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Rektorin Mektubu

KIBRIS ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI CIKARKEN

Yildan yila ¢ok siiratli bir bigimde gelismekte olan Universitemiz, olagan egitim etkinlikleri
yaninda bilimsel aragtirmalar yapmay1 ve 6zendirmeyi de kendisine ilke edinmistir. Bu baglamda,
iizerinde bulundugumuz Kibris adasi1 ve bu Adada yasayan Kibris Tiirkleri ile ilgili arastirmalar
yapmay1 da Universitemizin dogal bir gorevi bildik.

Bu amagla olusturulan Kibns Arastirmalar1 Merkezinin, yapacag: ¢alismalarla ortaya birgok
eser gikaracagina, bu eserlerin iilkemizde ve diinyamizda yanki yaratacagina inamyoruz.

Kibris Arastirmalari Merkezinin ilk somut eseri olup ii¢ ayda bir yayinlanacak olan Kibris
Aragtirmalar1 Dergisi, iiniversite igindeki ya da digindaki konu ile ilgilenen bilim adami ve
aragtirmaci-yazarlarin yazilarina agik olacak ve onlarin yeni galigmalan igin 6zendirici bir arag
olacaktir.

Derginin bu ilk saysi ile bundan sonraki sayilarinin ¢ikmasinda emegi gegen ve gececek olan,
katkisi olan ya da olacak olan herkese simdiden tesekkiir eder; Kibris Aragtirmalar Dergisinin uzun
soluklu, hayirli ve ugurlu olmasin dilerim.

Prof.Dr. Ozay Oral
Rektor

Rector’s Letter

THE FIRST
JOURNAL FOR CYPRIOT STUDIES

Our university, developing rapidly over the years, has adopted the pursuit and encouragement
of scientific research as one of its working principles. In this context, we consider conducting
research on the island of Cyprus and the Turkish Cypriots inhabiting it, as one of the natural missions
of our university.

We believe that the Centre for Cypriot Studies, founded on the basis of the mentioned purpose,
will produce a considerable amount of work and that this work will have repercussions in our
country as well as in the world at large.

The Journal for Cypriot Studies, which is the first concrete work produced by the Centre for
Cypriot Studies and will be published trimestrially, will be open to scientists, researchers, and
writers from within or without our university and will constitute an encouraging medium for their
new pieces of work.

I wish to thank everybody who has, or will, put time and effort in, who has contributed or will
contribute to the publication of, this first issue as well as the ones to follow; and hope that the
Journal for Cypriot Studies will be long-lived and prosperous.

Prof.Dr. Ozay Oral
Rector




KIBRIS ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI

CIKARKEN

D ogu Akdeniz Universitesi Kibris Arastirmalari Merkezi olarak, “KIBRIS
ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI nin ilk sayismi yaymlamaktan mutluluk duyuyoruz.

Bilindigi gibi Kibris Aragtirmalar Merkezi, “Genel olarak Kibns, 6zel olarak Kibns Tiirk
tarihi, arkeolojisi, cografyas, edebiyati, sanati, dogas, folkloru, hukuku, siyaset bilimi, ekonomisi,
maliyesi, turizmi, sporu ile Kibris’a iliskin diger konularda aragtirmalar yapmak” amaciyle
kurulmustur.

Degisik bir anlatimla, Kibris ve Kibrish Tiirklere iliskin her konu, Kibris Arastirmalan
Merkezinin ilgi alani igerisindedir.

Kibris Aragtirmalan Dergisi, sozii edilen amaglan gergeklestirmek i¢in kullamlacak araglardan
yalmz biridir. Ug ayda bir yaynlanacak olan Dergimizde, ilgi alanimiza giren konularda yazilan
bilimsel makale, arastirma, degerlendirme, diisiin ve kitap tanitimi yazilarina yer verilecektir.

Bu ilk sayimizda da sizlere degisik konularda taninmug bilim, diisiin adamlan ile aragtirmaci
yazarlarin yazilarina yer verilmistir.

Giderek daha giizel, daha kapsamli bir Dergi ¢ikarmak; bu suretle 6zendirici bir diizeye ¢ikmak
temel hedefimizdir.

Sizi Dergimizin bu ilk sayis1 ile bagbasa birakirken saygilar sunar, mutluluk ve baganlar dilerim.

Ismail Bozkurt

Editor's Letter

THE FIRST TIME

The Centre For Cypriot Studies is happy to publish the first issue of the ‘“JOURNAL FOR
CYPRIOT STUDIES’.

As is well known, the Centre for Cypriot Studies has been founded with the purpose of
‘conducting research on Cyprus in general and Turkish Cypriot history, archaeology, geography,
literature, art, nature, folklore, law, political science, economy, finance, tourism, sports and other
topics related to Cyprus in particular’.

In other words, every topic related to Cyprus and Turkish Cypriots is within the area of interest
of the Cypriot Research Centre.

The Journal For Cypriot Studies is but one of the means to be used in the pursuit of the said
purposes. In our journal to be issued trimestrially, scientific articles, research papers, review articles,
essays and news on past, recent or forthcoming publications will be published.

In this first issue, you shall find articles on many different topics by well known scientists and
thinkers.

Our fundamental goal is to issue and increasingly good and comprehensive magazine and thus,
to bring it to an exemplary level.

1 present my respects and wish you happiness and success, and hope that you will enjoy this
first issue of our journal.

fsmail Bozkurt
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DOGRU TANILAR ISIGINDA
BAZI EGITIM SORUNLARINA
DOGRU COZUM ONERILERI

Ozan Fikretoglu

OZET

Progressif toplumlar igin gegerli egitim felsefeleri, geleneksel toplumlar icin gegerli
olmayabilir. Bunun tersi de dogrudur.

Toplumumuzdaki egitim sorunlan bu ilke gergevesinde ¢Oziimlenebilir.
Yazida, bu baglamda ilkokullarn siiresi, temel egitimde okullasma modeli, kitle
egitim-bireysel egitim ikilemi, okullarda din egitimi, orta ogretimde okullagsma
sorunu, bdlgeler ve okullar arasindaki standart farklar i¢in ¢bziimler
onerilmektedir..

B 1. GIRIS

Tarihsel gelisim siireci i¢inde egitim, bir toplumun geng kusaklarina bilgi, beceri ve
kiiltiirel degerlerini aktarma gereksiniminden dogmug bir sosyal fonksiyondur. Bu
noktadan hareketle egitimi , “kasith kiiltiirleme siireci” diye tammlarlar. Aslinda egitim,
J. Dewey’nin sozlerini tekrarlama pahasina, “Deneyim kazammlarindan dogan algilarin
siirekli yenilendigi bir siiregtir.” ,

Yukaridaki goriislerin ilkinde, var olani oldugu gibi aktarma; ikincisinde ise,
var olan bilgi/beceriler birikimine yenilerini ekleme, gerekirse onlar yenileme s6z
konusudur.

Aynimsiz tiim egitim felsefeleri, doktriner genellemelerinin nasil bir ortamda
yasama gegirilecegini dnemsememe gibi ortak bir hataya diigerler. Oysa bir egitim
sistemini benimseyecek sosyal guruplar/toplumlar arasinda en azindan su ayirmin
yapilmas: gerekir:

i) Ilgi alanlan gesitli bireyler ve kurumlardan olusan ilerici sosyal
guruplarin gereksimlerini karsilamak iizere diizenlenmis egitim
felsefeleri ve sistemleri;

ii) f1gileri kurulu diizenin, geleneksel yapinin korunup siirdiiriilmesinden
ibaret tutucu sosyal guruplarin gereksinimlerini kargilamak tzere
diizenlenmis egitim felsefe ve sistemleri.

Bu noktada bir temel ilkeden s6z etmenin tam yeridir: Progressif toplumlar igin gegerli
egitim felsefeleri, geleneksel toplumlar igin gecerli olmayabilir. Bunun tersi de dogrudur.

rn v EEEE
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H2. EGITIMIMIZDE BAZI TEMEL SORUNLAR

Egitimimizin birgok sorunla yiizylize oldugu bir gergektir. Bu sorunlarin bazilarini
sorular halinde sdylece dile getirebiliriz:

a) ilkokul siiresi kag yil olmalidir? Ya da baska bir deyisle ilkogretim
siiresinin 6 yildan 5 yila indirilmesi dogru mudur?

b) Temel egitim okulu mu? Yoksa bagimsiz ilkokul-bagimsiz ortaokul
mu ? .

¢) Kitle egitimi mi, bireysel egitim mi?
d) Cocuklara okullarda din egitimi verilmeli mi ? Bu laikligi zedeler mi?

¢) Orta egitim basamaginda akademik egitim-mesleki teknik egitim
agirhklan nasil dengelenmelidir? Baska bir degisle ortadgretimde
okullagma sorunu nasil ¢oziimlenmelidir ?

f) Egitimimizde bolgeler ve okullar arasindaki standart farklarm
gidermek igin ne yapilabilir?

I 3. COZUM ONERILERI
Yukanida sorular halinde ortaya koymaga calisugimiz, egitimle ilgili sorunlar igin
ongérdigimiz ¢oziimleri s0ylece siralayabiliriz:

a) llkokul suresi:

S6z konusu olan toplumun geligmislik dizeyi gocuklarim ilkokulda daha uzun bir
siire tutmalarina olanak veriyorsa, 6 yillik ilkokulda sakinca degil yarar vardir.

Diinyanmzda her birkag yilda katlanan bilgi yiikil, egitim siiresinin uzatihip
daha kiigiik yaslara indirilmesini gerektirirken ilkokulu bizde 5 yilla simrlama, teorik
agidan geriye dogru atiimis bir adimdir. Ancak toplumun maddi olanaklan gocuklarim
ilkokulda 5 yildan daha ¢ok tutmaya yetmiyorsa, gerekli program ayarlamalar1
yapilarak 5 yilhk ilkokul siirecinden de randiman alinabilir.

b) Temel Egitim Okulu-Bagimsiz ilkokul Tercihi:

Yerlesim biriminin ozelligine gore bazan biri, bazan dteki tercih edilebilir. Eger yerlesim
biriminin fonksiyonel dzellikleri ilkokul + ortaokul anlaminda bir temel egitim
okullagmasim gegerli kiliyorsa, 0 takdirde 8 yillik “Temel Egitim Okulu” bu yerlegim
biriminde daha uygun bir modeldir. Nitekim ABD gibi zengin bir iilkede bile, kentsel
yerlesim birimlerinde 6 yillik bagimsiz ilkokul modeli uygulanirken, kirsal yerlesim
birimlerinde ve ortalama gelir diizeyi daha diigiik eyaletlerinde ‘8 Y1llik Temel Egitim
Okulu’ benimsenir. (Baz1 iilkelerde bu basamak ‘9 Yillik Temel Egitim’de olabilir.)
O halde tartigmanin ¢6zim anahtar su noktadir: Okullasma modeli mutlak
olarak degil, relatif olarak degerlendirilmelidir. Acikgasi, herttirli sosyo-ekonomik
kosula uyan bir okullasma modelinden sbz edilemez; belirli sosyo-ekonomik kogullara
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daha uygun gelen gesitli okullagma modellerinden soz edilebilir ve bunlar ayn iilkenin
degisik bolgelerinde yanyana uygulanabilirler.

c) Kitle Egitimi - Bireysel Egitim Tercihi:

Bir toplumda eger kitle egitimiyle amaglanan hedeflere ulagilmis, drnegin temel egitim
iilkenin her yerine gotiiriilebilmis, okur-yazarlik oram %100’e ¢ikarilmigsa Kitle
egitiminin hedefleri gergeklesmis demektir. Yani artik boyle bir toplumun kitlesel
egitimde kalmasina gerek yoktur. Bireysel egitime gegmek igin kosullar hazirlanmus/
olgunlagmistir. Ama durum bdyle degilse, toplumda okur-yazarlik oram %50’lerde
seyrediyorsa , egitim her kesime ve her kademeye yaygnlagtiriimigsa, bu takdirde
daha bir siire kitle egitimi sistem olarak benimsenecektir. Ama kitle egitiminin
hedeflerine varilmigsa orda durmak biiyiik giinahtir. Kitle Egitimi’nin anlamu, egitimi
biiyiik kitlenin egitim gereksinmelerini karsilayacak bir fonksiyonla diizenlemektir.
Oysa Bireysel Egitim’in anlam ve felsefesi, egitimi bireyin ihtiyaglarim kargilayacak
sekilde diizenlemektir. O nedenle kitlesel egitim tek tipken, bireylerin gesitli
ihtiyaglarina yonelen bireysel egitim, bireyin degisik ilgi ve yeteneklerine hitap
edebilmek i¢in, ¢esitli segenekler igermek durumundadir.

Progressif toplumlar, demokratik egitim uygulamasma elverigli bir yapiya
sahiptirler. Toplumun gelecegini bir egemen simf denetimindeki geleneklere emanet
edemeyecekleri ve bireylerine daha ok 6zgiirliikler sunabildikleri igin, toplumu daha
giizel bir gelecege tastyacak yeni arayislar i¢indedirler. Toplumu gogulcu demokrasi
esaslarina gore bigimlendirmek, bireyi de gogulcu demokrasi kosullan iginde bilingli
bir otokontrolle yasayabilecek diizeye gikarmak isterler. Demokratik egitim siirecinin
belirgin 6zelligi, deneyimlerin siirekli reorganize edilmesi, bir anlamda yeniden
yapilanmalara gidilmesidir.

Bu noktada diisiince,egitimin bir temel problematigine takilir.Bu egitimde
hangi zaman kipinin segilecegi sorunudur. Agikcasi, “Egitim programlari gegmigin
durulmus deneyimlerini mi yansitmali, yoksa gelecegin toplum yapisini
bigimlendirmeye mi yénelmelidir” ?

Yanitimiz sudur: insanoglu en canli yogun olarak simdiki zamani, “Su An” i
yasar. Buna gore en giivenilir bilgi deneyimleri simdiki zamankiler olmal1. O halde
egitim programlari da simdikinin deneyimlerini yansitmali, giiniimiiziin
gereksinimlerine yanit vermelidir. Su var ki uygar demokratik toplumun ayrt edici
islevlerinden biri, su anla yetinmeyerek gelecegi de dnceden belirlemeye ¢aligmast,
bunu yaparken gegmisin deneyimlerinden de yararlanmasidir. fslev bu olunca, Alvin
Toffler teknolojisiyle “Gelecek Soku” eger yasanmak istenmiyorsa, egitim
programcilarmin kipi “Simdini gereksinmelerine hizmet eden bunu yaparken gelecegin
toplum yapisim bugiinden bigimlendirmek i¢in 6nlemler alan bir genisletirilmig zaman
boyutlu olmahdir. Bu boyutu yakalamanin yolu, gocuga bilgiler dgretmek yerine,
nasil 6grenecegini dgretmektir.”Boylece cocuk, uygun araglar kullanarak kendi bilgisini
giincel olarak iiretebilecektir.
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d) Cocuklara Din Egitimi:

Hi¢ kuskusuz verilmelidir; su basit gerekge ile olsa bile: Cocuk din bilgilerini
denetimsiz ¢evrelerden saptiriimig goriglerle kangik sekilde 6grenerek, garpik bir
manevi degerler demeti gelistirecegine, dogru ve yan tutmayan bir kaynaktan ogrenerek
en azindan carpik manevi degerler gelistirmekten kurtarilmalidir. Bunun igin 6ne
siiriilen iman-akil geligkisi (Din Bilim uyusmazhg) ile laikligin ihlal edilecegi gibi
gercekler gegerli degildir. imanin dogrulan ile aklin dogrularini veya akil tarafindan
bakip imanin dogrularim red etmeyi gerektirmez; her birinin dogrulan kendi iginde
gegerliligini korur. Aziz St. Tertulien’in “Credo imma absurdum*’u bu anlamda
sdylenmistir. Akil alaninda amacin “bilme “, iman alaninda ise “ijnanma” oldugunun
ayinmi yapilirsa ortada bir uyusmazlik konusu kalmaz. Diger yandan laikligin anlami
eger inang dzgur segimini yapabilmesi igin, bireye dinsel konularda asgari bir temel
bilgi verilmelidir. Ciinkii bu temel bilgi olmadan dogru bir se¢im yapmak olas1 degildir.
Bu temel bilgiyi kazandiracak hurafesiz/bog inansiz igerige sahip din bilgisi kitaplanmn
eksikligi, Tiirk toplumunun bu konudaki en 6nemli sorundur. Bu eksikligin giderilmesi
gorevi de aydin din adamina diiger.

e) Ortadgretim Basamaginda Akademik Egitim-Meslek Teknik Egitim
Agirlikianni Dengelenmesi: (Ortaegitimde Okullagma sorunu)

Sorunun yanit1 bazi bilimsel gercekler 15181nda verilebilir. Bunlardan 6ncelikli olan
sudur: “Kisi, ilgi ve yetenekleri dogrultusunda egitilmeli.” Bununla baglantih ikinci
temel gercek de, bir ¢ag niifisunu olusturan bireylerin -en iyimser bir oranla- ancak
9%25inin akademik yetenekli oldugudur. Eger bu dogruysa herhangi bir toplumda
okullagmanin genel plan1 %75 mesleki-teknik okul, %25 genel lise seklinde
diizenlenmelidir. Ancak sinir vakalan ve egitsel yonelmede yetenek yamnda ilgi faktorii
de dikkate alindifinda dagihmda genel lise lehine %5°lik bir artig yapilarak %70
mesleki-teknik okul - %30 akademik lise dagilim1 benimsenebilir. Bir bagka deyisle
bir toplumda okullagmamn yapisi her 7 meslek okuluna bir genel lise olarak diigiiniiliip
planlanmal veya “Cok Amach” bir okul biinyesinde gretimin branglagtiriimasi bu
oranlar dikkate alinarak diizenlenmelidir. Ulkemizde mesleki-teknik egitimi cazip
kilmamn onlarca yolundan dzellikle ikisi gok onemlidir.

1. Akademik lise ile teknik okulun “Cok Amagh Lise”(comprehensive

Sch.) ad1 altinda bir ¢ati altina konmasi.

2. Teknik okul mezunlarini istihdam edecek alt-yapinin iilkede olugmasi.
ikinci faktoér, okullagma durumunu yapay ozendiricilerle
dengelenemeyecegi gergegini vurgular. Nitekim tilkemizde ticaret
liselerinin geligimi, ticaret hayatimizdaki canlanmaya parelel olarak
seyretmigtir.

Cocugun akademik veya mesleki okullara yonetilmesi siirecinde, ortaokul sonuna
kadar gordiigii orenimdeki basari durumunu degerlendirme yaninda, ortaokul

*Sagma olsa da inantyorum.
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basamaginda orgiitlenecek etkili rehberlik-danigmanlik hizmetlerinin bilimsel
verilerine de dayanilmahidir.

f) Egitimimizde Bdigeler ve Okullar Atasindaki Standart Farklarinin
Giderilmesi:

Sinavlann varlik nedeni iyi bir dlgme degerlendirme oldugu kadar, degerlendirme
slirecinden her tiirlii keyifilik ve siibjektifiligin kaldirilmasidir da. Kuskusuz
degerlendirmede esas amag verilen egitimin hedefine ulagip ulagmadigini
denetlemektir. S6z konusu denetim, bolgeler ve okullar arasi1 farkliliklarin, kendi
okulunu yiiceltme gayretlerinin giderilmesiyle yapilabilir. Bunu saglayabilmek i¢in
“essay tipi” klasik degerlendirme yerine “test tipi” degerlendirmeyi ikame etmek
yetmez; merkez Orgiitge diizenlenip uygulanacak merkezi bir sinav sistemi
kagimimazdir. Tercihen 6gretim y1h ortasinda yer alabilecek bu sinav gesitli okullarn
birbirine gore relatif durumlarin da ortaya koyacak ve gerekli 6nlemlerin alinmasina
olanak verecektir.

€ SONUC
Sonug olarak, Giris’te de ifade etti§imiz gibi, progressif toplumlar i¢in gegerli egitim
felsefeleri, geleneksel toplumlar igin gegerli olmaz. Bunun tersi de dogrudur. Yani
geleneksel toplumlar igin gegerli egitim felsefeleri progressif toplumlar i¢in gegerli
olmaz.

Toplumumuzda egitimle ilgilenen ¢evrelerde tartigilan sorunlara, bu temel
ilke ve ona 151k tutan tanimlamalar 15181nda ¢oziimler bulunabilir m

KAYNAKCA

[l John Dewey, Democracy And Education, Stanford Un. Press (1961)
I Alwin Toffler, Future Shock, McGrow And Hill Company (1972)

B St. Tertulianus, (Ortagagda yagamg iinlii Hristiyan azizi)

SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTIONS TO
CERTAIN EDUCATIONAL PROBLEMS IN THE
LIGT OF CORRECT DIAGNOSSES

ABSTRACT

Educational philosophies that are valid for progressive societies cannot be valid
for traditional societies, the converse also applies. The educational problems in our
society can be solved on the basis of this principle. In this paper, some solutions are
suggested for issues such as the duration of primary schooling, the schooling model
in fundamental education, the mass education versus individual education dilemma,
religious education in schools, the schooling problem in secondary education and
diference in standarts between regions and schools i
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THE CYPRUS QUESTION AND
THE ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS

Zaim M. Necatigil*

ABSTRACT
This paper considers the role and effectiveness of international organizations such
as the United Nations (UN), the European Council, the Interparliamentary Union,
and the European Union, in helping the parties concerned to find a solution to the
Cyprus problem.

The equality of the two Cypriot communities has been recognized in the
UN negotiating process, but the two communities should be treated as equals in all
respects. The recognition of the Greek Cupriot administration as the "Government
of Cyprus" has a negative effect on negotiations for a Cyprus settlement.

There have been various attempts to internationalize the Cyprus problem,
but it seems that the best option for reaching an agreed and peaceful solution is
through the process of the intercommunal talks within the framework of the UN
Secretary-General's good offfices mission.

The process for accession of Cyprus into the European Union may serve
as an incentive on the parties to find a solution before the accession, but it may, on
the other hand, widen the rift between the two sides and drive them further apart.

Bl INTRODUCTION

The aim of this article is to examine the Cyprus question in the context of international
affairs, particularly the involvement of international organ-izations, such as the United
Nations (UN), the Council of Europe, Inter-Parliamentary Union and the European
Union.

The Cyprus problem is, most and foremost, intercommunal in character, but
as the Guarantor Powers - Great Britain, Greece and Turkey - and the international
community, are involved, it has strong international overtones. While the Turkish
Cypriot side has always supported the intercommunal talks through the “good offices”
mission of the UN Secretary-General, to be carried on between the two communities
freely and on an equal footing, it has opposed the idea of internationalization of the
Cyprus problem mainly for the reason that this side is not being afforded an opportunity
of being heard before international organizations, such as the General Assembly of
the UN. At such international meetings the Greek Cypriot administration is being
treated as the “Government of Cyprus” and resolutions are being taken behind the
back of the Turkish Cypriot people.

It will be pointed out that the taking of unilateral resolutions in international
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forums, including the General Assembly of the UN, behind the back of the Turkish
Cypriot people, without taking into consideration their legitimate rights and interests,
has not helped the efforts to find an agreed solution. On the other hand, resolutions
which encourage the parties to negotiate freely and on an equal footing and which
recognize the political equality of the two sides, can be more helpful. But the UN is
not treating both sides as equals in all respects. Other international organizations are
following the same general direction as the UN.

The unjust recognition of the Greek Cypriot administration as the "Government
of Cyprus " has not helped towards finding a negotiated settlement of the Cyprus
problem. The question is whether the sovereignty of the future Federal Republic of
Cyprus will emanate from the recognized " Government of Cyprus" or from the two
communities, or peoples, organized under their separate states.

The Greek Cypriot application for accession of Cyprus into the European
Union has further complicated the issues. The futherance of this application may be
seen as a catalyst for a solution - as an incentive to find a solution before accession -
but, on the other hand, there is the risk of the two communities drifting futher apart.

[l 1. THE UNITED NATIONS (UN)
(i) Peace - Keeping and Peace-Making Role of the UN

During the Colonial period the UN right dealt with the Cyprus problem between 1954-
58. In 1954 the Greek claim for ENOSIS, as a right of self-determination, was turned
down because it aimed at a change of sovereignty. During the General Assembly
debates of 1957 and 1958 the Greek claim for ENOSIS again created serious difficulties
since it could not be easily distinguished from annexation or ANSCHLUSS. In the
end, the UN General Assembly urged the parties to seek a peaceful, democratic and
just solution in accordance with the UN Charter'. Despite acrimonious exchanges
between the delegates of Greece and Turkey, at the conclusion of the 1958 debate a
ray of hope for a negotiated settlement emerged. Consequently, in February 1959
negotiations were held in Zurich between the Greek and the Turkish governments for
the purpose of finding a just solution. After consultations with the respective Cypriot
leaders an agreement was reached on 11 February 1959 at Zurich between the Greek
and the Turkish Prime Ministers, Karamanlis and Menderes, for the establishment of
an independent state, the Republic of Cyprus.

After the intercommunal troubles of 1963-64 which resulted in the ejection
by force of arms of the Turkish Cypriot side from all the organs of the Government of
Cyprus - the collapse of bi-communal government - the UN have been involved both
in peace-keeping and peace-making.

On 4 March 1964 the UN Security Council adopted a unanimous resolution
which in para. 4 recommended the creation, with the consent of the “Government of
Cyprus”, of a UN peace-keeping force in Cyprus (UNFICYP)?% Para. 5 of this
resolution, which has been interpreted to refer indirectly to the Greek Cypriot
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administration as the “Government of Cyprus”, recommended that the force should
function in the interests of preserving international peace and security, and “use its
best efforts to prevent a recurrence of fighting and as necessary, to contribute to the
maintenance and restoration of law and order and a return to normal conditions”.
Furthermore, the Security Council recommended that the Secretary-General designate
a Mediator. The Finnish diplomat, Sakari Tuomioja was appointed as Mediator. He
was succeeded upon his death by Dr. Galo Plaza. The latter submitted his report to the
Secretary-General on 26 March 1965, but his report was not accepted by Turkey
because Dr. Plaza exceeded his mandate by acting like an “arbitrator” in the way he
submitted his own views for a solution, rather than trying to find an “agreed solution”.

The UN Force in Cyprus became operational on 27 March 1964 with the
arrival of the Canadian contingent.

The troops of UNFICYP could not take the initiative in using armed force,
which could be resorted to only in self-defence. The mandate was conceived within
Chapter VI of the United Nations Charter and not Chapter VII concerning enforcement
action.

It could be assumed that the reference in the Security Council resolution of 4
March to the “Government of Cyprus”, was to the government established by the
1960 Constitution which should have been composed of both Greek and Turkish
Cypriot elements. However, the Greek Cypriot wing of the Government of Cyprus,
which since December 1963 had attempted to overthrow the 1960 Constitution,
pretended to be that government.

It was contended that there was an emergency in Cyprus and the UN had to
act quickly to prevent loss of life. At that time no one thought that the Cyprus problem
would remain unresolved for so many years, but this could be no justification for the
UN to act as it did, that is, to ignore the letter and spirit of the Zurich and London
agreements and the fundamental basis of the constitutional order, that is, the bi-
communality of the Republic. By recognizing the Greek Cypriot administration as
the “Government of Cyprus”, the UN unwittingly rewarded the aggressor and punished
the victim. Moreover, to add insult to injury, the then UN Secretary-General, in his
report of 14 September 1964 defined the term “return to normal conditions”, as not
implying the restoration of the constitutional situation, as interpreted by the Turkish
Cypriots®. The Secretary-General was also reported to have remarked that the solution
of the Cyprus problem was first and foremost a matter for the “Cypriot Government”,
meaning the Greek Cypriot administration. The UN, by its interpretation and
application of the said resolution, set the wrong course for Cyprus. Commenting on
the Security Council resolution of 4 March 1964, Archbishop Makarios declared “We
have secured a resolution in the first phase of our struggle in the international field.
Turkey cannot in future threaten intervention in Cyprus invoking the Treaty of
Guarantee ™.

The presence of the United Nations force in Cyprus served to check recourse
to armed force, but it only palliated some symptoms of the crisis during 1964 and
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reached none of its basic causes. The mandate of the force has been renewed at six-
month intervals since its creation in 1964, but its numerical strength has been
considerably reduced”.

UNFICYP liased between the two sides to prevent recurrence of fighting and
when fighting flared up intervened to stop it. Such major instances of crises occurred
at Kokkina-Mansoura (Tylliria area) in August 1964 and at Kophinou (Gegitkale) and
Ayios Theodoros (Bogazigi) in November-December 1967.

Good offices functions of the Secretary-General have been carried out in
respect of Cyprus since 1964. Since 1968, the Secretary-General’s special
representatives have been engaged in promoting an agreed overall settlement. After
the events of 1974, the Security Council, in its resolution 367 (1975) of 12 March
1975, requested the Secretary-General to undertake a new mission of good offices
“and to that end to convene the parties under new agreed procedures and place himself
personally at their disposal, so that the resumption, the intensification and the progress
of comprehensive negotiations, carried out in a reciprocal spirit of understanding and
of moderation under his personal auspices and with his direction as appropriate, might
thereby be facilitated”. Since then, the Secretary-General has, in connection with the
extension of the mandate of UNFICYP, reaffirmed the new mission of good offices
referred to in resolution 367 (1975)°.

The intercommunal talks, which started in June 1968 between the
representatives of the two communities, continued under the auspices of the UN
Secretary-General who appointed his Special Representative to help the two sides in
the negotiations to find an agreed solution to the problem.

The conditions under which both sides negotiated within the framework of
the intercommunal talks between the years 1968 and 1974 were different from those
prevailing now. During that period the negotiators were engagedina proceés to revise
or reformulate the 1960 Constitution. The present intercommunal talks, however, have
the aim of reaching an agreed settlement on the basis of “bi-communal, bi-zonal
federation”.

After Turkey intervened militarily on 20 July 1974, in the wake of the COUP
D'ETAT of 15 July 1974, it was agreed by the parties concerned that fresh attempts
should be made to solve the Cyprus problem by means of a new series of talks between
the two communities on an equal footing under the auspices of the UN Secretary-
General. The Security Council resolution, which expressed regret about the
proclamation of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus, called for new efforts to assist
the resumption of negotiations. It asked the Secretary-General to undertake a new
mission of good offices and to convene the representatives of the two communities
under his auspices. The talks called by the Security Council began in April 1975 and
have been continuing, on and off, up to the present time.

It is not the intention of this article to write a chronology of the talks, or to
deal with the proposals, or the positions of the parties ; or the efforts and initiatives of
the Secretary-General. Certain fundamental principles should, however, be emphasized.
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The UN is dealing with the Cyprus problem on the basis of two separate communities.
The General Assembly resolution 3212 (XXIX) of 1 November 1974 recommends
“the contacts and negotiations taking place on an equal footing between the
representatives of the two communities and calls for their continuation with a view to
reaching freely a mutually acceptable political settlement based on their fundamental
and legitimate rights”. The Security Council, in its resolutions 367 of 1975 and 649 of
1990, describe those to whom the Secretary-General is to render his good offices, as
“communities” and sometimes as “parties”. There is a clear pattern of acknowledgement
by the UN of the separate status of the two communitites in Cyprus, of the requirement
that they should negotiate on “an equal footing”, and that the objective of the exercise
of the Secretary-General’s good offices is “a new constitution” for the state of Cyprus
on a federal, bi-communal and bi-zonal basis. The Secretary-General has clearly stated
that “the solution that is being sought is thus one that must be decided upon by and
must be acceptable to, both communities”. He added that his mission is with the two
communities whose “participation in the process is on an equal footing” and that the
relationship of the two communities is not “one of majority and minority’”’.

The Secretary-General has again referred to these ideas in his report to the
Security Council of March 19908. The Security Council resolutions 649 of 12 March
1990 and 716 of 11 October 1991, have again emphasized this parity of negotiating
status in the endeavour of the parties to establish a bi-communal and bi-zonal
federation®. The Secretary-General has stated in a recent report on his mission of
good offices in Cyprus that :

“The agreement will result in the establishment of a bi-communal and
bi-zonal federation, one state comprising two politically equal
communities in which sovereignty will be equally shared but indivisible,
that will safeguard the independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity
and non-alignment of Cyprus and exclude union in whole or in part with
any other country and any form of partition or secession. The federation
“will be established through a new constitutional arrangement which will
be prepared in line with the overall framework agreement being negotiated
in which the two communities participate on an equal footing and which
will be approved through separate referenda in each community”'°.

Another point that should be made is that if the two sides themselves were
allowed freely to try to reach an agreed solution, the “good offices” mission of the
UN Secretary-General would not by itself attribute to the conflict an international
dimension. However, the involvement of the UN with the Cyprus question, particularly
of the General Assembly, as a question that affects international relations so that it
must be settled in accordance with internationally recognized norms attributes to it an
international dimension. One cannot reconcile this with the viewpoint that the Cyprus
question is an intercommunal matter ; the UN not being able to impose a solution.
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More so because, a framework agreement that may be achieved through the process
of the intercommunal talks will be submitted for approval of the two communitites
through separate referendums.

(i1) UN General Assembly Resolutions

General Assembly resolution 3212 (XXIX) of 1 November 1974 commends the
contacts and negotiations taking place on an equal footing, with the good offices of
the Secretary-General between the representatives of the two communities and calls
for their continuation with a view to reaching freely a mutually acceptable political
settlement, based on their fundamental and legitimate rights. The General Assembly
also records its consideration that the constitutional system of the Republic of Cyprus
concerns the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot communities.

One may say that, on the whole, the above resolution views the Cyprus question
primarily as a matter for the communities, rather than a mafter for the international
community.

Resolution 34/30 of 20 November 1979, however, gives a different impression.
In the preamble the Assembly recalls “the idea of holding an international conference
on Cyprus” and deeply regrets that “the resolutions of the United Nations on Cyprus
have not yet been implemented”. Furthermore, the Assembly deplores “the continued
presence of foreign armed forces ... on the territory of the Republic of Cyprus and the
fact that part of its territory is still occupied by foreign forces” and also “unilateral
actions that chage the demographic structure of Cyprus”. The substantive part of the
resolution reiterates full support “for the sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity,
unity and non-alignment of the Republic of Cyprus and calls once again for the cessation
of all foreign interference in its affairs”. It calls “for respect of the human rights of all
Cypriots and the instituting of urgent measures for the voluntary return of the refugees
to their homes in safety”. More significantly, the resolution authorizes the President
of the Assembly to appoint an AD HOC Committee to maintain contact with the
Secretary-General to facilitate the “successful conclusion of negotiations” and to
“recommend steps for and promote the implementation of all relevant resolutions of
the General Assembly on Cypus”.

Though the resolution calls for “the urgent resumption of the negotiations
under the auspices of the Secretary-General between the representatives of the two
communitites, to be conducted freely on an equal footing on the basis of the Agreement
of 19 May 1979, with a view to reaching as early as possible, a mutually acceptable
agreement based on their fundamental and legitimate rights”, the resolution pre-empts
some of the basic issues which the parties themselves should negotiate and agree
upon. More significantly the resolution brings in the element of internationalization
which is incompatible with the intercommunal nature of the question.

One may venture to say that the above resolution did not help the process of
seeking to find an agreed settlement of the Cyprus problem. This has probably been
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conceded as the proposed Ad Hoc Committee never got off the ground.

In 1980, though the Cyprus question was on the agenda of the UN General
Assembly, the item was deferred and no resolution was adopted in view of the fact
that the intercommunal talks were continuing under the auspices of the UN Secretary-
General.

The Greek Cypriot side was dissuaded from raising the Cyprus question at
the General Assembly during 1981 and 1982. This was rightly so because point 6 of
the Denktash-Kyprianou accord of 1979 stated that both sides would abstain from
any action which might jeopardize the outcome of the talks. It was understood that
internationalization would be likely to disrupt the atmosphere of the intercommunal
dialogue.

As the intercommunal talks were running into difficulties, the Turkish Cypriot
negotiator at the talks suggested, in March 1983, a “moratorium” on
internationalization, that is, avoidance of bringing the Cyprus question before
international forums, such as the General Assembly of the UN, the Non-Aligned
Conferences, the International Postal Union Congress and so on, where the Turkish
Cypriot side did not have a voice.

There were reports early in April 1983 that UN Secretary-General would be
ready to undertake new initiatives to help to vitalize the talks which were continuing
on an “open agenda”. Progress was hindered, however, due to the pending Greek
Cypriot appeal to the UN General Assembly. The talks were therefore recessed pending
the debate at the UN.

At the United Nations Turkey proposed the holding of the debate in the
Assembly’s Special Political Committee instead of a plenary session where only
represéntatives of states are normally allowed to speak. The Greek Cypriot side insisted
however that the matter should be dealt with directly by the full body, where the
Turkish Cypriot side has no voice ", and so it was.

A draft resolution before the General Assembly was sponsored by Algeria,
Cuba, Guyana, India, Mali, Sri Lanka and Yugoslavia'%.

During the debates at the General Assembly the British delegate reaffirmed
Britain’s support for the intercommunal talks and urged the Assembly to avoid
propaganda points. Canada’s delegate indicated the need for strict impartiality when
it came to the vote by the countries which maintain troops in UNFICYP. Malaysia’s
delegate dismissed the draft resolution as “lopsided and partial”. Nevertheless, the
motion was adopted without amendment by 103 votes to 5, with 20 abstentions. Most
of the NATO powers, and four Arab states'?, abstained. Votes against the motion were
cast by Bangladesh, Malaysia, Pakistan, Somalia and Turkey. More than two-thirds
of the nations which voted in favour of the resolution were members of either the
Soviet Bloc or the Non-Aligned Movement. Among the European Community (EC)
members, France voted with Greece in favour of the motion. Portugal and Spain,
candidates for EC membership, did likewise. Some cohesion and unity of purpose
might have been expected from nations which contributed troops to UNFICYP.
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However, Australia, Austria, Ireland, Finland and Sweden all voted for the motion,
thereby undermining UNFICYP’s reputation for even-handedness, the requisite for
effective peace-keeping.

The resolution of 13 May 1983 included the perennial demand for the
immediate withdrawal of all the “occupation forces” and the voluntary return of
refugees in safety to their homes. More recent proposals for an international conference
on Cyprus and the demilitarization of the whole island were renewed, thereby reflecting
the aims of the Soviet Union and some of the Arab states. It was again suggested that
the Security Council should examine within a set time-limit the question of the
implementation of various UN resolutions on Cyprus'“.

The Turkish Cypriots were especially concerned by para. 2 which affirmed
“the right of the Republic of Cyprus and its people to full and effective sovereignty
and control over the territory of Cyprus” and called upon all states to support and help |
the “Government of the Republic of Cyprus” to exercise these rights. The resolution
in fact advocated Greek Cypriot “sovereignty” over the Turkish Cypriots.

Internationalization of the Cyprus question to such an extent met with the
reaction of the Turkish Cypriots whose rights were being eroded by resolutions of the
international community. As a first move the parliament of the Turkish Federated
State of Cyprus adopted, on 17 June 1983, a resolution affirming the right of the
Turkish Cypriot people to self-determination. The UN resolution had paved the way
for the proclamation, on 15 November 1983, of the Turkish Republic of Northern
Cyprus.

The UN General Assembly has not debated the Cyprus question since 1983.
The Secretary-General, who has on certain occasions stressed the importance of the
intercommunal talks as the best available method for pursuing the negotiating process'*,
has been playing a more active role within his good offices mission. Though this
mission does not allow him to make formal proposals, such initiatives have been
appropriately described as “Ideas”, “Indicators” or “Soundings” (September 1983),
“Working Points” (August 1984), “Agenda for the Third Round of the Secretary-
General’s Proximity Talks on Cyprus” or “Preliminary Draft for a Joint High - Level
Agreement” (November 1984), “Draft Framework Agreement on Cyprus” (March
1986), and “Ghali Set of Ideas” (July 1992)'S.

(iii) Reactions of the International Community to Crises

Some measure of internationalization of the Cyprus conflict came about due to fact
that the UN dealt with the Cyprus question whenever there was a crisis leading to
deterioration of the situation on the island.

After the Greek engineered COUP D' ETAT of 15 July 1974 against the
government of Archbishop Makarios, and the Turkish intervention of 20 July, the UN
Security Council was convened to consider the situation on the island. In the evening
of 20 July the Council adopted resolution 353, deploring the outbreak of conflict and
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continued bloodshed, and expressing concern at the threat to international peace and
security and the explosive situation in the Eastern Mediterranean. It called upon all
states to respect the sovereignty of Cyprus ; upon the belligerents to cease fire, and for
the early start of negotiations between Greece and Turkey for the restoration of peace
and constitutional government. It demanded an immediate end to foreign military
intervention in the Republic of Cyprus. It requested the withdrawal without delay
from the Republic of Cyprus of foreign military personnel present otherwise than
under the authority of International Agreements.

Again, after the failure of the Geneva Conference which was followed by the
second round of Turkish military operation on 14 August 1974, the Security Council
adopted resolution 360 of 16 August recalling its “formal disapproval” of the “unilateral
military actions undertaken against the Republic of Cyprus”. The resolution was in
stronger terms than the previous one, and it referred to “actions” in the plural which
could cover the Greek as well as the Turkish intervention, but it stopped short of
actual condemnation, it simply recorded “formal disapproval”. Crucially, the resolution
was silent as to precisely which actions were regarded as being “against the Republic
of Cyprus”.

_ The Security Council has not only considered military emergencies in the
island, but also political crises.

In Security Council debates which followed the proclamation of the Turkish
Federated State of Cyprus, the Turkish Cypriot representative stressed that separation
of the two communities came about as a result of acts of the Greek Cypriot side and
that there could be no return to the 1960 Constitution. Physical separation was vital to
the safety of Turkish Cypriots. However, the Security Council members were virtually
unanimous in regretting the proclamation of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus
and in declaring continued recognition of the “Government of Cyprus” under
Archbishop Makarios. The British representative was not alone in emphasizing that
the proclamation was not a “Unilateral Declaration of Independence” (UDI) and that
it ruled out partition or annexation. The setting up of a legal order which adopted the
style and title of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus was not therefore a break-
away from an established constitutional set-up that could be described as UDI. The
Security Council adopted resolution No. 376 of 12 March 1975 without vote, regretting
the decision to declare “that a part of the Republic of Cyprus would become a Federated
Turkish State”. The resolution noted that the proclamation was not intended to prejudge
a final settlement. Significantly, it did not call on states to withhold recognition.

The attitude of the Security Council was stronger, however, when it was
requested by the United Kingdom, Cyprus and Greece to consider the situation in
Cyprus in the wake of the proclamation on 15 November 1983 of the Turkish Republic
of Nothern Cyprus.

A draft resolution which considered the declaration of statehood as “invalid”
and called for its “withdrawal”, was sponsored by the United Kingdom.

The United Kingdom representative said that the draft resolution, which
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reflected the views of his government, was directed at the deplorable action of the
Turkish Cypriots, but it did not purport to deal with the whole problem of Cyprus.
“We all know”, he said, “that the present action by the Turkish Cypriot authorities is
not the only wrong of one kind or another that has been done since the Treaties were
signed in 1960”. In his view, it was just as necessary as before to make every effort to
bring the two sides together”"".

The Turkish view about the draft resolution was expressed by Ambassador
Kirca. The proclamation of statehood could not be regarded as null and void. That
decision was taken in accordance with the principle of self-determination in order to
re-establish the state of affairs laid down in the basic provisions of the Constitution as
envisaged in the Treaty of Guarantee, and as a means of remedying the continuous
usurpation by the Greek Cypriot community of the title “Government of the Republic
of Cyprus”. In his view, the Council would have done better to recognize the legal
truth and declare null and void the illegal amendments made unilaterally by the Greek
Cypriot community to the basic and unalterable provisions of the 1960 Constitution,
in violation of that Constitution and of the Treaty of Guarantee. Therefore Turkey had
to reject the relevant paragraph of the draft resolution. He said emphatically, “since
there can be no question of the Turkish community’s revoking its proclamation of
independence, it would be absolutely unthinkable for Turkey to withdraw recognition
of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus™’®.

Commenting on the relevant paragraph of the draft resolution which considered
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus to be “invalid”, President Denktash said, “it
[the Security Council] considered China non-existent for 30 years and East Germany
non-existent for 25 years. It does not matter ; they are now here among us, and I greet
them with respect”'’. He continued to say:

“We are not seceding from the independent island of Cyprus, from the
Republic of Cyprus, or will not do so if the chance is given to us to re-
establish a bi-zonal federal system. But if the robbers of my rights continue
to insist that they are the legitimate Government of Cyprus, we shall be
as legitimate as they, as non-aligned as they, as sovereign as they in the
northern State of Cyprus, but we shall keep the door wide open to re-
establishing unity under a federal system™?.

On 18 November 1983 the Council adopted resolution 541 in which it deplored the
declaration of the Turkish Cypriot authorities for the “purported secession” of part of
the Republic of Cyprus; considered that declaration as legally invalid and called for
its withdrawal ; called for the urgent and effective implementation of its resolutions
365 (1974) and 367 (1975) ; requested the Secretary-General to pursue his mission of
good offices ; called upon the parties to co-operate fully with the Secretary-General in
his mission of good offices, called upon all states to respect the sovereignty,
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independence, territorial integrity, and non-alignment of the Republic of Cyprus and
not to recognize any Cypriot state other than the Republic of Cyprus; and called upon
all states and the two communities in Cyprus to refrain from any action which might
exacerbate the situation. :

In fact the main criticism that can be levelled against the Security Council’s
above resolution is that it only dealt with the “wrongs” of the Turkish Cypriot side. It
was, in the historical circumstances of the situation, not fair to attribute responsibility
to the Turkish Cypriot community for conduct said to be “incompatible” with the
Treaty without at the same time assessing the relevance of the situation to the conduct
of the Greek Cypriot community and in particular, its deliberate disregard of the terms
of the Cyprus Constitution throughout the period of twenty years preceding the
establishment of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. Since the Security Council
attached importance to the conduct of the Turkish Cypriot community with the treaties,
it should have attached the same importance to the compatibility with the treaties of
the conduct of the Greek Cypriot community . By refusing to do so, the Security
Council not only failed to apply in an objective and even-handed manner the substantive
legal requirements to which it had itself made reference ; it also failed to adhere to the
standard of equal treatment that it had repeatedly affirmed in its use, in relation to the
negotiations between the two sides, of the words “on an equal footing”. Had the Security
Council taken a balanced view of the situation in 1983, it would have found that the
conduct of the Greek Cypriot community had for the past twenty years been
“incompatible” with the 1960 settlement. There can be no legal basis for holding one
party to the terms of an agreement without predicating the requirement of an equal
degree of compliance by the other.

In determining that the establishment of the Turkish Republic of Northern
Cyprus was “legally invalid”, and in attaching to that determination the sanction that
states should not recognize it, the Security Council was evidently purporting to act in
ajudicial capacity. Yet, in so acting the Council did not act in the manner appropriate
to the performance of a judicial function. The “judgment”, in the form of a draft
resolution, was prepared and was in circulation before the debate even took place - a
proceeding that is in no way compatible with the judicial process of ascertaining facts
and weighing arguments before reaching a reasoned conclusion.

However, the rigour of the above referred Security Council resolution has
been mitigated to a certain extent by the continuation of the intercommunal talks
under UN auspices, without insisting for the “withdrawal” of the declaration of
statehood, as was called by the Council.

In conclusion one may say that the international community has been ignoring
the letter and spirit of the Zurich and London agreements, first, by recognizing the
Greek Cypriot administration as the “Government of Cyprus” since 1964, and second,
by discriminating against the Turkish Cypriots which pushed them into isolation, as a
result of which a process of political and administrative evolution, as of necessity,
began with the setting up of the Turkish Cypriot administration. This process culminated
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in the proclamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. The international
community, particularly the Western powers, must therefore bear some responsibility
for the consolidation of separation. Had they treated the Greek and Turkish
administrations as integral components of one state, in the bi-communal provisions of
the agreements, the trend towards separation could have been contained and the chances
of a settlement based on eventual reunification facilitated.

[l 2. THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE

Since Cyprus joined the Council of Europe in 1961, the Cypriot delegation to the
Parliamentary Assembly has comprised two representatives and two substitutes
appointed by the Greek Cypriot parliamentarians and one representative and a substitute
appointed by the Turkish Cypriot parliamentarians.

After the events of 1963/64, when the Parliamentary Assembly met on April
1964, it was presented with credentials for three Greek Cypriot substitutes, which
gave rise to objections on the ground of unconstitutionality. Reference was made to
art. 73(4) of the Cyprus Constitution, which provided that parliamentary committees
had to be constituted in the same proportions as parliament itself with regard to
representation of the Greek and Turkish communities, namely 70%:30%. Cyprus was
not represented at the parliamentary Assembly till 1984, because the Assembly refused
to accept a parliamentary delegation representing only one of the two communities of
Cyprus. Such a partial representation would be incompatible with the principle of the
“rule of law” embodied in art. 3 of the Statute of the Council of Europe and with the
principles laid down in the preamble thereof.

After the proclamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus the
Parliamentary Assembly adopted resolutions about the situation in the island which
are similar to those taken by the UN.

The Parliamentary Assembly by its Recommendation 974 of 23 November
1983, rejected the “unilateral declaration of independence of the northern part of
Cyprus” and demanded the immediate withdrawal of the “occupying Turkish troops”
as an indispensable condition for the final solution of the Cyprus crisis.

At the 73rd session of the Committee of Ministers held on 24 November
1983 a resolution on Cyprus was adopted, but in the absence of unanimity it could not
be made public or even communicated to the Assembly. According to press reports,
an amendment proposed by Switzerland, which, like Recommendation 974, called
for an independent Council of Europe effort, to complement (and not to contradict)
the initiative of the United Nations Secretary-General, failed because of abstentions
to secure the absolute majority (11 votes) needed for adoption. Six countries voted
against.

The Baumel report about the situation in Cyprus?', which was unanimously
adopted by the Political Affairs Committee on 10 January 1984, could not be considered
by the Parliamentary Assembly in its February 1984 session but was instead adopted
by the Standing Committee on 21 March 1984, acting on behalf of the Assembly?.
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The resolution deplored the “illegal declaration” by the leaders of the Turkish Cypriot
community, described it as a secession of a part of the Republic of Cyprus, stressed
that the Council of Europe as such cannot disinterest itself from this crisis, and decided
to give effect without further delay to the intention, ailready expressed in
Recommendation 974, to make contact, through its Bureau and the competent
committees, with leaders of the states and communities concerned in order to do all in
their power to promote a reconciliation and the necessary search for a just and lasting
solution. _

Since 1984, however, Cyprus is “represented” in the organs of the Council of
Europe, including the Parliamentary Assembly, by Greek Cypriot parliamentarians.
InMay 1984 the parliamentary Assembly ratified the credentials of two Greek Cypriot
parliamentarians (one representative and one substitute) to represent the parliament
of Cyprus at the Parliamentary Assembly, even though this would. not be entirely
satisfactory, for one of the two communities which constitute the state of Cyprus
would not be represented. The decision was taken upon the recommendation of the
Committee on Rules of Procedure?. One representive’s seat and one substitute’s seat
are still reserved for the Turkish Cypriot community. By this resolution the Assembly
changed its long-established democratic practice of not accepting an “incomplete” or
“partial” representation from Cyprus. In fact, there had been “no common” or
“representative” parliament in Cyprus since 1964 and the situation had not changed
in 1984 to justify such a change of practice. The “reserved” or “vacant seat” formula
isalso open to criticism because it allows an “unrepresentative” parliament to represent
its country at the Parliamentary Assembly. By keeping “vacant’the seat of the Turkish
community of Cyprus the Assembly is deemed to have tacitly acknowledged that the
Greek Cypriot representative taking his seat in the Assembly represents only his
community and not the Turkish Cypriot community.

After the parliamentary elections in South Cyprus which were held on 8
December 1985, in a letter of 25 February 1986 addressed to the president of the
Parliamentary Assembly, the Representative of the Turkish Cypriot community in
Brussels objected to the one-sided representation of Cyprus at the Assembly because
the newly elected Greek Cypriot House of Representatives could not represent the
whole of Cyprus and because it was not the House of the bi-national Republic of
Cyprus as envisaged by the 1960 Constitution. The validity of the credentials of the
Greek Cypriot representative was also contested by some members of the Parliamentary
Assembly, as a result of which the final decision on the matter was deferred. In the
meantime some parliamentarians signed a petition urging the Council of Europe to
study urgently the practical possibilities of elected representatives of both communities
attending plenary sessions and relevant committees of the Assembly to “enable a
genuine dialogue to take place within the only democratic, international forum
embracing all countries of Western Europe".

However, the Assembly did, during its 38th ordinary session, adopt, on 28
January 1987, the report of the Committee on Rules of Procedure?® suggesting
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validation of the credentials of the “Cyprus delegation” (a Greek Cypriot representative
and a Greek Cypriot substitute) for the remainder of the 38th session, that is, up to 4
May 1987%. In spite of the outcome, the objection to the credentials has once more
drawn attention to the unsatisfactory nature of provisional formulas as to representation
of Cyprus before a mutually agreed settlement of the Cyprus problem has been reached.

Since then the Turkish parliamentary delegation has been voicing forward
reservations to this unsatisfactory “representation” of Cyprus, each year when the
question of credentials comes up on the agenda of the Assembly, without raising
formal objection.

In its resolution 963, on Europe’s role in a “new world order” after the Gulf
war, adopted in April 1991, the Parliamentary Assembly called upon governments
and parliaments to “support action in today’s favourable conditions” aimed at achieving
breakthroughs in a number of long-standing conflicts, including that of Cyprus,
reaffirming also support for the good offices mission of the UN Secretary-General
and calling for “an early report by the Cyprus Contact Group set up by the Bureau”.
The Parliamentary Assembly has adopted various reports concerning the political
situation and other aspects of the Cyprus question, such as that by Franz Karasek,
rapporteur of the Political Affairs Committee?’, Van der Werff report on the Cultural
Heritage®, and the Cuco report on the Demographic Structure of the Cypriot
Communities®.

Turkish Cypriot parliamentarians have only been allowed to lobby at the
Strasbourg headquarters of the Parliamentary Assembly, but they do not have a voice
at the Assembly itself. However, during the consideration of the Cuco report it has
been possible for the Turkish Cypriot parliamentarians to address the relevant meetings
of the Political Groups in the Assembly. It should have been realized that certain
resolutions of the Assembly concerning Cyprus need the cooperation of the Turkish
Cypriot side if they are to be applicable to the whole island, and Turkish Cypriots
should not be expected to be bound by resolutions taken behind their back. This is one
of the questions dealt with in the long awaited report by Lord Finsberg, rapporteur of
the Political Affairs Committee, which was accepted by the Parliamentary Assembly
on 2 February 1995%,

The Finsberg report gives backing to the UN Secretary-General’s efforts and
initiatives, and urges the leaders to demonstrate political will by accepting the UN
proposals. In the recommendation section the Assembly welcomes the proposal for
demilitarization of the island, which would mean that Turkish troops “now illegally
present in the country” would withdraw according to an agreed time table. The
Assembly recommends that the Council of Ministers ask both sides to allow the exercise
of free movement between the two parts of the island, allow normal international
telephone and postal access, invite both communities to revise school textbooks, and
promote the establishment of trust. In the resolution section, the Assembly decides to

m minitor very closely the confidence-building effort by the Secretary-General, to invite
representatives of the two communities, when considered appropriate, to attend
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committee meetings, on an AD HOC basis, when they deal with issues directly
concerning Cyprus, and call upon its members to refrain from any action that could
be interpreted as extending recognition to the “entity in the occupied part of Cyprus”.

'l 3. INTER-PARLIAMENTARY UNION

The Inter-Parliamentary Union (IPU) is an international organization of
parliamentarians that provides a forum for dialogue and parliamentary diplomacy
among legislators representing every political system co-existing in the world.
Conferences of the IPU bring together over 500 parliamentarians of all parties from
some 120 sovereign states providing a unique observatory of opinions on political
trends around the world*'. As the focal point of the world-wide parliamentary dialogue,
the IPU works for peace and co-operation among peoples and for the establishment of
representative institutions.

The Inter-Parliamentary Conference is the principal statutory organ of the
IPU. It studies international problems and makes recommendations representing the
views of the Organization as a whole. Conferences, which are held twice a year since
1984, are being hosted by different countries, providing the participants with
opportunities to be confronted with different national realities.

During the 83rd Inter-Parliamentary Conference held in Nicosia inApril 1990,
on the proposal of the parliamentarians of the host country - Greek Cypriot side - a
resolution was taken about the situation in Cyprus which contained the recommendation
for the establishment of a Committee to Monitor the Situation in Cyprus. The resolution
expressed “deep concern at the situation in Cyprus, which has significant implications
for peace and security in the region”. It condemned “ the continued forced division of
the island, the presence of occupation troops and settlers and the violation of human
rights”, and called for the “immediate withdrawal of Turkish troops’.

The Committee was set up by the IPU Council in May 1991 “ to monitor the
situation closely and report to the relevant bodies of the IPU on developments in
Cyprus”. It held its first session on the occasion of the 86th IPU Conference in Santiago
in October 1991 and has, since then, held further sessions, each on the occasion of
IPU statutory meetings (conferences) held twice a year.

The regular practice of the Committee is (i) to receive memorandums on
developments in the situation in Cyprus from the representatives of the two
communities in Cyprus and from the national groups representing in the IPU the three
guarantor powers under the 1960 Treaty of Guarantee - Greece, Turkey an the United
Kingdom; (ii) to receive information on the mission of good offices of the UN
Secretary-General, and (iii) to hear representatives of the two Cypriot communities.
During the Paris meeting of the Committee in March 1994 it was possible for the
Committee for the first time to hold interviews also with the representatives of the
three guarantor powers, and to receive written submissions.

In all its activities the Committee endeavour to maintain an objective and
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neutral approach as a fact-finding mission, dealing with the representatives of both
communities on an equal footing, offering them same time and opportunity, and trying
to obtain detailed information from all sources without endorsing the positions of any |
of the parties, with the sole aim of assessing the factual situation.

The usual procedure is to receive written memorandums on developments in
Cyprus from the representatives (parliamentarians) of each community in advance of
the Committee’s scheduled meeting.

During Committee meetings, these memorandums are considered, and
representatives, who are parliamentarians, of the two communities are heard separately.
The Committee then prepares and submits its report to the plenary session of the [IPU
Conference. At the plenary session Cyprus is “represented” only by Greek Cypriot
parliamentarians, but the report of the Committee gives coverage to the views of both
community representatives.

A delegation from the Committee (Chairman and two members) has also
paid a visit to Cyprus during 17-20 January 1994 and had meetings and interviews
with the leaders of both communities, political party and trade union representatives,
as well as, with the Deputy Special Representative of the UN Secretary-General. The
report of the Committee was prepared by its Chairman and rapporteur, M. Ferris, and
submitted to the Paris meeting of the IPU in March 1994. The Chairman has also
visited Cyprus recently, in January 1995, and had consultations on both sides of the
island.

In carrying out its work, the Cyprus Committee is guided by certain
considerations, such as, the stand taken by IPU with regard to the Republic of Cyprus
and that of the northern part of the island, and that the Cyprus problem is one which is
not only a bi-communal problem but one which involves also the three guarantor
powers. The aim of [PU, and that of the Committee, is not to interfere with, or hinder,
the efforts and initiatives of the UN Secretary-General within the framework of his
good offices, but to complement and support such efforts and initiatives, to find a
lasting solution and to build confidence between the two communities. The IPU,as
well as the Committee, consider that the present status quo (division) in the island is
unacceptable, and that the key to any just an lasting settlement of the Cyprus problem
is the restoration of confidence and readiness to compromise.

It would seem therefore, that the IPU would be inclined to encourage, and
offer a framework and opportunity for contracts between the representatives of various
political forces which exist in the two communities, and fulfil its role as a multilateral
instrument of parliamentary diplomacy.

[l 4. CYPRUS AND THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

It is widely acknowledged that the European Community (now the European Union)
has a prominent role to play in the future of Cyprus.

The Association Agreement between Cyprus and the European Community
(EC) was signed in 1972%. Despite the political problems of the island the Community
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acted on the basis that its obligation would be to the two communities of Cyprus as a
whole. Both communities were consulted during the negotiations, and articles 4 and 5
of the Agreement prohibited discrimination between the products of contracting
countries, as well as, nationals or companies of Cyprus.

The Agreement introduces a preference arrangement for products from Cyprus.
It provides for progressively closer co-operation between the Community (Union)
and Cyprus. In the first stage, which was originally to terminate in June 1977 but was
extended to the end of 1987, a mutual reduction of duties on industrial and agricultural
products was to be implemented.

Negotiations for the second stage of the customs union were, however,
conducted between the Community and the Greek Cypriot administration, on behalf
of the “Republic of Cyprus”. In December 1987 the European Parliament approved
anAdditional Protocol to the Association Agreement for the second stage of the customs
union of Cyprus with the Community?3*.

This Protocol entered into force on 1 January 1988. The objective is to create
acustoms union between the Community and Cyprus by the progressive elimination
of impediments to trade between Cyprus and the Community. The second stage is
divided into two phases: the first phase, from 1988 to 1997, involves, INTER ALIA,
the further reduction of duties and abolition of quantitative restrictions.

The Community allocated STG29 million under the second five-year financial
protocol for Cyprus, which expired in December 1988. A further financial protocol
was agreed in 1989, under which STG 41 million would ve provided over the next
five years. However the Greek Cypriot administration has been obtaining for southern
Cyprus almost all the Community aid allocated for the whole island. Moreover, the
Greek Cypriots have succeeded in constructing an international boycott against the
Turkish Cypriots. Their own economy has prospered, and they have profited
considerably from the economic displacement which has occurred in nearby Lebanon.
But the economic embargo is a self-defeating strategy because it causes further
widening in the gap between the two components of a future federation.

The Greek Cypriot side has declared the air-and sea ports in North Cyprus as
“illegal”. This in turn hinders trade, travel, communications and tourism.

The Turkish Cypriot view is that the European Union should not exclude the
Turkish community from negotiations for a customs union, because, supposing that
the union is relying on the 1960 Constitution, it should not fail to note that conclusion
of international treaties, conventions, and agreements is a matter that, under the
Constitution, requires the consent of both communities. Article 50 of that Constitution
is explicit on this issue.*

Article 50 (1) (a) of the 1960 Constitution gives the Turkish Cypriot Vice-
President the right to veto any law or decision relating to foreign affairs except the
participation of the Republic in international organizations in which both Greece and
Turkey are members. It is important to note that under the second paragraph of article
1 of the Treaty of Guarantee the Republic of Cyprus undertook “not to participate, in
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whole or in part, in any political or economic union with any state whatsoever”. It
would seem that in view of the provisions of article 50(1)(a), the prohibition in the |
Treaty of Guarantee would not preclude membership of Cyprus of international |
organizations in which both Greece and Turkey were members. This view is also |
confirmed by point 8 of the Zurich and London Agreements. ]

The European Union has been disregarding the above provision and has been |
dealing with the Greek Cypriot administration as the “Government of Cyprus”. This
leads to discrimination between the two sectors of Cyprus. Moreover, almost all the "
aid goes to South Cyprus. ]

Greece is now a member of the Union, and Turkey applied on 14 April 1987 |
for full membership. The EC Commission has said, however, that Turkey’s economic |
development is not sufficient to permit membership in the near future. The European |
Council has also declared at its Dublin meeting on 26 June 1990 that the Cyprus |
problem “affects EC- Turkey relations”.

On 3 July 1990 the Greek Cypriot side submitted its applications for |
membership of Cyprus to the European Economic Community, the European Atomic |
Energy Commission, and the European Coal and Steel Community.

The Turkish Cypriot side has strongly objected to the applications made by |
the Greek Cypriot side on behalf of Cyprus. The main Turkish Cypriot objections |
may be summarized as follows: :

1.Cyprus is a bi-communal country. One of these communities
cannot apply on behalf of Cyprus, or indeed, “the Republic of Cyprus”,
for membership of the Community. The consent of both communities
is essential for Cyprus to become a member of the Community, and this
is not possible until a mutually acceptable settlement is reached. The
Greek Cypriot application therefore constitutes an act of
misrepresentation, because the Greek Cypriot side has held itself out as
representing the whole of Cyprus, and as being the only community
entitled to self-determination, whereas both communities as peoples,
have this right. The Turkish Cypriot view is that the entry of Cyprus
into the Union would require the approval of the two communities
through separate referendums, just as a framework solution would require
such approval.

2.Membership of the Union would involve a degree of
participation by the Union in the affairs of Cyprus which is impracticable
in the circumstances prevailing in Cyprus, pending a mutually acceptable
settlement. The Union cannot accept Cyprus as a member, because the
island is divided between two parts, each of which has its own exclusive
government. Membership would entail free movement of goods, persons,
services and capital, which under the circumstances, would be
impossible, or, to say the least, impracticable.
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A joint EC/Cyprus parliamentary committee, composed of Greek Cypriot
and European parliamentarians, was formed in March 1992. In a press conference on
17 March the two co-chairmen of the Committee, in rather strident remarks, stressed
the "constructive and important role” this Committee could play with a view to "
"preparing and encouraging” Cyprus’ accession to the European Community. Sir James
Scott-Hopkins, co-chairman, pointed out that the Community should examine Cyprus’
application irrespective of the internal problems of the country.

The European Community (Union) decided to evaluate the question of entry
of Cyprus into the Community in January 1995 and appointed Serge Abou as observer
to report periodically to the European Council.

In view of the above, the European Union is also involved in the affairs of
Cyprus and is pressing both sides to reach a settlement. However, the pressure seems
to be greater on the Turkish Cypriot side and on Turkey.

A judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Communities of 5 July
1994 has in effect consolidated the embargo on North Cyprus by ruling that as regards
exports of produce from the North, phytosanitary certificates and certificates of origin
must be stamped, or issued by the authorities of the “Republic of Cyprus”, meaning
the Greek Cypriot authorities.*®

At its Corfu meeting on 24-25 June 1994 the European Council noted that the
next phase of enlargement of the Union will involve Cyprus and Malta. The Council
further reaffirmed that any solution of the Cyprus problem must respect the sovereignty,
independence, territorial integrity and unity of the country.

On 19 December 1994, Greece vetoed the proposed customs union agreement
between the Union and Turkey, using the Cyprus question as a stick against Turkey.

On 6 February 1995 the Council of Ministers of the European Union, meeting
in Brussels, took a decision of principle providing for the lifting of the Greek veto of
the customs union agreement between the Union and Turkey, and making a linkage
between the two issues, decided that membership process of Cyprus of the Union
should begin six months from the convening of the inter-governmental meeting of the
Union in 1996. However, on 9 February the Greek Government decided to reject the
Brussels accord by putting conditions to lifting the Greek veto over Turkey’s customs
union agreement, such as, further assurances regarding Cyprus.

In Turkish Cypriot view, any decision for membership of Cyprus of the
European Union should be made jointly after a settlement. Cypriot membership of
the Union before that would import the island’s problems into the Union, providing
for two “Greek votes”. More significantly, membership would in effect bring about a
situation which Turkish Cypriots have been resisting for years, some kind of union
with Greece, because Greece is a European Union member, while Turkey presently is
not. Membership would not only consolidate the position of the Greek Cypriot side as
the “Government of Cyprus”, which is objectionable to Turkish Cypriots, but the
Union rules would pre-empt the fundamental principles of “bi-communality” and
“bi-zonality”, which the two sides have agreed upon. More critically, membership
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could weaken the Treaty of Guarantee, since the guarantor powers could hardly
intervene in a European Union member state. A decision by the Union to open entry |
negotiations with the Greek Cypriot side could escalate the sharp reaction in North
Cyprus, as the European Court ruling of 5 July 1994 did. I

In a hostile world the Turkish Cypriots would see no alternative to closer
integration with Turkey, a process which has already began. A decision on Union |
membership at this stage would therefore effectively drive the two parts of Cyprus |
further apart. ‘

Il CONCLUSSION

In conclusion, it should be said that international and regional organizations, such as |
the EU, should not be involved with the Cyprus question in such a way as to interfere |
with the efforts and initiatives of the UN Secretary-General, but only to complement |
such process. It should be conceded by all that the best option to reach an agreed |
peaceful solution of the problem is through the process of the intercommunal dialogue,
within the framework of the UN Secretary - General's good offices mission.

Both sides to the dispute should realize that if a settlement is to be reached,
mutual concessions have to be made. It is hard for one side - the Greek Cypriot side-
to make concessions if it is too much obsessed by the spectrum of being the recognized
“Government of Cyprus”, and for the other - the Turkish Cypriot side - to make
concessions when it is being treated unjustly and unequally and pressures and sanctions
are used. The Turkish Cypriot side expects an even-handed approach from the
international community, who should treat both sides and their governments as equals i
in all respects. :

Recently the UN Secretary - General has suggested a number of options which
the Secruity Council could examine "in view of the deeply unsatisfactory situation".?’
These include "international consultations, with the possibility of an international
conference". Futhermore, the Security Council, intending to put pressure on the North,
has declared that it would be necessary to "consider alternative ways to promote the
implementation of its resolutions on Cyprus".* It seems, however, that as the Secretary
- General had stated some ten years earlier, the intercommunal talks still represent the
best available means for achieving an agreed, just, and lasting settlement of the Cyprus
problem.”” m
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KIBRIS SORUNU VE,
ULUSLARARASI ORGUTLERIN ROLU

OZET
Bu yazi, Birlegmis Milletler (BM), Avrupa Konseyi, Parlamentolararasi Birlik (PAB)
ve Avrupa Birligi (AB) gibi orgiitlerin Kibris sorununa ¢6ziim arayiglarindaki rolii
ve etkinligini incelemektedir.

BM Giivenlik Konseyinin 4 Mart 1964 tarihli kararindan sonra Kibris
Rum tarafinin Kibnis Hiikiimeti olarak taninmas Ziirich ve Londra Antlasmalarinin
6ziine uymamaktadir. Bu husus Kibris’ta iki toplum arasindaki ayrilig1 perginlemis
ve ¢oziim arayislarina olumsuz etki yapmisti. BM Genel-Sekreterinin iyi niyet
misyonu siirmektedir. BM Genel Kurulunun 13 Mayis 1983 tarihli karari KK TC’nin
ilanina yol acan etkenlerden en 6nemlisidir. Bunun ertesinde Giivenlik Konseyi
almig oldugu 18 Kasim 1983 tarih ve 541 sayil karariyla kendini bir yargi orgami
yerine koymus, fakat yontem ve esasta yanli davranmigtir. Bu karar KKTC’nin
taninmasina olumsuz etki yapmus, fakat ilanin geri alinmasina dair kararin diger
kismi1 uygulanabilirligini yitirmistir. Bir kisminin uygulanamamas, diger yandan,
BM goézetimindeki goriigmelerin iki esit taraf arasinda onkosulsuz tekrar
yiiriitiilmesiyle Giivenlik Konseyi karar bir bakima yumusatilmigtir.

BM Kibris’ta iki toplumun goériigmeler siirecinde egit statiisiinii tanimugtir.
Ancak Orgiit iki topluma her bakimdan esit davranmali ve sadece birinin degil, her
ikisinin yonetimlerini de esit tutmalidir.

Diger uluslararasi orgiitler de genelde BM’nin tuttugu yolu izlemislerdir.
Kibris sorununun barigg1 c6ziim arayisinda en iyi ydntem toplumlaras goriismelerdir.
Kibris Tiirk halkinin hazir bulunamadig: toplantilarda kararlar gikarilmasi
toplumlararas: goriismeleri olumsuz yonde etkilemistir.

Avrupa Konseyi ve Parlamenter Meclis 1984 yilina kadar her iki topluma
esit davranmug fakat bundan sonra Kibris’in sadece Rum tarafinca temsilini kabul
etmekle dengeyi bozmustur. Birkag kez Kibrish Tiirk parlamenterlere Siyasal Grup
toplantilarinda Kibris’1 ilgilendiren konularda s6z hakki verilmistir. Finsberg
raporundan sonra Komite toplantilarinda ayni yntemin izlenecegi sanilmaktadir.
Ancak bu yeterli degildir.

PAB biinyesindeki Kibris izleme Komitesi toplantilarinda Kibrishi Tiirk
parlamenterlere Rum parlamenterlerle esit s6z hakki taninmistir, fakat Genel
Kurul’da Kibris’1 Rum tarafi temsil etmektedir. PAB Kibris sorununa ¢6ziim bulma
arayiglarinda BM Genel-Sekreterinin gabalarini desteklemeyi ve bunlara katkida
bulunmay: amaglamaktadir.

AB Kibris sorununa ¢6ziim arayiginda etkili olabilmektedir. AB, Rum
tarafinin tek yanh iiyelik bagvurusunu ileri gétiirmekle Kibris Tiirk tarafi; ¢oziim
sonrasinda federal Kibris Cumhuriyetinin Birlige iiye olabilecegi izlenimini
vermekle de Rum tarafi iizerinde baski yapabilmektedir. Kibris Tiirk tarafinin Birlige
giris konusunda bazi gekinceleri vardir. Birlige Kibris’in iiyeligi konusunda
baslatilan bu siire taraflar yaklagtirabilecegi gibi, bunun aksi, taraflar arasindaki
ayrilig1 daha da derinlestirebilir |
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KIBRIS TURK

NINNILERINDEN ORNEKLER

Oguz Yorgancioglu

OZET
Ninni dinlemek, bebegin dogal ihtiyaglarindan birisidir. Bu bakimdan bagka
toplumlarda oldugu gibi Kibris Tiirklerinde de “ninni” halk edebiyatinin bir
pargasi olarak varolmustur.
Yazida Kibris Tiirk ninnilerinden 6rnekler verilmektedir.

B GIRiS

Kendini diinyanin en giiglii varligi ve hakimi kabul eden insanoglu gergekte
yasaminin ilk ¢eyreginde (15-20 yasina kadar) canlilarin en giigsiizii, bakima en
muhtag olanidir. Balik diinyaya geldigi an yiizmege baslar. Ordek yumurtadan
¢iktiktan kisa bir zaman sonra yiizecek su arar. Oglak/kuzu dogduktan 3 - 5 dakika
sonra ayaklari iizerine dikilir ve beslenmek i¢in anasinin memesine saldirir. Ama
insanoglu 6yle midir? Pek de degil.O daha dogarken giigsiizliigiinii, yetersizligini
farkettiginden olacak imdat anlaminda ¢i1glig1 basar.

Ozenle hazirlanmig tuzlu suda yikanir. Agzina sekerli su ve saklanip
bekletilmis nar suyu verilir. Daha o dogmadan géznuru dokiilerek dikilmis veya
islenmis elbiseler giydirilir, kundaklanir ve anasinin kollarina verilir. Anasi meme
vermese veya besleme yollar1 aramasa bebegin yapabilecegi tek davranig
aglamaktir. Kendi gidip meme aramaz, arayamaz. Herhalde bu sebepten olacak
“Aglamayan ¢ocuga meme yoktur” atasozii dilimizde yeretmigtir

Beslenme ve giyimle de bitmez igler. Alt1temizleme ister. Kendi; yikama,
pudralama ister. Yasina basti1 zaman ayaga kalkip yiirliyebilmesi i¢in elinden
tutmak ister. Thtiyaglar yine de kargilanmig sayilmaz. Oksanmak sevilmek ister.
Uyurken uyanirken tath dil ister, ahenkli sdyleyisler ister. Ve bu sdyleyislerin
ayni ahenkle tekrar tekrar soylenmesini ister. Ruhu ve viicudu huzuru ancak dyle
bulur. iste bu ahenkli sdyleyise ninni veya nenni denir.

B KIBRIS TURK NINNILERI

Kibris Tiirk analarinin sdyledigi ¢ok zengin ninni birikimi yoktur. Bunda toplumun
yasam zorluklarinin etkisi olabilir. Cocuklarina ninni séyleyen anneler oldugu gibi,
acele ettikleri i¢in gocuklar uyumayinca onlar1 umacilarla, goncolozlarla, garsamba
karilart ile korkutan anneler de tesbit edilmistir. Ama genelde sevecen davranan,
gocuguna ninni sdyleyen annelerin sdyledigi ve tesbit edilebilen ninniler alfabetik
siraya gore soyledir:
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1y

3)

9)

Akmasin da Kannidere akmasin

Yavruma da vuran eller galkmasin

Ee eee yavruma nenni
Uyusun da bdyiisiin nenni
Ee eee gizima nenni
Uyusun da boyiisiin nenni
Tip1s tip1s yoriisiin nenni!

Bagda gezer bagci baba
Arkasinda yesil aba
Himmet et yavrum bdyiisiin
Zindandaki Cafer Baba

Ee eee yavruma nenni!

Bahgelerden su gelir
Mekkelerden hu gelir

Yavrum yatt: yatagina (besigine)
Simdi uyukusu gelir

Ee eee eeee nenni!

Bebegimin besigi gamdan
Yuvarland: diisdii damdan
Beybabasi gelir Samdan
Nenni bebegime nenni

Ee eee ogluma nenni!

Daga vardim dag uyur
Dagda tavsannar uyur
Ben gizima ee derim
Yavrum begsikde uyur
Ee ee yavruma nenni
Ee eee gizima nenni!

2)

4)

6)

8)

10)

Anasi der anasi

Sever dedi halas1
Sevmez deli dayisi
Yesin guru gayisi
Nenni yavruma nenni
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

Bahgelerde 1ahana
Kesdim goydum sahana
Hi¢ 6mriimde gérmedim
Boyle eyi gaynana

Ee eee gizima nenni!

Bahceye gurdum salincak
Eline verdim oyuncak
Simdi uyaycak yavrum
Uyuyup adam clacak

Ee eee eee nenni!!

Besigini sallarim
Diigmesin diye baglarim
Bubasi nerde galdi?
Giddi gelmez aglarim
Ee eee ogluma nenni!!

Damda gezer kediler
Ekmek verdim yediler
Kor olas1 kediler
Oglumun yemegini yediler
Ee eee ogluma nenni!



11) Dandini dandini danali bebek
Barmaklan kinal bebek
Bubasi yavrum uyur
Basucumda bir melek
Ee eee yavruma nenni
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

13) Dandini dastan danadan
Bagislasin yaradan
Dandini dastan danayh
Oglum yiiksek hanayh
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

15) Ee eee dedim ogluma
Onu sardim goynuma
Uyusun da béyiisiin
Mekdeplerde okusun
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

17) Goklerdeki melekler
Her gece seni bekler
Uyursan tez bdyiirsiin
Bizi de giildiiriirsiin
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

19)
Hos gakdin hos listiine
Cik otur kosk iistiine
Ne istersan vereyim
Sen sdyle (her emrin) basiistiine!

21)
Nenni derim nennisine
Oglum gider teyzesine
Teyzesi biraz pintidir
Gokka vermez gendisine
Ee eee yavruma nenni!
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12)

14)

16)

18)

20)

Dandini dandini dastana
Danalar girdi postana
Gov desteban danay1
Yemesin lahanay1

Ee eee ecee nenni

Ee eee yavruma nenni!

Dandini dastan destere
Oglum gider askere
Alrr gelir teskere

Ee eee yavruma nenni
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

Ee eee eeee

Uyusun da béyiisiin nenni
Bdyiisiin da ydriisiin nenni
Ee ee yavruma nenni!

Giillerim var gucak gucak
Benim yavrum uyuyacak
Boyiiyecek oynayacak
Boynuma dolanacak

Ee eee yavruma nenni
Nenni ogluma nenni!

Hu hu derim ey Allah
Sen uykular ver Allah
Oglum boyiir ingallah
Her goren der magsallah
Ee eec yavruma nenni
Ee eee ogluma nenni!
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22) Nenni derim sallarim
Artig diistii gollarim
Uyumaz benim oglum
Simdi bubasina yollarim
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

24) Nenni nenni nennice
Bol sogann1 bogriilce
Bol yesilli salata
Yavrum yesin uyusun
Uyusun da boyiisiin
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

26) Nenni ogluma nenni
Hade iizme anneni
Edcce cect
Daha buban gelmedi
Eeece ecee
Gel bubasi gel hade
Ogluna goggo getir
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

28) Tavana asdim salincak
Eline verdim oyuncak
Susunuz be gocuklar
Benim oglum uyaycak
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

30) Uyusun da bdyiisiin nenni
Tipis tip1s yoriisiin nenni
Boyiisiin adam olsun nenni
Evlensin gocugu olsun nenni
Ee eee yavruma nenni
Ee eee ogluma nenni!

23)Nenni derim edasina
Gizlar gelsin odasina
Oglum benzer bubasina
Nenni ogluma nenni,
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

25)Nenni nenni nennice
Bol sogann bogriilce
Simdi anas1 gelecek
Sana memme verecek
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

27) Oglum/gizim oldu hasta yatir
Nerde bizim gara katir
Al bizi dogdora gotiir
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

29) Uyu yavrum mgil migil
Ee eee yavruma nenni
Seni severim nasil
Ee eee yavruma nenni
Boyiiyesin okuyasin
Ee eee yavruma nenni
Boyiik adam/hanim olasin
Ee eee yavruma nenni!

31) Yiiksededir yuvasi
Goggo getir bubasi
Arsizdir yer ablasi
Ne yapacak anasi
Nenni yavruma nenni
Ee eee yavruma nenni!
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[l SONUC
“Ninniye ne gerek var, ¢ocuga ne yapar” demeyelim. Isin piif noktas: bu. Cocuk
beslenme ister, temizlik ister, giyim ister. Hepsinden ote sevgi ister. Sorunsuz bir
insan olarak yetigebilmesi igin ninni ister. Anasimn dilini bu ninnileri dinleyerek 6grenir.
| Anne sevgisini ninnilerin ahenginde duyar. O kiigiiciik kafa ve gonliine huzur ve
giiven dolar. Hayal diinyas1 boyle olusur. Belki meslegini de anasinin ninnileri arasina
sikistirdig1 dileklerden sezip seger.
Ya ninni dinlemeyenler?
Dinlemeyenler; ruhen ezik, iirkek, ¢ekingen, kiskang ve isyankar olurlar. Huzursuz
ve mutsuz olurlar.
Onun i¢in ninni deyip de ge¢meyelim, degerini bilelim m

NOT:
Yazidaki ninniler, Oguz Yorgancioglu'nun, uzun yillar siiren ¢alismalari sonucunda degisik
yorelerde ve farkli kisilerden derlenmistir.

EXAMPLES OF
TURKISH CYPRIOT LULLABIES

ABSTRACT
Listening to lullabies has long been considered one of the basic needs of a child.
As is the case in other societies, the Turkish Cypriot lullaby has come to be a
part of local folk literature. This paper provides some examples of lullabies in
the Turkish Cypriot traditionm
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KIBRIS TURK VE RUM
SENDIKAL HAREKETLERI

(1910-1963)
Ahmet Erdengiz

OZET

20. yiizyilin baglarinda Kibris tam anlamuyle bir tanim iilkesi idi.1910’dan baglayarak
bazi sendikal hareketler goriiliir.Ilk Sendikalar Yasasi 1932’de gikar.

2nci Diinya Savag: sirasinda sendikacilikta gelisme goriiliir ve 1940°da
li¢ yasa ¢ikarilir. Sendikalar aras: birlikler kurulmaya baglamir. ilk Tiirk sendikas:
1943’te kuruldu. Bunu baskalar izledi ve Tiirk sendikalan arasinda da ayn bir birlik
ortaya ¢ikti. 1963’e gelindiginde bu birlige iiye 47 Tiirk sendikasi vardi. Rumlardaki
sendikacilik da gelismesini siirdiirdii ve ideolojik gergevede iist birlikler ortaya
¢ikt1.

M GIRIS

Bu aragtirmanin amaci, Kibris’ta sendikaciligin nasil bagladigini, gelistigini, Tiirklerin |

nasil ayn sendikalarda toplandigini ortaya koymaktir.

1910-1963 aras1 donemi kapsayan arastirma,birgok sayisal verilerle de
desteklenmekte, genelde tiim Kibris, 6zelde Kibnis Tiirk Sendikaciligin nasil baglayip

gelistigini gostermektedir.

M KIBRIS’TA ILK SENDIKAL HAREKETLER

20. yiizyihn baglarinda Kibris tamamen bir tarim iilkesidir. Tarima dayal sanayi
yoktur. Ipek, pamuklu ve yiin iplik dokumacilig1 evlerde siirdiiriilmekte, deri isleyen, |
kumag boyayan isletmeler ise aile igletmelerinin ilerisine gidemeyen is yerleri olarak |
faaliyet gostermektedir. Madencilik ve mevsimlik olarak tiitiin isletmeleri disinda 50 .

kiginin iizerinde organize ig¢i galistiran igletme yoktur.

Yine de Kibris’taki sendikal hareketlerin baglangi¢ noktasini, biraz zorlamayla, j‘
1910 yillarina kadar geriye gotirmek miimkiindiir. Bu tarihte, gercek anlamda i
sendikalar olmamalarina ragmen, ig¢i haklarin1 savunan bazi cemiyetlerin Limasol’da |

kurulduklarim goriiyoruz. Rumlar tarafindan olusturulan bu cemiyetler kisa émiirlii |

olmuglardir. Ancak kisa siireli de olsa bu dernek ve cemiyetler is¢i ve amele haklarini |

ve dayanigmasini saglamak igin faaliyet gostermislerdir. Bunlardan bazilan ise belli

kisilerin yerel yonetimlere segilebilmesi i¢in kurulmug “segim biirolarindan” oteye |

gidememistir.

Gergek anlamda sendikaciliga gegilen 1932 yilindan énce ,baz: sektorlerde
galisan igcilerin sayilan, Ingiliz Koloni idaresince bastirilan “Cyprus Blue Book
almanaklarinda ,6zellikle de niifus sayimlariyla ilgili olan niishalarinda, su sekilde
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(Tablo 1) verilmektedir:

TABLO |
1932 Oncesinde Bazi Sektorlerdeki isci Sayisi

Meslek Dali 1901 1911 1921 1931
Dokumacilar 6034 10113 9727 6177
Ingaat ustalar 1252 1883 1921 3728
Ayakkabicilar 1983 2682 3296 3608
Maden is¢ileri bilgi yok 189 61 3164
Diilgerler 899 1384 1989 2346
Berberler 337 439 523 1144
Terziler 492 549 650 1932
Demirciler 526 843 887 884
Hammallar 494 633 562 876
Gemiciler 337 286 198 713
Katipler 282 1218 1218 670
Firincilar 286 282 446 532
Bisiklet, Motorsiklet ve 47 i 50 483
Araba Tamircileri

Tiitiin ig¢ileri 27 114 378 265
Dericiler g s 184 181 227

Yukandaki tablodan da goriilebilecegi gibi 20. yiizyilin ilk geyreginde Kibris’ta
sendikalagmay1 gerektirecek ne sanayi isletmeleri ,ne de gergek anlamda fabrika iggileri
vardi. Nitekim 1910-1931 yillar arasinda olusturulan ve bugiinkii anlamda sendikaya
tekabiil eden ilk belli bagh orgiitii de, 1918 yilinda, Limasol ve civarinda yagayan
duvarci ve ingaat ustalari kurmuglardir.Koloni Idaresi kayitlarina gore adi “The Limassol
Masons Trade Union” olarak gegen bu 6rgiit, kendisini bir sendikadan ¢ok kurucularinin
haklarim savunan bir birlik olarak gérmekte ve kendi disindaki meslek dallarinda
caligan iggilere kapali bulunmaktaydi.

1920’1 y1llar, Kibrishilarin Kibris sendikacihiginin temelini ve lider kadrolarinin
ideolojik birikimlerini olusturacak sol egilimli diinya goriisiiyle tanigtiklar1 ve bu goriigii
benimsemeye basladiklar1 zamanlardir.

Rusya’da esen ideolojik riizgarlar yurt diginda okumakta olan gengler tarafindan
adaya getirilmekte ve yayilmaktadir. Bunun bir neticesi olarak adada, Osmanli
Devletinde 1870’li yillardan itibaren kurulmaya baglanan Ameleperver Cemiyetleri
benzeri ,ig¢i dayanigsma ve yardimlagma dernekleri ve birlikleri kurulmaya
baglanmisti. Ancak bu cemiyet ve birlikler 1931 Rum isyan1 sonrasinda Koloni
Idaresince tiimden kapatilmistir.
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E - ILK SENDIKALAR YASASININ CIKISI
8 Ocak 1932 tarihi Kibris sendikacilik tarihinde bir doniim noktasidir. Koloni Idaresi,
Sendikalar Kanununu kabul ederek sendikalarin yasal olarak kurulmasina ve
kaydedilmesine olanak sagladi. Ancak ortada bu yasanin tanidig1 haklardan
yararlanabilecek bir sendikanin diginda, herhangi bir ig¢i orgiitii yoktu.12 Mayis 1932
tarihinde verdigi dilekgeyle yasal olarak kaydedilen Lefkosa Kunduracilar Birligi
(Sendikas1) Rum ve Tiirklerden miitesekkil 84 iilkeye sahipti ve baskan1 da bir Rum
avukatti.Sendikal hareketleri siiriikleyecek lider kadrolarindan yoksun olan Tiirk ve
Rum isgiler bu agi1g1 ancak 1950’11 yillarda kapatabileceklerdir.

1932 yilinda gikartilan Sendikalar Kanunuyla birlikte, sadece tek bir sendikanin
tescil i¢in miiracaat etmesini ,adada endiistrinin yokluguyla ve ig¢i liderleri kadrolarinm
yetersizligiyle agiklamak miimkiin degildir.Diger 6nemli nedenler sunlardir:

1)1932 Yasasi sendikalar mukayyidine genis kisisel tercih ve
degerlendirme yetkileri vermekteydi. Ornegin mukayyidin, resmen tescil
icin bagvuruda bulunan sendikanin lider kadrolar1 arasinda Koloni
Idaresince arzu edilmeyen,yani komiinist egilimli olduklarina kanaat
getirdigi kisiler tesbit etmesi halinde, tescil gergeklesmiyordu. Diger
yandan miiracaat¢i sendikanin tiiziigii mukayyidin degerlendirmesine tabii
olarak mazhurlu bulunmasi durumunda, sendikanin tescili
reddedilebiliyordu. Bu nedenle liderlerinin hemen tiimii sol egimli olan
sendikalar 1936 yilina kadar tescil edilmek igin bagvurada bulunmad.

2) Sendikal hareketin liderliginin sol egilimli kigilerden olugmasi,
isverenin biiyiik tepkisine neden olmakta, bu nedenle isgiler islerini
kaybetmemek i¢in sendikalara iiye yazilmaktan kaginmaktaydilar.

3) Pekgok is yerinin, aile, akraba ve yakin ¢evre isletmeleri olmasi
nedeniyle, isgiler arasinda sendikalagma; ailevi,akrabalik ve ydresel
yakinlik baglar nedeniyle miimkiin olamamaktaydi.

4)iscilerin cogu zaman kéylerine bagh kalarak ozellikle hasad
ve dikim zamanlarinda evlerine donmeleri nedeniyle, drnegin Avrupa’daki
gibi,sehir kokenli ve kendini gergek manada iggi goren bir “simf”
olugsmamig,bu da sendikalagma faaliyetlerinin ¢ok yavag seyretmesine
neden olmustur. Bu “sinif” ancak 1938-39 yillar1 arasinda biitiin gelirlerini
sadece tarim dig1 faaliyetle temin eden ig¢ilerin artmasiyla olugmaya
baslamistir. Bu sayisal artis 1938 yilindan itibaren ¢ogalan igyerleri (1931
itibariyle fabrikalar ve galigtirdiklan is¢i sayis1 Tablo II’de verilmektedir)
sayesinde gergeklesmistir.

5) 1932 Sendikalar Kanunu kabul edildigi zaman adanin toplam
niifusu 276,00 Rum ve 64,000 Tiirk olmak tizere 348,000 dir.Bu niifusun
yaklagik 210,000 kisisinin 15-65 yaslar arasinda olmasina ragmen sadece
135,000 kigisi ¢alisarak hayatini kazanabilmekte ve bu niifusun da sadece
yaklagik 15,000 kisisi daimi ig¢i statiisiine sahip bulunmakta
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idi.Calhsabilecek 15-65 yas gurubunun sadece %7’sine tekabiil eden bu
rakam da sendikal hareketin yavashgi konusunda bir fikir
verebilmektedir. Yillar itibariyle sendikalar ve iye say1lar1 agagidaki Tablo
I1I’de verilmektedir.

TABLO 11

1931 Yali itibariyle “Fabrika™ Sayilan isletmeler

Fabrika Sayisi Cahgtirdig Isci
197 3 ile 15 arasi
5 25
6 70 ve lizeri
1 100 ve iizeri
CMC* 3200

TABLO 111
1932 - 1940 Yillar Arasinda Tescil Edilen Sendikalar ve Uye Sayilan
Tescilli Sendika Sayis1 Sahip Oldugu Uye Saysi

1932-1934 1 84

1935 1 99

1936 2 285

1937 1 367

1938 8 T2
1939-1940 46 2544

[l SENDIKAL HAREKETTE GELISME VE SENDIKALAR

ARASI BIRLIK GELISMELERI

1939 Y1linin Agustos ayinda sayilari kirk: agan sendika, bir ¢at1 altinda toplanabilmek
amactyla Magusa’da bir konferans diizenlediler.”Pancyprian Conference of Trade
Unions” diye adlandinlan bu konferans boyle bir gatiy1 olusturmadan dagildi.

2. Diinya Savag1 yillani ise Kibrs’ta sendikal hareketin bilyiik gelismeler
kaydettigi ve kurucularinin ideolojik yoneliglerine gore sendikalarin kesin
gruplagmalara gittigi yillardr. Sayilar1 ve iiye miktarlan bu siirede siiratle artan
sendikalar ve bunlarin olugturdugu kiimeler, once sag ve sol olmak iizere de etnik
gizgiler bazinda boliinmiiglerdir.

1940 yilinda adaya gelen ingiltere Calisma Bakanlig1 uzman William J.
Hull’un yaptig1 galigmalar neticesinde, adadaki ¢aligma gartlarmi diizenleyen, iyilegtiren
ve 1932 Sendikalar Kanununu liberallestiren ii¢ yeni kanun kabul edildi.(The Trade

*Cyprus Minerals Cooperation (CMC) Karadag, Amianto, Skuriotissa maden ocaklarinda yaklagik

k 2507 fulltime ve 693 part-time madenci cahigtirmaktayd.
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Union and Labour Dispute Act ;The Minimum Wage Law; The Labour
Disputes:Conciliation, Arbitration and Investigation Law) Ayrica Hull’un tavsiyesiyle
olusturulan Caligma Dairesi de 1941 yilinda faaliyete gegirildi.

Caligma kosullarindaki diizenlemeler; yeni kanunlarla, isi birakma hakki da
dahil, taninan yeni haklar; 1941 yilindan itibaren biiyiik boyutlardaki askeri ingaatlara
alinan yiiksek sayidaki ig¢ilerin sendikalagmasi; gerek sendikalarin gerekse tiyelerinin
sayisinda 6nemli artiglar meydana getirdi.Buna paralel olarak da mevcut sendikalar
arasinda koordinasyonu saglayacak bir orgiitlenme igin siirdiiriilen ¢aligmalar, Kasim
1941 tarihinde Lefkosa’da yapilan toplanti: sonrasinda Kibris Sendikalar Komitesinin
(Pancyprian Trade Union Committee-PTUC) olusturulmasiyla neticelendi.

Ancak sendikalar arasindaki bu birlik kisa siirdii. 1943 yilinda gergeklestirilen
belediye segimlerinde PTUC nin agikca AKEL adaylarim desteklemesi iizerine bir
grup sendika, Rum Kibris Milliyetgi Partisi’nin (Kypriakou Ethnikon Komma - KEK)
liderliginde PTUC’dan ayrilarak “Yeni Sendikalar Birligini” olusturdular. ( Bu tarihten
itibaren PTUC iiyesi sendikalar igin “Eski Sendikalar Birligi” deyimi yaygn bir sekilde
kullanilmaya baglanmustir.)

PTUC 1944 Eyliil’iinde Limasol’da gergeklestirdigi 3. Kurultayinda kendini
AKEL’in “ayrilmaz bir pargasi” olarak ilan etti ve bunun akabinde komiinist ideolojiyi
on plana ¢ikaran politik bir bilinglendirme kampanyasi baslatti. Koloni yonetiminin
bu olaya tepkisi siiratli ve sert oldu. PTUC Yoénetim Kurulunun tiim iiyelerini
tutuklayarak orgiitii yasadis ilan etti. Bunun iizerine 30-31 Mart 1946 tarihinde toplanan
“Eski Sendikalar”, Kibris Isgileri Federasyonu’nu (Pankypria Ergatiki Omospondia -
PEO) olusturarak, 1947 yilinda tescil ettirdiler. Tescil sirasinda PEO dort subeye ve 38
iiye sendikaya sahiptir. PEO’nun basaris1 ve iiye sayis1 2. Diinya Savas: sirasinda,
Rum i¢ siyasetinde ve Enosis girisimlerinde takindig: tavirlara kosut olarak azaldi
veya cogaldi. 1949 yih sonlarinda 8924’°e kadar diisen iiye sayis: licretsiz saghk
klinikleri ve faisiz kredi dagitma gibi yontemlerle yeniden yiikseldi. Ozellikle israildeki
“Workers’ Social Fund”dan esinlenerek olusturulan “ The Social Insurance" Fonunun
verdigi faisiz kredilerin, yeni iiye kazanmada hayli etkili oldugu bilinmektedir.

“Yeni Sendikalar” da 1944 yilinda orgiitlenmeye giderek Kibris iggileri
Konfederasyonu’nu (Synomospondia Ergaton Kyprou - SEK) olusturdular. Baslangigta
sadece 26 sendikaya bagh 900 iiyeye sahip olan SEK siiratle gelisecek ve PEO’nun
iiye kaybettigi II. Diinya Savas1 yillarinda biiyiiyecektir. PEO’nun sehirlere yonelik
iiye arttirma girisimlerine karsihik SEK, tarim sektoriine yonelerek iiye sayisini
arttirmay1 yeglemistir.

SEK’in 2 Eyliil 1945 tarihinde Lefkosa’da topladig: Birinci Kurultay1 sonunda
yayinlanan nihai bildirinin Kibris Tiirkleri agisindan 6nemi vardir. SEK siyasi yonden
bagimsiz kalacagim agikliyor ve Kibris Tiirk sendikalarina isbirligi 6neriyordu. Ancak
bu igbirligi, SEK’in 1947 yilindaki Bagpiskoposluk sec¢imlerinde KEK’in iyice
giidiimiine girmesi neticesinde, fazla gelismeden sona ermistir. SEK bir siyasi partinin
giidiimiine girmenin dezavantajlarim gormekte gecikmedi. 1949°da 3599’a yiikselen
iiye say1s1 Koloni Idaresince tescil edildigi 1950 yilinda 2625’e diismiistii.
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B KIBRIS TURK SENDIKACILIGININ GELiSMESi
1943 yih Kibris Tiirk Sendikaciligi igin bir doniim noktasidir. Bu yilda, sadece
Tiirklerden olusan Lefkosa Tiirk Diilgerler Sendikas1 kurularak faaliyete gecti. Koloni
ﬁsi kayitlarina gore kuruldugu yil 43 iiyesi vardi. 1943 ile 1944 yillan arasinda
iden fazla Kibris Tiirk Sendikas1 kurularak faaliyete gegti. Bunlarin gogunlugu
'My kokenli idi ve tiimii de tescilli degildi. Uye sayilari da hayli diisiiktii. Ornegi 1944
yilinda tescil edilen Lefkosa Tiirk Firin Iscileri Birligi (Sendikasi ), 1951 yili itibariyle
sadece 24 aidat 0deyen iiyeye; yine ayn1 y1l tescil edilen Lefkosa Tiirk Kunduracilar
~ Birligi (Sendikas1), aidat 6deyen 40 iiyeye vel951 yilinda tescil edilen Lefkosa Tiirk
| Umum Isciler Birligi (Sendikas1) ise 23 aidat deyen iiyeye sahipti.
b Bu sendikalardan 14 tanesi birleserek 22 Agustos 1944 tarihinde Tiirk Isci
Birlikleri Konfederasyonu’nu olusturdular. Koloni Idaresi kayitlarin gore
“Confederation of Turkish Trade Unions” adiyla anilan bu kurum, kazalarda olusturulan
- sendika federasyonlarini bir ¢at1 altinda toplamaktaydi. 1945 yilina gelindiginde
konfederasyona bagh 13 sendika ve toplam 843 iiye vardr.
1943 yilindan itibaren Kibris Tiirkleri arasinda Rumlardan ayri olarak
sendikalar olusturma akiminin baglica nedenleri sunlardir:

1) Rum ¢ogunluklu sendikalarin agikca Enosis leyhinde
faaliyetlerde bulunmasi; (Ornegin PEO Agustos 1944 tarihinde Kibris’1
ziyaret eden Somiirgeler Bakan1 Sir Cosmo Parkinson’a verdigi bir
muhtira ile agikca Enosis talebinde bulunmustu.)

2) Pekcok Kibrish Tiirkiin iiyesi bulundugu PEO’nun agikca
Komiinist Partisi AKEL’1 desteklemesi;

3) Gerek Kibris Adas1 Tiirk Azinhigi Kurumu (KATAK) ‘nin
gerekse bilahare kurulan Kibns Tiirk Milli Halk Partisi’nin, siirekli olarak
Kibris Tiirk toplumuna iktisaden bagimsizligini kazanarak Rum
tahakkiimiinden kurtulma cagrisinda bulunmasi ve bu gagrinin Kibris
Tiirklerince benimsenmesi.

Bu Konfederasyonun tiim Kibrisli Tiirk isgilerini kendi biinyesinde
toparlamakta pek basarali oldugu sdylenemezdi. Nitekim kurulusundan hemen iki ay
- sonra Lefkosa Tiirk Umum Isciler Birliginde (Sendikasinda) toplanan isgiler ve
sendikacilar bu duruma igaretle su kararlar1 aliyorlardi:

a) Kibris’taki biitiin Tiirk isgileri bir ¢at1 altinda toplamak,

b) Kibris Adasi Tiirk Isci Birlikleri Siyasi Partisi kurmak,

¢) Kibnis’taki biitiin Tiirk kuruluslarnim bir gat1 altinda toplamak suretiyle Enosis’e
karg1 gikmak.

1946 yilinda 6zellikle Larnaka bolgesinde PEO’dan istifa eden Kibrish Tiirkler,
yeni sendikalar olusturdular. Konferderasyon, bu sendikalar1 da gatis1 altinda
toplamakta fazla bagarali olmadi. Gergekte yeniden reorganize edilenceye kadar bu
kurumun adeta bir devami olan Kibns Tiirk Isci Birlikleri Federasyonu (K TiBF) da bu
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konuda fazla bir ilerleme kaydedemedi. Tablo IV te bu durum goriilebilir.
TABLO IV
Kibris Tiirk Sendikalaria Kayith Uye Sayist (1945-1957)
1945 1948 1951 1954 1957
843 190 130 740 1268

KTIBF’in yeniden reorganize edildigi 1959 yilina kadar, 1943 ile 1958y1llan
arasinda Rum sendikalarina mensup Kibrish Tiirklerin sayis1 Tiirk sendikalara iiye
olanlardan fazladir. Ornegin PEO’nun 1954 yilinda 2,500; 1955 yilinda 3000 Tiirk
iiyesi vardir. Tiirk sendikalarina iiye olan Tiirklerin sayis1 ise 1954’te 740 ve 1955°te
2214’tiir.

KTIBF’in kurulusu Enosis kampanyasinin doruk noktasina ¢iktigi ve
Tiirkiye’nin ve Tiirkiye’deki kurum ve kuruluslarin Kibris sorunuyla daha yakindan
ilgilendikleri 1954-55 yillarina rastlar. Aralik 1954 tarihinde Kibris’1 ziyaret eden Tiirk
sendikacilar, adada kaldiklan iki hafta zarfinda Kibrishi Tiirk meslektaslarim
yonlendirerek 1954 yili sonunda KTIBF’in kurulusuna yardimci olurlar. Bu olusumun
basini Niyazi Dagl isimli bir marangoz ustas1 ve Magusa bolgesinde kurulu bulunan
ve maddi agidan diger sendikalara gore daha giiglii olan birlikler geker. Niyazi Dagh
KTIBF’in yeniden yapilandig1 1959 yilina kadar bu 6rgiitiin genel sekreterligini yiiriitiir.

KTiBF’i Kuran Sendikalar Sunlardu:

1) Magusa Tiirk Liman Iscileri Birligi

2) Magusa Umum Tiirk Arabacilar Birligi

3) Magusa Umum Tiirk Iscileri Birligi

4) Lefkosa Hiikiimet Iscileri Birligi

5) Lefkosa Tiirk Firmn Iscileri Birligi

6) Magusa ve Kazas1 Askeri Tiirk Ig¢i Birligi

7) Magusa Kibris Mavnacilar Birligi

8) Larnaka Tiirk Mavnacilar Birligi

9) Larnaka Tiirk Hamallar Birligi

10) Limasol Tiirk Is¢iler Birligi

KTIBF e iiye olan sendikalarin ve bunlara iiye olan ig¢ilerin say1si, 5 temmuz

1959 tarihinde Necati Taskin’in genel sekreterlige segilmesiyle baslatilan yeniden
yapilanma sayesinde artt1. Bu artisin tek nedeni tabii ki sadece bu yeniden yapilanma
degildi. Kibris sorununun siiratle ¢ozme dogru gitmesi ve EOKA terdriiniin durmasi
nedeniyle 2000’den fazla ve gogunlugunu Tiirklerin olusturdugu emniyet gorevlisi
ingiliz makamlarinca Mayis 1959 tarihinden itibaren islerinden durduruldular. Issiz
kalan bu kisiler is bulabilmek umuduyla KTIBF biinyesindeki sendikalara iiye olmaya
baslad1. 1959 yil baslarinda sadece 1137 iiyeye sahip olan KTIBF, yil sonunda 36’s1
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tescilli olmak iizere yaklasik 6000 iiyeye sahip 52 sendikay1 biinyesine almig
bulunuyordu. Bu iiyelerin bir boliimiiniin, ekonomik nedenlerden dolay1 Ingiltere’ye
g0¢ etmesi neticesinde iiye sayis1 1962 yili sonunda yaklasik 4500’e inecekti. (Yazinin
pnundaki EK CETVEL’de KTIBF’ye bagh sendikalarla iiye sayilan goriilebilir.)
ISYERLERI SAYISINDA COGALMA

Diinya Savasi’inda sonraki ilk on y1lda Kibnis'taki tiim sendikali ¢aligan sayisi, yaklagik
i¢ misli artarak 1946 yilinda 13,608 iken 1956 yilinda 42,928’e ulast1. Bu artigtaki en
‘6nemli etken hig siiphesiz ki adadaki yerli ve yabanci yatinmeilarin agtiklan isletmelerin
sS4 yisindaki hizh artigtir. Tablo V bu hizh artig1 géstermektedir.

TABLO V

1938-1959 Yillar1 Arasinda Faaliyet Gosteren
Yerhi ve Yabanci Isletmeler

1948

1951 1955

| Yerli isletmeler 114 295 375 473 641
| Yabanci isletmeler 67 71 99 130 125
Sendikal Isi Sayist = 13,130 | 14,708 39,015 65,381

| T

I RUM SENDIKACILIGINDAKI GELISMELER

" Mayis 1961 tarihinde SEK igerisinde baslayan bdliinme, Ocak 1962 tarihinde yapilan
' olaganiistii kurultayda yeni bir federasyonun olusumuyla neticelendi. Kibris Demokratik
 Is¢i Federasyonu (Demokratiki Ergatiki Omospondia Kyprou - DEOK) adim alan bu
~ federasyon kuruldugu 1962 yili baginda 480, sonunda 708’1 ingaat sektoriinde olmak
izere 1189 iiyeye sahiptir. 1963 yili itibariyle bir federasyon olarak heniiz resmen
 tescil edilmisti.

Bir diger onemli sendikal kurulug da 1956 yilinda 7 bagimsiz sendikanin
birlesmesiyle olugturulan Kibris Bagimsiz Sendikalar Federasyonu’dur. (Pankypria
Omospondia Anexartition Synetehnion -POAS). POAS 1956 yili sonunda 12 iiye
sendika ve 2954 aidat 6deyen liyeye sahipken; bagh sendika say1s1 16’ya yiikselmesine
ragmen iiye sayist 1960 yili igerisinde 2416’ya, 1962 yilinda da 1740’a diigmiis, 1963
yilinda biraz artarak 1936’ya yiikselmistir. POAS’mn bir diger 6zelligi de Ermeniler,

. Maronitler ve Latinler gibi azinliklardan, diger federasyonlara gore, daha fazla iiye
toplayabilmesiydi.

1963 yili itibariyle POAS disinda faaliyet gosteren 1,954 iiyeye sahip 19
bagimsiz sendika bulunmaktaydi. Bunlardan pek ¢ogu PEO ile yakin ikigkiler icerisinde
| bulunmaktayd.

1949 yilinda faaliyete gegen ve Sendikalar Kanunu gergevesinde tescili
gerekmeyen “Cyprus Civil Service Association” ise, kamu gorevlilerinin olusturduklari
sendikalardan meydana gelmisti. Bu kurulusun 1949 yilinda 1300 olan iiye sayisi
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1956’da 3,935¢ yiikselmis, 1958 yilinda Tiirk memurlarin 750 iiyeli Kibris Tiirk Amm¢
Memurlar1 Cemiyeti’ni olugturmalar iizerine 3286’ya diigmiistii.

Ingiliz askeri tesislerinde ve bilahare Hiikiimran Uslerde ¢alisan memur v¢
yardimei polislerin olusturdugu dort sendikanin ise 1958-1962 yillari arasindaki iiy
durumu Tablo VI 'da gosterilmektedir.

TABLO VI
ingiliz Uslerindeki Sendikalarm Uye Durumu

SENDIKANIN ADI

Amme Hizmetleri
Memurlar Birligi 810

Amme Hizmetleri Sendikasi
(Dogrudan Ingiltere’ye bagh) | 1250
Kiraliyet Havagiicii
Yardimci Polisler Sendikasi 167

Hiikiimran Usler Bolgesi
Tirk Memurlar Sendikasi -—-

1962 y1h sonuna gelindiginde Kibris’ta 64,789 kisi toplam 7 sendika gurubunaf|
bagh sendikalara liyedir. Bu sendika grublan sunlardir:

1- Solcu PEO (World Federation of Trade Unions’a iiye)

2- Sagc1 SEK (International Confederation Of Free Trade Unions’a ve
Greek Confederation of Labour’a iiye)

3- Sagc1 KTIBF (International Confederation of Free Trade Unions’a iye)

4- Sosyal Demokrat DEOK

5- Amme Hizmetleri Sendikalar (gesitli goriigte)

6- Bagimsiz POAS

7- Higbir federasyona iiye olmayan bagimsiz sendikalar

Il SONUC ‘
Rum saldinlan ile baglayan 1963 toplumlararas: ¢atigmalari Kibris Cumhuriyetini ortadan |
kaldirdiginda,Kibns’taki sendikalar daha ¢ok ideolojik ve etnik temellere dayali olarak
orgiitlenmislerdi. Kibris Cumhuriyeti, sendikacilikta da biitiinlestirici bir etken olamamistim

FERGCETVEL

KTIiBF ¢ Uye Sendikalar(1 1 1962-28/2/63)

SENDIKANIN iSMi BOLGESI UYE SAYISI TOPLAM
K E
1) Akncilar Umum Tiirk sgi Birligi Lefkosa = 48 48
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BOLGESI UYE SAYISI TOPLAM
- K E
‘Asag1 Binath Hitkiimet ve
Askeri Tiirk Isgiler Birligi Limasol 12 43 55
af Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Baf 5 170 175
‘Baglarbagi Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Limasol - - 50
Besevler Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Limasol 4 30 34
Beyarmudu Hiikiimet ve Askeri
" Tiirk isciler Birligi Larnaka - 19 19
‘Bogazigi Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Larnaka - 38 38
" CYTA Tiirk Miistahdemler Birligi Lefkosa 46 286 332
- Canakkale Hiikiimet ve Askeri
~ Tiirk isciler Birligi Limasol 43 137 180
) Caydnii Umum Tiirk isciler Birligi Limasol % 24 24
4 Camlica Umum Tiirk Isiler Birligi Limasol - 30 30
2) Diizkaya Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Limasol 7 61 68
3) Esenkdy Umum Tiirk Isgiler Birligi Limasol 3 20 20
) Kalavason Umum Tiirk isgiler Birligi Larnaka 3 30 30
) Kibns Elektrik Makamu Tiirk
Miistahdemler Birligi Lefkosa - 98 98
Kibris Hiikiimet ve Askeri Tiirk
Isgileri Birligi Lefkosa 31 208 239
7) Kibris Maden Sirketi Tiirk Iscileri Birligi  Lefke - 210 210
8) Kibris Maden Sirketi Tiirk
- [sciler Birligi (Kesero) Gemikonagi - 62 62
Koprii Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Magusa 26 27 53
Larnaka Tirk Hamallar Birligi Larnaka - 18 18
21) Larnaka Tiirk Mavnacilar Birligi Larnaka - 41 41
22) Léarnaka Umum Tiirk isciler Birligi Larnaka 15 240 255
Lefke Umum Tiirk Isiler Birligi Lefke 12 24 36
Lefkosa Tiirk Belediye Lefkosa - 65 65
2 Miistahdemleri Birligi
' 25) Lefkosa Tiirk Umum Iggiler Birligi Lefkosa 64 325 389
126) Limasol Hiikiimet ve Askeri
Tiirk Isgiler Birligi Limasol 44 154 198
' 27) Limasol Liman Tiirk Isciler Birligi Limasol - 150 150
- 28) Limasol Tiirk Giimriitk Hamallan Birligi Limasol - 18 18
' 29) Limasol Tiirk Yap1 Kereste Endiistri ve
Umum Tiirk Isgiler Birligi Limasol 15 50 65
- 30) Magusa Giimriik Hamallar1 Birligi Magusa - 63 63
" 31) Magusa NAAFI Tiirk Miistahdemler
Birligi Magusa - 374 374
- 32) Magusa Umum Tiirk Miistahdemler Birligi Magusa - 374 374
33) Magusa ve Kazas1 Hiikiimet ve
4 Askeri Tiirk Is¢i Birligi Magusa - 209 209
- 34) Magusa Yapi Kereste Endiistri
Tiirk Is¢i Birligi Magusa - 54 54
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SENDIKANIN iSMi BOLGESI UYE SAYISI TOPLAM
K E
35-Mehmetgik Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Magusa - 28 28
36-Mersinli Umum Tiirk iggiler Birligi Limasol - 14 14
37-Pile Hiikiimet ve Askeri Tirk Larnaka - 30 30
Iscileri Birligi
38-Poli Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Baf - 68 68
39-Sinde Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Magusa - 35 35
40-Tatlisu Umum Tiirk Isciler Birligi Larnaka 2 46 48
41-Yagmuralan Umum Tiirk Is¢iler Birligi Lefkosa - 29 29
42-Yalova Hiikiimet ve Askeri Tiirk
Isciler Birligi Limasol 70 90 160
43-Yukan Binath Umum Tiirk isciler Birligi Limasol - 20 20
44-KRYK Tiirk Miistahdemler Birligi Lefkosa - 60 60
45-Kibris Su Enciimeni Tiirk
Miistahdemler Birligi Limasol - 30 30
46-Limasol Tirk $oforler Birligi Limasol - 30 30
47-Leymosun ve Kazasi Tiirk Ziraat
Isciler Birligi Limasol - 190 190
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TURKISH AND GREEK
CYPRIOT TRADE UNIONIST MOVEMENTS

ABSTRACT
At the beginning of the Twentieth Century, Cyprus was, in the fullest meaning of the
word, an agricultural country. Some trade unionist movements started in the 1910’s.
The first Trade Union Law was issued in 1932.

During the Second World War, trade unionism developped and three laws
were issued in 1940. Following that, preparations were made to found the Trade
Unions Associations.

The fist Turkish Trade union was founded in 1943. Others followed and a
different association among Turkish trade unions emerged. By 1963 there existed 47
Turkish trade unions which were members of that association.

Trade unionism continued to develop among the Greeks as well and
superordinate associations appeared on the basis of various ideological frameworks l
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OZET

Bir Enosis kampanyasina déniisen 1947 Bagpiskoposluk se¢imi sonucunda Girne
Piskoposu Myriantheus, Makarios 2 iinvaniyla Bagpiskopos oldu.

1948’de-Kibris’ta is¢i hareketleri hizlandi ve militanlast:. Kibrish Tiirkler
de Rumlarin gosterilerine gosteri ile cevap vermege basladilar. 1949 Belediye
segimleri de Enosis yaris1 bigiminde gecti. Rum Kilisesi 1950’de iinlii Enosis
plebisitini (referandum) yapti.

Biitiin bu olaylar, 2 inci Cihan Savagi sonrasimi gerginligin siirekli
tirmandig1 bir donem durumuna soktu.

1931 ayaklanmasindan sonra ilk kez 1947 yilinda yapilan Bagpiskopos se¢imi Enosis
kampanyasina doniigmiistii. Se¢imi kazanan Baf Piskoposu Leondios, fanatik bi
enosis¢iydi. Nitekim bu se¢cimden birkag ay ncd Bagpiskopos vekili (locum tenens)
olarak Londra’ya giderek Enosis igin temas ve goriismeler yapan Rum heyetine
bagkanlik etmigti.

Leondios’un, segildikten sadece iki ay kadar sonra tifiise yakalanarak lmesi
sonucu tekrar yapilan Bagpiskopos segimi yine bir Enosis kampanyas seklinde stirtip
gitti ve fanatik enosis¢i Girne Piskoposu Myriantheus, se¢imi kazanarak Makarios 2
adiyla Bagpikopos oldu.

Lord Winster donemindeki bagarisiz anayasa ¢aligmalarinin ardindan 1948°de
is¢i hareketleri daha da hizlandi, militan bir sekle girdi. Hitkiimete meydan okuyan
eylemler baslatildi. Amerikan asilli Kibris Maden Sirketi ‘nde (CMC) baslatilan grey,
giivenlik kuvvetleriyle grevci isgiler arasinda gatismalara neden oldu. 3 Mart giinii bu
¢atigmalar polisin bin kadar niimayis¢i iizerine ates agmasina kadar varan boyutlara
ulagti. Mavrovuni’de (Karadag’da) grevi kirmak girisiminde bulunanlan protesto igin
yapilan bu niimayise katilanlardan 4 kisi polisin agtig1 ates sonucu ve birkas polis de
niimayis¢ilerin attig1 taglardan yaralandi.

B YUKSELEN SiYASI TANSIYON VE DINAMITLEME OLAYLARI

1940’11 yillarin sonlarina dogru yogunlasan grevler, Kibris’in politik nabzinm
gostergesi olmustu. Siyasi tansiyon hergiin artmaktaydi. Maden is¢ilerinin CMC’deki

* KKTC Cumhurbagskanligi Danigmani, aragtirmaci-yazar
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s Mines Corporation) grevi Lefke, Fukasa, Karadag yorelerinde gerginligi hayli
ngti. Insaat iscilerinin grevi ise Lefkosa’da tehlikeli boyutlara ulagmigt.

18 Ekim, 1948’de Ingiliz Kraliyet Hava Kuvvetleri (RAF) tarafindan Lefkosa
telsiz istasyonu olarak kullanilmak iizere onarimi devam ettirilen bir binaya
namit cubugu atildi ve bityiik hasar yapildi

. 50 giinden beri siiriip giden ingaat ig¢ileri grevi, hiikiimetle sendikalar arasinda
fiik bir gerginlik yaratti. Bu siire iginde grevciler tarafindan gesitli siddet eylemlerine
vuruldu. Nitekim RAF (onikincisi) binasina yapilan bu son saldin, bir siireden
vam eden bu tiir dinamitleme olaylarinin 12.sini olusturmaktayd:. Yani, ne bir
slangig ne de bir sondu. Nitekim kisa bir siire sonra 4-5 dinamitleme olay1 daha yer

; RAF binasina dinamit atanlar, bir araba iginde olay yerine gelerek nébetgiyi
banca tehdidiyle etkisiz hale getirmislerdi.
Dinamitleme olayindan13 giin sonra, 31 Ekim 1948’de Lefkosa’da AKEL’in
iizenledigi biiyiik agik hava mitingine, polisin tahminine gore, 25 bini asan bir
abahk katildi. Bu gosterigli mitingi AKEL, o esnada Kibris’a 6zerklik igeren yeni
ir anayasa onerildigi ve bu yonde, bir siireden beri, her iki toplumun temsilcilerinin
lusturdugu Danigma Meclisinde galismalar yapilmakta oldugu i¢in, hem kapsamh
r 6zerk yonetimi benimsendigini duyurmak, hem de sagcilarla kiliseye ve de
n ete giiciinii gosteren bir gdzda@ vermek, kuvvet gosterisinde bulunmak amaciyla
zenlemisti.isin ilging yani, bu acik hava mitinginde, Yunanistandaki i¢ savagta
¢ srkezi hiikiimete kargi ¢arpisan Yunan Komiinist Savag¢ilarinin Lideri Markos i¢in
1 ve erzak bagis ve yardimlarimin yasalan da gigneyerek, agikga toplanmasiydi.

1947 ve 48’de yeni bir anayasa igin vali Lord Winsterin baslattig1 caligmalar
iderken, 6zerk yonetim geklini destekleyen solcularla, bu tiir yeni statiiniin
is’e giden yolu tikayacag gerekgesiyle buna siddetle karsi ¢ikan sagcilar
daki ¢atigmalar ve rekabet son hadini buldu.

Her hafta bir kasabada, ya sagcilarin ya da solcularin mitingi vardi.Bu
lara koylerden ve diger kaza merkezlerinden otobiislerle taginan Rumlar, biiyiik
Itiilii bir kalabalik olusturmaktaydi. Yunan bayraklan, Enosis pankartlan ve
esitli sloganlarla kimin daha giiglii ve etkili oldugunu hem karsitlarina,hem de sémiirge
ikiimetine gostermege yonelik bu miting yans: her hafta adamin bir veya birkag
ye inde, giiriiltiilii tagkinliklar halinde tekrarlaniyordu.

3 Bir yandan dinamitleme olaylan,5te yandan bu giiriiltiilii, gdsterisli mitingler,
Kibris’ta siyasi havay biiyiik capta elektriklendirmis, gerginligi zirveye ulastirmigtir.
Mitinglerin ¢ogu, hiikiimetten gerekli izin alinmadan diizenlendigi i¢in, arka arkaya
‘agilan davalarla, 6zellikle solcu liderler hapse atilmaktaydi. Nitekim Ziartides’den
‘sonra Magusa’nin Komiinist Belediye Baskan1 Santos Adamantos, yiiz lira para
' cezasina garptirilmig, ardindan Limasol Belediye Bagkani Bludi Servas 3 ay hapse
.~ gonderilmisti.
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B AYASOFYA MITINGI

Iste 1948 yil1, 28 Kasim pazar gunii, Lefkoga’da Ayasofya Meydani’nda Tiirk halkinin
diizenledigi biiyiik miting, adada geligen bdylesine bir siyasi gerginlik, tedirginlik ve
agirt Rum tagkinliklarinin yarattig1 huzursuz, istikrarsiz ortam iginde yapilmisti.

Tiirk halki, bu Rum yaygaralan ve Enosis tagkinliklari karsisinda, adadaki 6z
varhgim, hak ve hukukunu duyurmak, haykirmak ve korumak kararliligimi ortaya
koymak geregini duymaktaydi.

Ayasofya Mitingi’nin zamanlamas yerindeydi, isabetliydi. Uzun yillardan
sonra, Kibris’taki Tiirk varligi, hak ve hukukunu ilk kez béylesine biiyiik ve coskulu
bir mitingle diinyaya duyuruyordu. Bu mitingde, gesitli kurum ve kuruluslarimiz,
Enosise karg1 oldugumuzu, adada hak ve hukukunu elde edip korumak i¢in kararl1 bir
Tiirk toplumu bulundugunu, Ingilizler bir giin Kibris’1 terk edecekse, adanin eski
sahibi Tirkiye’ye geri verilmesi gerektigini tiim diinyaya haykirmak olanagim
bulmustu.

M BELEDIYE SECIMLERINDE ENOSIS YARISI

Damgma Meclisi ¢aligmalarinin basarisizliga ugramas: ve dzerk yonetime gegis
umudunun azalmasina karsin, AKEL ve Kibris Rum solu, bir siire daha, Enosis’e yol
agmasi hedeflenen bir 6zerklik kampanyasin siirdiirdiiler.
1949 yilinin en belirgin politik olay1, May1s ayinda yer alan Belediye secimleriydi.
Segimler, yeni bir kargasa, kiskirtma ve Enosis kampanyas: seklinde gegti. Zaman
zaman, Rum sagcilariyla solculari arasinda kavga ve gatismaya doniistii. Se¢im
kampanyas: siiresince Rumlar arasindaki karsit gruplarin en gok killandig1 slogan
yine Enosise dayandinlmugti. Her iki taraf , birbirlerinden daha etkin, daha agir1 enosis¢i
olduklarini ileri siirmekte, gesitli sdylev, demeg ve eylemlerle bunu kanitlamaya
¢alismaktaydi.Belediye konulari, belediye sorunlarina nasil coziim getirilecegine iliskin
gortisler ise, ne yazik ki, se¢im kampanyasi boyunca iizerinde en az durulan hususlardir.
Enosis ¢igirtkanlig1 yapan konusmacilar ve adaylar, birbirlerine, iki diigman
kampin insanlan gibi bakiyorlard:. Se¢im kampanyasi , zaman zaman tedhise ve silahl
olaylara da sahne olmustu.Milliyet¢i olarak tanimlanan sagcilarla, komiinist olarak
bilinen solcular, yer yer kavgaya tutusmakta, bigakla, silahla birbirlerine
saldirmaktaydi. Nitekim, Lefkosa’da 22 Mayis segim giinii bigaklama olaylan oldu;
bir kisi 61dii, birgok kisi yaraland; 100°den fazla kisi polis tarafindan derdest edildi.
Solcu Rumlar, 1949 belediye segimlerine iki arzuyu birlestiren uzlastiran yeni bir
sloganla girdiler: 'Ozerk yonetim -ilhak’. Yani ilkin 6zek yonetim, sonra Enosis.
Bu yaklagimin daha gergek¢i oldugu ve Kibris Rum halk: tarafindan benimsenip,
belediye segimlerinde sol kanada daha gok oy getirecegi hesaplaniyordu. Ama, Kilise
ve sagci orgiitlerin 'Enosis ve sadece Enosis’ slogam daha etkili oldu. Ozerk Yénetim
taraftarlari, Enosisi diglamamalarina kargin, yine de nerede ise aforoz edileceklerdi.
Se¢im Kampanyasinda islenen ana tema, bu iki konu, yani ilkin 6zerklik,
sonra Enosis veya dogrudan Enosis etrafinda yogunlasti. Elektrikli, sert tartismah bir
segim kampanyas: siirdiiriildii ve sonunda Kilise’nin destekledigi, dogrudan Enosis
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yanlis1 sagc1 adaylar daha ¢ok oy topladi.

Belediye segimlerinde, toplam oylarin %60’m1 Rum Milliyetgileri, %40’ 1
da Komiinistler aldi. Lefkosa, Baf ve Girne’de belediye baskanliklarini ezici bir
¢ogunlukla milliyetgiler, Magosa, Limasol ve Larnaka’da ise az bir farkla komiinistler
kazandu.

1949 sonbaharinda yapilan Belediye segimleri, AKEL ve diger sol Rum
kuruluglarina iyi ders oldu.Enosise dolayli bile olsa kars1 gikmak veya Enosis’e 6zerk
yonetimden gegerek ulasmanin savunuculugunu yapmak, oy kayibina ugramak, gézden
diismek demektir.Bu gergegi saptayan AKEL ve taraftarlari birden bire ve hatta Kiliseyi,
sagci, milliyet¢i Rum kuruluslarim geriden birakacak bir hizla Enosis bayragini ellerine
aldilar, bu davanin sampiyonu olmaya koyuldular. “Ozerk Yénetim-ilhak” sloganini
bir yana birakarak, kilisenin kapisinda af ¢ikarmaya ve *Enosis sadece Enosis’ i¢in
sagcilarla, milliyetgilerle igbirligi onerisinde bulunmaya, onlara yaklagmaya basladilar.

AKEL Merkez Komitesi, belediye se¢imlerini izleyen giinlerde, derhal
toplanarak, Ethnarhiya ve diger sagct Rum kurumlanyla birlikte ortak bir Enosis
muhtirasi (andirisi) hazirlamak ve BM’de ‘Ulusal Sorunu’ ele alip anlatmak icin New
York’a bir delegasyon gondermek 6nerisinde bulundular.

Fakat Kilise Y6netimini olusturan Ethnarhiya, bu 6neriye kars1 ¢ikt. Bunun
uizerine, Rum sagcilari AKEL’e saldirtya gegti; Rum solunu iki yiizliikle sugladi.
Sonugta AKEL ve sol kanat, Kilise ve sag kanatla tam bir rekabet ve gekisme igine
girdi. Bu, kimin daha ¢ok Enosis’¢i oldugu yaris1 idi. Bu yaris1 kazanmak isteyen
AKEL, yeni bir taktige bagvurdu. Enosis istedigini ilan etmekle kalmayarak, Kibris
Rum halkinin Enosis’e ulagmasini saglayacak ‘self determinasyon’ hakkinin taninmasi
icin BM Giivenlik Konseyine yazili bir bagvuruda bulunmaya karar verdi. Boylece
Kibris Rumlari adina AKEL ve solcu belediye baskanlariyla sol 6rgiit temsilcilerinin
imzaladig1 ve self-determinasyon hakkinin kullanilarak enosisin gergeklestirilmesini
isteyen ilk yazih bagvuru Giivenlik Konseyi’ne yapilms oldu.

22 ve 29 Mayis 1949°da yapilan Belediye segimlerine katilan Tiirk belediye
meclis liyesi adaylan ,se¢im kampanyas: esnasinda daha ¢ok kasabalarin Tiirk
kesimleriyle ilgili sorunlar {izerinde durdular, bu konuda yapacaklar1 hizmetleri dile
getirdiler. Tabii ki Rum adaylarin 6zerklie karg1 ¢ikarak Enosisten baska higbir
anayasal degisikligi kabul etmeyecekleri seklindeki se¢im konusmalan karsisinda Tiirk
adaylar, Ingiltere Kibris’tan gikacaksa, aday1 tekrar eski sahibi Tiirkiye’ye vermesi
gerektigini vurgulamayi gorev bildiler.

1949 Belediye segimlerinde Belediye Meclis iiyeligine segilen Tiirkler sunlard::
LEFKOSA :Dr. Fazil Kiigiik , Siret Bahget, Hayri Avkiran , Mustafa Coronik
MAGUSA :Faiz Kaymak , Dr. Niyazi Manyera
LARNAKA :Suphi Kenan, Dr. Sadi Hilmi
LEYMOSUN :Dt. Nazif Denizer , Zekai Behcet
BAF :Dervig A. Ragsit , Arif A. Ramadan , Behi¢ Kalkan
GIRNE :Sabri Tahir , Siikrii Hac1 Hiiseyin

-
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B SOLCULARIN BiRLESMIS MILLETLERE BASVURUSU VE
ABD’nin YAKLASIMI

1949 yilinin Aralik ayinda yash Makarios II, enosis igin bir plebisit yapilmas: ve
Rum halkinin bu yondeki arzusunun saptanmasi fikrini ortaya att1.

Kilisenin boyle referanduma bagvurmasinin ana nedenleri arasinda,Kibris’in
siyaset sahnesindeki agirhgim diinyaya ve ingiliz Hiikiimetine hissettirmek ve solcu
Rumlara meydam kaptirmamak da vardi.Ciinkii solcular, son 2 yildan bu yana,yani
vali Lord Winster’in baglattig1 anayasa ¢aligmalarinin basarisizliga ugramasim izle-
yen giinlerde, kraldan ziyade kralc1 goriiniimii i¢inde, Enosis kampanyasinda bagrolii
iistlenmeye kalkistilar. Ik eylem olarak da ,‘ulusal istiklal koalisyonu’ adindaki sol
bir orgiit,1949 yihi Ekim ayinda,Birlesmis Milletler’e sunulmak iizere, Rum halkindan
Enosis lehinde imza toplamaya basladi.

Solcularin bu tiir girigimleri, aslinda bir y1l 6ncesine uzanmaktaydi.Nitekim
26 Kasim 1948’de adadaki Rum solcu belediye baskanlariyla sol kuruluslarin
temsilcileri, Ingiliz Sémiirgeler Bakan1 Greech Jones’a bir muhtira sunularak ‘Kibris
halkinin’ esas isteginin 'ulusal istiklV]' oldugunu belirtip bu istegi asla terk
etmeyeceklerini, ¢linkii ancak Yunanistan'a ilhak suretiyle sosyal ve ekonomik refaha
ulasabileceklerini bildirmiglerde.

Rum solcular, bu kadarla da kalmayarak 21 Kasim 1949'da, yani bir y1l sonra,
Birlesmis Milletler Genel Kurulu'na ve Giivenlik Konseyi'ne bir yazi1 gondererek
Ingiliz Hiikiimetini, BM S6zlesmesinin (charter) ilgili hiikiimlerine aykir olarak Kibris
halkina self-determination hakkim tanimadigi igin sikayet etmiglerdi. Bu bagvuru ve
sikayet yazisinda, Kibris Rum halkinin Yunan irkindan geldigi anlatilmakta, ingilizlerin
adada bir baski rejimi uygulamakta oldugu ve halk: ulusal ve politik yonden oldugu
kadar, ekonomik olarak da bogmaya devam ettigi belirtilmekte ve soyle denilmekteydi:

“Sonug olarak, diinyanin tim hirriyetsever ulkelerine bagvurarak onlar Kibris

halkina, ulusal istiklalini gergeklegtirmesi igin yardimci olmaya
cagirmaktayiz”.

“Halkimiza, anavatanimiz Yunanistan’la birlesmek demek olan
self-daterminasyon hakkini talep etmekteyiz.”

Bu bagvuruyu Limasol, Magusa Larnaka, Omorfo komiinist belediye
baskanlariyla AKEL Genel Sekreteri Ezekias Papayuannu ve adadaki diger solcu orgiit
ve kuruluglarin bagkan veya sekreterleri imzalamisti.

1950’1i yillarin baslarinda, Kibris Sorunu igin birer doniim noktasi
sayilabilecek diplomatik ve politik gelismeler yer aldi. 1950 nin ilk ay1 iginde Kibris
Ortodoks Kilisesinin diizenledigi plebisit, konunun uluslararas1 boyutunu
olugturmaktaydi. Rum Liderligi, Birlesmis Milletler anayasasinda belirtilen self-
determinasyon, yani halklarin kendi kaderlerini kendilerinin saptamasi hakkinin 'Kibris
Halk1' diye tamimladiklart Rum toplumuna taninmasinin, 1950 plebisitiyle belirlenen
ve halkin Yunanistan’a ilhak arzusunu saptayan halk oylamas1 sonucunun bir geregi
oldugu goriisiinii yaymaktaydi. Bu hakkin Ingilizlerce taninmamas: halinde, self-
determinasyonu anayasasina (charter) ge¢irmis olan BM’ye bagvurmanin kaginilmaz
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oldugunu savunmaktaydilar.

B ETHERHIYA YUNANISTAN’I ELESTIRIYOR
Bu nedenledir ki, plebisit sonuglarin1 sunmak, duyurmak ve savunmak iizere, Girne
Piskobu Kiprianos’un bagkanhigindaki bir Ethnarhiya heyeti, Atina, Londra ve ABD’yi

ziyaret ederek bu yonde yogun kulis faaliyetinde bulundu. Tiim bu ¢abalardan giidiilen .

amag, plebisitle elde ettikleri sonuca dayanarak ve self determinasyon ilkesini kalkan
yaparak Enosisin bir an once gergeklesmesini saglamakti.

New-York doniigii, 2 Aralik 1950°de, Atina’ya ugrayan Rum delegasyonu
ABD’de genis bir yakinlik ve davalari igin sempati gordiiklerini ileri siirmekle beraber,
konu BM’ye , gotiiriildiigii takdirde miicadelenin getin olacagim da kabul etmekteydi.
Ethnarhiya delegasyonu, bu esnada Atina’daki hiikiimeti de elestirerek onu daha aktif
olmaya ¢agirmakta ve “umarniz ki Yunan hikiimeti davaya kargi olan gérevini yerine
getirmek cesaretini gosterecektir ” demekteydi.

O yillarda,sik sik degisen Yunan hiikiimetlerine kargi Kibris Rum Kilisesinin
ve Enosis miicadelesini yiiriiten diger sagci ve solcu Rum liderlerinin yonelttigi
elestiriler, Yunan hiikiimetlerinin Enosis davasina gereken ilgi ve destegi gostermedigi
ve ABD ile ingiltere’nin etkisi altinda bulundugu, bu nedenle Kibris konusunu BM’ye
gotiirmekten kagindigi noktasinda toplanmaktaydi.Atina’daki muhalefet partileri,
Kilise ve komiinist kuruluslar,Lefkoga’daki Rum liderlerin bu sikayetlerini daha da
abartip Enosis tahriklerini koriiklemekte, konuyu milli bir dava havasi iginde sik sik
giindeme getirmekte ve se¢im malzemesi olarak kullanmaktaydilar.Basin da bu
kiskirtmalara katilmakta, kamuoyunu heyecanlandinp siirim yapmak igin Enosis
kampanyasindan yararlanmaktaydi.

Ustelik,1950°de Atina’da kurulan ve bagkanlhigina Yunan Ortodoks Kilisesi
Bagpiskoposunun getirildigi Pan Helenik Enosis Komitesi, genis gapta faaliyet
gostermekte, bildiriler yayimlanarak, bilyiik mitingler diizenleyerek Yunan
hiikiimetlerini gii¢ duruma sokmaktaydi.

Sonugta, Yunan Hiikiimeti Enosis kigkirtmalar kargisinda daha aktif bir politika
izlemek durumunda kaldi.Nitekim,baz1 Yunan hiikiimetlerinin,1950’li y1llarda Enosis
kampanyasim ydnlendirme ve sonuglandirma gorevini de yiiklendigi artik agikga ortaya
¢ikmig bulunmaktadir.

B AMERIKA’NIN YAKLASIMI

Amerikali iinlii politika yazari C. L. Sulzberger ’in Ikinci Cihan Savagim izleyen yillarda
Giineydogu Avrupa ile ilgili bir Amerikan planmin1 2 Ocak 1945’de New York Times
gazetesinde agiklandigindan ve bu planda Kibris’in Yunanistan’a ilhakinin da
ongoriildiigiinii ileri siirdiigii bilimiyor. ABD Disisleri Bakan yardimcisi, bu agiklama
ile ilgili olarak bir basin toplantis1 diizenlemis ve Sulzberger’in bazi resmi belgeleri
gormiis oldugunu dogrulamus, fakat bu ¢alisma notlanimin 6zel nitelik tagidigini ve
nihai olmadigin belirtmisti.

Gergek olan, ABD’nin boyle bir plan iizerinde ¢aligmalar yapmis olduguydu.

=



KIBRIS ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI

ABD Disisleri Bakanligi, 1940’11 yillarin ortalarinda, Kibris’in Yunanistan®a ilhakim
da igeren ve Giineydogu Avrupa’nin gelecegi ile ilgili gesitli ¢caligmalar yapmakta,
baz1 senaryolar hazirlamaktaydi. Yani Amerika o giinlerde, kisa bir siire, ilke olarak,
Enosis’ten yana bir tutum iginde oldugu izlenimini vermekteydi.

1947°de, ABD’nin Tiirkiye ve Yunanistan’a yapmay1 tasarladigi yardim
programuyla ilgili olarak Kongre’ye sunulmak igin State Department’in hazirladig:
belgede,ilkin Kibris’a deginildigi ve adanin Yunanistan’a ilhakin destekleyen bir
ciimlenin de yer aldigi, fakat Ingilizlerin tepki gostermesi nedeniyle bu paragrafin
metinden ¢ikarildigi ileri siiriilmektedir.

Amerikalilar, Ikinci Cihan Savagi, ¢ok kisa bir siire ve sadece olas1 bir senaryo
gergevesinde Enosis’e yatkin bir yaklasimi benimsemekle beraber, 6te yandan Yunan
I¢ Savaginin heniiz istenilen sonuca ulagamadigini, komiinistlerin direnisinin tamamiyla
kirlmadigin1 gérmekte ve Yunanistan’in kendini yonetebilecek istikrarl bir dsneme
heniiz girmemis olmasi nedeniyle endise duymaktaydi. Bu nedenle, boyle istikrarsiz
bir donemde, Batihlar i¢in biiyiik stratejik nemi olan Akdeniz’de bir Ingiliz iissii
olarak miittefik devletlere gesitli yararlar saglayabilen Kibris’in, gelecegi hakkinda
ciddi endiseler bulunan bir iilkeye, yani Yunanistan’a ilhakinin yanhs bir uygulama
olacag fikri kazandi. Nitekim, 1950 yilina gelindiginde, ABD, Kibris’in statiisiinde
herhangi bir degisiklik yapmamak kararlig1 igindeki Ingiltere’yi agik¢a desteklemeye
bagladi. Bilindigi gibi, 1950’li yillarin baslarinda, bir yanda Kore Savaglar olanca
hiz1 ile siiriiyor, bir yanda ise, Orta Dogu’da yeni dengeler olusuyor, biiyiik, kokli
degisiklikler yer aliyordu.

Bagdat Pakt1 ile ABD, Ingiltere, Tiirkiye ve Irak yeni bir savunma
antlagmasinin i¢inde 6nemli roller iistlenmisti. Misir ise, Siiveys’in denetimini ele
gegirmek igin diplomatik girisimler yaninda, sabotaj hareketlerine
baglamist1. Siiveys’teki kriz, ingiliz askeri kamplaria gizli baskin ve sabotaj eylemleri,
her gegen giin hiz kazanmaktaydi. Bu gelismeler karsisinda Ingilizler, Orta Dogu
Askeri Karargih Merkez’ini Misir’dan Kibris’a tagimanin hazirhigi igine girdi. 1952°de
Albay Nasir’in darbesi ile kral Faruk tahttan uzaklagtinlmis ve Siiveys krizi tehlikeli
boyutlara ulagmisti. Biitiin bu gelismeler sonucunda Kibris, stratejik yonden daha
onemli bir yer oldu. Nitekim, 1954-55 yillarinda Siiveys’ten sonra Port Said ve
iskenderiye’deki askeri tesislerini sokerek oralardan ¢ikmak zorunda kalan Ingilizler
icin bélgede signacak tek yer Kibris’ti. Bu nedenle, Misir’daki askeri karargah Kibris’a
tagind ve Kibris Ingiliz Orta Dogu Askeri Karargahi’nin yeni merkezi oldu. Misir’daki
yirmi bin askerle asker aileleri Kibris’a taginarak yeni kamplara yerlestirildi.
Dikelya’da, Agrotur’da yeni askeri yerlesim yerleri, kamplar ve iisler inga edildi.

Bu gelismeler iginde ABD, Kibris’in Yunanistan’a ilhaki igin baglatilan
kampanyanin yersiz ve zamansiz oldugunu diplomatik temaslarla ilgililere
duyurdu.1950 plebisitinden kisa bir siire sonra, ABD’de yasayan Rum asilh
Amerikahlarin, Amerika Disisleri Bakanhigindan Enosis igin destek isteyen telgrafina
State Department olumsuz yanit verdi. ABD Disisleri Bakanlig1, bu yanitinda, sorunun
karmagik oldugunu ve Kibrs halki ile Birlesik Krallik arasinda halledilmesi gerektigini,
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ayrica gerek Yunanistan, gerekse Tiirk hiikiimetlerini de ilgilendirdigini bellirti.
State Department, yanitinda daha da ileri giderek, Bat1 Devletleri arasinda yaratilacak
ayriliklardan sadece komiinistlerin yararlanacagini, 1950 plebistinin resmi nitelik ve
bir imza toplama isleminden éteye anlam tagimadigini, halihazir zamanin, Enosis igin
giivence vermeye uygun olmadigim vurgulayarak gerek Birlesik Krallig1, gerekse
Kibris halkini tatmin edici bir anlayisa, ileride, daha uygun bir zamanda varilacagi
imidini dile getirdi.

(Bu yazi Gazioglu'nun yakinda yayinlanacak olan “ingiliz idaresinde Kibris (2) -
“BUGUNLERE GELMEK KOLAY OLMASI” adindaki kitabindan bir bolimudiir).

B NOTLAR
1) Co67-352
2) Loizdes, Savvas - The Cyprus Question (Athens 1950), S.6

TENSION IN CYPRUS AFTER WORLD WAR 11

ABSTRACT

As a result of the 1947 elections for an Archbishop which had turned into an Enosis
campaing, Myrantheus, Bishop of Kyrenia, became Archbishop, under the name of
Makarios 2 in 1948. There was an increase in workers' movements in Cyprus, and
these movements took on a millitant character. Turkish Cypriots began to demon-
strate in response to the Greek Cypriots demonstrations. The 1949 municipal elec-
tions were also comprable to race for Enosis; and the Greek church carried out the
famous Enosis plebescite in 1950. These developments transformed the post-World
War 2 period into an area of continuously escalating tensions between the two com-
munities m
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OZET
Deve, Kibris’ta yiizyillardir varolan, tagimacilikta kullamilan ve ilging yonleri olan
bir hayvandir. Makinelesmeye kosut olarak sayilan azaldi. Simdi yokoldu. Devecilik
de kendine 6zgii bir meslekti. Lefkosa’da Deveciler Ham adiyle bir han bile vardi.
Kibns Tiirk agzinda deve ile ilgili sézciikler vardir. Deve, oldukga folklorik bir
ozellik tagiyordu.

B GIRIS

Bu yazimizda Kibris’ta soylar1 tamamen yok olan ve geng kusak tarafindan hig
bilinmeyen hayvanlarimizdan deveyi ele alacagiz. Bu arada devecilerin hayati ve
Lefkosadaki Deveciler Hanina da kisaca deginecegiz.

B ADAMIZDA DEVELERIN GECMISi

Kibris’ta bir zamanlar var olan develer Hecin cinsindendi. Bunlar tek horgiigli,
iyi kosan, evcil, anavatan1 Afrika olan develerdi ve Kibrisin Osmanlilar tarafindan
fethedildigi 1571 yilindan 6nce de, Kibris’ta vardilar. Osmanls, Iingiliz ve Cumhuriyet
Devirlerinde ¢ok sayida bulunan develer 1974 sonrasinda da, sayilari az olsa da yine
bulunabiliyordu. Simdi ise soylan tiikenmistir.

Kibris’ta yalmz deve degil, diger hayvan niifusu da, makinelesme ve yem
azlig1 nedeniyle sayica giderek azaldi. Ornegin bazi hayvan cinslerinin sayisi, 1950
ile 1960 yillarindaki sayimlara gore Kibris genelinde séyle idi:

1950 1960
Esek 51.200 40.800
Biiyiikbag hayvan 32.500 31.400
Katir 8.500 6.000
At 5.000 1.900
Deve 600 100

Yukarida sayilar yiizlerce olarak verilen develer, 1930°1u 40’11 yillara kadar

hemen hemen Kibrisin tiim kazalarinda, ancak her kazanin belli koylerinde
bulunmaktaydi. Devesi olan bu kdylerden bazilar ise, Lefkosa Kazasinda Kiracikdy,
Perahorio, Voni (Gokhan); Leymosun Kazasinda Zagaci; Magusa Kazasinda Pasakoy,
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Vadili, Turunglu, Siniriistii, Yedikonuk (burada bes y1l 6ncesine kadar birkag¢ deve
vardi), Gegitkale; Baf Kazasinda Dimi idi.

B DEVELERIN ILGINC OZELLIKLERI VE DEVECILERIN YASAMI

Develerin ilging yonleri vardi. Bir tanesi, alistirildiklar takdirde, sigara igmeleriydi.
Sigara igen bu develer halk tarafindan ilgi ile seyredilmekteydi.

Deveciler, develerle yiik tagiyarak ge¢imini saglayan koyliilerdi. Genellikle
saman taginirdi. Ama nar, tuz, harup; kiifeler i¢inde tiziim de tagindig1 olurdu. Bir
deve katarinda bes ile on arasi1 deve bulunabilirdi ve katarin 6nde giden ilk devesi,
genelde “pesenk” ad1 verilen bir erkek deve idi. Deveci develeri ya tek bagina, ya da
bir yardimcisi ile birlikte giiderdi. Deveciler, yiiklerini aldiktan sonra, pesenge biner
ve yolculuga ¢ikardi.

Yaslanan deveciler i¢in halk arasinda sdylenen bir hikaye vardir. Bu hikayeye
gore bir deveci, gengken pesengin lizerine binip bagim sallayan herkese yiiksekten
bakarmig. Yaslaninca uzun sakalli ve boynunda zili olan pesenge binemez olmus.
Deveci bunun iizerine bir egek alarak deve katarinin 6niine koymus ve onun iizerine
binmeye baglamig. Bunun iizerine pesenk 6fkelenmis ve “ben seni bukadar yil sirtimda
tagidim, sen ise beni, benim gibi koca bir pesengi, bir esegin arkasina takiyorsun”
diye yakinmus.

Kibris’ta halk arasinda yaygin olan ve bu hikaye ile benzesen bir de siir var.
Devenin Ukdesi baglikl1 bu siir sdyledir:

DEVENIN UKDES]*

- Nice yillar deve yiik nakletmis
Onde merkep, koye gelmis gitmis.
Kalmamuig takati, almig yagin
Oliimiin pengesi tutmug bagini.
Anlamis sahibi, kurtulmak yok

- Benim iistiimde, demis hakkin ¢ok
Gel helal et seni incittimse
Beni affet ne kusur ettimse.

Deve giicliikle agip gozlerini,
Dinlemis sahibinin sozlerini,

- Bak, demis kumluk igin dogmusken
Hizmet ettim bu kadar yil sana ben;
Tagslar iistiinde dolastim, gezdim,
Yiikler altinda canimdan bezdim.
Yine lakin bana kizdin, s6vdiin;

O da az geldi nihayet dovdiin.
Zevk alirdin bizi kigkirtip sen,
Koyde, meydanda dogiistiirmekten,

*Edebiyat Bilgileri (sayfa 180-181), Gariboglu Yayinlan (Yazar1 Kemal Gariboglu).

= |
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1940’11 Yillarda Magusada Surlar I¢erisinde Deve Katari
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Ya ezildim, ya giinah ettirdin.
Bana hemcisisimi incittirdin.
Sonra ihvanimi kestin durdun,
Bizi ta can evimizden vurdun.
Bunlarin hepsini ben affederim;
Insanin tiyneti icabi, derim.
Séade affetmedigim bir sey var,
Senden Allah elbet bunu sorar:
Develik hakkin1 inkar ettin,
Bize bir merkebi serdar ettin.

Siraceddin

Devecilerin elinde 10-12 ing biiyiikliigiinde ve boru olarak kullanilan bir deniz
kabugu veya geyik boynuzundan yapilmus bir boru bulunurdu. Bir kéyden uzaklaginca
ve yaklasinca, hep ayn1 mesafeden bu boruyu calarak gelis ve gidislerini haber
verirlerdi.

Deveci Borusu

B DEVECILER HANI

Devecilik, Kibrista bir zamanlar yiizlerce ailenin ge¢im kaynagiydi. O kadar ki onlara
Lefkosa’nin en merkezi yerinde Selimiye Camii’nin hemen yaninda bir de han
ayrilmisti. Deveciler Lefkosa’ya genelde Magusa Kapisi’ndan girerlerdi. Magusa
Kapisi’na yaklagan deveci, once borusunu ottiiriir, daha sonra bu kapidan surlar igine
girerdi. Hisar iizerinden, Tantinin Hamami’nin yanindan, Deveciler Sokag1 adli
sokaktan, Haydarpasa Okulu oniinden gegtikten sonra, sola doniip Sultan Mahmut
Kiitiiphanesinden geger ve Cami arkasindaki, halen bir boliimii ayakta kalan kemerli
kapidan hana girerdi. Hana gelen deveci, yiikiinii bosaltir ve alicilara satardi. Bazi
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deveciler getirdikleri samam: Lefkosa civarindaki hayvan sahiplerine satarlar ama
konaklamak i¢in yine hana gelirlerdi. Lefkosa’da birkag giin kalindiginda develer,
surlar altindaki hendeklerde otlatilirds.

Deveciler Hani, develerin ulagimda kullamldig1 giinlerde civil civildi. Handa
biiyiik bir kalabalik olusurdu. Eskiden Hanin etrafi duvarlarla gevrili olup ortasinda
bir havuz, havuzun yaninda kocaman bir dut agaci vardi. Deveciler, havuzun suyundan
deverlerini suvarir ve kendileri de oradaki bir tulumba ile kuyudan ¢ektikleri sudan
igerlerdi. Deveciler Hani ile Selimiye Camii arasinda olan ve halen yaya gegidi olarak
kullamlan yerde, kocaman bir kuyu vardi ve bu kuyunun suyundan da faydalamlirdi.
Han’in batisinda Rifat Hiiseyin Bicen isimli bir kasap, giineyindeki giris kapisinda
Demirci Abdurrahman ve bir biiyiik kahvehane vardi. Hamn diger bir simas1 da 1940’1,
1950’1i yallarda 50-60 yaslarinda olan hanin sorumlusu Hasan Efendi idi. Hasan Efendi
ayni zamanda bélgenin uzun yillar muhtarhgini yapmisti. Emin Aba olarak bilinen
orta yash ve gii¢lii kuvvetli bir kadin ise, handaki yem teknelerini temizler, taze yem
koyar ve herkesle sakalagirdi. Giiney’den girigin yaninda kebabc1 diikkanlar1 vardi.
1950°1i - 1960’11 yillarin mahallebicisi ibrahim Aga da Deveciler Hani’nda
cahgmaktaydi. Hanin kemerli giris kapisinin yaninda ise 1940°larda yaslh, fesli bir
Tiirk kunduraci, agikta kurdugu tezgahi iizerinde eski ayakkabilar ve ¢izmeleri tamir
ederdi.

Han’da is yapan diger kisiler ise nalbantlardi. Kendilerine getirilen esek ve
katirlarin ayaklarina nal gakip gegimlerini bu igten saghyorlardi.

B DEVE YOK OLUYOR

Adamizda motorlu arag sayisinin giderek artmasiyla deveciler tasimaciliktaki
6nemlerini yitirdiler ve 1940’11 yillardan baglamak iizere, ellerindeki develeri sattilar.
Develerin alicilari, etinden pastirma yapan kasaplarla o yillarda Kibris’a gelen
Araplardi. Hecin tipi develer, Kibris’in bir ada olmasindan 6tiirii bagka deve cinsleriyle
¢iftlesememelerinden, safkan olarak kalmiglardi. Bu yiizden Araplar Kibris’a gelip
develerimizi, eseklerimizi, katirlarimizi satin alip iilkelerine gotiirmekteydi.

W DILIMIZDE DEVE

Yazimizin sonunda deve ile ilgili baz1 deyimlere deginmek istiyoruz. Omegin “deve
bir kurusa, deve bin kurusa” denildiginde; deve igin ucuz da olsa gerekmedikge para
verilmeye degmedigi ancak gerektigi zaman bin kurus bile vermege degdigi anlatilmak
istenir. Bir anlamda da hig parasi olmayan kisinin bir kuruga alamadig1 deveyi, giinii
geldiginde bin kurusa aldigim vurgular.
“Devede kulak” deyimi, biiyiik bir biitiinde ufacik 6nemsiz bir parcayi
belirtir.

“Deve kini” gegmeyen kin anlamindadur.

“Yok devenin nali” ile “deveye ot lazim olunca boynunu uzatir”’ da bilinen
Kibris deyimleridir m
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B Cemal Ahmet (67 yasinda) - Ingiltere'de yasiyor.

B Arif Inangoglu (73 yasinda) - Dilekaya kéyunde yastyor.

B Cemal Comunoglu (87 yasinda) - Hafiz Lisani Sokak (Eski Deveciler Sokag), Kafesli,
Lefkosa adresinde yagiyor m

THE CAMEL
AN EXTINCT SPECIES IN CYPRUS

ABSTRACT
The camel existed in Cyprus for centuries; its unusual capabilities made it most
useful for transportation purposes. As mechanization increased, the number of
camels decreased in parallel, and these animals have all but disappeared. Camel
husbandry was an occupation in its own right in the history of Cyprus, and there
was even a Cameliers Inn in Lefkosa. Its past, which has a folkloric character,
emerges in phrases related to the camel in the Turkish Cypriot dialect m
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1931
MAGUSA'SINDAN BIR GORUNUS

& 5 -

Magusa'nin 1931 yilinda ugaktan gekilmis bir fotografi. Kentin iginde bos alanlar ve
bahgeler dikkati gekiyor. Lala Mustafa Pasa Cami'nin minaresi de farkli. Tiirk
doneminden kalan bu yuvarlak minare 1934 yihinda yikilip yerine simdiki minare
yapildi.

AN AERIAL VIEW OF FAMAGUSTA

An aerial view of Famagusta taken in 1931. The walled town was not
completely inhabited in those days.
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Yazilar Tiirkge veya Ingilizce olabilir. Yazilanimz iig kopya halinde asagidaki adrese
gonderebilirsiniz:

Ismail Bozkurt

Kibris Aragtirmalan Merkezi

Dogu Akdeniz Universitesi

Gazi Magusa

Mersin 10 - Turkey.

Dergiye gonderilen yazilar, baska bir yerde yayinlanmamis veya yayinlanmak iizere
gonderilmemis olmalidir. Yazilar yayinlanmak iizere kabul edildigi takdirde, Kibris Arastirmalan
Dergisi biitiin yayin haklarina sahiptir.

Yazilar kagidin bir yiiziine ift aralikla yazilmalidir. Bagliklar ve alt bashkiar kisa olmalidir.
Notlar, kaynaklar, tablolar ve sekiller ayn sayfalara yazilmalidir. Yazinin ilk sayfasinda su
bilgiler olmalidir: (i) yazinin baghg;; (ii) yazar(lar)in bagh bulunduklan kuruluglar; (iv) en
¢ok 100 kelimelik Tiirkge ozet; (v) en ok 150 kelimelik ingilizce 6zet; ve (vi) varsa, yazar(lar)in
yardimlarin gérdiigii kisi ve/veya kurumlara tesekkiir. Aym sayfadaki bir dipnotunda, iletisim
kurulacak yazarin adi, adresi, e-mail adresi ve telefon ve faks numaralan belirtilmelidir.
Tablo ve sekillere baslik ve sira numaras: verilmeli, basliklar tablo ve sekillerin iizerinde yer
almali, kaynaklar ise alta yazilmalidir. Denklemlere sira numaras: verilmelidir. Sira numarasi
parantez iginde ve sayfanin sag tarafinda yer almalidir. Denklemlerin tiiretilisi kisa olarak
gosteriliyorsa, hakemlere verilmek iizere tiiretme islemi biitiin basamaklariyla ayn bir sayfada
gosterilmelidir.

Yazilarda dipnotlarina yer vermekten olabildigine kaginilmas: ve burada soyleneceklerin metin
icine yedirilmesi yeglenmelidir. Zorunlu olarak verilecek dipnotlarin ise numaralanmasi ve
ayr bir sayfada “Notlar” bashig: altinda toplanmas gereklidir.

Kaynaklara géndermeler dipnotlarla degil, metnin i¢inde agilacak ayraglarla yapiimalidir. Ayrag
icindeki sira 6yle olmalidir: yazar(lar)in soyadi, kaynagin yili, sayfa numaralar.

Metinde génderme yapilan biitiin kaynaklar, kaynaklar listesinde belirtilmeli, génderme
yapilmayan kaynaklar, kaynaklar listesine konmamalidir. Kaynaklar ayn bir sayfada alfabetik
sirayla yazilmahidir. Dergi ve derlemelerdeki makalelerin sayfa numaralar kesinlikle

belirtilmelidir. Kaynakgada asagida 6rneklenen bigim kurallarina uyulmalidir:

M Kitaplar
Yazarin Soyad: (biiyiik harflerle), Yazarin Adi. (Yayin Tarihi), Yayn Yeri: Yaymevi.

B Dergiler
Yazarin Soyad (biiyiik harflerle), Yazarin Adi. Yazinin Baghigi, Derginin Adi,
Derginin cildi/sayisi, Sayfa(lar)st.

Yayina kabul edilen yazilarin bir kopyasmin bilgisayar dosyasi seklinde gonderilmesi tercih
edilmektedir. Dosya, terihen DOS formatinda, 5.25” veya 3.5” diskete kopya edilmelidir.
Disketteki dosya ile yazinin aym: olmasi gerekmektedir. Disket ile birlikte, kullamlan yazilim
programi, bilgisayar ismi ve dosya ismi génderilmelidir.

Bu duyuruda belirtilen kurallara uymayan yazilar, gerekli diizeltmelerin yapilmast igin yazar(lar)a
geri gonderilebilir.

Kibris Aragtirmalan Dergisi yilda dort kez yayinlanir. Abone islemleri icin yukandaki 1 inci
maddede belirtilen adrese yazih olarak (392) 366 1604 no.lu faks ya da (392)366 6588 / 527
no.lu telefon aracihig: ile bagvurulabilinir ve abonelik kogullar &grenilebilinir.
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