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LEFKOSA'DA BUYUK HAN VE KUMARCILAR HANI

Dog¢. Dr. Goniill Oney

Lefkoga’da 16. asirdan Biiyilk Han ve Kumarcilar Hani adim alan
iki eser 14 - 18. asirlar arast Anadolu Osmanli kervansaraylarmnn tipik
birer drnegidirler. Bu hanlar bir cok Osmanli Kervansarayinda oldugu
gibi gehir icinde ticari vazife gormek ve aym zamanda Lefkoga'nin otel
ihtiyacim kargilamak iizere yapilmstir. Bu tip hanlar hild Anadolu’da bir
ig yeri, pazar yeri olarak vazife goriir. Hanlar Osmanh devri sehir plan-
lamasinda onemli bir merkez olmustur. Cok defa bir ka¢ han bir arada
yer almistir. Benzer gekilde Lefkosa’da da Biiyilk Han ve Kumarecilar
ham ayn merkezde bulunmaktadir. Su halde bir “bezesistan” seklinde
yapildiklar: gibi Tiirkiye'den, bilhassa Alanya’dan ve Kibris'm mubhtelif
bolgelerinden gelen tiiccarlar da bu hantarda kalmaktaydi. Bu sebeple
Biiyilkk Han Alanyalilar Ham adim da almaktadir.

Biiyiikk Hanin 1572 de Muzaffer Paga tarafindan yaptirildig1 kabul
edilmektedir, fakat elimizde kitabe yoktur!. Muzaffer Paga Kibris’a tayin
olunan ilk beylerbeyidir. Bu devirde Kibris'ta genis bir imar faaliyeti var-
dir. istanbulda ruus defterinden beylerbeyi Muzaffer Pasanin bir mii-
racaati iizerine Kibris’a bilhassa kale ingaati icin Bostan adinda bir mi-
mar gonderildigini 6greniyoruz. Bu mimar igin “mimarhga yarar {istad
bir kimesnedir” diye saghk verilmektedir?. Evkaf dairesinin idaresinde
bulunan hana Ingilizler zamamnda fakir Tiirk aileleri yerlestirilmigtir.
Cumbhuriyet devrinde bosaltilip turistlerin ziyaretine agimigtir. Bugiin
kismen ingaat deposu olarak kullanilmakta ve restore edilmektedir. Ha-
nin kus bakigi goriiniigii de pldm hakkinda fikir verir (Resim 1).

(1) Alasya, H. F., Kibris Tarihi ve Kibris’ta Tirk Eserleri. Ankara 1964. Ayrica

bk. Bedevi, V., Baslangicmndan zamanwmiza kadar Kibris Tarihi. 1966 Lefkosa

s. 150. Aslanapa, O., Kiwbris’ta Tiirk Eserleri. Tirk Kiiltiird, 16.Subat.1964 s. 15.
(2) Bagbakanhk Arsivi, Ruus defteri no. 221, s. 164. “Muzaffer Pasa mektup gon-
deriip Kibris’da olan kalelere bir mimar lazim olup ve Bostan nam kimesne
mimarliga yarar ilistad kimesnedir deyu bildirmegin 20 akge ile Kibris’da olan
kalelere mimar olarak buyuruldu. 12.7.1571 (18 Safer 979). Saymn Dog. Dr.
Nejat Gogiing’e verdigi bilgi icin tegekkiir ederim.
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Tastan inga edilen han, Anadolu’da sehir ici Osmanli hanlarinda ol-
dugu gibi biiyiik bir avlu etrafina sirali onii revaklh iki katli odalar sek-
linde yapilmistir. (Plan I, IT). (Resim 2). Bu tip kervansaraylarda alt
kat odalar1 genellikle depo ve ahir vazifesi goriir. Cok zaman sehir tiic-
car1 burada deposunu tutar. Ust kat ise ayr1 ayr1 odalarla tiiccarlarin ti-
caretlerini yiiriitmeleri veya yolcular icin diigiiniilmiistiir. Her iki katta
ayn1 oda boliinmeleri verilmistirs.

Biiyiik Hanin doguya bakan orijinal olan girigi bir eyvan gibi gelis-
mistir (Resim 3). Bu portalin iki yaninda siralaman diikkdnlar eskiden
yuvarlak kemerli acik cepheleriyle sokaga acgilirlar, hana ©n cephede
bir “bezesistan” karakteri” kazandirirlardi. Bugiin diikkdnlarin kemer
acikhiklar: oriilerek basit kapilar sekline sokulmugtur (Resim 4). Diik-
kinlarin arkasina rastlayan hanin alt kat odalar1 muhakkak devrinde de
depo olarak kullanilmaktaydi. Biiyiikk Handa gelenegin aksine bati cep-
hesi ortasinda da yuvarlak kemerli sade bir giris mevecuttur. Osmanl
hanlarinda genellikle Selguklu kervansaray gelenegine uygun olarak tek
giris kapisi bulunur. Bu portal gece kapanir, giindiiz de misafirlerin eg-
yasmin tam olup olmadig1 kontrol edilmeden acgilmazdi. Boylelikle her
tiirli hirsizligin Oniine gecilirdi.

Bu plan tipi Anadolu Osmanli hanlarinda en benzer 6rneklerle Bur-
sa’da 1489-91 tarihlerinde II. Beyazitin emriyle yapilan Koza haninda*
(Plan III, TV) ve Celebi Sultan Mehmet tarafindan Yesil Camiye irad
olarak yaptirilan Ipek haninda goériilmektedir® (Resim 5).

Han dis cephede gayet sade kesme tag duvar orgiisiiyle yapilmigtir.
Ust kat odalarimin diga bakan, sivri kemerli alinliklara. sahip pencereleri
vardir. Alt katin mazgal delikleri gibi, hirsiz giremiyecek sekilde pen-
cereleri goriiliir. Ayn1 muhkem goriiniis Bursa Koza haninda oldugu gibi
diger Osmanl hanlarinda da tipiktir (Resim 6).

Alt kat ve iist kat odalarinin Onlerinde birer revak mevcuttur (Re-
sim 7). Bu revaklar hag tonozlu bir Orgii sistemine sahiptir (Resim 8).
Anadolu hanlarmda bir ¢ok Orneklerde Koza haninda da oldugu gibi alt

(3) Akozan, F.: Tiirk Han ve Kervansaraylari. Tirk Sanaty Tarihi Arastirma ve
Incelemeleri. Istanbul 1963, s. 1-37. Ayrica bk. Unsal, B., Turkish Islamic
Architecture. London 1969. s. 52-56, ve Kepecioglu, K. Bursa Hanlar:.. Bursa
1935 (II. Baski1).

(4) Gabriel, A., Une Capitale Turque Brousse, Bursa I, II. Paris 1958. Vol. I.
s. 185-188, Fig. 132. Vol. LXXXVI, 4, LXXXVII, 1, 3. Baykal, K., Bursa Koza
Hanr ve Mescidi. Bursa 1946.

(5) Arseven, C. E., Tiirk Sanati Tarihi. Istanbul. s. 475. Ayrica bk. Vogt-Goknil,
Living Architecture: Ottoman. s. 179.
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kat galerisi hac tonoz, iist kat ise kubbelerle ortiiliidiir (Resim 5)°. Gale-
rilere ayr1 kap1 ve birer kiiciik pencere ile acilan odalarin tavan sistemi
ise besik tonozludur. Anadolu orneklerinde rastlandigr gekilde iist kat
odalarinda birer ocak bulunur.

Ust kata giris cephesi ve kargisindan, asimetrik yiikselen birer mer-
divenle cikilir. Revaklarin avluya bakan cephelerinde tek profilli sivri
kemerler ve bunlar1 tagiyan kalin yuvarlak mermer siitunlar siralanmr
(Resim 7). Kaidelerde ve siitun baghiklarinda hafif profilli, yassi1 ornek-
ler hakimdir. Anadolu drneklerinde Bursa Boza haninda oldugu gibi Lef-
kosa Biiylik Han’daki siitunlarin yerine tag érme destekler kullanilir (Re-
sim 5). Anadolu kervansaraylarinda Biiyiik Han’a benzer siitunlu revak
sistemi Diyarbakir'da 17. asir sonlarindan Hasan Pasa hamnda goriiliir’.

Biiyiik Hanin avlusu ortasinda sekizgen goévdeli ve iistii bir kubbe
ile ortiilii mescit yer alir (Resim 9). Mescit mermer siitunlar, stalaktit
siitun baghklari ve bunun iizerinde sivri kemerlerle tagimir. Alt kisim mu-
hakkak eskiden gadirvan vazifesi gérmekteydi. Bugiin iistii kapali bir
cesme halindedir. Ust kata ¢ikan merdiven kisminda mescit gévdesi asa-
g1 kadar duvar geklinde uzanmir. Mescit her yiizde dikdortgen pencereler-
le aviuya bakar.

Anadolu mescitli han 6rneklerinden Bursa Koza haninda ve Ipek ha-
ninda kaide olarak siitun yerine masif Oorme tag ayak ve mesciti tagiyan
yuvarlak kemer sistemi kullamlmigtir® (Resim 10, 11). Mescit kismi
pencereleri Koza ve Ipek handa mermer kafesli alinhklarla daha deko-
ratiftir.

Avlusu mescitli kervansaraylarin Tiirk sanatinda ilk Orneklerini
Anadolu Selguklu mimarisinde gormekteyiz. Aksaray ve Kayseri Sultan-
hanlar1 bu tipten en monumental drneklerdir® (Resim 12). Selcuk’lular-
da dort masif ayak iizerinde yiikselen ve merdivenle c¢ikilan kogk mes-
citlerde sadirvan gormiiyoruz. Ana kervan yollarimn iizerinde yer alan
abidevi karakterli Selcuklu hanlarinda heybetli tek portalle girilen biiyiik
avlu mevcuttur. Buna bagl, avludan ikinci bir portalle girilen, hayvan-
larla insanlarin barimmasi icin yapilmis uzunlamasina planlh kapali bir
mekan goriiliir. Bu yapilar tek kath olarak tagtan muhkem bir kale gibi

(6) Osmanli kervansaraylarinin cogunda alt kat revakini hag¢ tonoz iist katinkini
ise kubbeler Orter. Edirne Riistem Paga haninda bk. Arseven C. E. Ayni eser.
Sekil 899, s. 474, Bursa Fidan haninda bk. Gabriel, A., Aym eser. Vol. I. Fig.
131. Vol. 1I, Pl. LXXXV, 2, 4. Bursa Pirin¢ haninda bk. Ayni eser. Vol. I. s.
188-190.

(7) Arseven, C.E., Tirk Sanat: Tarihi. s. 476. Resim 906.

(8) Gabriel, A., Aynt eser. Vol. I. Fig. 132. Vogt-Goknil, U., Ayn1 eser. s. 179.

(9) Erdmann, K., Das Anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts. Teil I. Ber-
lin-1961. Abb. 119-141, Abb. 142-160, Taf. XI, XII.
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yiikselir. Osmanli hanlari Selguklu hanlarmmin gehre intibak ettirilmis
farkli fonksiyonlu ve iki kath degisik bir Grnegini vermektedir, “bazili-
kal” karakterli kapali mekan ortadan kalkmigtir. Baz Istanbul hanlarin-
da kat sayisinin {ice ¢iktigr goriiliirt.

Biiyiik Han yakiminda Kumarcilar veya Humbaracilar hanm Biiyiik
Hanin daha ufak ve sade bir ornegidir. 16. asir sonlarinda insa edilen
hanin kati inga tarihi bilinmez. Ingiliz idaresi zamaninda restore edilmig-
tir. Hanm asimetrik bir plani vardir (Plan V, VI). Avlu etrafina sirala-
nan odalara ve bunlarin ¢niinde revaklara sahiptir (Resim 13). Kesme
tas malzeme ile inga edilen han gayet sade dig goriiniise sahiptir.
Ust katin ayni sekilde disa bakan pencereleri, alt katmn ise mazgal
delikleri gibi pencereleri vardir. Digtan odalar1 orten tonozlar bariz ola-
rak goriiliir (Resim 14). Biiyiik hanin aksine geleneksel gekilde tek olan
ve girig cephesinde digari tasan tonozun altinda yer alan portal sade bir
sivri kemere sahiptir (Resim 14). Bu kapi avluya bakan cephede sonra-
dan ildve edilmis ditkkdn ve kahvehane kisimlari orijinal plani bozmak-
tadir.

Kumarcilar haninda Biiyitkk Han’dan farkli olarak alt kat revaki tas
orme destek, {ist kat ise tag siitunludur (Resim 15, plan VII). Alt katta
Biiyiik Handa oldugu gibi sivri kemerler kullanimistir. Ustte siitunlar
ve zar tipi siitun baghklar:1 kiremit ortiilii catiy1 tagir (Resim 15). Alt
katta depo vazifesi goren odalarin avluya bakan cepheleri bir kap1 bira-
kitarak sonradan oriilmiistiir. Eskiden bunlarin kemerlerle aviuya acilan
eyvanlar seklinde oldugunu tahmin ediyoruz. Giineye bakan kisim halen
iistii sivri begik tonozla Ortiilii bolmeler geklindedir. Batidaki cdalarin
avluya bakan kisimlari bir duvarla tamamen &riilerek hanla ilgisi kesil-
mistir. Burada dis cepheye bakan diikkadnlar yapilmistir.

Ust kata tek bir merdivenle ¢ikilir (Resim 16). Odalarin avluya aci-
lan birer kapisi ve disa bakan pencereleri mevcuttur. Dogudaki
odalarin hem avluya hem de diga bakan pencereleri vardir. Batida-
ki odalar tamamen yenilenmistir. Eskiden bu odalarin da dogudakilere
eg oldugunu tahmin ediyoruz. Biitiin iist kat odalarinda ocaklar vardir.
Girig cephesinde {ist kat revakinin arkasinda biribirinden farkl biiyiik-
iiikte iic kemerle girilen uzun bir koridor dikkati ceker. Tavam: hac to-
nozlu olan bu kisim tahminimize gore iklim de miisait oldugundan umu-
mfi bir teras geklinde diisiiniilmiistiir (Resim 17).

Biiyitk Han'la en biiyiik farklarindan biri avlu ortasinda sadirvanh
mescit bulunmayisidir. Biiyiik Han'da oldugu gibi Kumarcilar haninin
da Anadolu Osmanli devrinde bilhassa Bursa merkezinden paralellerini
gosterebiliriz. Bursa’da Sultan Orhan zamaninda 1336-39 en erken tarihli

(10) Akozan, F., Aynt eser, s. 31, 34, 35, 36.
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orneklerden Emir Ham ! 14. asir I. Murat devrinden Kapan ham'?, I
Mehmet Celebi devrinden Geyve hani*, 1508 II. Bayazit devrinden Piring
ham', II. Mehmet zamanindan sadrazam Mahmut Paganin yaptirdigt
Fidan ham' bu gruptan hanlardir.

Yukardaki tanitmalardan sonra Lefkoga Biiyitkk Haninin ve Kumar-
cilar Haninin merkezi Bursa olan bir Osmanlh han tipinin sade ve giizel
birer temsilecisi olduklarim soyleyebiliriz. Bu tipin imparatorlugun genis
simrlarn icinde ¢ok farkli bélgelerde ve asirlarda tekrarlanmas: dikkati
ceker. Kibris ornekleri ve Bursa misalleri haricinde Edirne Riistempasa
han1'’, Diyarbakir'da 17-18 asirlardan Deliler han1'’, 15 asirdan Berga-
ma’da Tag ham', 17-18 asirlardan Kayseri'de Vezirham'®, Amasya’da
1698-99 tarihlerinden Tashani?® ve 17-18. asirlardan Mardin Kervansa-
ray1?! bu genig yayillma sahasini gosterir.

(11) Gabriel, A., Aynt eser. s. 182. Ayrica bk. Ayverdi, E. H., Osmanli Mimarisinin
ik Devri. 1230-1402. Istanbul 1966. s. 96-101.

(12) Gabriel, A., Aym eser. Vol. I. Fig. 129, XVII. s. 183.

(13) Ayn eser. s. 183, Fig. 130.

(14) Aymni eser. s. 188-190, Fig. 136. Vol. II. Pl. LXXXV, 1, 3. LXXXVI, 3.

(15) Ayns eser. s. 183-185. Fig. 131. Vol. II. Pl. XXXV, 2, 4.

(16) Aslanapa, O., Edirne’de Osmanl Devri Abideleri. Istanbul 1949. Sekil 159-160.
s. 134.

(17) Gabriel, A., Voyages Archéologiques dans la Turquie Orientale. Vol. I. Paris
1940, Fig. 155, s. 202.

(18) Akozan, F., Aynt eser. s. 12.

(19) Gabriel, A., Aym eser. Vol. I. Paris 1931. s. 85, 86. Vol. II. Pl. XXVI, 2.

(20) Gabriel. A., Ayns eser. II. XVII, 1, 2.

(21) Gabriel, A., Voyages Archéologiques. Vol. I. s. 40, Fig. 31.
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BUYUK HAN (THE GREAT INN)
AND

KUMARCILAR HANI (THE GAMBLER’S INN)
AT NICOSIA

by
Goniil Oney

The two buildings in Nicosia dating from the 16th century and
known as Biiyilk Han (the Great Inn) and Kumarcilar Hani (the
Gambler’s Inn) are both typical examples of Anatolian Ottoman cara-
vansarays between 14th - 18th centuries. These inns, like a number of
Ottoman caravansarays, were built in order to serve the purposes of
trade within the city and, at the same time, to meet the need for hotels
in Nicosia. This type of inn still serves in Anatolia as business office
and market place. In the city planning of Ottoman times inns were
important centres. Frequently several inns were situated in one place.
In Nicosia Biiyiikk Han and Kumarcilar Han are likewise situated in the
same area. Thus merchants coming from Turkey, and especially from
Alanya and various parts of Cyprus, stayed at these inns, which were
built in the form of bazaars. For this reason Biiyliikk Han is also known
as Alanyahlar Han (the Inn of the people from Alanya).

Biiyiik Han is attributed to Muzaffer Pasha, and is dated to 1572,
however there is no inscription’. Muzaffer Pasha was the first governor
to be appointed to Cyprus. During his period, there was extensive building
activity in Cyprus. Through the book for appointments in Istanbul we
learn that, upon the request of Governor Muzaffer Pasha, an architect
named Bostan was sent to Cyprus primarily for building fortresses.

(1) Alasya, H. F. Kibris Tarihi ve Kiwbnris’ta Tirk Eserleri. Ankara 1964. See also
Bedevi, V. Baslangicindan zamammiza kadar Kibris Tarihi, 1966 Lefkose, p.
150. Aslanapa, O. Kiwbns’ta Tiirk Eserleri. Tiirk Kiiltiirii, 16. February
1964. p. 15.

(2) The Prime Ministry Archive, appointments book no. 221, p. 164. I would like
to express my thanks to Dog¢. Dr. Nejat Gogling for the information he kindly
furnished.
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During the time of the British occupation, poor Turkish families were
accommodated at the inn, which was under the administration of the
government department in control of religious foundations. During the
period of the Republic it was vacated and opened to visits of tourists.
Today it is used partly as a storage depot, and it is in the process of being
restored. A bird’s eye view of the inn gives an idea of its plan. (Plate 1)

The Biiyiik Han, which is made of stone, is built like the Ottoman inns
found in the cities of Anatolia, in the form of rooms on two floors with
porticos in front, surrounding a large courtyard (Plate 2), (Plan I, II).?
In this type of caravansaray the rooms of the lower floor in general serve
the purpose of stores and stables. Frequently the city merchants made
their storage depot here. The upper floor, on the other hand, with its
various separate rooms, was intended for the carrying on of commerce, or
for travellers. On both floors the rooms were divided in the same way.

The original entrance door facing the east of the Biiyilkk Han has
been developed in the form of an “Eyvan” (Plate 3). In the older days,
the shops lining both sides of the portal used to face the street with
their open facades topped with rounded arches giving the han a
“bazesistan” character on the frontal facade. Today, the arched openings
of the shops are closed by masonry and thus reduced to simple doors
(Plate 4). The lower floor rooms behind the shops were in all certainty
used as depots in earlier times. At the Biiyiikk Han there is, contrary to
tradition, a simple second entrance with a rounded arch in the middle of
the western facade. In Ottoman inns in general, in accordance with the
tradition of most Seljuk caravansarays, a single entrance door is found.
This door was closed at night, and in the daytime was not opened until
the baggage of visitors had been checked to see if it was complete. In this
way every kind of theft was prevented.

The examples most closely resembling this type of plan in Anatolian
Ottoman inns are seen in the Koza Inn,* which was built in Bursa during
the years 1489 - 91 by order of Beyazit II, and the Ipek Inn, which was
constructed as a source of income for the Yesil Cami (Green Mosque)
by Celebi Sultan Mehmet® (Plate 5), (Plan III, IV).

(3) Akozan, F., Tirk Han ve Kervansaraylar: (Turkish Inns and Caravansarays)
Tiirk Sanati1 Tarihi Aragtirma ve Incelemeleri. Istanbul 1963, pp. 1-37. See
also Unsal, B., Turkish Islamic Architecture. London, 1959, pp. 52-56, and Ke-
pecioglu, K., Bursa Hanlart (The Inns of Bursa). Bursa 1935 (2nd edition).

(4) Gabriel, A., Une Capitale Turque Brousse, Bursa, I, II. Paris 1958, Vol. I. pp.
185-188. Fig. 132. Vols. LXXXVI, 4, LXXXVII, 1-3. Baykal, K., Bursa Koza
Hany ve Mescidi (The Koza Inn and its Mosque) Bursa 1946.

(5) Arseven, C. E. Tirk Sanatls Tarihi (A History of Turkish Art), Istanbul, p.
475. See also Vogt-Goknil, U., Living Architecture: Ottoman, p. 179.
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The outer fagade of the inn consists of walls built of very plain
handcut stone. The rooms of the upper floor which face outwards have
sharply arched windows with pediments (Plate 5). The windows of the
lower floor are seen to resemble embrasures or loopholes making it
impossible for thieves to enter. The same strong outward appearance is
found in the Koza Inn of Bursa and is typical of Anatolian Ottoman inns
(Plate 6).

Porticos exist in front of the rooms of both the lower and upper
floors in the Biiyiik Han. These porticos have a system of interwoven cross
vaults (Plate 7, 8). In numerous examples of Anatolian inns, just as in
the Koza Inn, the portico of the lower floor consists of a cross vault,
whereas the upper floor is covered by domes® (Plate 5). The rooms open
onto the portico with a separate door and a small window. As encoun-
tered in Anatolian examples, a fireplace is found in upper floor rooms.

The upper floor is reached by asymmetrical stairways leading from
the entrance and from opposite to it. On the sides of the porticos which
overlook the courtyard are rows of pointed arches of single outline,
supported on thick round marble columns (Plate 7). With regard to the
supports and capitals of the columns, lightly outlined, flat examples are
predominant. In examples found in Anatolia, as in the Koza Inn of Bursa,
pillars built of stone are used in place of the columns of the Bilyiik Han
in Nicosia (Plate 5). In the caravansarays of Anatolia a system of
porticos with columns resembling the Biiyiikk Han is found in the Hasan
Pasha Inn in Diyarbakir, dating from the end of the 17th century.”

In the middle of the Biiyitk Han courtyard stands a small octagonal
mosque covered with a dome (Plate 9). The mosque is supported by
marble columns with stalactite capitals, joined by pointed arches. The
lower section undoubtedly served as an open fountain in former times.
Today it is in the form of a closed fountain. In the stairway section which
leads to the upper floor the main body of the mosque extends downwards
in the form of a wall. The mosque looks out on the courtyard on every
side with rectangular windows.

Among the examples of inns with small mosques in Anatolia, the
Koza Han of Bursa and Ipek Han have instead of columns a system
of rounded arches on massive supports built of stone to support the

(6) In most Ottoman caravansarays the portico of the lower floor is covered by'
a cross vault, while that of the upper floor is roofed by domes, i.e. the Riistem
Pasha Inn at Edirne, see Arseven, C. E. op. cit. Fig. 899, p. 474, the Bursa
Fidan Hani, see Gabriel, A. op. cit. Vol. I. Fig. 131. Vol. II Pl. LXXXV, On the
Bursa Pirin¢ Hani, see op. cit. Vol. I, pp. 188-190.

(7) Arseven, C.E., Tiirk Sanati Tarihi (A. History of Turkish Art). p. 476, Plate 906.
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mosque® (Plate 10, 11). With their marble screen pediments the windows
of the mosque section in the Koza and Ipek Inns are more decorative.

The first examples in Turkish art of caravansarays with small
mosques in their courtyard are seen in Anatolian Seljuk architecture.
The most monumental examples of this type are the Sultanhans of Ak-
saray and Kayseri® (Plate 12). With the Seljuks we do not find fountains
in the kiosk-type mosques, which rise on four massive supports and are
reached by a stairway. In the Seljuk inns of monumental character which
are found on the main caravan routes, a large courtyard is present,
accessible through a single, imposing gateway, Attached to this and
entered by a second gateway leading from the courtyard, a closed
building can be seen, running the length of the courtyard, built for the
shelter of animals and human beings. These buildings, which are single-
storeyed, rise like massive stone castles.

Ottoman inns resemble Seljuk inns that have been adapted to the
city. Having a different function, they are double-storeyed, while the
closed building in the character of a basilica no longer exists. In certain
inns in Istanbul there are as many as three floors.™

Kumarecilar, or Humbaracilar Han, which is near the Biiyiik Han, is a
smaller and simpler edition of it. It was built at the end of the 16th cen-
tury, but its exact date of construction is not known. It was restored
during the time of the British administration. The inn is built on an
asymmetrical plan (Plan V, VI). It has rooms arranged in rows round
the courtyard, with porticos in front of them (Plate 13). The inn, which
is built of hand-cut stone, has a very plain exterior. The upper floor
has the same rectangular windows facing outward, while the lower floor
has windows like loopholes. From outside prominent vaults can be seen
covering the rooms (Plate 14). The doorway beneath the vault, which
protrudes from the entrance facade is in the form of a simple pointed
arch (Plate 14). This door is noticeable for the exterior of its rather
pointed arch on the side overlooking the courtyard. Today, the shop and
coffee house additions on the facade spoil the original plan.

Features of the Kumarcilar Han which differ from those of the Bii-
yiik Han are seen in the built stone columns (Plate 15), (Plan VII). On the
lower floor, as in the Biiyiik Han, pointed arches have been used. Above,
columns with rectangular capitals support a tiled roof (Plate 15).

(8) Gabriel, A. op. cit. Vol. I. Fig. 132. Vogt-Goknil, U. op. cit. s. 179.
(9) Erdmann, K., Das Anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts. Teil I, Berlin
1961. Abb. 119-141, Abb. 142-160. Taf. XI, XII.
(10) Akozan, F. op. cit,, pp. 31, 34, 35, 36.

280



Presently, rooms on the lower floor serving as depots have their facades
overlooking the courtyard closed by masonry, leaving a door opening. We
think that in the old days these were in the form of “Eyvans” opening
onto a courtyard with arches. Today, the southern part is in the form of
covered compartments with pointed barrel-vaulted ceilings. At the western
end, the facades of the rooms overlooking the courtyard have been totally
closed by a masonry wall cutting them off from the han completely. On
this part, shops have been built facing the outer fagade.

The upper floor is reached by a single stairway (Plate 16). Each
room has a door opening onto the courtyard and a window opening to
outside. The rooms at the eastern end have windows also at the courtyard
side. The rooms at the west end have been totally renovated. In their
original form, these rooms were most probably similar to those at the
eastern end. All upper floor rooms have fireplaces. At the entrance
facade, behind the top floor portico, a long corridor is noticeable, entered
by four pointed arches of various sizes. It is thought that this section,
which has a ceiling of cross vaults, was intended as a general terrace, the
climate also being suitable for this purpose (Plate 17).

One of the principal differences between this building and the Biiyiik
Han is the absence of the small mosque and fountain in the middle of
the courtyard. As with the Biiyiik Han, parallels can be shown between
the Kumarcilar Han1 and the inns of the Ottoman perlod in Anatolia,
especially those in Bursa. One of the earliest examples in Bursa is the Emir
Ham", dating from the time of Sultan Orhan (1336 - 39). The Kapan
Hani,'?* from the time of Murat I in the 14th century, the Geyve Hany*
from the time of Mehmet Celebi, the Piring Hani (1508), from the time of
Bayazit II,'* and the Fidan Hani, built by the Grand Vizier Mah-
mut Pasha in the time of Mehmet II,** are inns belonging to this
category.

After the introduction given above it can be said that the Biiyiik
Han and Kumarcilar Hani of Nicosia represent plain and fine examples
of a style of Ottoman inn, the centre for which is to be found in Bursa.
It is noticeable that this style reappears in widely varying regions and
centuries within the wide limits of the Empire. The examples in Cyprus

(11) Gabriel, A., op. cit. p. 182. See also Ayverdi, E. H., Osmanh Mimarisinin Ik
Devri. (The early Period of Ottoman Architecture) 1230-1402. Istanbul 1966.
pp. 96-101.

(12) Gabriel, A., op. cit. Vol. I. Fig. 129, XVII, p. 183.

(13) Ibid. p. 183, Fig. 130.

(14) Ibid. pp. 188-190. Fig. 136, Vol. II. Pl. LXXXV, 1, 3, LXXX, 3.

(15) Ibid. pp. 183-185, Fig. 131, Vol. II, Pl. LXXXV, 2, 4.
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and the 16th century Riistempasha Hani in Edirne', the 17th - 18th
century Deliler Han1'" of Diyarbakir, the 15th century Tasham'® of
Bergama, the 17th - 18th century Vezirhani'® of Kayseri, the Tagham®
of Amasya dated 1698 - 99, and the Mardin Caravansaray? dated 17th -
18th centuries, show the extent of the field over which they spread.

(16) Aslanapa, O., Edirne’de Osmanl Devri Abideleri. (Monuments of the Ottoman
Period at Edirne) Istanbul 1949. Figs. 159-160, p. 134.

(17) Gabriel, A., Voyages Archéologiques dans la Turquie Orientale. Vol. 1, Paris,
1940, Fig. 155, p. 202.

(18) Akozan, F., op. cit. p. 12.

(19) Gabriel, A., op. cit. Vol. I. Paris 1931, pp. 85, 86. Vol. II, Pl. XXVI, 2.

(20) Gabriel, A., op. cit. XVII, 1, 2.

(21) Gabriel, A., Voyages Archéologiques... Vol. I. p. 40. Fig. 31.
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Resim - 3: Biiyilkk Han
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Resim - 4: Bilyilkk Han

Resim - 5: Koza Han
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Resim - 12: Kayseri Sultan Han
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Resim - 17: Kumarcilar Hani
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