
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Photography, which was stuck in Limassol, Larnaca, and Nicosia, began to
spread over the island in the 1910s. A. Petridou opened the first studio in Paphos,
described as the “artistic photo studio” by Michaelides, and after some time, Geros
also opened his studio in Paphos (MixanAidng, 1989: 181).

By the 1920s, the presence of photographic studios and itinerant
photographers stood out in every part of the island. During the first half of the
early 1920s, photography was revived in Famagusta; Andreas Nikolaides?® and
Mosdichian® c. 1920; Mangoian Brothers 1922 (Lazarides, 1987: 94). In Kyrenia
Polydoros Constantinides started amateur photography in the 1920s. In 1926, he
opened a studio in Kyrenia and started professional photography (Sophocleous,
2000: 42-43).

While examining his photographs, it is assumed that Andreas Nikolaides, who
was a travelling photographer in the late 1910s, established his studio in 1920.
Taking into consideration the chronology of photography in Famagusta, the studio
of Nikolaides was the first studio in the town.

Photographs in family albums indicate that he also made school photo
takings as well as portraits and weddings in line with the studio traditions of the
period. Based on examination concerning the light quality and quantity of the few
studio photographs available, it is understood that natural light was used. From
three studio portrait photographs included in the album of Pitsa Spyridakis,* it is
clear that Nikolaides worked both with the stage design style and the conventional
style. He also printed postcards of Famagusta landscapes, although these were few
(Lazarides, 1987: 96).

In a photograph in the archive of Sevket Oznur and from a newspaper
advertisement,*’ we learn that Mosdichian was active in Famagusta between
1920-1950.

After working with the Glaszners for a while the brothers Haigaz and Levon
Mangoian opened a studio in Famagusta in 1922 (Lazarides, 1987: 94; Marangou,
1996: 21).32 In 1924, they moved to Nicosia and established a photography
business under the name of Mangoian Bros. in Ledra Street (Marangou, 1996: 21).
In the following years, they turned towards the import of photographic material.
Although Haigaz was a successful portrait photographer, the name Mangoian
was more important with his commercial side and his photographic works on the
Cypriot lifestyle.

Cypriot Photography Sure of Itself: 1930
Haigaz Mangoian’s photographs depicting the Cypriot lifestyle differed from
previous photographers and established a school that determined future

28) This date is set in relation to photographs from the Sevket Oznur family album which all point to the
existence of a developed studio even in 1920. However this date is set to 1925 by Lazarides, (Lazarides,
1987:96).

29) Sevket Oznur dates a photo from his family album that carries the stamp of Foto Mosditchian to
1920. Mosdichian who is mentioned here should not be confused with Martyros Mosditchian who was
a zinkograf in Larnaka around those days.

30) | am grateful to Ms Spyridakis for allowing me to examine her family aloum of the 1880s-1940s

31) Hiir S6z, 25 August, 1950 (issue 1258, p 4).

32) No information in relation to this matter can be obtained from the web page of Mangoian Bros. Ltd.
where only an establishment date of 1924 is present; (Mangoian Bros. Ltd.)
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orientations. In his works, he depicted his subject directly and in the most realistic
way. The continuity he established between real space and descriptive space in his
photographs which he produced in the sense of open composition, referred to the
flow of life. He continued with postcard publishing, which he started in 1930, until
¢. 1960. Due to the success he achieved, he was appointed Official Photographer
of the Governor’s Office (Lazarides, 1987: 94) by Governor Sir Charles Campbell
Woolley.

Mangoian’s philosophy of street photography was an important breaking
point in Cypriot photography. The tradition of Ottoman street photography
dominating Cypriot photography ended with Mangoian. He brought the universal
contemporary photojournalistic approach of street photography, which began in
the 1910s and became traditional in the 1930s, to Cypriot photography within the
same timeframe. Until the post-modern period after 2000, this tradition maintained
its dominance except for technical innovations.

Vahan Avedissian, was another photographer of the period. Following his
arrival in Cyprus in 1921 (Lazarides, 2005: 14), he opened a photography business
at 12 Ledra Street and started to work together with his brother Ardashes, probably
in 1922 (Lazarides, 2005: 19). They were doing developing and printing in the
dark room they established at home in Apollo Street (Lazarides, 2005: 16). After
a while, they started to import photographic material. While Vahan conducted
the photography works of the business, Ardashes dealt with the import and sale
of photographic material. When Ardashes withdrew from the partnership due to
health reasons in 1937, the business was completely left to Vahan, who moved to
number 16, Ledra Street and ran the business there on his own until he ceased
photography in 1950 (Lazarides, 2005: 19).

Apart from his studio works, Vahan travelled around Cyprus on his motorcycle,
took photographs, and published postcards from those photographs. Vahan's
sister Valentine assisted him both in his studio and exterior photography works
(Lazarides, 2005: 19).

Vahan Avedissian, who closed his studio in 1950 and stopped photography,
was then engaged only in selling photographic material at 258A Ledra Street.
During these years traces of his archive disappeared. After he passed away in 1959
his family took over the business. In 1962 the family closed the shop and migrated
to England. Subsequently, the archive was completely lost (Lazarides, 2005: 8).

M. Fevzi Akarsu, who started as a itinerant photographer in 1924, had a
contemporary studio infrastructure by the year 1927 (Kaba, 2016: 55). Akarsu was
trained in studio traditions until the early 1930s by Sevket Biyikoglu, and in the
following years, he was taught advance lighting techniques by Mangoian. At the
end of this process, in the 1930s, he took his place in Cypriot Photography as a
master of lighting.

Although he concentrated on stage design, he came to the forefront with his
conventional, modern, and Holywood-style portraits. In these conventional portrait
works he used a full-scale and sectional tonal range. From a pictorial perspective, he
usually brought light tones to the forefront to create a style reflecting the character
of the subject. From a psychological aspect, he depicted the subject genuinely
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with his natural and representative characteristics.

In his Hollywood-style portraits, he usually highlighted his subject by focusing
only on head and shoulder close-ups, and understating the status of his sitter
(Fig:11). In the portraits of women and men who were the products of that style, he
accentuated femininity and manliness.
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Edward Voskeritchian, an Armenian refugee who came to Cyprus in 1915, was
another master of Cypriot photography. He worked as an apprentice to Foscolo
between the years 1920 to 1926. Because of his iliness, Foscolo was no longer able
to run his studio and in 1926 he proposed a partnership to Edward. Upon refusing
the proposal, Foscolo gave 20 Cyprus pounds redundancy fee to Edward with
which the latter established his studio.*

He was basically more than a studio photographer as he stepped forward as a
photographer of social life. He depicted the Limassol life style with all its social and
political aspects. Soon he won the appreciation of the Colonial Government and
was appointed official photographer. After that he also depicted important events
of the Colonial era in addition to the Limasol everyday life scenes.

During those years, Cypriot photography had spread all over the island
mainly by Armenian photographers. Many studios opened during the period from
the 1920s to the end of the 1930s. There are photographs from studios such as
Photo Modern (1930s) in Larnaca; N. M. Loucaides (1920s), Ververis, Bastaciyan
Bros (1930s), Photo Kokkinos in Limassol; Polydoros Constantinides (1926) in
Kyrenia; Photo Suleyman and Spiros Charitou (c. 1928) in Paphos; Ch. Servanis,
Lekegian, Yervant Biberyan and Photo Necdet (1920s), Asoryan, Loutfig, Zartarian,
Athinaikon, Photo Radio adn Photo Papaioannou (1930s) were active in Nicosia.
During this period, which lasted until the end of the 1930s, developments took
place in all areas of photography. Studio photography was aesthetically redefined
and reshaped and would remain as such all the way up to digital technology.
Haigaz Mangoian and Fevzi Akarsu became the most popular photographers in
Cyprus. While Mangoian was important with his works on the Cyprus lifestyle, Fevzi
Akarsu came to the forefront with his studio portrait works. These photographers,
with their conceptions, aesthetically reshaped and redefined Cypriot Photography
and led it to the level of universal photography.

Amateur Photography

Amateur photography’s second phase appears in the person of Hatice Alisan
(Kaba, 2009; 106-115), Ahmet Hulusi Musa (Kaba, 2013: 60-62), and Ahmet Burhan
(Kadizade Ahmet Burhanettin) (Kaba, 2008: 30-35) during the second half of the
1910s. These amateurs constitute the second generation. However, they were not
simple button pressers. The cameras they used had a wide variety of formats, and
they used glass and film negative materials of different formats. Since professional
photography did not have the cultural and technical structure to serve developing
and printing services to amateurs in those years, amateurs had to make prints by
themselves and learn by themselves all about shooting.

During the years without electricity, the dark rooms of this generation were
usually established in the bathroom of the house, and prints were made by the
contact printing method, while during the years with electricity, they were made
by using an enlarger. They made the apparatus by themselves according to their
needs.

Since in those years, the large masses of society did not have the economic

33) Suleyman Polili (Photo Sileyman), personal communication, Kyrenia, February 19, 1989.
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infrastructure required by amateur works or hobbies, amateurs emerged from the
elite class of the society in economic and socio-cultural terms. Only those people
had the material and other prerequisites necessary for photography.

Memory, environment, landscape, and portrait photography constituted their
subjects and with these they attracted attention to their amateur works. In the
1920s and 1930s, amateur photography became widespread, especially among
the Armenian community settled on the island. By the 1930s, families had cameras
and photographed their own family lifestyles (Fig:12).

-

ey

Figure 12: Karnik Keshishian. Memento, 1938. Courtesy of Nina Keshishian.

The amateurs of this period constituted the third-generation group. Polydoros
Constantinides started amateur photography in the 1920s. In 1926, he opened
a studio in Kyrenia and started professional photography. Then, he worked as a
photojournalist at the British Public Information Office (Sophocleous, 2000: 42-43).
Dr. Fikret Rasim was a fully equipped amateur.3* He used glass negatives of 9.8x14.8
and 12.7x17.7 cm formats at the beginning and 120 size roll film in the following
years, and he performed developing and printing by himself3> Sevket Biyikoglu
was an amateur studio photographer. Trained as a studio photographer by Ahmet
Sevki he stands out as an amateur studio photographer who never practiced street
photography. He practiced photography as an amateur in his studio which he set
up in his father’s house between the years 1923 to the early 1930s. Mahmut Sevket
Egemen, was another amateur photographer who worked on glass negatives and

34) Gulgin Rassim [daugther-in-law of Dr. Fikret Rasim], personal communication, Nicosia, 11 August
20176.

35) Some of the negatives and photographs were kept in the archive of his son Erol and his wife Glgin
Rassim.
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had a very well preserved archive.*®* Muhyi Said (Kaba, 2013: 73-74) continuously
worked from 1929 until his death in 1995. He was the only amateur of his time who
had both witnessed and practiced analog and digital technology. M. Muhyi Said &
Co., owned by him, is the first company to import digital cameras.>’

While some of the amateurs encountered in the 1930s had their own dark
rooms, some of them benefited from professional services. Mustafa Kemalettin was
a teacher from Larnaca. He worked as an amateur until the 1960s, and some of
his works are preserved in the TRNC Presidency Research and National Archives
Department. The Franco-Levantine Theophilus A. H. Mogabgab was responsible
for the Famagusta Department of Antiquities. As an amateur he took photographs
of historical sites and artifacts and kept records for the Department (Zaimoglu,
1998: 107-109). His photographic works do not only represent recordings of
antiquities. He was also very interested in the social life and cultural traditions of
Cyprus. These works by him are also preserved at the Famagusta Department of
Antiquities. Saziye and Akile Bodamyalizade were the daughters of an elite family.
They were interested in photography since their early youth. They used roll film
and had prints made in the studios that offered developing and printing services.
Some of their works are preserved in the album of their nephew Ozel Vasif.38 Felix
Yiaxis started amateur photography with a Kodak Norton box camera bought by
his father when he was young. Everything he saw around him constituted his area
of interest (Sophocleous, 2000: 134-135). In the following years, he turned towards
photojournalism and became one of the important photojournalists in Cyprus.

During the 1930s, Armenian photographers became the driving force of
Cypriot photography and started to commercialize photography as a result of
their commercially-minded nature. While before them every amateur needed his
own dark room, with the emergence of Armenian studios, amateurs were able
to benefit from developing and printing services. These services popularised
amateur photography. The amateur was able to perform his photographic works
without having a dark room. It paved the way for button pressers by extending the
boundaries of amateur photography.
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The Place of Lefkara Lace in Interior Architecture
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Abstract

Cypriot culture is very broad and has lots of values. One of the biggest values
is undoubtedly handcrafts in Cyprus. Within these handcrafts, Lefkara Lace
plays an important role by being the most unique and the popular one, as it
has been under protection of UNESCO since 2009. Despite being famous and
unique, there are currently very few studies about Lefkara Lace, most of which
focused on the techniques of producing Lefkara Lace and the history behind
it. There were no studies in regard to its usage. Many patterns of Lefkara Lace
had already been lost, due to not taking it under protection and due to lack of
documentation. Most of the patterns are in danger of being lost and all of them
are constantly changing due to workers and instant surroundings. In addition
to this, the number of people producing Lefkara Lace is decreasing day by day.
This research has been done in order to understand the usage of Lefkara Lace in
interior decoration, to look at its usage in the past and now, and to predict how it
will be used in the future. In order to achieve this aim, interviews with producers
(Cypriot women) were held to understand their relationship with Lefkara Lace.
Moreover, interviews with non-producers were also held to understand their
attitude to Lefkara Lace. Interviewees were selected from age group of 25 to
70 to examine the attitude from different generations. In conclusion, in this
research it was studied that the usage and the production of Lefkara Lace have
increased mostly as souvenirs. However, the usage of Lefkara Lace in interior
decoration has definitely decreased. Its usage is limited mainly to protect it and
to be able to pass it to next generations.
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i¢ Mimaride Lefkara Dantelinin Yeri

Ezgi Ozyigit
Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi

Ozet

Kibris kiiltiirii ok genistir ve bircok degere sahiptir. En ¢cok 6ne ¢ikan degerlerden
biri de, kuskusuz Kibris'taki el isleridir. Bu el islerinin arasinda, Lefkara dantelinin
O6nemi, essiz ve popliler olmasidir. Lefkara danteli, 2009 yilindan beri UNESCO
tarafindan koruma altina alinmistir. Popliler olmasi ve bir benzerinin
olmamasina ragmen, Lefkara danteli hakkinda yapilmis ¢ok az arastirma
olup, ¢ogu calisma Lefkara dantelinin yapiminda kullanilan tekniklere ve
bu nakisin tarihine odaklanmakta; nasil kullanildigini ele alan ¢alismalar
yapilmamustir. Bircok Lefkara danteli deseni, korunmadigindan ve kayit altina
alinmadigindan giiniimiize kadar gelememistir. Bircogu kaybolma tehlikesi
altinda, zanaatkarlar tarafindan stirekli degistiriimekte ve dedisen cevresel
faktérlere maruz kalmaktadir. Ayrica, Lefkara danteliyle ugrasan insanlarin
sayisi her gegen giin azalmaktadir. Bu arastirma sayesinde, Lefkara dantelinin
ic mimaride nasil kullanildigini anlamak, gec¢misteki kullanimina bakmak
ve gelecekteki kullanimi hakkinda tahmin yiiriitmek amac¢lanmaktadir. Bu
amaca ulasmak icin, zanaatkarlarla (Kibrisli kadinlarla) Lefkara danteliyle
ilgili miilakatlar yapildi. Buna ek olarak, Lefkara danteli hakkinda tutumlarini
anlamak igin, zanaatkar olmayanlarla da miilakatlar yapildi. Bu ¢alisma icin
miilakat edilenler 25 ve 70 yas arasindan, farkli jenerasyonlardan secildi. Sonug
olarak, bu arastirma kapsaminda Lefkara dantelinin kullanimi ve yapiminin,
cogunlugu hediyelik esya olarak arttigi gorilmustir. Fakat, ic mimaride
Lefkara dantelinin kullanimi azalmis, cogunla korunmasi ve ileriki kusaklar icin
saklanmasiyla sinirli kalmigtir.

Anahtar kelimeler
Kiiltiirel El Isi; Lefkara Danteli; i¢ Mimari; Degisim; Kuzey Kibris
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Introduction

“Culture is the intersection of people and life itself. It's how we deal with life, love,
death, birth, disappointment... all of that is expressed in culture” says Wendell
Pierce (Izmen, 2005). With globalization, humans are not only part of their culture
but part of whole world which creates new modern and global culture. That
includes common things, behaviours, perspectives, etc. With this globalization,
small countries’ culture is up to be forgotten. In order to gain the cultures to the
modern world, first they need to be understood deeply.

Cypriot culture is one the broadest ones, including very different combinations
in its history. Surely, it has lots of cultural heritage to be studied and handcrafts is
one of the greatest. The handcrafts are very broad; especially Lefkara Lace which
is the most famous handcraft in Cyprus is originally based in Lefkara Village and
it has a history for approximately 700 years, from the Venetians period. Thus, it is
believed that it is a combination of Venetian Lace and White Work, which was based
in Cyprus as well. In addition, it was seen in the ‘Last Supper’ painting of Da Vinci.
It is believed that he came to Cyprus and used the Dere pattern of the lace in his
painting, in the corners of the tablecloth (Newman, 2012). The legend of Da Vinci’
visiting the island in 1481, taking and using Lefkara in his‘Last Supper’drawing was
mentioned in various sources (Ekingen, 2016) (Hadjiyasemi, 1999) (Izmen, 2005)
(Figure 2). According to the legend, Da Vinci’s visit ended up by using this unique
work in Milan Cathedral. As it was said, they renewed that lace in October 1986 so
that in a way, it increases the probability of this myth to be close to being more real
(Hadjiyasemi, 1999). Also, a Lefkara Lace tablecloth was given to Queen Elizabeth
in 1953 (Newman, 2012).

Besides this worldwide fame, Lefkara Lace is very unique due to its materials
and techniques; which is why it has been under protection of UNESCO from 2009
(Hadjiyasemi, 1999).

Figure 1: Da Vinci’s Last Supper Original (McGrogan, N/A)
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Figure 2: Da Vinci's ‘Last Supper’ lllustrated Version showing detailed Dere Pattern of Lefkara Lace
(Shyana, 2014)

In today’s World, where people have almost no time and the consumption
is demanded very highly; such handcrafts are in danger of getting lost, in terms
of production. Since the production is very difficult and requires lots of time and
effort, it can be said that this unique Lace need very delicate care. Because of this
required care, its usages are getting decreased in this fast everyday life. Due to
today’s conditions, it is observed that production of Lefkara Lace is decreased, as
well as its produced scales. Although it was used as large-scale products in the
houses of wealthy people in the past; nowadays, it can be found in much smaller
scale products, such as coasters and trays. These products are mostly for sale for
tourists.

In addition, due to lack of documentation about Cyprus and its culture, many
patterns of Lefkara Lace were lost, and the others are still in danger of getting lost
with other handcrafts (Ekingen, 2016). This includes how the Lefkara Lace was
started, for what aims it was produced and how it was used. The first aim of this
study is to fill the gap in literature. The second aim is to understand the usage of
Lefkara Lace in the houses since Venetians' time when it had started to be seen, to
the present. The third aim is to make some predictions for the future in order to
take some precautions to stop the danger of getting lost.

Literature Review

In Northern part of the island, there are two main books which give details of the
history and also the examples of Lefkara Lace. Faiz mentions the history of the work,
the communication it provides within the community which is believed to make it
different from any other work, the economic opportunities and analysis of the lace,
another analysis of its global perception and what can be added from today to the
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cultural lace. Mostly, Faiz's book is about comparison of southern and northern part
of the island with Lefkara Lace as a tool. The materials that are used to make Lefkara
Lace were also mentioned in this book. The methodology was making interviews
with women who had been producing Lefkara and since there were no data about
the number of people working on this lace, the most popular villages were chosen
for the interviews. Faiz stated that Lefkara Lace has been losing its value; due to
decrease in practice and due to not being worth the effort (Faiz, 1993).

Ekingen (Ekingen, 2016) mentions about history, techniques, materials,
variations and origins of Lefkara Lace. She says that there should definitely be more
research about Lefkara because it is about to be extinct. According to the legends,
Cypriot women learnt the lace from Venetian ladies during the Venetian period in
Cyprus, which was from 1489 to 1570/71 and they continued the tradition until
1970s in Lefkara Village. The lace had spread all over the island after ‘74 War with
migration (Ekingen, 2016). She mentions the materials were produced in Cyprus
but after Cyprus Government, Irish Linen and French Yarn have been used. They
have always been beige linen and tons of white, green and brown yarn (Ekingen,
2016) (Figure 3). Different options of usage of Lefkara in the past are classified as
bed lings (Figure 5), tablecloths, chair cloths, curtains and lightings.

Figure 3: Producing Lefkara Lace (Pier, 2012)

In the southern part of the island, Lefkara Lace was believed to reflect
strength, understanding and awareness of Cypriot women, since it requires
too much effort and skills. It is stated that modern period embroidery has been
changed and simplified due to high production cost, the effort and losing its value
over generations. Hadjiyasemi (Hadjiyasemi, 1999) mentions the origins of Lefkara
coming from White Embroidery which is believed by lots of writers, too. Materials
and technical details were explained, where the linen was produced and how
different parts are produced differently (Hadjiyasemi, 1999).

While some limited sources described Lefkara as ‘the perfect mirror of Cypriot
culture; other sources added that the sale of the lace were being done by the Italian
merchants to Europe and in Frank era (UNESCO, N/A). However, it is stated that the
sale of the lace was interrupted by World War Il and could not be recovered since
then (Newman, 2012).
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The journal, “Halkbilimi”, has also published brief information about it in their
few editions (Faiz, 1990) (Nailer, Yalcin, Nailer & Aldag, 1987) as well as the websites.
In an interview, a retired examiner from Ministry of Education, Ozay Soykan, talked
about the usage of Lefkara in interiors. She said that “in the past, it was produced
to be used, too, not only for commercial purposes. It was necessary in every girl’s
dowries. Only tablecloths, bed lings and even ties were made” (Facebook, N/A)
(Figure 3).

Almost every source talk about the technique of the lace, which is still
difficult. One of the main specialities of Lefkara Lace is that its back looks the
same as the front. It is also a repetition of geometric patterns with only one colour
wool and only one ball of wool in a piece. The main patterns are always framed
with supporting patterns around them. In a basic version, Dolgu (Filling), Kesme
(Cutting), Sarma (Wrapping), Acur and Kenar (Side) knitting techniques are used. In
addition, the patterns are based on ethnic patterns (Ekingen, 2016). Due to these
main specialities, the lace has always been respected.

Figure 4: Photo from the Past (Cyprus Inform, 2016)

To sum up, even though there are some books, articles and hearsay information
about Lefkara Lace, it can be concluded that there is limited amount of information
regarding it. Moreover, its usage in Interior decoration and why it is about to
become extinct in usage, has not been clearly stated anywhere which creates a
gap in the literature.
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Methodology

Research Method

The research aim is to understand whether or not the usage of Lefkara Lace
in interior decoration is decreasing and if so, to understand the reasons behind
this decrease in usage. Empirical research type was selected. Due to lack of
documentation, there is no evidence of the usage of Lefkara Lace in the past and
the reasons behind this. Therefore, qualitative method was chosen to be used by
collecting the main information from Cypriot women, similar to Faiz's and Ekingen’s
work (Ekingen, 2016) (Faiz, 1993).

As the chosen subject is both about history and culture, there were various
methodologies that could be used during the research including historical and
ethnographic research methods (Vestbro, Hurol & Wilkinson, 2005). However, the
research also includes answering why and how the use of Lefkara Lace has changed
over time. For this reason, an Exploratory Case Study method, which begins with
Qualitative method and continues with Quantitative method in order to ensure
the results, was undertaken. (Baxter, 2008). Open-ended questions were asked to
producers and non-producers as interviews and to support the research, open-
ended questionnaires were given to randomly selected Cypriot women. In this case,
the results from interviews were studied together with supporting questionnaire
and observations.

Data Collection

Interviews were done where there were on-going observations during the process
as well. The main reason for doing so was the fact that the source of information
aboutthe subjectis about to get extinct just as the laces'unique patterns. Interviews
were done by using semi-structured questions.

In order to support the observations to be more objective, questionnaire was
used, too. It was prepared as a very general questionnaire, which asked how people
have used Lefkara Lace in their houses. They were done in Turkish and translated
in English afterwards.

Sample Size

The study was carried out only in northern part of the island and to collect correct
data, only Cypriot women were selected. The number of interviews was not limited
to be more flexible and to reach more data, but when the results from them started
to repeat each other, they have been stopped with numbers of 4 non-producers
and 4 producers of Lefkara Lace. The Cypriot women were selected randomly.
Besides these women, for reaching more valuable information; Ekingen who is the
writer of the book Lefkara Nakisi (Ekingen, 2016) and the owner of Lefkara Corner
and Lisaniler, who is the designer of modern versions of Lefkara Lace and the owner
of Gambilili shop were interviewed.

Additionally, for observations, there were not any limitations, every kind of
interior was aimed to be observed and at the end, six houses and one working
place were examined. These were also places where interviews took place.
According to State Planning Organization, by 2013 there are more people living
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in Nicosia than other cities (Sabah, 2013). Thus, Nicosia was selected as limitation
for questionnaire. Since there is no exact number of amounts of Cypriot women in
Nicosia, questionnaires were made with 34 Cypriot women, randomly. On the other
hand, both interviews and questionnaires were done randomly with different age
groups from 25 to 70 to understand each generation’s attitude.

Field Study

The interviewees were divided into two groups in order to understand different
perspectives. The first group was composed of people who produce Lefkara Lace
and the second group was composed of people who do not produce Lefkara Lace.
Based on the Coding Technique which is separating the meaningful expressions
within the interviews, interviewees' perceptions were grouped and analysed in
table format, as seen below, to be able to see the results clearly.

Interviews with Non-producers

Four non-producers who came from different professions were interviewed. Within
these four interviewees, only one of them did not have any Lefkara Lace but all of
them were definitely interested in it. Their relatives have learnt to make it in the
handcraft’s courses for women. Only one of these interviewees met with Lefkara
Lace in childhood.

She tells the story of how her family has met it: "My mother has one tray which
was made by my grandmother. In the past, teachers were really important in the
villages. They used to teach women how to cook, how to produce laces, and give
classes for students. When my grandmother was pregnant, a teacher came to her
village. She was very industrious; she was going to the gardens to work, teaching
women to cook and produce laces, also teaching parents how to communicate
with their children. She had also taught Lefkara Lace to women to teach the culture.
My grandmother really liked her and since she was pregnant, she gave her child the
teacher’s name. My grandmother saw Lefkara Lace from her, for the first time and
for keeping a memory, she produced one piece. Now, my mother has it but we
have never used it, in order to protect it due to its high value to us” Almost every
interviewee preferred not using it in traditional ways, such as tablecloths because
of its high value and the danger of getting damaged. With the change in ways of
using, interviewees have started using it more, as smaller products such as trays or
coasters, which are under glass covers.

All of the interviewees agree on the change of Lefkara Lace. They think main
change has happened in the ways of using it. In the past, they had seen Lefkara
Lace as curtains, covers, cloths, suites of furniture (Figure 4 and Figure 5) but
nowadays, they see Lefkara Lace as trays, mostly, accessories, jewelleries, coasters,
panels. One interviewee said; “Young generation can use Lefkara Lace which their
grandmothers had produced, in very different places.” Since the world is getting
modernized day-by-day, traditional ways get out of fashion and people prefer
modern-style interior decoration.
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Figure 5: Bedlinen (Gounesco, N/A)

Figure 6: Interior (Tripadvisor, 2015)

Interviewees believe with these new versions of usages, which actually had
been started for tourists’ attraction; local people have started to support it more.
On the other hand, they also agreed that usages will increase. “I think it won't be
used as cloths, trays because our lifestyle has changed a lot. But maybe, as panels,
decorative accessories it may be used more!” said the interviewee #2.
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As interviewee #4 says; “I think we are in a stage that lots of things that are
related to culture are denied. It is a stage that directs us to use more modern, global
stuff instead of our own culture. | believe that these efforts to provide it to society
will end up positively and young people will own Lefkara Lace in order to protect
it” Each interviewee thinks the attitude to Lefkara Lace is bad, but this can be
improved by producing modern versions, more functional objects. Also, according
to one of the interviewees who is 30 years old, since there are very reachable and
fashionable products now, young people do not attempt to learn the handcrafts
and spend that much effort.

“Maybe someone who does not know about Lefkara Lace may think that it is
expensive but if the given effort is considered, | do not think it is expensive. Think
about a painting, how the painter spends time on it and care for brushes, Lefkara
Lace is the same. It is an art of making lace on the wires. If we think about how
many days a woman spends to make a tray cloth, for example, and how much it
costs to make; it can be considered as an expensive product. The endeavour is the
most expensive thing.” says interviewee #3 about the cost of Lefkara Lace.

Table1: Perceptions of non-producers

Statements Number of Interviewee who Agree
In the past, it was produced in bigger scales than now 4
Prefer using it in smaller scales, ex. Trays, coaster, etc. 3
It is expensive and it prevents usage in bigger scales 4
Young people will be interested if usage will be adapted in modern ways 4

Interviews with Producers
The four producers were in the age group of 50 and 70. One of them is a teacher
in the courses for women in the villages, another one is a producer who sells laces
and other two produce Lefkara Lace for themselves. These two women had learnt
to produce it in the courses in the villages (Figure 7). According to them, it has
not changed but it became free on adapting. Both of them said it was in bigger
scales; suite of furniture, cloths, curtains in the past. Depending on the effort, they
couldn't sell their products and prefer giving them as gifts to loved ones. As one of
them said; “With all the materials, it is impossible for me to sell it cheaper. | do not
even sell it at all. | can give them as gifts but never sell it”

Other two producers learnt Lefkara Lace in their childhood. Seller learnt from
her mother, who was from Luricina (Akincilar), and the teacher learnt it from a
neighbour. The seller has mentioned that it has changed a lot and it became easier,
as they have produced it in smaller scales. For the usage in the past both of them
agreed it was more used as bigger scales, as for actually using it in the houses but
now, young generation does not prefer that, they choose using it as trays more.
Both of them said that they have used it in their houses, as both decorations,
like tablecloths, bedcovers and functional objects, like trays. However, due to
its difficulties to take care of, they have removed large amount of them. As they
said, the cotton was different in the past; it had more quality so that it did not get
deformed easily.
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Compared to non-producers’ interviewees, these women think, Lefkara Lace
production will decrease. Young people do not have enough time and patience to
learn and produce. On the other hand, they mentioned the usages will decrease
too.

Figure 7: Woman with Lefkara Lace (Photo taken by author)

Table2: Perceptions of producers

Statement Number of Interviewee who Agree
In the past, it was produced in bigger scales than now 4
Prefer using it in both bigger and smaller scales 2
Due to amount of effort, prefer keeping it as a memory 4
Usage will increase in functional ways 4

Interviews with Senay Ekingen and Aydan Lisaniler

Senay Ekingen learnt Lefkara Lace when she migrated to Luricina in 1964. The other
migrators, from Dali and Bodamya which have been the centre of the Lefkara Lace;
brought Lefkara Lace to Luricina. As she has researched, it is “imprisoned in the
villages” which makes lots of information stay hidden. She mentioned the usage of
it was mainly the big-scaled covers, but she said that only wealthy people had it,
in the past, due to its materials’ prices, the effort and taking care of it. “Lefkara Lace
has always been related to money, it was not seen in every house in the past. Also,
it is made up of linen, which requires good care” she explained (Figure 7).

Every region had its own unique patterns; thus, the traders were asking for
these specific patterns from these different regions, during the migrations. With
this way, it has been protected. Nowadays, she is concerned about the future of
Lefkara Lace. In terms of today’s usages of Lefkara Lace; she only produces and
sells traditional versions, which are mostly bought as formal gifts by locals and by
tourists.

JCS 55



Ezgi Ozyigit

Figure 8: Lefkara Lace Tablecloth (Everett, 2012)

Compared to Senay Ekingen, Aydan Lisaniler has designed modern versions
of Lefkara Lace; as she says “I have started thinking how | can sell my products. |
began to produce things in smaller scales, because the cost is directly related with
the scale, if it is bigger, it costs higher. | was thinking to produce things that can be
affordable. It is important to sell these things to tourists; they carry our culture over
the world. Thus, | produced jewelleries, like necklaces, rings. That is how | started
adapting cultural things into modern versions.” She started designing new versions
two years ago and then, especially the necklaces have spread to all over the island.

As she says, young generation has started to be more interested in new
versions and also in their culture. Now, there are lots of people who are producing
Lefkara Lace almost in every village.“Some of them are only replica of Lefkara Lace,
the fabric is the same and the buyers, who do not know, do not understand the
difference.” In spite of this, she thinks that spreading our culture to the world is
exciting.

Table3: Perceptions of Senay Ekingen and Aydan Lisaniler

Statement Senay Ekingen Aydan Lisaniler
In the past, it was produced in bigger scales than now X X
Prefer using it in both bigger and smaller scales X X
Modernizing is promising X
With accelerated production, it loses quality X
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Observation

Since the starting point was observational, observations continued during the
research. Seven interiors where the interviews took place had been examined and
shown in the following table.

Table4: Observation of different interior decorations

Statement Number of Interiors who Support
Having modern-style interior decoration 7
Using Lefkara Lace as part of interior decoration as covers, curtains, etc. 1
Using Lefkara Lace as small objects, such as trays, coasters, etc. 4
Prefer modern versions of Lefkara Lace 4

Questionnaire

It was done to support the observation generally, as there was no chance to
examine lots of interior decorations in Nicosia. Within thirty-four women, twenty-
four of them knew Lefkara Lace generally from their childhood. Eighteen were
interested but only three were producing it. Twenty of them thought it has been
changed over years, mostly in usage, variety and scales.

Table5: Usages of Lefkara Lace in the past and now

The usage s of Lefkara Lace in Number of interviewees who The usages of Lefkara Lace Number of interviewees who
the past used it now use it

Suite of Furniture 1 Panels 1

Cloths 8 Jewelleries 3

Bedcovers 3 Trays 20

Dowries 4 Coasters 15

Big scale objects, everywhere 10 Souvenir Products 15

in the house

Table6: Frequency of usages of Lefkara Lace in the past and now

The frequency in the past Number of people The frequency now Number of people
Difficult to find 3 Less frequent 15
More frequent 16 More frequent 5

Have vou ever used Lefkara Lace in vour house?

1®
16

YES *NO

- as tray 10
- as wallet

- as tablecloth
- as jewelleries
- as coasters

- modern lifestyle

- are not interested in
- to protect

- expensive

ek D ki
[P

Figure 8: Statistics
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Although sixteen of them mentioned that they use it in their houses, they use
it mostly as trays, not as part of interior decoration.

"

f L ST
Figure 9: Lefkara Lace Tray (Lefkara Corner, N/A)

Data Analysis

Based on the interviews, it is observed that even though Cyprus is a small island;
handcrafts have been regional. Cypriots have had different laces based on their
regions.

Everyone agreed that the usage of the lace was more in bigger scales in the
past. The reasons that it is getting smaller are mainly due to the amount of effort it
needs which increases the cost and the given value making people want to keep
it safe. The modernizing world is another issue, not only about Lefkara Lace but
about all handcrafts.

For some, the new versions are against the nature of the Lefkara Lace, but
they have become very popular, especially for young people. Now, interviewees
are happy about using it in smaller scales, since it provides better market and also
makes the prices lower; which can be a solution on the effect of cost and on lack
of interest.

While producers think the production will decrease, non-producers mainly
think that production of Lefkara Lace will increase but in more functional ways.
Both perceptions have their own advantages and disadvantages; if the production
in traditional ways decrease, the usage will decrease directly because people will
want to keep it safe as a memory from their mothers. However, the given value of
the lace will be higher. If the production in modern ways increases, the usage of the
lace will increase accordingly, which is also a great way of cherishing culture; but it
will definitely lose its value and be ordinary.

According to important names, Senay Ekingen and Aydan Lisaniler, the
production will increase. Ekingen thinks this increase may cause it to lose its quality
and roots while Lisaniler thinks that it can be a great, modern way of using and
presenting Lefkara Lace.
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In terms of perceiving and caring about Lefkara Lace, people value it more than
they did in the past. The given value can be understood by people’s not preferring
to use it with the aim of protecting it. These have caused it to be produced in
smaller scales and decreased the usage as parts of interior decoration.

Figure 10: Lefkara Lace Bag (Lefkara Corner, N/A)
Figure 11: Lefkara Lace Coasters (Lefkara Corner, N/A)
Figure 12: Lefkara Lace Necklace (Blogcu, 2014)

Conclusion

This article has analysed Lefkara Lace in terms of its place in interior decoration from
the past to the present. Since there are no written documents about this subject,
the main aim of the article was to reach examples and stories of the lace; which
was achieved by doing ten interviews with producers, non-producers and Senay
Ekingen and Aydan Lisaniler. These interviews were supported by observations
and questionnaire.

It has been concluded that in the past, it was used in the houses as work in
bigger scales such as covers, curtains, tablecloths. Moreover, due to its high cost
and the high effort used in the production and the extra care necessary to keep it
safe, they were mostly owned by wealthy people to keep it as a memory for next
generations. For these reasons, the usage of it has changed. It has started to be
placed under glass covers in order to protect this special work and the scales are
getting smaller because producers save time and effort. Also, the smaller scales
make the prices lower.

Besides, with globalization, it has been modernized by using different colours
and new usage versions, such as jewelleries and accessories. Despite the arguments
that the modern ways are taking over the traditions; it is shown with this research
that the modern ways encouraged everyone, especially young generations, to use
Lefkara Lace even more. Since our way of living has been changed, Lefkara Lace
may not make a comeback to the interior decoration of the houses; while it can be
predicted that it will be seen a lot as small objects, all around. However, although
modernization has directed Lefkara Lace to another place and due to the gap in the
written documents about Lefkara Lace, it is feared that it may lose its quality and
history in time.
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This paper aims at reassessing the concept of peripherality of the Byzantine
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Dogu Akdeniz'de Ge¢ Antik Cag ile Erken Orta Caglar Arasinda
Bizans izolatif Kentciligi Uzerine Kisa Notlar (Yaklastk 650 -
Yaklasik 800 CE)

Luca Zavagno
Bilkent Universitesi

Ozet

Bu makale, Bizans imparatorlugu Adalar Sistemi icinde periferi ve periferik
alan konseptini yeniden degerlendirmeyi amaclamaktadir. Makalede, Girit,
Sicilya ve Kibris merkezde olmak (izere destekleyici diger érnekler olarak Malta,
Sardunya ve Balear Adalan kullanilacak ve bu adalarin Bizans Akdenizi’'nin
kalbi olarak kabul edilen Anadolu platosu ve Ege Denizi ¢evresinde hem
politik hem de ekonomik acilardan (iglincii bir kutup olarak fonksiyonlari
tartisilacaktir. Bu argiiman Ge¢ Antikcag'dan Erken Ortacag‘a gegis déneminde
Salamis-Constantia (Kibris) ve Gortyn (Girit) sehir merkezlerinin sundugu
arkeolojik kanitlar ve iki merkezin paralel ekonomik ve politik yériingeleri ile
desteklenecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler
Bizans; Akdeniz; Adalar; Arkeoloji; Ortacag
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Brief Notes on the Byzantine Insular Urbanism in the Eastern Mediterranean

Islands have represented a challenge for Byzantine historiography. The biggest
of them, like Crete (Tzougarakis, 1998; Zanini, 2009, 2013), Cyprus (Metcalf, 2009;
Zavagno, 2017), and Sicily (NefPringent, 2006; Molinari, 2013) have attracted a good
deal of attention, although the latter has often been regarded as a sort of black
hole in Byzantine archaeology till few decades ago; the smallest like Malta (Bruno,
2009), or those perceived as too distant from the Constantinopolitan center, like
Sardinia (Corrias, 2012; Cosentino, 2004) or the Balearics (Signes-Codorier, 2005)
have often been neglected.

Indeed, and for the most part we must admit that the islands of Byzantine
Mediterranean have been regarded as mere peripheral additions to the Byzantine
heartland, which in fact Wickham defined as the “uneasy coupling of two wildly
different geographical zones: the Anatolian plateau and the Aegean” (Wickham,
2005: pp. 29-32; also Haldon, 2005; Jeffreys & Haldon & Cormack 2009). In this
light, it comes as no surprise that insular cities are not mentioned in the recent
seminal work of Michael Decker on the Byzantine Dark Ages (Decker, 2016); none
of the five key-studies Decker mentions to explain the fate and development of
Byzantine cities in the seventh-to-ninth century period is located on an island.
This notwithstanding the fact that one of the best excavated and stratigraphically
documented Byzantine cities is Gortyn, the Byzantine capital of the island of Crete.

By glossing over islands, Decker, although unintentionally, embraces the
traditional historiographical approach regards islands simply as marginal to the
political, social and economic changes the Byzantine heartland was experiencing,
from the seventh century until they were recaptured by the gravity of an expanding
Empire in the tenth century (Crete and Cyprus) or were lost forever (Sicily, together
with Sardinia Malta and the Balearics).

Therefore, it seems possible to assert that Byzantine historiography has not
fully moved away from the interpretative framework proposed in the only existing
systematic account on the history of the Byzantine insular world, that is the volume
written by Elizabeth Malamut in 1988 entitled Les lles de I'Empire Byzantine,
Vllleme- Xlleme siecle (Malamut, 1988). This does not imply that islands haven't
attracted the interest of Byzantine archaeologists or historians. Nevertheless,
Byzantine historiography has not yet produced an all-encompassing alternative
to the only existing systematic account on the history of the Byzantine insular
world, that is the volume written by Malamut. In her book -as Zanini commented-
we are presented with a refined concept of insularity as Malamut writes from a
“Braudelian”standpoint. For the Byzantines anisland was defined by the intercourse
between the land and the sea:“for the former the sea isimportant but nevertheless
accessory, for the latter it is essential and more so if the island is small and far from
the continent” (Zanini, 2013b: 3). In particular Malamut distinguishes between the
Western and Eastern Mediterranean basin where islands are too pulverized and
close to the continent to have any real political or economic role in the historical
trajectories of the Constantinopolitan empire. Cyprus and Crete, however, remained
the exception to this rule owing to their strategic relevance along the frontier with
the Muslim world (Malamut, 1988: 32-55).

As Malamut, indeed, focuses on the two biggest islands of the Eastern
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Mediterranean, she also examines the trajectories of the Cretan and Cypriot cities,
although her interpretation remained caught in the traditional historiographical
debate framed within the opposition between ‘continuists’ and ‘discontinuists’
(Curta, 2016; Zavagno, 2009: 1-30). The former convinced that the Classical
city survived physically; that, while they may have shrunk and often have been
confined to their citadels as a result of constant enemy harassment, they
nevertheless retained their role as centers of commercial activity, petty commodity
production and administration. The latter, instead, argued for a total collapse of the
antique urban organization. This opinion shared by Malamut herself for —although
recognizing that some insular cities retained an important role as seat of Christian
bishoprics- she clearly stated that in Crete and Cyprus urban fabric, social structure
and economic importance were similar to those of rural fortified villages.

Of course, one should admit that Malamut had simply not enough archaeology
at her disposal to propose a more refined picture of Byzantine urbanism on
what after all were regarded as liminal and peripheral territories of the empire
(Cosentino, 2013). Islands, as Bulgarella hastily concluded, were indeed part of
the Byzantine perceived or imaginary space as well of their daily life; nevertheless,
they were at most lands of exile or outposts along the frontier with the Muslim
world (Bulgarella, 2012: 35- 39). They remained essential to the connectivity of the
Empire as they dotted the most important shipping and maritime routes across the
Mediterranean but they revealed in the literary and documentary sources mainly
if not entirely as military bulwarks, hosting harbors or bases for the Byzantine fleet
patrolling a sort of “liquid” continuation of the Anatolian Arab-Byzantine frontier
crisscrossing the Taurus and anti-Taurus mountains (Lounghis, 2010; Eger, 2015).
In this interpretative framework, cities did not inhabit the insular geographical
space anymore. At best they moved away from the coasts (like Salamis-Constantia
or Paphos in Cyprus or in Sicily) or they simply turned into depopulated fortified
settlement governed by military authorities and the local clergy with the bishop or
archbishop at its head.

Against this backdrop, the purpose of this paper will be to approach the
structural and morphological changes experienced in the urban settlements
as seen in an archaeologically comparative perspective -that is including areas
beyond the realm of Constantinopolitan rule by benefitting from the results of
the archaeological surveys and excavations conducted on different islands since
Malamut conducted her research. In particular, the concepts of spaces and the
spatial practices will be tackled as they emerged in the passage between Late
Antiquity and the early Middle ages, having in mind the parallel development of
the human, social, economic and cultural structures (Zanini, 2017: 131-7). Indeed,
as Veikou states:“both texts and archaeology reveal specific Byzantine strategies for
the construction of settled spaces, ranging from the selection of location based on
practical or symbolic concerns to the architecture and decoration of the buildings”
(Veikou, 2017: 146). Reconciling literary and documentary sources with material
culture and archaeology is not the only reason why we should embrace and assess
the forms and ideas of “spatialities” in transitional period such as the one under
scrutiny here. A further implication of this choice is indeed to try and intercept
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the trajectories and dynamics of urban changes by using the Lefebrian category
of “lived space” which is essential to reconstruct human spatial practices (Veikou,
2017: 146). Every process stems from a tripartite dialectic “between everyday
spatial practices (which can be perceived), representations of space or theories of
space (which can be conceived) and spatial representations which are the spatial
imaginary of the time (and cannot be anything but lived)” (Veikou, 2017: 148).
Therefore, like any society, Byzantium cannot be fully grasped if not as collection
of people and object in space: a social body creating its own spatial practices and
forging and owning its own space.

It is important to consider that the material culture and archaeology are part
of the perceived space whereas literary sources show us the conceived space we
remain in the dark when it comes to lived space and spatial experiences particularly
in urban contexts. Therefore, one cannot but recognize that we can outbid the
invisibility of the urban population and, in particular, its elites by embracing an
“archaeology of people and their everyday life instead of an archaeology of
monuments” (Horden-Purcell, 2000: 88-122). In this light, it will be possible to
pair phenomena like the encroachment of colonnaded streets or public spaces
by residential (or commercial) structures with the less obvious but nevertheless
essential role played by the infrastructures related to the supply water (and
bread) (Giorgi, 2017). As Zanini indeed asserts, following the flow of urban waters
(aqueducts, fountains and pipelines) is a formidable tool to understand how the
way urban spaces were structured and organized; investigating the traces of bread
production instead helps us to fathom the ways in which those spaces functioned
on daily basis (Zanini, 2015: 373).

All the above mentioned issues will be addressed by proposing a comparative
overview including two “cities on islands” (Gortyn in Crete and Salamis-Constantia
in Cyprus), and one located at the very heart of the Byzantine Anatolian plateau
(Amorium) using a few examples (like Scythopolis, Bosra and Jerash) located
in Muslim Syria-Palestine as they provide a comparative backdrop. Indeed, one
should admit that “most of the understanding comes from getting a sense of
difference, from testing one’s explanatory assertions against parallel situations
with different results, or different situations with the same result” (Wickham,
2016: 16). More important, these cities have been singled out because they have
been well excavated and therefore, they could help to better address differences,
categories and problems as they emerge in the archaeological record (Quiroga,
2016). Part of this paper will be therefore structured around the identification of
functional spaces of life and work as they will allow me to propose an overview of
the changing socio-economic conditions of urban life as well as to identify the role
played by urban-oriented elites. They should indeed be regarded as the engine
of economic demand, and to better understand the resilience or maintenance of
certain buildings and public areas as centers of religious and/or secular urban life.

There are obviously some immediate problems or better possible objections-
arising from this selection of urban sites. The first stems from their geographical
location. Gortyn and Salamis-Constantia are indeed coastal sites and located on
islands, which in the seventh-to-early ninth century seem to have remained an
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economic (and urban) space relatively more developed than the Balkans or Asia
Minor (Cosentino, 2013). And this seems to remain partially true even in areas of
the Byzantine empire (like the Anatolian plateau) where the gap between the
material culture of the Late Antiquity and that of the Middle Ages was regarded as
unbridgeable. One could think here for instance of Amorium where archaeological
excavations suggest a variety of trends which included adaptation, renovation
and dismantling of buildings, extensive reuse of spolia as well as occupation of
part of the urban fabric by artisanal and commercial activities which seemed to
have included local potters (Decker, 2016: 91-98; Ivison, 2008: 54-5; Lightfoot,
2007; Lightfoot-Lightfoot, 2007). Indeed, here | do not dispute the fact that the
Mediterranean became more fragmented in economic terms as regional and sub-
regional productive and distributive networks replaced the Roman fiscal unity
(Wickham, 2005: 693-824); also | do not ignore that Byzantine cities evolved by
reflecting a “greater diversity on a regional basis [as] markedly different in their
monumental scenery and every-day life places”. | would however be more cautious
when it comes to a generalized picture of complete lack of urban vitality resulting
from the dismantling of urban monumental building (Quiroga, 2016: 92). Quiroga
and Zanini have recently stressed that more rigorous methodologies in recording
archaeological data and extensive use of stratigraphic methods help to identify and
define complex varieties of urban occupation forms. Indeed, urban configurations
may be only partially related to the geographical positioning (coastal-insular vs.
inland) or their role along the frontier ((Quiroga, 2016; Zanini, 2016).

As | will return to the latter point in few moments, | want to move now to a
second possible objection which has to do with the peculiar political, administrative
and religious nature of the abovementioned cities. Here, | should admit that |
will focus on the seat of the strategos of the Anatolikon theme and two insular
capitals (although never elevated to the rank of theme as ruled by archontes, a
title conferred to the members of local aristocratic families acting as governmental
representatives on other Byzantine islands like Sardinia, the Balearics, and Malta)
(Lilie, 2005; Ahrweiler, 1966: 48). In fact, Amorium, Gortyn and Salamis-Constantia
may be regarded as exceptional for —as Haldon concludes- they survived because
they fulfill a function as administrative base for the State and its military apparatus
or as integral to the Church institution (and even as pilgrimage centers) (Brubaker
& Haldon, 2011: 504-5). However, they look less so if compared with contemporary
cities of Syria and Palestine (like Jerash or Scythopolis) where —as Avni has recently
pointed out- a different economic system from the Byzantine one led commerce
and industry to become a key factor in urban economy and brought about a more
liberal approach to planning and spatial development within cities (Avni, 2011:
327). Similarly, in both Amorium as well as Salamis-Constantia and Gortyn the
urban space was restructured in order to accommodate the installation of artisanal
or commercial infrastructure. As it will be seen, these turned into foci of residential
quarters blurring the separation between public and private and witnessing to
the development of less monumental urban landscape with the concentration of
different functions in same areas (Avni, 2011: 328).

In light of this comparison, a third objection to my choice of cities may be
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proposed; this has to do with the positioning of the abovementioned urban sites
along the frontier of the Byzantine Empire (or —as Lounghis has proposed- along its
maritime continuation) (Lounghis, 2010). On the one hand, urban archaeology, rural
surveys, a more punctual and comparative analysis of pottery and coins have led to
conclude thatislands possibly acted as a third political and economic pole between
the Anatolian plateau and the Aegean Sea in the Byzantine Mediterranean, rather
than as a marginal area at the border of two conflicting polities (the Byzantine
Empire and the Islamic Caliphate) (Zanini & Pergola & Michaeilides, 2013). On the
other hand, in Amorium, thirty-years of urban archaeology have showed that the
city was more than a simply military bulwark where religious and administrative
authorities hastily sheltered behind walls in the face of the raids conducted
by the Arabs across the frontier. If it is clear that the military acted as a stimulus
for the local economy and it established a secure and fortified presence on the
so-called Upper City, it can hardly be stated that “the Byzantine high command
withdrew from the site completely to seek a more defensible location” (Lightfoot,
1998: 65). Indeed, a large bathhouse complex (in use until early ninth century), the
abovementioned artisanal installations (with two different phases of occupation),
evidence of locally-made pottery and the presence of at least four churches (one
of which —the Lower city church- was continuously frequented until the Arab sack
of the city in 838 CE.) all encased by an extensive set of walls (the so-called Lower
City walls) may serve as a model for the development of other Byzantine cities in
Anatolia like Ankara, Ephesos or Amastris (Lightfoot, 1998: 65).

Having addressed some possible objections, from here onwards | confront
some of the connections between these sites with the questions | have previously
sketched in mind (Lightfoot, 1998: 65). The first is methodological but it frames
some of the answers | am proposing here; | am referring to the role of coins, seals
and above all pottery as essential tools in interpreting the dynamics of changes of
social and economic urban fabric and the process of spatial transformation. Indeed,
one should admit that continuous levels of wealth could stem from and expressed
within a different lifestyle on the part of the local inhabitants and, in particular,
urban elites (Walmsley, 2010: 39-40). The resilience of urban socio-economic fabric
is particularly evident in early Islamic Syria and Palestine but can be documented
in at least some Byzantine cities as well. One could think here of the recent
identification of different types of locally-produced pottery for —as Vroom has
proposed- we should move beyond a simple quantitative assessment to embrace
a more qualitative analytical approach of local ceramic production (Vroom, 2012:
343). Being those globular amphorae, painted common-wares (like those found in
Gortyn and other areas of the Mediterranean including Cyprus, Syria and Jordan)
or imitations of metal originals (like in the case of Amorium), the diffuse presence
and commercialization at regional level of locally made pottery should pair with
evidence of a monetized urban economy and diffuse presence of lead seals of local
and Constantinopolitan authorities (Vroom, 2012: 343). This should point to the
resilience of local elites —both secular and ecclesiastic- which contributed to the
maintenance of good level of local demand and engineered different concept of
managing the urban landscape; in other words, through material culture we could
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give archaeological visibility to the multiform power of new urban elites, the so-
called potentiores. These have been defined as a new-macro class made of civic,
military and religious authorities and characterized essentially by the ownership
of locally entrenched social and economic power mainly based on extra-urban
landed properties (Zanini, 2007: 27; 2017: 137-9). The importance of the potentiores
as main socio-political and economic urban actors allows me to stress a second
connection.

These elites remained (at least partially) urban-oriented. They acted as the
engine of urban economic resilience and the activity of urban population who
lived and worked in a smaller and more fragmented, although economically
lively, urban housing units (Zanini, 2017: 138). These units have been discovered
in Gortyn and Salamis-Constantia. In the Cretan capital, artisanal workshops and
commercial activities (the so-called Byzantine houses complex) encroached on a
Justinian public building close to the former Pretorium bringing about a deliberate
re-organization and privatization of former public spaces (Zavagno, 2009:61-94;
Zanini, 2013). Further evidence of late seventh-early eighth century industrial
activity has been also documented both by the large restoration of the local
church of Saint Titos and kilns of ceramics and tiles also producing local painted
wares (Curta, 2015: 96). Indeed, we can shed light on a similar trend in Cyprus for
in Salamis-Constantia some late seventh/early eighth century artisanal workshops
encroached on the so-called ‘Huilerie’ complex, a former urban Roman villa. Local
kilns have not been documented, but Vroom and Armstrong have shown that there
is clear evidence of production of domestic wares from 650 onwards on the island
(Vroom, 2003: 53; Armstrong, 2006). A typical Cypriot product was the thin-walled,
wheel ridged cooking pot made possibly at Dhiorios along the northern-western
coast of the island (Catling & Dikigoropoulos, 1970). In both cases these structures
bear striking resemblance with those excavated in Syria-Palestine- at Pella and
Scythopolis- and they often became agglutinative reference points of the urban
“lived space” (Avni, 2011; Walmlsey, 2007).

Even when walled-enceintes were built they did not always and simply
cut off a large part of the classic landscape but seemed instead to have been
carefully and deliberately planned to retain part of the ancient street-grid. Curta
has indeed convincingly argued that the continuity of the classic street plan is
indeed a practice evident in both, Jerash (where a congregational mosque was
accommodated in the Byzantine city center and adjusted to its main arteries) and
Pella in Syria-Palestine as well as in Naples, Cherson, Amorium and Gortyn (Curta,
2015).In Gortyn for instance one can notice that a portion of the city (the Acropolis)
was enclosed by a new set of walls in the mid-seventh century and experienced
widespread building activity with a military and administrative penchant. Similarly,
in the case of Salamis-Constantia a monumental gate recently discovered at the
former intersection of the Roman Cardo and Decumanus allows us to reassess
the role and function of the fortifications which endowed the capital of the island
as well as other Cypriot urban centers, in particular the coastal ones, de facto
countermanding the traditional narrative which speak of their abandonment in
the face of the Arabs (Oztaner, 2007).
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Indeed, on the one hand, one can realize how the walls were not hastily built
but rather carefully planned and erected in order to accommodate part of the pre-
existing network of roads (in particular, maintaining the function of the Decumanus
as main thoroughfare leading to the harbor); on the other hand, the punctual
analysis of building techniques and composition of masonry has led Stewart to
conclude that the erection of the city walls was contemporary to the rebuilding
of the Basilica of Saint Epiphanios as both were erected in the last quarter of the
seventh century (Stewart, 2008: 73). As | will return to the importance of the Basilica
both as pilgrimage center and as seat of the Cypriot archbishopric, it is important to
stress here that -like for instance in the case of Amastris on the Black Sea coast- the
construction of walls should not be regarded as tantamount to the militarization of
urban life (Zavagno, 2012). This is not to state that coastal sites did not suffer from
the raids (conclusive evidence has dated the fortifications of cities like Amathos
and Paphos to the mid to-late seventh century) or to doubt the very fact that the
entire island of Cyprus acquired a new military and strategic importance in face of
the Arab incursions as reflected by the distribution pattern of copper coins found
on the island; but rather to avoid the conclusion that both urban fabric and social
structures were heavily militarized or reduced, and therefore limited to the intra-
moenia area (Zavagno, 2017: 113- 154).

A third connection comes to mind as | am trying to address the relationship
between the partial maintenance of urban fabric, spaces and planning, and/or
socio-economic vitalities of their religious and secular elites as indicators of the
presence of daily-life activities. This refers to the too-often neglected role and
presence within urban landscape of the structures meant to satisfy one of the most
basic needs of urban population: water. It is indeed possible to weave its structural
elements (mainly aqueducts) into the city regarded as a “complex organism [...] a
place built on relationships: between humans and space, monuments and men,
between men and necessity, between men and other men” (Giorgi, 2017: 7) The
importance of aqueducts and their structures as indicators of population levels,
density and occupation of urban landscape and the political status and power of
new “powerful” individuals presiding over the management and location of the
distributive outlets have been proposed for Gortyn. This led to an analysis of the
ecological and economic significance of the availability of water in relation not only
to the city (and the artisanal and commercial spaces encroaching onto its former
public areas) but also to its agricultural hinterland.

Tracing the archaeological signs of water as innervating the urban body is also
possible in other regions within and outside the Byzantine empire: in Amorium,
for instance, no aqueduct was built; nevertheless, the city and its sixth-century
bathhouse as well as the artisanal and commercial installations around it relied on
the abundant groundwater and cistern supply:“it seems highly probable that [part
of the bathhouse] and its various rooms retained their original function until mid-
ninth century” (Lightfoot-Lightfoot, 2007: 133). This evidence pairs well with a type
of settlement pattern which seemed not entirely concentrated on the Upper city
as showed by the continuous frequentation of the so-called Lower city church and
its baptistery. In Hierapolis, although the complex public water supply broke down,
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drinking water points located along the surviving road-system and a series of open
water channels continued to supply the local population and, in all evidence,
supported a level of artisanal vitality as pointed out both by stone cutting activity
and locally-made glass and metal-work objects (Arthur, 2006: 48-50; 64-5; 159).
Finally, in Bosra, outside the Constantinopolitan rule, the water supply systems
were repaired and maintained well into the eighth century and even new pipes
were built (Braemer & al., 2009).

The archaeology of water (like the one of bread for which however we
have even less evidence) also allows us to sketch an image of the seventh and
eighth century urban landscape and social fabric. Indeed, in Gortyn and Salamis-
Constantia the transformation of the water-supply system reveals in a set of cisterns
dotting the urban-landscape and partially replacing the sixth-century aqueduct.
Water was collected, stored and redistributed within single parceled properties,
providing us with an image of a city of islands where urban communities relied less
on the Roman and Byzantine monumental structures or infrastructural networks
as water availability was more localized and/or privatized (Giorgi, 2017: 95-110).
Although fragmented, this urban landscape adapted prior buildings to new socio-
political and ideological contexts and retained a less dense but nevertheless
coherent spatial fabric for multifaceted foci of settlements co-existed along diverse
functional lines (Quiroga, 2016: 93). As transitional “lived spaces” may be regarded
as “swimming” into the former classical landscape, they could also be interpreted
as reflecting the abovementioned changing facies of the urban ruling-class with
religious, administrative and military functions. So, we could see religious, bishopric
and pilgrimage centers retaining their vitality as revolving around important
Christian monuments like the Basilica of Saint Epiphanios in Salamis-Constantia,
the Lower Church in Amorium and the Church of Hagios Titos in Gortyn; these
paired with areas (walled or not) lodging administrative and fiscal functions as
well as military officials, artisanal and commercial installations encroaching onto or
squatting into former public spaces and including residential quarters. In this light,
the continuous existence of structures built to supply the local population with
water constituted one of the most important indicators of the resilience of urban
organizational structure in the transitional period. It is indeed interesting to realize
that the changing facies of Byzantine cities in the passage from Late Antiquity to
the early Middle Ages might after all be reflected in water.
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Kuzey Kibnis Tiirk Cumhuriyetinin Hidrografik Yapisi, Su
Sorunu ve (oziim Onerileri

Celal 9enol*
Marmara Universitesi

Ozet

Binlerce yillik tarihiyle Dogu Akdeniz'in kalbinde bulunan Kibris adasi stratejik
ve jeopolitik agidan olduk¢a 6nemlidir. Ada uzun yillar Anadolu, Kuzey Afrika ve
Ortadogu’ya hakim olmak isteyen devletler tarafindan dnemsenmis ve ugruna
savaslar yapilmistir. Diinya siyaseti (izerinde etkisi glintimiizde de devam
eden adanin idari sinirlari 1974 Kibris Banis Harekati sonrasinda ¢izilmistir.
Adanin kuzeyinde Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti (KKTC), glineyinde Giiney
Kibris Rum Yoénetimi (GKRY) bulunmaktadir. Binlerce niifusun yasadigi bu
adanin gliniimiizde temel ge¢cim kaynagini tarim, turizm ve egitim sektérleri
olusturmaktadir. Ada genelinde Akdeniz iklimi hakimdir. Yazlarin kurak, kiglarin
ihk gectigi adada yagis azligi yeristii su kaynaklarini oldukga sinirlandirmustir.
Yeriistii su kaynaklarinin kisitll oldugu ada genelinde daha ¢ok yeralti su
kaynaklari kullaniimaktadir. icme-kullanma ve tannmda yogun olarak kullanilan
bu su kaynaklari zamanla azalmaya baslamistir. Ozellikle KKTCde yeralti
suyunun asiri kullanilmasi sonucu tuzlanma meydana gelmistir. Kuzey Kibris'ta
yasanan su sorununu ¢6zmek icin yillarca Tiirkiyeden adaya su getirilmistir.
Ancak zamanla bu tasimanin slirdlirlilebilir bir ¢oziim olmadigi anlasilmistir.
Yeni bir proje olarak suyun adaya tasinmasi yerine, akmasi planlanmistir. 2016
yilinda hizmete acilan bu proje dogrultusunda Tiirkiyeden borularla adaya
su tasinmaya baslanmistir. Bu c¢alismada KKTC'nin hidrografik &zellikleri,
suyun kullanimi ve su sorunu aciklanarak bu soruna ¢éziim yollari tiretilmeye
cahsilmistir.
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The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus Hydrographic
Structure, Water Problem and Solution Suggestions

Celal Senol
Marmara University

Abstract

The Island of Cyprus, located in the heart of the Mediterranean with its
thousands of years of history is very important strategically and geopolitically.
The island was cared for by the states that wanted to dominate Anatolia, North
Africa and the Middle East for many years and wars were fought for its sake. The
administrative borders of the island, whose influence on world politics continues
today, were drawn after the 1974 Cyprus Peace Operation. The northern part of
the island is the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) and the Southern
Greek Cyprus Administration (SGCA). The main livelihood of this island, where
thousands of people live, is the agriculture, tourism and education sectors.
Mediterranean climate prevails throughout the island. There is not much rainfall
on the island, where summers are dry and winters are warm. This condition has
limited surface water resources. Underground water resources are mostly used
throughout the island where surface water resources are limited. These water
resources, which are used intensively in drinking and using and agriculture,
have started to decrease over time. Especially in TRNC salting has occurred
as a result of excessive use of groundwater. Water is moved to the island from
Turkey for many years to solve the water problems in the TRNC. However, it has
been understood in time that this transportation is not a sustainable solution.
As a new project, water is planned to flow instead of moving to the island. In
line with this project opened in 2016, the candidate with the pipe transporting
water from Turkey was begun. In this study, the hydrographic features of the
TRNCG, the use of water and the water problem are explained and solutions are
tried to be produced for this problem.

Keywords
Cyprus; TRNC; Water; Aquifer; Agriculture; Water Supply Project
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Giris

Akdeniz'in dogusunda 34°33' ve 35042’ kuzey enlemleri ve 32°16' ve 34°36' dogu
boylamlari (KKTC MEB, 2017) arasinda bulunan Kibris, Akdeniz'in en biyiik Gg¢linci
adasidir. italya’ya bagh Sicilya (25.460 km2) ve Sardunya'dan (24.090 km2) sonra
en buyuk yiz 6lcimine sahip Kibris adasi 9.251 km2) kuzeyde Turkiye'ye 70 km,
doguda Suriye'nin Lazkiye kiyilarina 103 km, glineyde Nil Deltas’'na (Dimyat) 350
km, batida ise Girit'e 545 km uzakliktadir.

Kibris'in toplam ylz 6lcimi 9.251 km2'dir. Oldukca blyiik olan adanin
kuzeybatisindan glineydogusuna kabaca cizilecek cizginin kuzey ve kuzey
dogusunda Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti (KKTC), gliney ve glineybatisinda Gliney
Kibris Rum Yonetimi (GKRY) bulunmaktadir. KKTC 3.355 km?2 yiiz 6l¢limiyle adanin
% 36.22'sine GKRY 5.797 km2 yiiz 6l¢limiyle adanin % 62.66'sina sahiptir. Ayrica
adanin 99 km2'sine karsilik gelen % 1.07'sinde ingiliz askeri bulunmaktadir (Kliot
ve Mansfield, 1997: 495-496, Koday, 1998: 262, Gazioglu, 2002: 516, Tirkman ve
Elkiran, 2008: 425, Gézeng vd, 2006: 152).

Kibris adasi cografi konumu itibariyle sahip oldugu stratejik 6neminden
Akdeniz, Ortadogu, Kuzey Afrika, Anadolu, Balkanlar ve Gliney Avrupa'yi icine alan
genis bir daireyi kontrol altinda tutabilmesinden dolay! ylzyillarca vazgecilmez
olmustur. Giineyde Siiveys Kanali, kuzeyde Canakkale ve batisinda uzak da olsa
Cebelitarik Bogazini her anlamda kontrol edebilen bir konuma sahiptir. Ayrica son
zamanlarda yapilan petrol ve dogalgaz sondajlari adanin konumunun stratejik
acidan ne kadar 6nemli oldugunu gostermektedir. Turkiye'ye olan yakinliginin
yaninda 1974 yili Kibris Barig Harekati sonrasinda kurulan KKTC'nin varligi Tirkiye
icin blyuk bir 5Sneme sahiptir.

Bu calismanin temel amaci, KKTC'nin sahip oldugu mevcut su kaynaklari ile
Turkiye'den tasinan suyun sosyal, beseri ve ekonomik hayata katkisinin ortaya
konulmasidir. Bu dogrultuda 6ncelikle mevcut su potansiyeli ile bunlarin kullanim
alanlan Uzerinde durulmus, daha sonra Turkiye'den tasinan suyun saglayacagi
kolayliklar ve yasanan su sorununun ¢éziimiine yaptigi katki ortaya konulmustur.
Denizasiri getirilen suya deginilerek bu suyun KKTC'nin gelecegi acisindan (Tarim,
Turizm, Sanayi, Egitim, Sosyal Hayat) 6nemi ortaya konmaya calisiimustir.

Calisma kapsaminda ilk 6dnce Kibris adasinin genel o6zellikleri ve stratejik
onemine deginilmistir. Daha sonra calisma alani icerisinde bulunan KKTC'nin
jeomorfolojik, bitki, iklim ve hidrografik 6zellikleri ortaya konulmustur. Arastirmanin
kapsami icinde son olarak ise KKTC i¢in suyun 6nemi ve kullanim alanlan ile
Turkiye'den tasinacak suyun ada icin 6nemine deginilmistir.

istenilen amaca ulasabilmek icin sahaya ait sayisal yiikselti modeli verilerinden
yapilan analizlerle akarsular, USGS'den elde edilen, farkli yillarin Landsat uydu
goruntdleri ile glincel Google Earth goriintilerinden goéller ve yerlesmeler
belirlenmistir. Ayrica bu calismada Open Street Map verilerinden de yararlanilmistir.
Konunun daha iyi anlasilabilmesi icin akarsu, gol ve yeralti sularinin bulundugu
yerleri gosteren haritalar olusturulmustur. Haritalarin yapiminda Cografi Bilgi
Sistemleri ve Uzaktan Algilama programlarindan ArcGlIS 10.7 kullanilmistir (Senol,
2019a: 441; Garipagaoglu, vd., 2015:50; Senol, 2019b: 13).
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KKTC’nin Jeomorfolojik Ozellikleri

KKTC'nin yerylzi sekilleri Anadolu yarimadasinin giineyinde uzanan Toros
sistemiyle baglantili oldugu icin ikisini birlikte anlatmak mimkindir. Tlrkiye'nin
glineyinde uzanan Toros Daglar’'nin devami olan Dis Toroslarin bir kismi Kibris'
olusturmaktadir (Alagoz, 1958: 2, Giirsoy, 2002: 371). Kabaca ortasi cukur, kuzey ve
glineyi daglik bir sekilde olan adanin kuzeyinde Anadolu kiyilarina paralel uzanan
Besgparmak Daglar, glineyinde Trodos (Karlidag) Dagi uzanmaktadir. Bu iki dag
arasinda ortada Guzelyurt (Omorfo) Ovasi ve Mesarya Ovasi (Mesarya Cukuru)
bulunmaktadir (Melamid, 1956: 357-374, Girsoy, 2002: 371, Girsoy, 1962: 171-
183, Koday, 1995: 20-21). Ada jeolojik agidan ise farkli stratigrafilerin bulundugu
bir sahada yer almaktadir. KKTC'nin kuzeyinde bulunan ve dogu-bati istikametinde
uzanan Besparmak Daglari ve yakin cevresi Jura-Ust Kretase ile Oligo-Miyosen yas
araliginda agirlikli olarak kirectaslarindan olusmaktadir. Bu dag sirasinin glineyinde
bulunan Mesarya Ovasi'nda ise Pliyosen-Kuvaterner kayaclar gorilmektedir.
Merkezi ovanin giineyinde bir anda yiikselen Trodos (Karlidag) Dagi izerinde ve
yakin cevresinde masifler goze carpmaktadir. Triyas-Ust Kretase yas araliginda olan
bu sahanin kayaclari magmatik, vokano-sedimenter, pliitonik, jips yataklari ve lav
bresleri gibi farkh tiirde yapidan olusan kayaclardan miitesekkildir (Dixey, 1972: 3,
Ketin, 1987: 210-225, Nejdet, 2002: 43-44, Kapluhan, 2002: 8-28, Gézeng vd, 2006:
152, Kutoglu, 2010:8-21, Oztiirk, 2013: 33-34).

KKTC’nin Bitki Ortiisii

iklim etkisinden dolay1 Akdeniz bolgesi florasi yaygin olarak goriilmektedir. Kuzey
ve glineyde uzanan Besparmak Daglan ve Karlidag bitki 6rtlisii Gzerinde bazi
degisiklikleri beraberinde getirmektedir. Kuzeyde bulunan Besparmak Daglarinin
kuzey, Karlidag'in bati-kuzeybati yamaclari nemli hava kutlesinin etkisinde
bulunmaktadir. Dolayisiyla bu sahalar diger kesimlere gore oldukca gir ve sik
bitki ortlstine sahiptir. Adada nemli bolgeler oldugu kadar kurak kesimler de
bulunmaktadir. Bu dag sistemi kuzey, kuzeybati ve bati yoniinden yagdisin gelmesini
engellemesinden dolayi Mesarya Ovasi'nda siddetli kurakligin yasanmasina
neden olmaktadir (Koday, 1995: 25, Koday, 1998: 263). Bu iklim sartlarina bagl
olarak KKTC'nin bitki ortlisi sekillenmistir. Adanin bitki 6rtlisi tir bakimindan
zengindir. Sahip oldugu bitki tirleri Turkiye'nin Akdeniz boélgesinin denize bakan
yamaclarindakilerle ortiismektedir. Ancak zaman icinde meydana gelen beseri
midahaleler bitki 6rtiistintin gériinisiinde birtakim degisikliklere neden olmustur.
Adanin kuzeyindeki Besparmak Daglari ile glineyindeki Karlidag'in etkisiyle sahada
temel olarak U farkli bitki 6rttist (maki, orman, step) dagilis gostermistir.

Makilere adada hemen her yerde rastlamak miimkiindiir. Ancak KKTC'de en
yaygin olarak kuzeyde Besparmak Daglarinin kuzey yamaclarinda goértlmektedir.
Agirhkh olarak 400 m yikseltiye kadar gorilen makiler, seyrek halde daha
yukarilarda da gorilmektedir. Dagin gliney yamaci ise iklim faktoriinden dolayi
maki tiirleri yoniinden daha fakirdir. Ada genelinde en yaygin maki tirleri zeytin,
keciboynuzu, sandal, mersin, menengi¢ ve zakkumdur. Kuzey Kibris'ta ormanlar
yogun olarak Besparmak Daglar ve Karpaz yarimadasinda gortlmektedir. Akdeniz
ikliminin etkisinden dolayi daha c¢ok kuru orman formundadir. Dagin kuzey
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yamacinin gliineyinden daha nemli olmasindan dolayi giineyde daha ¢ok kurakgil
turler (kizilcam, mese, keciboynuzu, zeytin, menengic), kuzey yamaclarda nemcil
turler yaygindir. Bu tiirlerin basinda ise daha ¢ok servi agacini gérmek mimkundir.
Ancak bu agac, merkezi cukurlukta da (Mesarya Ovasi) yaygin olarak bulunmaktadir.
Bunun disinda kuzey yamacta kizilgam, mese, ardig, sandal, mese, sakiz agaci ve
mersin turleri goérilmektedir. Kuzey ve glineyden daglik sahalarla cevrili olan ovanin
yagdis agisindan oldukga yetersiz olmasi bitki 6rtlisinin gelisimini engellemistir
(Alagdz, 1958: 5, Koday, 1998: 263-269). Bu duz alanlar eskiden sik ormanlarin
oldugu yerlerdi. Ancak bu sahalar ormanlarin maden isletmesi, gemi yapimi ve
yakacak icin kesilmesi, yanginlar ve hayvan otlatma gibi nedenlerden dolayi genis
tarim alanlari olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir (Glirsoy, 2002: 371, Thirgood, 1987:571-
572).

KKTC'nin iklim Ozellikleri

KKTC'nin iklim ozellikleri tipik bir Akdeniz iklimini yansitmaktadir. Akdeniz
havzasinda bulunmasindan dolayi iklim siniflandirmasina gore “yari kurak” iklim
kusaginda bulunur, yazlar sicak ve kurak, kislar ise ilik ve az yagish ge¢gmektedir.
KKTC'de yillik ortalama hava sicakhgi 18-19°C civarindadir. Yl icerisinde en sicak ay
Temmuz, en soduk ay ise Ocak'tir. Guinluk sicaklik degisimi en sicak ayda (golgede)
37°C-40°C, en soguk ayda 9°C-12°C arasinda gerceklesmektedir. En soguk ayda
ozellikle geceleri,adaninickesimindekiovatabanindasicaklikeksidegerlerediiserek
don olayl meydana gelebilmektedir. Adada yadislar daha ¢ok Ekim-Mart aylari
arasinda gerceklesmekle birlikte en fazla yagis Aralik ayinda diismektedir. Yagisin
en az oldugu aylar ise Temmuz ve Agustos’tur (Tuncdilek, 1980:182, Makhzoumi,
1997:115-116, KKTC Meteoroloji Dairesi, 2019, Glinyakti ve Akintug, 2009: 291-292,
Kutoglu, 2010: 39-74, Kapluhan, 2002: 30-33, Hardling vd. 2009: 71-77). (Bakiniz:
Harita: 1). KKTC'de genel olarak birbirine yakin iklim 6zellikleri gériilmesine ragmen
kiyr ve i¢ kesimler arasinda belirgin farkhliklar bulunmaktadir. Bu durum kuzeyde
dogu-bati dogrultulu uzanan Besparmak Daglarindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Ulkenin
kuzeyi ile glineyi arasinda hissedilen sicaklik ve yagis kosullarinin baslica nedeni bu
daglk sahadir (Gonencgil ve Cavus, 2006:10).

KKTC'deyarikurakiklim sartlarininhakim olmasiyadislar Gizerinde dnemlietkiye
sahiptir. Yillik ortalama yagis miktari 350-400 mm arasinda seyretmekle birlikte yere
ve zamana gore degiskenlik gostermektedir. Yillik ortalama yagis KKTC'nin merkezi
kesiminde (Mesarya Ovasi) 300 mm, Karpaz Yarimadasi ve Besparmak Daglarinin
bulundugu sahada 450-500 mm civarindadir. Yil icerisinde KKTC'de toplam 66
glin yagish gecmektedir. Bir yillik zamana kiyaslandiginda yadisl gecen gtinlerin
olduk¢a az oldugu dikkati cekmektedir. Sicakligin yil boyu ¢ok ytiksek olmasina
paralel olarak buharlasma da artmaktadir. Dolayisiyla ada genelinde buharlasma
Temmuz-Adustos aylarindafazla, Ocak-Subat aylarinda az olarak gerceklesmektedir.
Yil icerisinde diisen yagisin blyik bir kismi (%80) buharlasmaktadir. Uzun yillar
ortalamasina gore iklimde yasanan degisimle yagis miktari %40 oraninda azalma
goOstermistir. Bu durum ise akarsular, goletler ve barajlarin sularinin %20-%60
arasinda azalmasina neden olmustur. Akdeniz ikliminin gorildigi yerlerde
oldugu gibi KKTC'de de akarsularin sureklilik gostermemesi ve barajlarin doluluk
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oranlarinin oldukg¢a diismesi bu durumu yansitmaktadir (Alagéz, 1958: 4; Gozeng
vd, 2006: 154; Abi, 2006: 48-53; Glinyakti ve Akintug, 2009: 292; KKTC Meteoroloji
Dairesi, 2019; Yildiz ve Cakmak, 2014: 8).(Bakiniz: Harita: 1)
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Harita 1: KKTC'nin Yillik Ortalama Yagis ve Sicakhgin Dagilisi (kktcmeteor.org, 2020)

KKTC'nin Hidrografik Ozellikleri

Akarsular

Yuizeysel akis bakimindan fakir olan KKTC'nin en 6nemli su kaynaklarini kuzeyde
bulunan Begparmak Daglari ile giineyde bulunan Karlidag olusturmaktadir
(Bakiniz: Harita 2). Bu daglik sahalardan kaynagini alan dereler 6nemli akarsulari
olusturmaktadir. KKTC'de yuzeysel akisa gecen 162 (bilgisayar (CBS ve UA)
programiyla belirlenebilen) derenin buyik bir kismi (128) kuzeyde bulunan daghk
sahadan (Besparmak Daglan) geri kalani ise (34) glineydeki daglardan (Karlidaglar)
kaynagini almaktadir. ilk bakista yogun bir akarsu agina sahipmis gibi gdziikse
de KKTC'de akarsular yagislarin oldugu doénemlerde ylizeysel akisa gectiginden
yil boyu akisa sahip akarsu yoktur . Bu durum yadislarin belirli aylarda ve az
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olmasindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Ancak KKTC'nin glineyindeki akarsular Trodos
(Karlidag Daglar’nin zirvelerinde bulunan karlarin eridigi ilkbahar ve Yaz aylarinda
da akmaya devam etmekte fakat suyun debisinde yaz mevsiminde siddetli
buharlagma ve sizmadan dolay! 6nemli azalmalar meydana gelmektedir (Yildiz ve
Cakmak, 2014:9).

Mesarya Ovasi’'nin kuzeyinde dogu-bati istikametinde uzanan Besparmak
Daglarindan kaynagini alan kisa boylu bircok dere bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan
Koca Dere, Baglama Dere, Soguk Dere ve Sileymanoglu Dere kuzey-giiney
istikametinde akis gosterir ve kisa boyludur (Abi, 2006: 59). Calisma alaninin
onemli akarsularindan olan ve Mesarya Ovasi'ni kat eden Kanl Dere (Pedieos),
kollarindan birisini Karlidaglardan almaktadir. KKTC sinirina yakin bir yerde Strakka
Deresi ile birlestikten sonra Lefkosa'nin batisinda Kosklciftlik'te Tlrk topraklarina
girerek Kanli Dere ismini alir ve Marmara mevkiine kadar kuzey istikametinde
akar. Buradan itibaren Besparmak Daglarindan (Gonyeli ve Hamitkdy arasinda)
kaynagini alan diger derelerle birlestikten sonra Lefkosa'nin kuzeyinden gecerek
dogu istikametine dogru akar.

Merkezi ovanin diger 6nemli akarsuyu ise Cakilli Dere'dir. Bu dere Karlidaglarin
kuzey yamaclarindan kaynagini almaktadir (Abi, 2006: 60). Ercan Havalimani'na
kadar kabaca gliney-kuzey yoniinde akar. Buradan itibaren dogu istikametine
donerek Gazikdy, Pasakdy ve Turunglu'yu gecerek Kanli Dere’'ye paralel olarak
devam eder. Bu iki derenin sularinin bir kismi kanallarla Képrili (Kukla) Goleti'ni
beslemekte bir kismi ise kanal ve dodal akisa bagh olarak Gazimagusa'nin
kuzeyinden Akdeniz'e kavusmaktadir (Bakiniz: Fotograf: 1).

KKTC'nin diger 6nemli akarsular Glzelyurt Ovasi’'ndan denize dokilmektedir.
BesparmakDaglarindankaynaginialaniriliufaklibircokdere bulunmaktadir. Akdeniz
Dere, iki Dere, Yayla Dere, Mevlevi Dere, Yilmazkdy Deresi bunlardan birkacidir.
Bunlar arasinda Yilmazkdy Deresi en buiyiik su toplama alanina sahiptir. Besparmak
Daglarinin giiney yamaclarinda Pinarbasi, Gogeri ve Sirinevler mevkiinden ylizeye
¢ikan sular Yilmazkdy Deresi'ni olusturmaktadir. Dere, Glizelyurt Ovasi icerisinden
gecerek batisindan Akdeniz'e dékilmektedir. Hisarkdy giineyinden kaynagini alan
iki Dere, Akdeniz kdyunin glineyinden denize dokilmektedir. (Bakiniz: Harita 2).

Fotograf 1: Cakilli Dereden Farkh Goriinumler (1- Gazimagusa icinden gegen kisim, 2- Akdeniz'e
dokuldugu Glapsides sahil kesimi)
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Besparmak Daglarinin kuzey yamaclarinda ise Gegitkdy-Dipkarpaz arasinda
boylar ¢ok kisa 16 dere bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan en buyugi dagin giiney
yamacinda Kozan'dan kaynagini alip Gecitkdy Baraji'ni besleyerek Karsiyaka'nin
batisindan denize dokdilen deredir.

Karlidaglar tzerinden kaynagini alan en biyik dereler ise Gayretkdy Dere,
Guzelyurt (Omorfo) Dere, Bostanci Dere ve Zagaf Dere'dir. Bu dereler Tirk sinirina
kadar kabaca gliney-kuzey istikametinde akarken sinirdan itibaren batiya donerek
Glzelyurt’'un batisindan denize dokulmektedir.
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Harita 2: KKTC Akarsular Haritasi

Goller
Yeryuziinde olusan dogal goller ile sonradan yapilan yapay gollerin (baraj ve
goletler gibi),dlinya nifusuyla birlikte artan ihtiyac ve taleplerin karsilanmasinda
yeri yadsinamayacak derecede 6nemlidir. Basta icme ve kullanma suyu olarak
kullanilmasinin yaninda ekonomi agisindan da (tarim, sanayi, turizm, ticaret)
son derece 6nemlidir. Ancak KKTC'nin bu acidan potansiyeli oldukca dusuktir.
Yillik yagisin dusiik, buharlasma ve sicakhigin fazla olmasi, topraga diisen yagisin
blyik bir kisminin kaybolmasina neden olmaktadir. Dolayisiyla golleri besleyen
kaynaklarin yetersiz olmasindan KKTC'de ihtiyaclara cevap verebilecek olciide
bulyuk gol ve baraj bulunmamaktadir.

KKTC'de 17 tane sulama 29 tane yeralti suyu besleme olmak lzere toplam
46 su depolama alani bulunmaktadir. Su depolama alanlarinin toplam kapasitesi
27.604.325 m3'tir (Tannm Master Plani, 2017: 51). Bu baraj ve goletlerin
yapilmasindaki temel amag tarimda kullanilan sulama suyu miktarini arttirmak
ve asin cekim nedeniyle diisen yeralti su seviyesini muhafaza etmektir. Bu
calismalar sonucu barajlarda toplanan sular direkt olarak kullaniimaktan ziyade
yeralti suyunun beslenmesi acisindan olduk¢a 6nem arz etmektedir. Ancak
yapilan bu depolar bélgenin tarimsal su ihtiyaci karsisinda yetersiz kalmaktadir
(Yildiz ve Cakmak, 2014: 11, Abi, 2006: 65). KKTC'de sulama amaciyla yapilmis ve
kullanilmakta olan baslica goletler sunlardir: Yilmazkdy Polatli Dere, Arapkdy Uzun
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Dere, Arapkdy Ayani Dere, Besparmak Alagadi Ciftlik Dere, Hamitkdy Bastanlik
Dere, Degirmenli Catal Dere, Serdalli Agilli Dere, Gegitkale Egri Dere, Ergazi Saya
Dere, Mersinlik Azganl Dere, Dagyolu Ucparmak Dere, Gemikonagi Maden Dere,
Gonyeli, Kanlikdy, Haspolat, Gonen Dere ve Akdeniz Goletleri ile Lefke Baraji'dir.
Yeralti suyunu besleme amaciyla kullanilan baslica su depolari ise Glizelyurt Baraj,
Sahinler Baraji, Koprili Goleti, Glvercinlik Goleti, Degirmendere Goleti, S Bolgesi
1ve 2, Edremit 1-2-3-4-5-6, Ozankdy Gelincik Dere Goleti, Yesiltepe 1 ve 2, Ozankdy
Goleti, Tathsu Zerdali Dere, Zeytinlik Képrii Dere, Tatlisu 1 ve 2 Goleti, Yuvacik Goleti,
Sinirlistli Goleti, Vadili Rezervuar Alani, Akova Goleti, Ayluga Goleti, Akdogan Goleti,
Karsiyaka Goleti ve Gazimagusa Tatli Su Goleti'dir (Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 51-52).
(Bakiniz: Fotograf: 2-3, Harita: 3).

Fotograf 3: Yeni iskele’nin Batisinda Bulunan Siniriistii Goleti
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Harita 3: KKTC'de Bulunan Baraj ve Goletlerin Dagilisi

Yeralti Sular

Yari kurak iklimin tesirinde bulunan KKTC'de suyun varligi ve devamlhgi olduk¢a
dnem arz etmektedir. Ulkede 1990'li yillardan itibaren bas gésteren kuraklik, suyun
asir ve bilingsiz kullanilmasi su yetersizligine neden olmustur. Bu siirecte gerek
icme-kullanma gerek tarimsal sulama amaciyla yeraltindan ¢ok fazla su cekimi
gerceklestirilmistir. Bu durum glinimiizii de icine alan zaman diliminde gittikce
artan su sikintisini ortaya cikarmistir. Adada yillik ortalama buharlagsma (1 m2
alandan 2 m3 su buharlasmakta) ve yagis miktarina bakildiginda ylzey sularinin
daha fazla gelismesinin miimkiin olamayacadi anlasilmaktadir. Yararlanilacak temiz
yerlsti kaynaklarinin oldukca kisith olmasi insanlarn yeralti suyunu kullanmaya
mecbur birakmistir. KKTC'de icme ve kullanma suyu ihtiyacinin 6nemli bir kismi
Glzelyurt akiferinden saglanmaktadir. Bu durum zamanla yeralti su seviyesinin
azalmasina ve tath suya tuzlu deniz suyunun karismasina neden olmaktadir
(Y1ldiz ve Cakmak, 2014: 9, Abi, 2006: 58, Gokcekus, 2012: 119). Bu nedenle Kibris
Adasinin geneli icinde sdylenebilecegi gibi akiferler bu bolgenin en 6nemli yeralti
su kaynagidir ve korunmasi gerekmektedir.

Adada yerin metrelerce derinliklerinde bulunan sulari ¢ikartmanin mimkin
olmadigi donemlerde suyun kendiliginden yeryuzine ciktigi kaynaklardan
faydalanilmaktaydi. Glinimuizde degisen kosullar sayesinde bu sulara ulasmak artik
daha kolay hale gelmistir. Yeralti sularinin miktari bulundugu sahanin kayaclarinin
yapisina gore degismektedir. Gecirimsiz tabakanin tizerinde bulunan gézenekli ve
gecirgenligi yiksek kayaclarin (kirectasi, kumtasi gibi) oldugu sahalarda yeralti suyu
seviyesi daha yiiksek olur ve bu yerlerde sular tazyik veya sizinti seklinde yerytiziine
cikar (Yorgancioglu, 1998: 112-113). KKTC'nin yeralti suyu seviyesi her yerde ayni
degildir. Merkezi ovasinin kuzey dogusunda taban suyunun ortalama seviyesi 20
m.dir. Ancak bu deger cevrede degisiklik gosterebilmektedir. Ornegin; Diizova 80
m, Cihangir 75 m, Kuzucuk 30 m, Sinirlistii 10 m, Yeniiskele 25 m'dir (Abi, 2006: 61).
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Harita 4: Kibris'in Yeralti Su Kaynaklarinin Dagilisi. (Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 53'ten yeniden cizilmistir)

KKTC'de lg¢ ana (buyuk) akifer olmak Uzere toplam 11 yeralti su havzasi
bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan ana akiferler Gilizelyurt, Besparmak Daglan ve
Gazimagusa (Glneydodu Mesarya) Akiferidir. Adada kiiciik olan ve kiyilarda
bulunanlar ise Akdeniz, Besparmak Daglari (Kiyi akiferi), Dipkarpaz, Dogu Mesarya,
Orta Mesarya, Yedikonuk-Buyiikkonuk, Yesilkdy ve Yesilirmak Akiferleridir (Bakiniz:
Harita 4).

Glizelyurt Akiferi: KKTC'nin en 6nemli su kaynadini olusturan akifer
Glzelyurt ve cevresinde bulundugundan bu ismi almistir. 150 km2 gibi genis
alana yayilmis akiferin rezervi 400 milyon m3'tiir. Bu rezerve yillik 35 milyon m3
su girisi, 60 milyon m3 su cikisi olmaktadir. Ortalama kalinligi 100 m olan akifer
Uzerinde ¢ok sayida sondaj kuyusu (600 adet) acilmistir. Bu kuyularin biyudk kismi
icme suyu ve tarimsal sulamada kullanilmaktadir. Clinkl bu saha KKTC'nin 6nemli
tarim (narenciye) sahasini olusturmaktadir. Burada bulunan 75.000 dénim tarim
arazisinin 60.000'inde narenciye vyetistiriciligi yapilmaktadir. Tarim Grlinlerinin
yetisme doneminde yaklasik 500 kuyu giin boyunca 10 saatin lizerinde su
cekmektedir. Akiferden uzun yillar boyunca (1960l yillardan itibaren) strekli su
cekilmistir. Bu durum karsisinda taban suyu iyice azalarak deniz seviyesinin altina
inmistir. Dolayisiyla tatli sular tuzlanmaya baslamistir. Yeralti suyunun tuzlanmaya
basladigi anlasilinca birtakim 6nlemler alinmistir. Yeralti suyunun beslemesi icin
derivasyon kanali, baraj ve goletler insa edilmistir. ikidere Géletleri, Glizelyurt ve
Sahinler Baraji bunlarin basinda gelmektedir. Bu sekilde akarsularin mevsimlik dahi
olsa sularinin denize bosalmasinin 6niine gecilmesi amacglanmistir (Abi, 2006: 63,
Yorgancioglu, 1998: 113, Gokgekus, 2012: 124, Ergil, 2001: 1, Gokcekus, 2002: 18).
(Bakiniz: Harita 4).

Gazimagusa (Giineydogu Mesarya) Akiferi: KKTC'nin glineydogusunda
bulunan Gazimagusa Akiferi 20 km2 alan ve ortalama 35 m kalinliga sahiptir.
KKTC'de Guzelyurt'tan sonra ikinci biyik akiferdir. 30 milyon m3 rezervi olan
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akiferden yillik 18 milyon m3 su cekilirken, akifere 6 milyon m3 su girisi olmaktadir.
Bu kadar yogun kullanilan akifer sahasi tizerinde 500 kuyu bulunmaktadir. Daha
cok tarimsal amach kullanilan akiferden fazla su ¢ekildigi icin bugiin tuzlanmaya
baslamistir. Gazimagusa yakinlarindaki Korkuteli kdyiinde 3 m derinlikten tuzlu
deniz suyunun c¢ikmasi bu durumu yeterince anlatmaktadir (Abi, 2006: 61-63).
Mesarya Ovasi'nin glineydogusunda bulunan bu saha Uzerinde 80.000 donim
toprakta sulama yapilmaktadir. Sebze Uretiminin basi ¢ektigi bu sahada en fazla
tarimi yapilan bir diger Griin narenciyedir (Yorgancioglu, 1998: 114). (Bakiniz:
Harita 4).

Besparmak Daglarn Akiferi: KKTC'nin kuzeyinde dogu-bati uzantih dag
sirasinin altinda, 20 km2 alana yayilis gosteren akifer 300 milyon m3 su rezervine
sahiptir. Bu yeralti suyundan yillik 12 milyon m3 su cekimi yapilirken 20 milyon
m3 su girisi olmaktadir. KKTC'nin icme suyunun yarisini karsilayan akifer heniiz
tuzlanmaya maruz kalmadigindan énemi oldukca biyuktir. Bu akifer KKTC icin
oldukca 6nemlidir. Clinkii dagin kuzey ve glineyinde bulunan yerlesmeler ile
Mesarya Ovasi'ndaki yerlesmelerin bir kismini icine alan ¢ok genis bir sahanin
icme suyu ihtiyacini karsilamaktadir. Besparmak Daglari genel olarak iyi ayrismis
kalkerlerden olugmaktadir. Miyosen yash bu kalkerlerin tizerinde lapya ve dolinler
olugmustur. Parcalanmanin yuiksek oldugu bu sahalarda sular ¢cok rahat bir sekilde
yer altina sizabilmektedir. Bu da zengin bir akiferin olusmasini kolaylastirmaktadir.
Dolayisiyla dagin kuzey ve gliney yamaclarinda yeralti suyu seviyesinin yiiksek
oldugu sahalarda sular yerytziine cikmaktadir. Bagpinar, Pinarbasi ve Bellabayis
vokllizii sularin yuzeye ciktigi pinarlardan bazilaridir (Yorgancioglu, 1998: 114-115,
Abi, 2006: 60, Ozhiir, 2007: 2). (Bakiniz: Harita 4).

Diger Akiferler: KKTC sinirlarinda 3 kiyi akiferi bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan
birincisi Besparmak Daglarinin kuzeyinde Alsancak, Girneile Mersinlik kdyt arasinda
kiy boyunca uzanan Girne kiyi akiferidir. 32 km2 bir alanda yayilis gosteren akifere
giren ve c¢ikan yillik su miktar birbirine esittir ve suyun buyik bir kismi tarimsal
sulamada kullanilmaktadir. ikincisi ise Karpaz Yarimadasi’'nin kuzey kiyilarinda
Yesilkdy-Yenierenkdy-Karpaz Milli Parki arasinda uzanmaktadir. Yesilkdy Akiferi
olarak adlandirilan bu yeralti suyu 2 km2 alan kaplamaktadir. 24 milyon m3 rezervi
bulunan akifere giren ve cikan su miktari aynidir. Sahadan cekilen suyun %91
tarimsal sulama, geri kalani icme ve kullanmada kullanilmaktadir. Uciincii akifer ise
KKTC'nin batisinda Lefke-Erenkdy arasinda kiyi seridinde uzanmakta ve 16 km2'lik
bir alanda yayilis gostermektedir. Gergek anlamda Yesilirmak Deresi alivyonlarinin
altinda bulunan akiferin toplam su rezervi 42 milyon m3'tiir. Bunlarin disinda
Lefkosa'nin dogusunda Orta Mesarya, Gazimagusa'nin kuzeyinde Dogu Mesarya,
Dipkarpaz, Biiylikkonuk ile Akdeniz kdyl etrafinda akifer bulunmaktadir (Nejdet,
1999: 6-12, Turan, 1997: 564, Abi, 2006: 64). (Bakiniz: Harita 4).

KKTC'de Suyun Onemi, Potansiyeli ve Baslica Kullanim Alanlari

Su, insan hayatinin devam ettirilebilmesi icin gerekli olan en énemli kaynaktir
(Senol, 2012). Su, insan viicudu icin gerekliliginin yaninda tarim, sanayi ve teknoloji
gibi ekonominin pek ¢cok temel alaninda kullanilmaktadir. Karalar tizerinde bulunan
tath sular hem oldukca az (% 3) hem de diizensiz dagilmistir. Ayrica su dagiliminda
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gorulen dengesizlik, diinya nifusun hizli artmasi, suyun her alanda yogun olarak
kullanilmaya baslanmasi sonucu su kaynaklar, yetersiz kalmaya baglamasinin
yaninda asiri derece kirlenmistir. Dolayisiyla bu durumun gerceklestigi yerlerde su
sorunu yasanmaktadir (Maden,2013: 103). icilebilir su kaynaklarinin sorumsuzca
kullanilmasi ve kirletilmesi geri donuisi olmayan sorunlarin yasanmasina ortam
hazirlamaktadir (Haviland, 2002).Yapilan tahminler, su ihtiyaci ile temiz su kaynadi
egrilerinin 2030 yilinda kesisecegini gostermektedir. Bu durum dogal olarak
gelecekte buyik bir su krizinin yasanmasina neden olacaktir (Ozgtiler, 1997: 57-
63). Diinyada su sorununun yasandidi yerlerden birisi de adalardir. Adalar, cografi
oOzellikleri itibariyle herhangi bir kara parcasina sinir olmadiklarindan bagka
bir yerden dogal olarak suyun gelmesinden mahrumdurlar. Sadece yagistan
beslendiginden, yeralti ve yeristi kaynaklarn kullanildiindan adalarda ciddi
su sikintilan yasanmaktadir. Kibris adasinda da bu sekilde ciddi bir su ihtiyaci
problemi bulunmaktadir. Ozellikle KKTC'de bu sorun daha bariz gériilmektedir.
Zengin bir yeralti su rezervine sahip olsa da yaklasik altmis yildir yogun bir sekilde
kullanildigindan seviyesi diismustir ve su tuzlanmaya baglamistir. Bu durum
karsisinda devletler bu soruna birtakim careler aramislar ancak tam anlamiyla
¢6zim bulamamislardir (Maden, 2013: 103).

Kibris adasinin yaklasik ticte birine sahip KKTC'nin su fakiri bir tilke olmasinin
altinda kurak ve az yagisl bir iklimin hakim olmasi yatmaktadir. Ada ne ¢l bolgeleri
kadar su fakiri ne de tropikler kadar su zenginidir. Yagislarin yetersizliginden dolayi
yuzeysel akisa gecemedikleri icin kuruyan dereler ve dolamayan barajlar KKTC'yi
disaridan su temin etme mecburiyetinde birakmistir. Adanin giineyi kadar genis
bir yagis alanina ve yeralti suyuna sahip olunmamasi bu durumu ortaya ¢ikaran
onemli faktorlerdendir. Su, KKTC agisindan diinyanin her yerinde oldugu gibi hayati
bir 5neme sahiptir. Adanin ekonomik bagimsizligi ve kendine yeterliligi hususunda
en onemli parametrelerden olan tarim icin su olmazsa olmazlardandir. Zaten
suyun dagitildigi alanlara bakildiginda tarim igin kullanilan suyun fazlaligi dikkat
cekmektedir.

KKTC ekonomisinin temelini tarim, turizm ve egitim gibi sektorler
olusturmaktadir. 2016 yiliitibariyle 339.478'e ulasan nilifusun 245.828'i calisabilir yas
araligindadir. Ancak bu niifusun 118.387'si resmi rakamlara gore farkli sektorlerde
istihdam edilmektedir. Bu niifusun 6nemli bir kismi hizmet sektériinde % 78.40
(92.817 kisi) calismaktadir. Geri kalanlar ise %9.77 (11.564 kisi) sanayi, %8.23
(9.745 kisi) insaat ve % 3.60 (4.261 kisi) tarim sektoriinde calismaktadir. Yalniz 2006
yilinda tanm sektoriinde ¢alisan nufusun orani % 4.80 iken 2010 yilinda % 5.70%
cikmistir. Ancak bu oran 2016 yilinda % 3.60’a dismustir. Bu istatistiki bilgilerden
anlasilacagi Uzere tarim sektoriinde istihdam edilen nifusta azalmalar meydana
gelmistir (Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 60-65). Su sikintisi ceken ada icin bu sonucun
kacinilmaz olacagr 6nceden tahmin edilebilmekteydi. Tarim yapilabilecek genis
ovalara sahip olunmasina ragmen bu arazilerde suyun yetersiz olmasi insanlari son
yillarda hizmet sektoriine yoneltmistir. Tarim sektoriinde ¢alisan niifusun kaydig
en 6nemli faaliyet alanlari ise turizm ve egitim olmustur.

KKTC'nin yillik kullandidi su miktari 107 milyon m3'tir. Kullanilan bu suyun 90
milyon m3'U yeralti suyu ve kaynaklardan, 17 milyon m3’l ise yeristi sularindandr.
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Bu 107 milyon m3 suyun 72 milyon m3 tarimsal sulama, 25 milyon m3 icme ve
kullanma suyu, geri kalan 10 milyon m3 ise, buharlasma, su isale hattinda yasanan
kayiplar ile denize bosalim sonucu kaybolmaktadir. Su kaynaklarinda yasanan
problemler tarim alanlarinin zamanla azalmasina yol agmistir. KKTC'de 2003 yilinda
44,080 doniim olan narenciye alani 2009 yilinda 41,263 donliime, 2016 yilinda
ise 30,903 doéniime dismistir. 13 yil gibi kisa bir zamanda tarimda bu sekilde
gerilemenin yasanmasinda kullanilan suyun miktari ve kalitesinin dusukligu etkili
olmustur. Adada su yetersizliginden dolayr son zamanlarda tarim sektoriiniin
blyuk bir kisminda modern sulama yontemleri kullanilmaya baslanmistir. Ayrica
tarimsal sulamada akiferler ve yeristu kaynaklarindan saglanan suya ilave olarak
Glzelyurt, Magusa ve Haspolat Aritma Tesislerinde aritilan sular da tarim sektoriine
ilave edilmistir (Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 47, Yildiz ve Cakmak, 2014: 7).

KKTC'nin sahip oldugu su potansiyelini tam olarak ana ve kiy1 akiferler
olmak Uzere toplam 11 akifer, 46 tane golet ve baraj (17'si sulama, 29'u yeralti su
beslenmesi amaciyla) 6'si atik su aritma (yilda 6,351 milyon m3 su) 10'nu deniz
suyu aritma (yilda 5,475 milyon m3) olmak tizere 16 aritma tesisi (yilda toplam 11,8
milyon m3) ile 2016 yilinda hizmete giren Turkiye'den su temin projesi kapsaminda
KKTC'de Gegitkdy Baraji'na bosaltilan yillik 75 milyon m3 su olusturmaktadir (Tarim
Master Plani, 2017: 54-55, Yildiz, 2018: 1-7).

Tarimsal Yapi ve Sulama

1970'lere kadar Kibris'ta tarim temel ekonomik faaliyetti. Buna bagh olarak zirai
faaliyetler Kibris'ta nufusun 1/3'Uniin gecimini saglamakta olup toplam ihracatin
da %70'ini olusturmaktaydi. Tarim sektorii gliniimiize kadar turizm ve hizmet
sektorli karsisinda gerilemis olmasina ragmen hala onemini korumaktadir.
NUfusun 1989'da % 27,6's1, 1996'da %21,2'si, 2004'te %13'G tarim alaninda
istihdam edilirken 2008 yilinda sadece %3,5" inin (3.171 kisi) tarimdan gecindigi
belirlenmistir. KKTC'de zirai faaliyetler iklim sartlari, su sikintisi ve topografik durum
gibi farkl faktorlerden etkilenmektedir. Ayni zamanda bu kosullar tlkede tarimsal
iriin desenini belirlemistir. Ulkenin yari kurak olan merkezi ovalik kesiminde tahil
Uretimi (bugday, arpa, yulaf) yapilirken kiyi kesimlerinde ise genellikle sebze ve
meyve yetistiriciligi hakimdir (Ucisik Erbilen ve Sahin, 2011: 202)

KKTC'de 2016 yil itibariyle 992.264 donum arazide tarim yapilmaktadir. Bu
arazinin919.223 donimine denkdelen % 92.64'iinde kuru tarim, 72.992 doniimiine
karsilik gelen % 7.36'sinda sulu tarim yapilmaktadir. Kuru tarim arazisinde 754.412
doniim ile en fazla tahil ekimi yapilmaktadir. Sulu tarim arazisinde ise en biiylk pay
narenciye Uretimine (37.844 donim) ayrilmistir. Suya ihtiyaci yiksek olan ve Gretimi
yapilan diger tarim Urlnleri ise yumrulu bitkiler, sebzeler ve meyvelerdir. KKTC'de
13.459 kayitli tarim isletmesi bulunmaktadir. Bunlarin biyik bir kismi aile isletmesi
seklindedir. Agirlikli olarak tarim Uriinleri Greten isletmelerin bulundugu (8.526
adet) ilkede hayvancilik isletmeleri (4.678 adet) daha azdir. Bitkisel tretim yapan
isletmelerin yarisindan fazlasi kuru tarim (5.919 adet) yapmaktadir. Geri kalani ise
sulu tarim arazilerinde daha ¢ok narenciye, zeytin ve sebze Uretimi yapilmaktadir.
Ulkede sulu tarima uygun alanlarda yapilan siniflandirmaya gére topraklarin %
4.92'si |. sinif, % 13’0 1. sinif ve % 26.30'u lIl. sinif topraklardan olusmaktadir. Ulkede
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sulu tarima uygun topraklarin yaklasik % 45'i genis bir Gretim yelpazesinin oldugu
¢ok 6nemli tarim alanlaridir. % 7.58 gibi 6nemli bir alan kaplayan IV. sinif topraklar
yalnizca 6zel bitkilerin sulu tarimina imkan tanimaktadir. Sulamaya uygun olmayan
V. sinif topraklar % 31.89 gibi olduk¢a genis bir alanda dadilis gostermektedir
(Tarim Master Plani, 2017:47-71-81-82). Tarimsal verimde yagmur 6nemli bir
parametredir (Tandogdu ve Erbilen, 2018: 831). Yagmurun yeterli olmadigi KKTC'de
tarimsal Uretimde ve verimde 6nemli azalmalar yasanmaktadir. Dolayisiyla bu
durum insanlari sulu tarim yapabilmek icin yeralti suyunu kullanmaya mecbur
birakmaktadir.

Bu sulu tarim arazilerinde uretim yapabilmek icin ¢ok sayida yeralti su kuyusu
acllmistir. Halihazirdaki (Turkiye'den gelen su haric) su potansiyelinin % 70'e yakinini
yeralti suyu ve kaynaklardan elde eden iilkede su kuyularinin dagilisi biiyiik 6nem
arz etmektedir. Kayitli kuyularin Glkedeki dagilsi incelendiginde (Bakiniz: Tablo:1),
en fazla kuyu Girne'de (6.036) bulunmaktadir. Girne'den sonra en fazla kuyu sirasiyla
Gazimagusa (2.863), iskele (2.537), Lefkosa (2.042), Lefke (751) ve Glzelyurt'ta (429)
bulunmaktadir. En az kuyunun Glizelyurt ve ¢evresinde oldugu dikkati cekmektedir.
Halbuki Guizelyurt Ovasi ve ¢evresi diger yerlere gore hem zengin bir akifere hem de
verimli ve genis tarim alanlarina sahiptir. Bu ovanin zengin bir yeralti suyu rezervine
sahip olmasinin yaninda Karlidag ve Besparmak Daglarindan gelen akarsularin
olusturdugu dereler, Glizelyurt'a yapilan su hatti, derivasyonlar ile golet ve barajlara
sahip olmasiyeraltisuyundanfaydalanmaihtiyaciniazaltmistir. Ancak merkezi ovalik
sahanin bulundugu Lefkosa, Gazimagusa ve Iskele gibi yerlesmelerin etrafindaki
tanim alanlarinda yetersiz su kaynaklarindan dolayi ¢ok fazla kuyu acimistir.
Girne'de ise dagin kuzey yamacinda akan sularin kisa boylu ve kiiciik, sahanin yeralti
suyu agisindan iyi durumda olmasi kuyu sayisinin fazla olmasiyla sonuclanmistir.

Tablo 1: KKTC'de 1981-2017 Yillari Arasinda Kayith Kuyu Sayisi.

Lefkosa Gazimagusa Girne Giizelyurt iskele Lefke
Ruhsat Sayisi 2017 2787 5961 334 2457 674
Kamu Kuyusu 25 76 75 95 80 77
Toplam 2042 2863 6036 429 2537 751

Kaynak: Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 54.

Su Transfer Projesinin KKTC Acisindan Onemi ve Giiniimiizdeki
Durumu

Turkiyeden KKTC'ye su transferi projesi (Bakiniz: Harita:5, Sekil:1) 1998-1999
yillarinda bir misavirlik firmasina ihale edilmis ancak projenin fiili olarak
uygulanmaya baslamasi 2012 yilinda olmustur. Projenin isleyisi Turkiye'nin
glineyinde Anamur Cayi lizerinde yapilan Alakopri Baraji'nda biriktirilen sularin
dev borular vasitasiyla (HDPE-Yiksek Yogunluklu Polietilen) KKTC'ye tasinmasi
seklinde olmaktadir. Tiurkiye'den denize batirilmaya baslanan borular deniz
tabanina belirli araliklarla yerlestirilen agirliklar sayesinde deniz seviyesinin 250 m
altinda asili sekilde bulunmaktadir. Toplamda 80 km (66.5 km'’si asili boru seklinde)
uzunlugunda olan deniz yolu isale hatti bu yapisiyla diinyada tek proje olma
ozelligini tagimaktadir. Bu borularla yillik 75 milyon m3 su taginmaktadir (www.dsi.
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gov.tr; Yildiz ve Cakmak, 2014: 14).

KKTC'de kullanilan 107 milyon m3 su g6z 6niine alindiginda tasinan suyun
onemi oldukca buylktir. Sistem temel olarak dort boélimden olusmaktadir.
Birinci bolim Turkiye tarafinda yapilan baraj, isale hatti ile depo ve denize giris
kisimlarindan olusmaktadir. ikinci kisim denizden gecis safhasi, Giclincii bélim
KKTC'de Glizelyali pompa istasyonundan Gegitkdy Baraji'na suyun tasinmasi ve
depolanmasi ile diger pompa istasyonlarinin insasidir. Doérdiinci bolim ise KKTC
dagitim sebeke aginin kurulmasidir. Bu ag aritma tesisi, Lefkosa, Girne, Gazimagusa,
iskele ve Dipkarpaz isale hattinin insasi seklindedir.

-'.-... P i .
Alakopri Baraji

23 Km lsale Hath
80 Km Deniz Gegisi

KKTC Tarafi Kara Yapilan

__KRTE Antma Tesisi

Gegitkdy Barajn

154 Km Magusa Hatts

Harita 5: Turkiye ile KKTC Arasinda Hizmete Giren “Su Temin Projesi” nin Glizergahi (dsi.gov.tr, 2020)

Proje sayesinde KKTC'ye iletilen suyun % 50,3’Unin (37,76 milyon m3)
icme-kullanma ve sanayide, % 49,7 sinin (37,24 m3) tarimsal sulamada
kullanilmasi planlanmistir. Bu sekilde 2045 yilina kadar herhangi bir su sorunuyla
karsilasilmayacadi belirtilmistir. KKTC'nin halihazirda glinliik icme ve kullanma
suyundan (25-30 milyon m3) daha fazlasi Tirkiyeden (37,76 milyon m3 )
gonderilmeye baslanmistir. Bu sekilde tlkenin 2035 yilinda 54 milyon m3 olacagi
tahmin edilen icme-kullanma ve sanayi suyu ihtiyacinin ¢ok buyik bir kismi
Turkiye'den gelen suyla karsilanacaktir. Adada dnemli olan bir diger husus ise baraja
aktarilan suyun isale hatlariyla basta Mesarya tarim havzasi olmak lizere diger
tarim alanlarina ve yerlesim yerlerine ulastirilmasidir. Bu isale hattiyla Glizelyurt
Ovasi'nda 71.500 dekar, Mesarya Ovasi'nda 97.350 dekar tarim alaninda kesintisiz
sulama imkani elde edilmistir. Bu sayede tarimda kullanilan su miktariyla birlikte
tarimsal verimde artiglar yasanacak, bu durum Ulkenin gelismislik seviyesiyle
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birlikte istihdama katkida bulunacaktir. Ulkede icme suyu hatti, yerlesmelerin
neredeyse tamamina (% 99) ulasmaktadir. icme suyunun dagitimi Su isleri
Dairesi'nin kontroliinde belediyelere yapilmaktadir. Belediyeler ise suyu yetki
sinirlan icerisindeki konut ve isyerlerine ulastirmaktadir. Tirkiye'den tasinan suyun
adanin her yerine ulastirilmasi icin isale hatlari yapilmaktadir. Bu sekilde hem adaya
kesintisiz su verilebilecek hem de yeralti kuyularinin kullanimi 6nemli dlciide
azalacaktir (www.dsi.gov.tr; Tarim Master Plani, 2017: 47, Yildiz ve Cakmak, 2014:
15-17).

Sekil 1: KKTC'ye Tasinan Suyun Deniz icinden Gegen Kisminin Yatay Gériinimii (www.tenva.org, 2020)

Sonug
Kibris Adasi yeralti ve yeristii su kaynaklari acisindan zengin degildir. Ozellikle
KKTC'nin bulundugu saha Giiney’e gore su kaynaklarn agisindan daha yoksundur.
Adadayeristi sularina kaynak olan ikiana saha vardir.Bunlar Karlidag ve Besparmak
Daglaridir. Merkezi konumda bulunan Karlidag kuzeydeki Besparmak Daglarina
gore daha fazla yagis almaktadir. Ada genelinde yil boyu akis gdsteren dere
bulmak zordur. Buharlagmanin fazla olmasi suyun depolanmasini zorlastirmaktadir.
Dolayisiyla adada biyuk barajlardan ziyade kicgiik goletler yapilmistir. Tarimsal
sulama, icme-kullanma suyu ve yeralti suyunu beslemek amaciyla yapilan bu
goletlerden KKTC'de 46 tane bulunmaktadir. Sayilari ¢ok olsa da bu su depolama
alanlarinin islevi oldukga azdir.

icme-kullanma ve tarimsal sulamada kullanilan suyun cok biiyiik bir kismi
yeraltindan ¢ekilmektedir. Yillarca bu sekilde devam eden su temini birtakim
sorunlari ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Bunlardan en 6nemlisi ve en zor olani tuzlanmadir.
Ozellikle Giizelyurt ve Gazimagusa cevresindeki akiferlerin asir su cekiminden
dolayi seviyesi diismis ve denizin tuzlu sular tath suya karismaya baslamistir.
Bu yiizden Turkiye'den gelen suyun KKTC i¢in hayati bir dnemi vardir. Bu suyun
kullanilmasi insanlari gelecekte kuyulardan uzak tutacaktir. Bu sekilde zamanla
yeralti suyu seviyesi yukselerek eski halini almaya baslayacaktir.
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“Bans Suyu Projesi” olarak adlandirilan "Su Temin Projesi” KKTC'nin ekonomik
acidan bircok problemine ¢6zim olacaktir. 1998-1999 yilinda yapilmasi
planlanmasina ragmen 2012 yilinda hayata gecirilen ve 2016 yilinda tamamlanarak
hizmete giren proje ile adanin musluklarindan Turkiye'den gelen su akmaktadr.
Ayni zamanda tarimin hayati bir yerinin oldugu adada kurak topraklarda urlnler
bu suyla cogalacaktir.

Kullanilan ileri teknoloji ile uzun omirli olmasi planlanan su tasimacilig
sayesinde adanin her yerine duzenli olarak kesintisiz su dagitimi yapilmaktadir.
Boylece ekonomik gelismenin yaninda sosyal ve kiltiirel hayatta da buylk
degisimler olacaktir. Kibris'in ekonomisinde énemli bir yeri olan egitim (2016
yili itibariyle KKTC'de Universite okuyan 6grenci sayisi 84.561 kisidir) ve turizm
sektoriindeki eksikliklerin giderilerek su sayesinde yeni dizenlemelerle gelirin
daha da yikseltilmesi mimkun olacaktir. Kibris'in gelecegi géz 6niine alinarak
yapilan bu su hatti, sadece KKTC icin degil GKRY agisindan da oldukca 6nemlidir.
Turkiye ve KKTC tarafindan yapilan aciklamalarla suyun talep edilmesi halinde
paylasilabilecegi belirtilmistir.

Diinya ¢capinda yasanan iklim degisikligi Kibris adasini cok fazla etkileyecektir.
Zaten tarimsal gelirin ve tarimda calisan sayisinin son yillarda ¢ok diismesi
yasanan su sikintisindan kaynaklanmaktadir. iklim konusunda yapilan tahminlere
gore gelecekte yagislarin azalip sicakliklarin artacagi belirtilmektedir. Bu durum
Turkiye'den gelen suyun bugiin oldugundan daha ¢cokyarinlaricin énemlioldugunu
goOstermektedir. Bu sekilde gelecekte su sikintisi oldukga diisiik seviyelerde kalacak
ve tarimda calisan insanlarin sayisi arttirilarak istihdama katki saglanacaktir.

Oneriler

KKTC elinde bulundurdugu ayricaliklari en iyi sekilde degerlendirmelidir. Ziraat
alanlarina degerli tarim drinlerinin ekilerek ekonomiye daha fazla destek
saglanmasi gerekmektedir.

Suyun verimli kullanilmasi icin uygulanmasi gereken tedbirlerden birisi de
kayip kacak oraninin azaltilmasidir. Bu sekilde kayip kacak oranlarinin minimuma
indirilmesi gerekmektedir.

Bir diger onemli husus ise yeralti su kuyularinin ¢cok siki denetlenmesidir.
Yeralti suyuna sik sik analizler yapilarak tuzluluk derecesi belirli takvim ¢ercevesinde
takip edilmelidir. Bu sekilde kuyu yogunlugu ile yeralti suyunun kalitesi arasinda
baglanti kurulup planlama yapilmaldir. Ayrica Turkiye'den gelen suyun dagitildig:
bolgelerde yeni kuyu acgilmasina ve kuyularin gereksiz yere kullanilmasina
miisamaha gosterilmemelidir

Ziraatte sulamamuhakkak cok 6nemlidir. Son yillarda tilkede baglatilan modern
tarimsal sulama sistemleri tim ciftcilere zorunlu tutulmali ve siibvansiyonlarla
en iyi sekilde desteklenmelidir. Tarim Uriinlerinin su ihtiyaci vahsi sulama olarak
adlandirilan salma sulama seklinde olmamalidir. Bunun yerine yagmurlama veya
damla sulama yontemi kullaniimalidir. Bu yontemler icinden en uygun olani damla
sulamadir. Bu yéntem sayesinde kullanilan is giicd, ilag, glbre ve su miktarinda
onemli derecede tasarruf edilmis olunacaktir.

Yasanacak iklim degisimi su kaynaklarina ciddi zararlar vereceginden KKTC'ye

94 JCS



Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti’'nin Hidrografik Yapisi

gelen suyun en iyi sekilde kullanilmasi, fazla suyun israf edilmemesi hayati 6nem
tagimaktadir. Clinkl ilerleyen zamanlarda Tirkiye'deki suyun azalmasi ya da
bagka problemlerin bas géstermesi gibi nedenlerden dolayi gelen suda azalmalar
yasanabilir. Bu duruma care olarak suyun ¢ok temkinli kullaniimasi ve yeralti
suyunun olabildigince beslenmesi gerekmektedir. Yani bugiin elde bulunan suyun
depolanmasi gerekmektedir.

2016 yiliitibariyle turizm sektori icin 6nemli olan otellerdeki yatak sayisi 21.543
adet olmustur. Artik su sikintisi yasanmayacagindan otellerin yatak kapasitesi
arttinlabilir ve turizmin ekonomi icindeki payi buydutilebilir. Turizmde beklenen
gelismenin saglanmasi ve 6grenci sayisinin gittikce artmasi, hizmet sektoriini
canlandiracagindan issizligi de diisiik seviyelere indirecektir.
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Marie-Louise Winbladh. Arkeoloji ve Genetigin Bilimsel
Verilerinde Kibrishlarin Kokeni

(Cev. Defne Giiler & Hiilya Osmanagaoglu. Lefkosa: Galeri
Kiiltiir Yayinlan, 2019. 96 sayfa. ISBN: 9789963660735)

Hakan Karahasan*
Yakin Dogu Universitesi

Koken tartismalari basladigr andan itibaren, akla bircok soru geliyor. Bu sorular
icerisinde belki de en 6nemlilerinden bir tanesi “Kdken nedir?” sorusudur. Diger
bir deyisle, bahsedilen konunun ge¢mise dayanarak mesrulugunu saglayan koken,
deyim yerindeyse, tipki Blylk Patlama gibi bir baslangi¢ noktasi olarak mi kabul
edilmeli? Peki, bu sorunun cevaplandigi an akla gelen ikinci bir soru “Kékenin
kokeni nedir?” sorusu kendisine gegmis lizerinden mesruiyet saglayanlara yonelik
ne soyllyor? ‘Kékenin kdkeni nedir?’ sorusu, soruyu sorar sormaz son derece gucli
bir sekilde ge¢cmise dayanarak insa edilmeye calisilan “saglam yapi”yi alasagi edip,
yaplyi s6ken bir soru olarak insa edilen gercekliklerin ne derece kaygan zeminler
Uzerinde durdugunu gozler dniine sermiyor mu? Tam da bu sebepten dolayidir ki,
kendisini koken lzerinden mesrulastirmaya calisan her diisiince, kendi kendisinin
megsruiyetinin mesru ol(a)mayacadini, kdkenin ‘dipsiz bir kuyu'dan farksiz oldugunu
ve en dibe inildigi sanilan anin aslinda kuyunun dibinin hi¢ olmamasi, hatta ve
hatta kuyunun kuyu ol(a)mamasi gibi bir durum ile karsi karsiya kalinmasindan
oturd sonsuz bir geriye gidisle noktalanamayacagini gostermesi bakimindan
onemlidir. Baska bir deyisle, bulunan her kdkenin bir baslangi¢ ani var oldugundan,
o baslangicin baska koklerden var oldugu distnildiginde, koken lizerinden
megsruiyet saglamanin ne kadar sorunlu bir diisiince oldugu ortaya ¢ikabilmektedir.

Bir milletin mensubunu kendisini ait oldugunu sandigi millet mensubu
yapan nedir? Diger bir deyisle, kendisini belli bir millete ait hisseden bireyler,
nasil oluyor da kendilerini o ulusa ait olarak goruyorlar? Burada kiltiriin
onemli bir rol oynadigi bilinmektedir. Kiltlrin aktarilmasini  saglayan
kurumlar, kisiler, eserler, egitim vs. gibi bircok unsurun birlesmesi sonucu,
bireyler kendilerini belli bir kdlttr, millet, vsiye ait olarak gorebilmektedirler.

*Yrd. Dog. Dr. Hakan Karahasan, Yakin Dogu Universitesi, iletisim Fakiiltesi, Film Yapimi ve Yayincilik
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insanlarin sahip olduklari diinya gérisleri ve bunlarin bilim ile olan iliskisine
bakildiginda, her ne kadar bilim kendisinin tarafsiz oldugunu, veriler lizerinden
sinamalar ile eldeki verileri saglama yaptigini iddia etse de, uygulamanin boyle
olmadigi asikar. lan Hacking, Sansin Terbiye Edilisi adli calismasinda rakamlarin,
Ozellikle istatistigin resmi ideoloji tarafindan nasil kullanildigini gozler 6niine
sererken, DNA'nin yapisinin ¢ozimiindeki en dnemli isimlerden birisi olan James
D. Watson, DNA ¢éziimiiniin éykisiini anlattigi ikili Sarmal adli kitabinda bilim
ve insan iliskisinden bahsederken “... bilim, disaridan insanlarin sandidi sekilde
dogrudan, mantikl bir bicimde ilerlemez. Tam tersine, bilimin ileriye (bazen de
geriye) dogru olan adimlari cogunlukla kisiliklerin ve kilttrel geleneklerin buytik
rol oynadigi son derece insani olaylardir” (s.iii) demektedir. Watson'in ifade ettigi
Uzere, bilim ideolojilerden, 6nyargilardan bagimsiz bir sekilde yapilmamaktadir.
Tam da bu ylizden, bilim insanlarinin verilere sahip olmalari yaninda, yurittikleri
arastirmalar ile elde ettikleri verileri hangi amac(lar)la, nasil kullandiklarini “ilk
anda” idrak etmek ¢ok kolay ol(a)masa da, bunlarin oldugunu, olabilecegini akilda
tutmakta fayda var. Thomas S. Kuhn'un bilim tarihini incelerken yaptigi uyarilardan
birisi tarihsellik, digeri de bilimsel calismalari gerceklestiren bilim insanlarinin dis
diinyadan kopuk ol(a)madiklari idi. Lakin bu, hicbir sekilde irrasyonaliteye dondiliip
bilimsel calismalari dikkate almamak olarak duisiintilmemeli. Aksine, bilimin de
insanlar tarafindan yapilmakta oldugunu ve “dogru” diye bilip 6grenilenlerin zaman
icerisinde degisebilecedini ve bunun da bilimin énemli bir parcasi oldugunu bilmek
onemli.

Arkeoloji ve genetik bilimlerine bakildiginda, yukarida yazilanlarin istisna

olmadiklar gorulebilmektedir. Ge¢mis uygarliklar arastiran arkeoloji bilimi,
boylece insanlarin ge¢cmisin degisik donemlerindeki kdlturleri, kilttrler arasi
iliskileri ve kultiirel miras hakkinda énemli bilgiler vermektedir. Bunun yaninda,
kalitim ve cesitliligi inceleyen genetik bilimi ise, kalitimin ne oldugunu arastirirken
ister istemez koken tartismasi glindeme gelebiliyor. Hastalik konusunda ve
diger biyolojik konularda tani ve tedavi acilarindan bunun son derece dnemli
oldugu bilinse de, bahsi gecen mevzu bir ulusun kékeni oldugu zaman konuya
ayni sekilde yaklasmak ne oranda dogru, buna bir cirpida cevap vermek ¢ok da
kolay olmayabiliyor. Yapilan calismalarin yazim siiregleri incelendiginde, yazi ile
birlikte dilin konuya dahil olmasi s6z konusu oldugundan, bilimsel ¢alismalarin
da anlatilardan bagimsiz olmadiklarini iddia etmek mimkiin goérilebilmektedir.
Verilerin tamamen ‘gercek’ olmalari, bilimsel ¢alismalarin ‘kurgusalligini’ ortadan
kaldirmiyor. Diger bir deyisle, verilerden yola cikilmak suretiyle, farkli bir anlati
ya da gerceklik kurgulanabilmektedir. Jacques Ranciere Goriintilerin Yazgisi adli
calismasinda Chris Marker’in Le Tombeau d’Alexandre (Son Bolsevik) adli belgesel
filmini bu konuda o6rnek olarak vermektedir. Marker'in belgesel filmi tamamen
eldeki veriler ile yapilan kurgu sayesinde anlatinin nasil kurgulanabilecegine, diger
bir deyisle, degistirilebilecegine énemli bir 6rnek olarak verilebilir.
Hal boyle iken, kendi kdkenini arayan uluslarin ne kadar “ylice” bir milletin
parcasi olduklarini ispat etme siirecinde arkeoloji ve genetigin sunmus oldugu
verileri kullanmaya calisirken ifade edilen ihtimallerin gérmezden gelinmesinin,
beraberinde baska sorunlari getirmesi muhtemeldir.
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Marie-Louise Winbladh'in calismasi bu agilardan buyiik bir énem tasiyor.
Winbladh'in eserine bakildiginda bilim ile bilim disi arasinda var olan gerilimliiliskiyi
gorebilmek miimkiin. Winbladh 6zellikle bilimin ideolojik amaclar dogrultusunda
nasil kullanildigina, kullaniimaya calisildigina, eldeki veriler farkli seyler soylese de,
bunlarin bir anda nasil géormezden gelinebilecegine, bilim yapan kisilerin sahip
olduklari disiincelerin bilimsel ¢alismalara ister istemez nasil yansiyabilecegine
dair okuyucuya 6nemli bilgiler veriyor.

Kibrislilarin kim olduklari sorusu ile baslayan calisma, aslinda arkeolojinin
Kibris'tabagindan buyananasil politize edildigini de gdzler 6niine seriyor. 1971-2001
yillari arasinda Stockholm Kibris Koleksiyonlari kiiratorligu yapmis olan Winbladh,
bir arkeolog olarak arkeoloji biliminin politik amaclar icin nasil kullanildigini birinci
elden deneyimleyen bir kisi. Kitabin 6zellikle giris kisminda bu deneyimlerini
okuyabilmek muimbkdin. Factoid s6zcigu ile baslayan calisma, yanlis olan veya
gercekle dogrudan ilgisi olmayan tartismalarin, stirekli tekrarlanmalari durumunda
nasil gercekmis gibi algilandiklarini ve uzun vadede bizzat gercegin yerine gecip
gercek olarak algilanabilecegini acikliyor. Turkceye daha ¢ok “yakistirma” veya
“uydurma” olarak cevrilen factoid s6zctugl ve arkeoloji iliskisi incelendiginde, bir
bilim olarak arkeolojinin politik emellere alet edilebildigini vurgulamasi acisindan
onemli.

Kitabin birinci bolimi daha c¢ok Kibrish Rum resmi s6yleminde baskin olan
Kibris'in ezelden beri bir Helen adasi oldugu diisiincesinin neden &yle olmadigini,
bunun “uydurma bir gerceklik” oldugunu, arkeolojik veriler 1s1ginda agikhyor.
Boylece, konu ile ilgili olarak bazi arkeolojik calismalardan ornekler sunan
Winbladh, okuyucuya tarihin basindan bu yana Kibris'in bir Helen adasi oldugu
dislincesinin verilerden c¢ok ideolojik oldugunu vurguluyor. Kitabin baglarinda
kimi bilim insanlarinin Herodot'u “guvenilir bir kaynak” olarak gdrmelerimin
tuhafligina deginen Winbladh'a gore, tarihgilerin ve arkeologlarin Herodot'un
yazilarini dogru kabul etmelerinin temellerine bakildiginda, bunun ideolojik
oldugunu gorebilmek mimkiindir. Winbladh'a gore, 6zellikle Kibrisli Rum resmf
soyleminin “Helen merkezli Kibris” anlayisinin temellerinde 1878de adanin
yoénetimini devralan ingilizlerin tesvikleri bulunmaktadir (s. 23). Lakin arkeolojik
bulgulara giinimizde bakildiginda, Kibris'in ezelden beri Helen adasi oldugu
fikri gercekligi yansitmamaktadir. Aksine, Winbladh'a gére, canak ¢émlek yapimi
ve diger unsurlara bakildiginda, o dénemlerde Kibrislilarin her seyi Mikenlerden
almadiklari, aksine bazi seyleri kendi baglarina yaptiklari goriilebilmektedir.“Miken
Somiirgeciligi Miti” adh bolim, tarih 6ncesi devirlerde Kibrisililarin degisik zaman
dilimlerinde degisik kiltirlerle daha yakin bir iliski icinde olduklarini, 6zellikle
Engomi (kitapta Enkomi olarak yazilmis) bolgesi bulgularinda Levant geleneginin
daha baskin oldugunu ifade ediyor (s. 34).

Ayrica, dil UGzerinden benzetmeler (lizerine yaptigi yorumda Kibris Hece
Yazisi'nin Eski Yunanca ile dogrudan iliskisi oldugu ve boylece Kibris'in Helen
oldugu dustincesine karsi Winbladh su sozlerle karsilik veriyor: “Dogu Akdeniz'in
hicbir yerinde Ege kékenli bir yazinin transferi kanitlanmamustir. Dolayisiyla M.O.
erken 12. yuizyilda, Egeli halkin Kibris'ta ve Levant'ta yerlesimi epigrafik kanitlarla
desteklenmemektedir. Bu, M.O. 14. ve 13. ylizyillarda Kibris'ta Miken olmayan elitin
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varhgi icin yeterli bir kanit olmalidir” (s. 40). GUnimdz verilerine bakildiginda, gerek
dil, gerekse diger arkeolojik veriler Gizerinden Kibris'in bir Helen adasi oldugu fikrinin
savunulmasinin olsa olsa ideolojik oldugunu ifade eden Winbladh, arkeolojinin
milliyetcilik ile nasil bir iliski icinde oldugunu “Milliyetcilik ve Arkeoloji” adli kisimda,
kisaca da olsa, aciklamaya calisiyor.

Kitabin ikinci bolimG ise “Genetik Verilerde Kibrislilar”in kim olduklarina,
tarihin basindan bu yana kimlerle iliskiler icinde bulunduklarina genetik bilimi
Uzerinden cevap(lar) ariyor. Kibrislilara bakildiginda (Winbladh'in tabiriyle Tiirkce
Konusan Kibrislilar -TKK- ve Yunanca Konusan Kibrishlar -YKK), Kibrishlar'in iki
taraftaki resmi sdylemlerinin aksine, gen havuzlarina bakildiginda benzerlikleri
farkliliklarindan daha ¢ok. Baska bir deyisle, TKK ile YKK genlerine bakildiginda
benzesmenin sanilandan daha fazla oldugu gorilebilmektedir. Winbladh'in
aktardigina gore, Kibrishlarin kokenlerinin Grek olup olmadiklari izerine Molekiiler
Tip Arastirma Merkezi Bagkani Prof. Deltas'in sdylemis oldugu, “Bizim DNA'miz
her zaman 6nemlidir... Fakat bizi insan olarak biz yapan sadece element degil.
DNA'miz yizinden degil, egitimimiz ve tarihimizden dolayr kendimizi Grek
hissediyoruz” (s. 58) climlesi dikkat cekicidir. Kimlik siyaseti s6z konusu oldugunda,
yeri geldigi zaman tarih bir ara¢ olarak kullanilmaktayken onun verilerle bir seyleri
ispatlayamadigi durumlarda ise kltirel unsurlar 6ne cikarihyor. Diger bir deyisle,
eder kokene bakildiginda arzu edilen sonug elde edilemezse, resmi diislincenin
yerlesmesi icin zaman zaman bagska 6ge(ler) pek tabii 6ne cikarilabiliyor. Calismanin
ortaya koydugdu ilging bilgilerden bir tanesi de, her ne kadar genel olarak benzesim
her iki toplumda birbirine son derece yakin olsa da, diger popilasyonlar ile olan
iliskilere bakildiginda Arnavutlarin daha ¢cok YKK'da, Lilbnanhlarin her iki toplumda
ve Libyalilarin genlerinin sadece TKK'da goruldigi soylenebilir.

Koken tartismalarinin ne kadar sorunlu olduklarina yukarida kisaca
deginilmisti. Bilimsel calismalarin zaman icerisinde gelismesi ve verilerin birikmesi
sonucunda bugiin “dogru” olarak bilinenlerin yarinin “yanlis”lari olabilecegini, yine
bilimsel distince icerisinde kalarak hatirlamakta fayda var. Bir diger dnemli nokta
ise, Winbladh'in kitabinin baslarinda ifade ettigi gibi, bilim insan(lar)1 ve ideolojilerin
bilimsel calismalarin sonucuna yansidigidir. Bu agilardan, Winbladh'in ¢alismasi,
adanin her iki tarafindaki resmi sdylemlerin ezberini bozan bir eser. Winbladh'in
eseri, kendi varliklarini “bilimsel temellerle ispatlamak” isteyen toplumlara,
yine bilim icerisinden verilen 6énemli bir cevap. Lakin, bir sey unutulmamali:
Winbladh'in bizlere sunmus oldugu bilgiler bugiine kadar eldeki veriler i1siginda
yapilan yorumlardan ibarettir. Gelecekte bunun degismeyecedini iddia etmek
glic. Muhtemelen, ileride bulunacak yeni belgeler, kaynaklar ile Kibris'in ge¢misine
dair yeni bilgilere erisilecek. Resmi ideolojiler ise bunlari kendilerini megrulastirma
amaciyla kullanmaya devam edecek. Bilimsel calismalari yapan ve okuyan kisiler
bunlarin farkinda olduklari siirece, verilerden yola ¢ikip insanlari manipule etmek o
kadar da kolay olmayacaktir.

Kitabin cevirisi Uzerine birka¢ s6z sOylemek gerekirse, yapilan cevirinin
kalitesi son derece iyi. Ancak, ceviride kullanilan yontem, metnin okumasini
kolaylastirmaktan cok, zorlastiriyor: Kitapta siklikla gecen terimler, yer isimleri,
kurum-kurulus isimleri énce israrla ingilizce olarak yazilirken hemen sonrasinda
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parantez icinde Tirkce karsiliklar verilmis durumda. Ozellikle felsefe metinleri
cevirilerinde benzer bir yontem kullanilmaktadir ¢linkl bir kavram cevrildigi dilde
belli sézcik(ler) ile karsilanirken o kavramin orijinal dilindeki hali ile arasinda bazi
farkliliklar olabilmektedir. Boylece, metni okuyan okuyucunun gerek cevrilen
terimin orijinal dilde ne oldugu ve hangi anlamlara geldigini, gerekse ¢evrilen dile
nasil cevrildigi gosterilmek suretiyle anlamda herhangi bir sorun olmamasi amaci
gldilmektedir. Ancak bu yontem bir metnin cevirisi yapilirken eserin basindan
sonuna dek uygulanmaz. Sadece anlam karmasasi olabilecek yerlerde, cevrilen
dilde o terimin dogrudan bir karsiligi yok ise kullanilmaktadir.

Cevrilen calismanin yazim dilinin ingilizce olmasi sebebiyle, bazi terimler, yer
ve kurum vs. isimleri kitabin orijinalinde ingilizce yazilmis bulunmaktadir. Lakin,
eserin Tirkce cevirisinde de bircok yerde, bunlar énce ingilizce ile yazilmis olup
sonrasinda parantez icinde Tiirkceleri verilmistir. Kitaptan birka¢ 6rnek vermek
gerekirse: s. 11:“Aegeanisation (Egelilestirme); Hellenisation (Hellenlestirme); s. 12:
Aegean (Egeli); s. 15: Mycenaean (Miken); s. 16: Levantine (Levanten); s. 21: Trojan
(Troya, Truva); Achaeans (Akali); Aegean (Egeli); s. 22: Albanians (Arnavutlar), Slavs
(Slavlar), Vlahs (Vlach, Vlak, Valak); s. 23: Phillenic (Helen hayrani); s. 26: Semitic
(Sami); s. 30: Semitic (Sami); Phoenician (Fenikece).” Ayrica, sayfa 38'de “Cypro-
syllabic” ile “Cypriot-syllabary”nin ana metinde ingilizce olarak tutulup dipnotta
Turkgelerinin verilmesi okumayi kolaylastirmak yerine gticlestiriyor. Bu ve buna
benzer sézciiklerin birebir Tirkce karsiliklar var oldugu halde, neden boyle bir
yontem kullanildigr acik degil. E§er amac orijinal metindeki yazim tarzini korumak
ise, 0 zaman sunu hatirlatmakta fayda var: Yazarin bircok terimi ingilizce ifade ediyor
olmasi, kitabin ingilizce yazilmis olmasindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Belirtilen terim
veya sozciiklerin sadece ingilizce ifade ediliyor olmasindan dolay degil. Kitapta
bu tarz baska ornekler bulmak mimkin. Tekrar etmek gerekirse, burada ifade
edilmeye calisilan ¢evirinin kalitesi degil. Ceviri yapilan metinlerde bazi durumlarda
cevrilen terimlerin, sozciklerin orijinallerinin ana metinde birakilmasinda hicbir
sorun yoktur. Lakin eder bu, metnin bitiini icin gecerli olursa, o zaman, metni
okuyani yorabiliyor. Ayrica, bazi yerlerde 6nce ingilizce, sonrasinda parantez icinde
Tiirkcesi yazilan sézciikler, birka¢ sayfa sonra yine dnce ingilizce, hemen ardindan
Turkge olarak yaziliyor. Ornegin, “Semitic (Sami)” s6zcligii 6nce sayfa 26'da, sonra
da sayfa 30'da ayni sekilde yazilmis. Bundan sonra yapilacak cevirilerde, metnin
cevrilmesi siirecinde yukarida belirtilen konunun da dislintImesinin faydali
olacagi kanisindayim.

Winbladh'in calismasi, resmi sdylemleri hi¢ sorgulamadan kabul edenlere
bilimsel veriler 1siginda baska bir anlati sunuyor. Okuyup anlamak isteyenlere...
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