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ABSTRACT

A COMPERATIVE ANALYSIS OF HOUSE(ING) DEVELOPMENTS IN LAPTA
TOWN AND KAYALAR VILLAGE, KYRENIA DISTRICT

Supervisor: Dr. Asu TOZAN

The aim of the study is to discuss potential ways to deal with the impacts of dramatic
changes of traditional dwelling environments while highlighting the issues of adaptability
and continuity. The study deals with the “Lapta” main town and suburb village “Kayalar”

cases that exists near the city of Kyrenia in North Cyprus.

The thesis consists of two partsin general. The first part including parts 1-3, is
the theoretical part that investigates the user needs and the needs of human and studies
the deficits of some basic concepts. In the second part, consisting of chapters 4-5, the user
environment research approaches and data collection methods used in the theoretical part

of the field work data is discussed and interpreted in the light of the concepts mentioned.

In the first chapter, the problem will be tried to put forward and the aim of the study will be
specified. In relation to this, the methodology, in other words, which techniques were used
for literature survey, and which techniques were used for different groups during the field

survey will be explained shortly.

Since the general starting point of the study is environmental psychology, giving some
information about behavioral sciences will form a theoretical background. In addition the
relation of dwelling, house, and home with psychological concepts such as privacy,

personal space, territoriality, proxemics and neighborhood will be put forwarded as well.

In the fourth part, case study and analysis will be explained in detail. In this chapter, all the
steps will be mentioned one by one. Preliminary study, field survey, techniques, analysis,
evaluation and conclusion will be given. Additionally, the area is being thoroughly

analyzed in order to determine the physical, functional, architectural as well as socio-



economic characteristic. In this context, the present situation is discussed in the village(s)
of Lapta town, and the Kayalar, followed by the section that includes the examples of
residential samples and related data and then the factors are examined affecting residential
housing development on the findings of fact with examples, in which local and modern

housing are compared.

Finally, in the last chapter, a general conclusion will be stated. In the conclusion part, how
the study is shaped, the main considerations of this study and the outcomes will be pointed
out. As a result ofthe comparison and analysis, many of the settlement in Northern
Cyprus with the architecture of the texture architecture and residential space-bounded
understanding is changing, but also popular pursuits during the new requirements
and interbred  with the  traditional architecture of  a structure  on lost identity, the
authenticity of these tissues by the logic of public housing and the current conception of
life, an attitude contrasts with the new developments were made. With different location
and size of the settlement of two (Lapta, Kayalar) the settlement are analyzed in detail and
determinations made in this case. Although this transformation process shows similarities

in the settlements, there are important differences that differs them from each other.

This section will focus on detecting the proposed preservation and development plans for
the future which are expected to constitute an important infrastructure. Also identified
specific examples of local architectural designs assimilated by the architects’ for the future
designs continuity would be supplies and starting from the resident scale would play a very

important data base task would ensure the continuity of the local language.
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OZET

GIRNE BOLGESI, LAPTA KASABASI VE KAYALAR KOYUNDE KONUT
GELISIMLERININ KARSILASTIRMALI ANALIZi

Tez Damismani: Dr. Asu TOZAN

Bu c¢aligmanin amaci, geleneksel konut ¢evrelerinde meydana gelen degisimlerin saptanip,
konut siirekliliginin ve uyarlanabilirliginin irdelenmesidir. Calisma alan1 olarak Girne’ye

bagli Lapta kasabas1 ve Kayalar koyii secilmistir.

Bu tez c¢alismasi genel olarak iki kisimdan olusmaktadir. Bunlardan birincisi 1-3
boliimlerini i¢eren, kullanic1 gereksinimlerini ve insan ihtiyaglarini arastiran ¢alismalar ve
bazi temel kavramlarm agiklamalarmin yapildigi kuramsal kisimdir. ikinci kisim ise, 4-5
boliimlerinden olusan, kullanici-cevre arastirmalarinda kullanilan yaklagimlar ve veri
toplama yoOntemleriyle gerceklestirilen alan c¢alismasi verilerinin kuramsal kisminda

bahsedilen kavramlar 1g18inda tartisilarak yorumlanmasini igermektedir.

Bu baglamda birinci boliimde, problemden yola ¢ikarak calismanin amaci, kapsami ve

yontemi ele alinmustir.

Ikinci boliimde, konut, ev, ve yuvanin tanimlari yapilarak, mahremiyet, kisisel mekan,

alansal sahiplenmenin yaninda mahalle ve komsuluk iizerinde durulmustur.

Ugiincii boliimde ise, Kibris adasmin konumu, gegirdigi tarihsel siireg, sosyo- politik tarihi
ve konut tarihi ele alinmistir. Calisma alani olarak ele alinan Girne yerlesimi hakkinda

bilgi verilmistir.

Dordiincii boliim, alan ¢alismasi ve analizdir. Bu bolim de ¢alisma alani olarak segilen
Lapta sinirlar1 hakkinda bilgi verilmistir. Devaminda ise; on ¢alisma, alan c¢alismasi,
teknikler, analiz, degerlendirme ve sonuglar ortaya konmustur. Ayrica bolgelerin fiziki,

islevsel, mimari ve sosyo-ekonomik 6zellikleri yapilan detayli aragtirmalarla belirlenmistir.
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Bu kapsamda, Lapta kasabasi ve Kayalar koyiiniin giiniimiizdeki durumu anlatilmakta,
arkasindan calisma kapsamindaki konut 6rnekleri ile ilgili verilerden olusan kisim ve sonra
da konut gelisimlerini etkileyen faktorlerin incelenen konut O6rnekleri iizerindeki
saptamalari ile, yerel ve modern konutlarla ilgili boliim yer almaktadir. B6liim sonucunda
ise elde edilen sonu¢ ve tartisma kismi ile konutlarin zaman igerisindeki gelisimleri

irdelenmisgtir.

Besinci kisimda ise, elde edilen genel degerlendirmelere yer verilmis ve saptamalar
yapilmistir. Bunun yaninda, bu 6l¢iit ve kosullar degerlendirilmis ve bunlar dogrultusunda
secilen bolgeler arasinda karsilastirilmali analizler yapilmistir. Yapilan karsilagtirma ve
analizler sonucunda ise, Kuzey Kibris’ta 6zgiin mimari dokulara sahip bir¢ok yerlesimin
hem konut mekan-mimari iligkisindeki anlayisin baskalastigi, hem de yeni ihtiyaglar ve
popiiler arayislar sirasinda geleneksel mimarinin melezleserek kimligini yitiren bir
yapisinin bulundugu; toplu konut mantigi ile bu dokularin 6zgiinlii§iine ve mevcut yasam
anlayisina tezat bir tutum ile yeni gelisimler yoniine gidildigi saptanmistir. Farkli konum
ve yerlesim biiyiikliigiine sahip iki (Lapta, Kayalar) yerlesimde bu durumlar detayli bir
sekilde analiz edilmis ve saptamalar yapilmistir. Bu doniisiim siirecinin her iki yerlesimde
benzerlikler gosterse de birbirinden ayrilan 6nemli farklar da barindirdigt saptanmistir. Bu
kisimda ele alinacak saptamalarin gelecege yonelik yapilmasi 6nerilen koruma ve gelisim
planlarinda 6nemli bir altyap1 olusturmasi beklenmektedir. Ayrica saptanan 6zgiin yerel
mimari 6rneklerin mimarlar tarafindan 6ziimsenip gelecege yonelik tasarimlarda yerel dilin
stirekliliginin saglanarak, konut olgeginden baglayarak kimliksizlesmeyi Onleme amaglh

onemli bir veri taban1 gorevi gorecegi ongoriilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Lapta Kasabasi, Kayalar Kdyii, Kirsal yerlesim, ve Yerel konut
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