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AREA CODE 2,5,1986-3360 / . .1986.3361 ^ /...

PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS

TO THE UNITED NATIONS

BZO SECOND AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. IOOI7

Ref: 2002/77/2

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to the decision of the
President of Cyprus, Mr. Kyprianou, to visit during this
month the Greek Cypriot citizens of the Republic in the
occupied area of Karpass. This decision, together with a
request that the necessary facilities might be provided by
the United Nations, was communicated yesterday to your Special
Representative, Ambassador Galindo Pohl, who undertook to
communicate with the Secretary-General on the subject. Sub-
sequently, Ambassador Pohl informed the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs that Mr. Denktash places conditions for such visit,
to the effect that a letter by the President of the Republic
should be addressed to him as President of the so-called
"Turkish Federated State of Cyprus", or that a meeting between
them be arranged to discuss the matter.

The President has the legitimate and fundamental
right to visit citizens of the Republic in any part of the
territory, particularly when, as in this case, the visit is
motivated purely by humanitarian reasons, having regard to
the situation of the Greek Cypriot citizens in the Karpass.

The arbitrariness of Mr. Denktash in arrogating upon
himself the right to impose unacceptable conditions, is obviously
calculated to obtain by methods of blackmail recognition of the
so-called "Turkish Federated State of Cyprus". It also denotes
that he purports to act as the instrument of Turkey, namely the
power whose military forces are in control of the invaded area.
By so acting Mr. Denktash impairs his claim to the leadership
of the Turkish Cypriot people. Their true interests could
hardly coincide with the policy of the Ankara regime in massively
transporting to the occupied areas alien population from the
interior of Turkey. By their presence — as graphically des-
cribed by a prominent Turkish Cypriot leader — "this paradise
island has been turned into hell". Indeed, even beyond questions
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His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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of the security of the Turkish Cypriot people, their distinct
civilization and their very identity as a people is being
indifferently submerged and alienated under the ominous
influx of population from Turkey.

On behalf of my Government, I strongly protest the
arbitrary action of Mr. Denktash, and the overall oppressive-
ness exercised on the people of Cyprus,as a whole, by the Ankara
regime still continuing its aggressive occupation of the terri-
tory of the Republic in violation of international law and the
relevant United Nations resolutions.

The recent moves by the President of Cyprus, Mr. Kyprianou,
for the total demilitarization and disarmament of the Republic
and his proposed visit to the north, are genuinely intended
towards promoting peaceful solution through understanding, con-
ciliation and cooperation. The "eagerness for conciliation"
among the rank and file of the Cypriot people, Greek and Turkish
alike, has been authoritatively noted on several occasions. It
will positively emerge when'it is no longer suppressed by out-
side partitionist interference,and is relieved from the presence
of a foreign army of occupation in the island.

This should be the aim of all who wish to see a just
and lasting solution of the problem of Cyprus within the frame-
work of the unanimous United Nations resolutions.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated as
a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the
preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

ZenonV Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations



Interim Administration of Varfflsha

In his May 31, 1978 report on the United Nations
operation in Cyprus, Secretary-General Waldheim
observed that "The time may be ripe for a concrete
attempt to deal with some important aspects of the
existing stalemate on the ground, thus creating an
opening for further significant steps. The status
of Varosha, which obviously should not be kept in its
present empty and decaying condition, may provide an
opportunity for this kind. Since Varosha is situated
in the immediate vicinity of the buffer zone, it would
seem natural to envisage United Nations assistance in
this connection."

The Turkish Cypriots had already indicated that
the Greek Cypriot inhabitants of Varosha would be
able to begin returning to their homes and properties
in the city as soon as the intercommunal talks are
reconvened. They have specified that as many as 35,000
Greek Cypriots can thus be resettled commencing shortly
after the resumption of negotiations. The legitimate
security concerns of the Turkish Cypriot community
should not be ignored in defining the area of re-
settlement and establishing the practical arrangements
therein-. The Turkish side has made it clear, moreover,
that the future political status of Varosha is fully
open to negotiation. In conjunction these elements
represent a constructive opening^ position, expressive
of Turkish Cypriot good wiTt and sincerity.

With the above in mind, the following proposals
are hereby made:

— Pending a final settlement and upon the re-
sumption of intercommunal talks on the basis of the
Denktas-Makarios agreement of 12 February 1977, an
interim administration shall be set up in Varosha
without any prejudice either to the existing Turkish
Cypriot jurisdiction over the area or to the final
political status thereof. The interim administration
which will function under the supervision of the
UNFICYP shall be composed of the representatives of
the Greek Cypriots who will settle in the area,
r_esentatives_of_^the Turkish__Cyg£iot_admijaistration
and the UNFICYP. "^ ^
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— The interim administration's organs and
functions which shall include the supervision of
essential municipal services and the exercise of
normal police functions shall be determined through
negotiations between the Turkish Cypriot administra-
tion and the UN Secretary-General or his representa-
tive.

The resettlement of Varosha shall proceed by
stages, with the expectation that up to 15,000
persons will be able to return within six months
after the resumption of meaningful and result-
oriented negotiations. The United Nations shall
provide such technical assistance as may be necessary
to survey and rehabilitate the city's infrastructure
and buildings and to facilitate the process of re-
settlement.



i .i

In his May 31, 1978 report on the United Nations

Operation in Cyprus, Secretary-General Waldheim observed

that "the time may be ripe for a concrete attempt to deal

with some important aspects of the existing stalemate on

the ground, thus creating an opening for further signi-

ficant steps. The status of Varosha, which obviously

should not be kept in its present empty and decaying condi-

tion, may provide an opportunity for this kind. Since

Varosha is situated in the immediate vicinity of the buffer

zone, it would seem natural to envisage United Nations

assistance in this connection."

The Turkish Cypriots had already indicated that the

Greek Cypriot inhabitants of Varosha would be able to begin

returning to their homes and properties in the city as soon

as the intercommunal talks are reconvened. They have spec-

ified that as many as 35,000 Greek Cypriots can thus be

resettled commencing shortly after the resumption of nego-

tiations. The legitimate security concerns of the Turkish

Cypriot community should not be ignored in defining the

area of resettlement and establishing the practical arrange-

ments therein. The Turkish side has made it clear, moreover,

that the future political status of Varosha is fully open to

negotiation. In conjunction these elements represent a con-

structive opening position, expressive of Turkish Cypriot

good will and sincerity.



2/

With the above in mind, the following proposals are
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INTERIM UN ADMINISTRATION OF VAROSHA

A PROPOSAL

The Turkish side has recently signalled a greater
flexibility concerning Varosha than had been apparent
in extracts of the proposals presented to the Secretary
General on April 13. They now indicate that up to
35,000 Greek Cypriots could at an early date return to
Varosha (or at least the greater part of the city)
and that the ultimate political status of Varosha is
negotiable. The proposal, as originally described, had
indicated that the returnees would have been subject to
the laws and regulations of the "Turkish Federated State
of Cyprus". This condition has been rejected by the
Greek Cypriot side and has become a major roadblock to
the resumption of intercommunal talks.

One possible way of building on Turkish flexibility,
and achieving the early resumption of meaningful nego-
tiatiohs, wouldbe for the United Nationstoundertake

X- _. '™" • "—Ol, ~̂~mimam̂ *=s*r<*B*a*<i*>lf*rti**''<>'&*&''*'**SXBimB!i!maucaKiBp

i.nterxlr^3mTnTstratig^^QjL,J^a,xasha..
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— Any such administration would, of course, be
without prejudice to whateve'r' arrangements are made
regarding Varosha in a final settlement, and would take
into account the security concerns of the two communities.

— This plan could proceed by stages beginning with
U.N. technical assistance ~in surveying^"and rehabilitating
the infrastructure and abandoned properties, and leading
eventually to an active U.N. role in the administration
of the area.

-<- The Greek Cypriots would commence returning to
Varosha as soon as the U.N, determined it was practical
for them to return and when intercommunal negotiations
had resumed.
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Ref: 2002/77/2 13 June 1978

Excellency,

On instructions from my Government, I have the honour

to draw Your Excellency's attention to the situation arising

from the malicious acts by Turks in setting fire to orange

and grapefruit groves and orchards situated in the buffer zone

between the two lines near the villages of Ano Zodia, Katakopia

and Astromeritis. By these criminal acts extensive groves

have been reduced to cinders, with the result of devastating

damage running into millions of dollars.

The repeated previous occasions of such fires in the

buffer zone, and not anywhere else in the island, and the fact

that these fires invariably start from the Turkish side, as well

as other conclusive indications, leave no doubt that these fires

are deliberate acts of arson.

I wish in this respect to protest emphatically these

criminal acts of vandalist destruction, obviously instigated at

the present juncture by Turkey's occupation forces. Regrettably,

they are but part and parcel of the overall negative policy of

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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Ankara, the aim of which is to bring about by use of force

and violence the dismemberment of the island and the demolition

of the Republic of Cyprus, — to the ultimate destruction of

the independent existence of its people as a whole.

On behalf of my Government, I urgently request Your

Excellency to take the necessary steps for full inquiry into

this grave matter of repeated fires in the buffer zone and

for appropriate action.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zenon Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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File i Cyprus

HOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING
WITH THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF CYPRUS

Held at United Nations Headquarters
on 12 June 1978 at 1300 hrs.

Present: Foreign Minister N. Rolandis The Secretary-General
Ambassador Z. Rossides' Mr. G. L. Sherry
Ambassador A. J. Jacovides
Mr. J. J. Stephanides

Foreign Minister Rolandis referred to the 9 June fire in the
buffer zone near Ano Zodia and Katakopia, which he said had been
deliberately set by Turks. He said that this matter would have to
be mentioned in the Security Council debate.

The Secretary-General showed the Foreign Minister the report
he had received from the Force Commander, which stated inter alia
that while the origin of the fire was on the Turkish cease-fire
line, the reaction of the Turkish troops would suggest that the
fire was not deliberately started.

Foreign Minister Rolandis and Ambassador Rossides suggested
that UNFICYP should make arrangements for the Minister of the
Interior to visit the buffer zone to.survey the area of the fire
and obtain evidence concerning responsibilities.

The Secretary-General suggested that any attempt to exercise
Government authority in the buffer zone would inevitably give rise
to objections from the other side. He could, of course, ask his
Special Representative and the Force Commander to raise the question.
He further indicated that the Permanent Representative could draw
attention to this incident by letter.

There followed a discussion of the situation in the Security
Council concerning the extension of the UNFICYP mandate. Foreign
Minister Rolandis said that his Government would like the Council's
resolution to include references to President Kyprianou's proposal
for demilitarization of Cyprus, and to paragraph 5 of General Assembly
resolution 32/15 concerning practical measures for the implementation
of United Nations resolutions on Cyprus. While his Government
favoured a reference to the Secretary-General's good offices, it
was opposed to the specific mention of intercommunal negotiations
in the fourth paragraph of the preamble and would also like the
reference to resolution 36? (1975) dropped from the last operative
paragraph. He felt that this would, in effect, give the Secretary-
General wider leeway in his efforts. He handed to the Secretary-
General a draft incorporating these ideas.

The Secretary-General indicated that if these changes were
pressed, they would give rise to strong Turkish objections, and
might cause difficulties in working out an agreed resolution. A



-2-

mention of the demilitarization proposals would "be interpreted as
a demand for the -withdrawal of Turkish troops prior to a political
settlement, which was unacceptable to the Turkish side. He pointed
out that members of the Council were divided on the desirability
of any channge in the mandate; some members had proposed adoption
of an updated version of resolution 1*22 (1977). It would be for
the representatives of Cyprus to discuss their ideas with members
of the Security Council.

Ambassador Rossides said that, on account of the influx of
settlers from Turkey, it could no longer be said that Turkish
Cypriot interests were fully represented under the existing arrange-
ments for intercommunal talks.

Foreign Minister Rolandis thought it unfortunate that the sub-
stance of the Cyprus problem was connected with the question of the
renewal of the UNFICYP mandate. Ambassador Rossides added that
the discussion of the substance of the problem now appeared empty,
since it came after the adoption of the resolution.

Foreign Minister Rolandis took exception to passages of the
Secretary-General's report (S/12723) indicating that there had
been an improvement of conditions in the north. This was at
variance with information available to the Cyprus Government,
including testimony of Greek Cypriots expelled from the area, which
indicated a further deterioration of conditions.

The Secretary-General noted that he, too, had raised questions
on this point, but he felt that his report must be factual and based
on information from the field. At his request, Mr. Sherry gave an
account of the information received from UHFICYP which had led to
the observation in paragraph 70 of the report. The Secretary-General
said that additional information on this subject would be sought
from his Special Representative and the Force Commander.
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CONFIDENTIAL

NOTES ON SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING
WITH PRESIDENT KYPRIANOU OF CYPRUS

Held at United Nations Headquarters
on 10 June 1978 at 12 Noon

Present: President S. Kyprianou The Secretary-General
Foreign Minister N. Rolandis Mr. G.L. Sherry
Ambassador Z. Rossides
Ambassador A.J. Jacovides
Mr. J.J. Stephanides

President. Kyprianou said that he had come to take leave, as
he was departing on 11 June. He would be grateful if the Secretary-
General would maintain contact with Foreign Minister-'Rolandis.

From his contacts in Washington, President Kyprianou had the
impression that there was a better understanding of the Cyprus
problem and of the consequences of a bad solution. Even certain
representatives of NATO Member States, who were eager to help Turkey,
felt critical about Turkish policies and proposals. If the arms
embargo were lifted, it would be solely on account of President
Carter's insistence.

Mr. Kyprianou said that he had had three extensive talks with
Secretary of State Vance and had also spoken on the telephone with the
President, who expressed disappointment that the proposed meeting with
Prime Minister Ecevit had not materialized. He had explained to the
President that he was prepared to meet in his private capacity with the
Prime Minister of Turkey, or else meet him in his capacity as President
of Cyprus if Mr. Denktash were present as Head of the Turkish Cypriot
community.

President Kyprianou had explained in Washington that the Turkish
Cypriot proposals were of such nature as to make it impossible to
make them negotiable. Furthermore, there was no Turkish commitment to
improve the proposals in an acceptable manner.

The Secretary-General understood the Turkish position to be that
there could be no changes in the Turkish Cypriot proposals until the
intercommunal talks were reconvened. Prime Minister Ecevit had publicly
acknowledged, on his return to Ankara, that it would be difficult for
the Secretary-General to attempt to convene those talks now; he still
felt, however, that it would have been less difficult to do so in April -
even though the Secretary-General had explained to Mr. Ecevit at that
time that he must adhere to the agreement reached in Nicosia in January
1978. The Secretary-General asked President Kyprianou whether it was
still his position that the Turkish Cypriots would have to submit new
proposals before the Greek Cypriot side agreed to attend another round
of talks.

President Kyprianou replied that proposals would have to be
submitted which could form the basis of negotiations. It was impossible
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to negotiate on the basis of proposals the basic concept of vhich was
unacceptable. With regard to the constitutional aspect, Chancellor
Schmidt had acknowledged that the proposals would result in partition.
Despite that fact, Mr. Schmidt was eager to help Turkey, for reasons
related to the NATO alliance and to the traditional ties between the
two countries.

American officials, for their part, could npt publicly admit that
the Turkish Cypriot proposals were partitionist since, if they did,
Congress surely would not lift the embargo.

The, Secretary-General inquired about the precise reasons for the
Cyprus Government's opposition to the lifting of the embargo.

President Kyprianou said that apart from the purely military
aspect, the embargo was important as a political symbol and that he
was deeply concerned about the consequences of its being lifted. He
understood that Prime Minister Ecevit had assured the Americans that
there was no intention of aligning Turkey with the Soviet Union. Mr.
Kyprianou felt that if the embargo were lifted, Turkey would become
even more intransigent, especially on the problems of the Aegean.
Public opinion in Greece was uneasy about the situation and Prime
Minister Karamanlis had warned Washington that his country should not
be taken for granted. It was difficult for Greek public opinion to
understand why Turkey was being favoured even though Greece had fought
on the side of the allies in both world wars.

President Kyprianou said that some of his initiatives, especially
his proposals for demilitarization of the Island, had been favourably
received in Washington. In reply to a question by the Secretary-General,
Mr. Kyprianou acknowledged that one of the purposes would be to get the
Turkish Army out of the Island. Another purpose would be to create
a sense of security for the benefit of all. It was high time for the
Security Council to exert some pressure in this regard.

The Secretary-General, referring to the consultations in the
Security Council, noted that the Turkish side had circulated a draft
resolution, and that the Cyprus Government was also considering sub-
mitting a new text. However, some members of the Council favoured an
updated version of resolution U22. It was conceivable that a compromise
would not be reached until very shortly before midnight on 15 June.

Foreign Minister Rolandis expressed his Government's opposition to
any reference in the resolution to intercommunal negotiations. His
Government also wished the resolution to refer to President Kyprianou1s
demilitarization proposals, and to implementation of the resolutions of
the General Assembly.

The Secretary-General pointed out that there was resistance in the
Security Council to any change in the text. The proposals of the Cyprus
delegation would make it necessary to negotiate an entirely new draft,
which was bound to be opposed by the Turkish side. He added that he would
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remain available to the Foreign Minister during the process of
consultations, which was being carried out by the President of the
Council.

The Secretary-General noted the Cyprus Government's opposition to
any reference in the resolution to intercommunal negotiations . He said
that he would certainly have no objection to a new approach to the
negotiating process, since he had encountered a great deal of frustration
in the talks. However, in view of firm resistance from Turkey and the
U.S., he was skeptical about the chances of any new approach to
negotiations,, proving acceptable. In particular, Turkey was opposed to
any further "internationalization" of the problem, and had initially
even opposed the Secretary-General's chairing the intercommunal talks.

President Kyprianou said that internationalization was the only
way open to his Government, but it could be achieved by a variety of
methods. He said that he had discussed with Secretary of State Vance
and Foreign Minister Gromyko the possibility of joint action by their
Governments to support the Secretary-General. He understood that the
two Ministers had discussed Cyprus during their recent meeting.

The Secretary-General said that he had no objection to and would
welcome the support of the two great powers or of the nine. President
Kyprianou said that it would also be helpful if the Secretary-General
were given full authority to ensure that the UN resolutions were
implemented.

In reply to a remark by Ambassador Rossides, the Secretary-General
pointed out that there seemed to be an increasing awareness among the
Member States of the need to implement UN resolutions. This was a step
in the right direction. He sought the President's views as to likely
future developments and actions, especially after a decision, either way,
on the arms embargo.

President Kyprianou felt that these would depend on the reactions
of the Turkish Government, especially to developments in the area not
directly involving Cyprus. The intercommunal talks had failed not
because the procedure was a bad one but, as the Secretary-General had
pointed out, on account of a lack of political will. The question was
when there would be a basis for reactivating that procedure. In the
meantime, other initiatives should be tried, even though the President
noted the Secretary-General's view that the chances of other procedures
becoming acceptable were poor. Thus, Mr. Kyprianou intended to pursue
the question of a meeting with Prime Minister Ecevit. He also felt that
there was no harm for him (though not for the Secretary-General) to
pursue the question of an international conference, or of a Security
Council committee or of intervention by the two superpowers. All these
moves would exert pressure in the direction of eliciting better
proposals from the Turkish side. He felt that the Secretary-General
might wish to pursue the plan for demilitarization of the Island, which
was entirely consistent with the concept of an independent federal
republic.
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The Secretary-General recalled Turkey's position that its troops
would only "be withdrawn from Cyprus in conjunction with a political
solution. He further inquired why Mr. Kyprianou was unwilling to meet
with Mr. Ecevit in the presence of Mr. Denktash, especially since Mr.
Kyprianou would "be free to say that he had accepted Mr. Denktash only
in his capacity as leader of the Turkish Cypriot community.

President Kyprianou said that he would accept such a meeting
provided he were described as President of the Republic. So far, Mr.
Ecevit would accept him only as leader of the Greek Cypriot community,
thus putting him on a footing of equality with Mr. Denktash.

Foreign'Minister Rolandis felt that while Mr. Ecevit would accept
Mr. Kyprianou as President, the difficulty in this regard came from
Mr. Denktash. President Kyprianou said that an Ecevit-Kyprianou
meeting would be more useful since, in fact, Prime Minister Ecevit
was not on good terms with Mr. Denktash.

The Secretary-General felt that the notion of a meeting of the three
might be pursued. Mr. Denktash could leave at an early point in the
proceedings, after public photographs had been taken. .After all,
President Kyprianou's status was internationally recognized. In a face-
to-face meeting, the various official proposals and positions could be
ignored, and a serious attempt could be made to tackle the fundamental
problems in order to establish a basis for negotiations.

President Kyprianou felt that a meeting between himself and Prime
Minister Ecevit would be useful regardless of its outcome. It might
confirm what was known, or it might give the Turkish Prime Minister an
opportunity of moving toward a solution.

The Secretary-General said that he had pointed out to Mr. Ecevit
the advantages of a face-to-face meeting. However, the Turkish Prime
Minister did not seem eager to create an impression of great flexibility,
since the Turkish Cypriot proposals had been cleared with the military
and other influential groups.

The Secretary-General agreed with the President that the situation
concerning relations between Greece and Turkey was unsatisfactory; in
fact, there had been a deterioration of the international climate,
including East-West relations, which, if not reversed, could affect
adversely developments in Cyprus.

In reply to a question by President Kyprianou about the problem of
missing persons, the Secretary-General said that the International Red
Cross was unwilling to take on the role of arbiter since it did not
wish to be involved in the political dispute. They are, however, prepared
to help.

Foreign Minister Rolandis referred to his conversation with Mr.
Mezvinsky, the American representative on the Human Rights Commission.
It appeared that while the Red Cross was unwilling to act as an arbiter,
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it was prepared to express its views concerning the facts of particular
cases and to communicate these to the Government and to the relatives
of the missing. Mr. Mezvinsky's draft used the phrase "the ICRC may ex-
press an opinion". The Cyprus Government would be prepared to accept
this provided the word "may" were changed to "will", which would be
tantamount to a vote. The matter was being considered by a Cyprus
Government committee.

In reply to a question by the Secretary-General whether the ICRC
opinion would concern procedure or the determination whether certain
persons were alive or dead, President Kyprianou said that the critical
issue was to\ensure that the views of the Red Cross were accepted by
the other members of the joint body.

The Secretary-General said that Mr. Denktash had made it clear that
the proposed joint body could only function with the cooperation of the
Turkish side, even though the views of the Red Cross would be seriously
considered.

Foreign Minister Rolandis noted that the Turkish side could prevent
the joint body from visiting various places in Cyprus and could deprive
that body of all its usefulness unless the Red Cross representative were
prepared to express his views.

The Secretary-General suggested that the Red Cross provide advisory
opinions. Such advice would have considerable impact. The matter would
be pursued by Mr. Galindo Pohl.

In reply to a question by President Kyprianou about the reasons for
the Secretary-General's recent statement about his consultations in
New York, the Secretary-General recalled that Prime Minister Ecevit
had wanted him to state publicly who was responsible for the failure to
resume the intercommunal talks. The Secretary-General had explained to
the Turkish Prime Minister why it would be counter-productive for him
to take a position opposed by one of the sides. However, in reply to
questions from the press, he had given a truthful and objective state-
ment about the positions of the two parties in Cyprus and about the gap
between them. There was nothing in the statement that could harm the
Greek Cypriot position. He said that, while avoiding anything that
might create the impression that his attitude was biased, he would
continue his efforts to be helpful in order to remedy the present impasse.

President Kyprianou agreed that the Secretary-General's statement
had done no harm to his side. He said that public opinion in Cyprus
supported him and that he was in a position to take decisions. If his
position were undermined, he would be unable to take decisions and
postures would become more intransigent. He had resisted a great deal
of pressure from hard-line groups.

The Secretary-General said that he hoped that, with patience and
perseverance, progress could be achieved.
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Ref :2002/77/2 7 June 1978
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Excellency,

In reference to my letter of 26th May (A/33/113-S/12718) ,

regarding the plight of the Turkish Cypriot people in the

occupied north, left to the tender mercy of the illegally

transported settlers from Turkey, I have the honour, on

instructions from my Government, to draw, Your Excellency's

attention to a statement by the Turkish Cypriot Hearth

Association (Bozkurt, 30 May 1978), who in criticizing the

Turkish Cypriot leader, Dr. Kutchuk , former Vice-President of the

Republic, for his comments in the newspaper "Halkin Sesi" on the

serious crimes perpetrated by the settlers from Turkey against

the Turkish Cypriots accuses him of "greatly damaging the national

cause and the idea of integration with Turkey".

I wish in this respect to point out that such statements

of integration with Turkey ' are but the echo of the expansionist

policy of Ankara over Cyprus^ as evidenced by a number of indications

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary- General
United Nations
New York, New York 10017

. . ,/2
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I need only mention the fact that the territory still v
' ! i

under the occupation of the invasion forces is officially.treated

by Ankara as territory of Turkey andsas part of the "Mersin

district". The Turkish "lira" is the legal currency and Turkish

stamps are used in the occupied area. In a circular issued

by the General Manager of the Turkish Bank ltd., on announcing

the establishment of a branch of the said bank in Kyrenia, Cyprus,

its address was given as follows: "Turkish Bank Ltd., Girne, Mersin

10 Turkey". The Postal Administration of Turkey informed residents in

the occupied territory that Cyprus should no longer appear as
%

their address, but instead only "Mersin 10, Turkey" must be used.

Thus, in so far as the occupied territory is concerned, Cyprus even

as an existing territorial identity in the world is intended to be

abolished.

This annexationist policy looms in the background as the

ultimate goal of the Turkish proposals, prepared in Ankara and

presented to the Secretary-General on the 13th April 1978. In

their abnormal partitionist provisions, such deadlocks and impasses

are ingrained as inevitably to lead to the dismemberment of the

island and the loss of its independent existence. As is natural^

no talks on them could be at all envisaged. The presentation, however,

of these proposals is an official admission of Ankara's design for

partition, and places a question mark as to the usefulness of any

resumption of negotiations, when the two sides are so basically at

cross purposes.

A completely new approach is needed for a just and viable

• • • • / J
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solution of the problem. One based on the unanimous General

Assembly and Ejecurity Council Resolutions on Cyprus . which

have to be implemented in accordance with the specific provisions

of the Charter.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zen$n Rossides
>assador

Permanent "Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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TO THE UNITED NATIONS

820 SECOND AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. 1OO17

Ref: 2002/77/2 6 June 1978

Excellency ,

I have the honour to refer to a letter by the Repre-
sentative of Turkey attaching a statement to the Press by
Mr. Denktash (S/12714), regarding the Turkish proposals pre-
pared in Ankara and submitted to the Secretary-General on 13th
April 1978. - " " " ...... " " " '" '

These proposals run counter to the agreed constitutional
basis for a federation, preserving the independence, sovereignty,
territorial integrity and unity of Cyprus. They clearly are,
in substance and effect, but proposals for the partition of the
island with annexation looming intiie background. No conside-
ration, of course, could be given to such proposals as a basis
for negotiations. Consequently, as Your Excellency is aware,
they have been rejected outright by the Government of Cyprus.

The bulk of the Cypriot people, of whatever ethnic origin,
— who cherish the independence and territorial integrity of
their country and the freedom of its people — can not possibly
think otherwise. They cannot contemplate negotiations, the
purpose of which would be to legalize the results of the aggres-
sion and of all the international crimes committed by the invasion
forces , upon a pre-planned design to force a change in the demo-
graphic structure of Cyprus. All this, at the cost of the basic
human rights of the people of Cyprus as a whole, namely both the
Greek and Turkish Cypriots .

The Greek Cypriot people have been the tragic victims
of the atrocities of the Turkish army of invasion, as set out
in the Report of the European Commission of Human Rights CStras-
bourg, 1977) which according to the London "Sunday Times" amounts
to a "massive indictment of the Ankara Government and its impact
"could result in the withdrawal or expulsion of Turkey from the
Council of Europe *' (Times, 23 January 1977) .

2/

His Excellency
Dr.. Kurt-.Waldheim
Secretary—General
United Nations
New York, N.Y.. 1QQ17
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The Turkish Cypriot people have also suffered in their/rights
and in their very identity^, ominously threatened by the massive influx
of settlers from Turkey — alien to the Turkish Cypriot people and
their living standards.

The voice of Mr. Denktash is but the echo of Ankara and its
army of occupation. It has., thus, been all along the inimical,
arrogant and dictating voice of the invader. It does not represent
the true interests and feelings of the rank and file of the Turkish
Cypriots. At this juncture, Mr. Denktash has suddenly assumed a
new facade. He speaks glibly of "good faith" and "flexibility" in
an attempt to mislead by way of concealing the stark reality of
the partition project in the proposals.

As to the genuineness of the representation of Turkish Cypriots'
interests, it can be judged by the fact that the 40,000 invasion
troops and the 50,000 odd settlers transported from Turkey after
the invasion, have been given,arbitrarily and illegally, Cypriot
citizenship with voting rights. It should be recalled that the
total number of the Turkish Cypriot population is 110,000 by the last
census. \ ~ — — - -

Mr. Denktash's pretence of "good faith" comes up • • •"
against a background of repeated instances of total lack of it in
all the Turkish actions in Cyprus since the invasion. They start
with the broadcast by the Turkish Prime Minister on 20 July 1974,
that Turkey is embarking upon a "purely peace operation to restore
constitutional order in the interest of both the Greek and Turkish
Cypriot people". The broadcast, however, was immediately followed
by napalm bombing of open towns and villages resulting in the agonizing
deaths of hundreds of innocent men, women and children. Thereafter,
a fierce and systematic expulsion of the indigenous Greek Cypriot
majority population began .. Was this consistent with the peaceful
purposes expressed in the said broadcast and was it a show of good
faith?

Second. The Resolution of the General Assembly 3212
(XXIX) — unanimously adopted including the vote of Turkey — and
endorsed by the Security Council Resolution 365, calls for the speedy
withdrawal of the occupation forces and the immediate cessation of
all foreign intervention in Cyprus. Yet, the Ankara regime violated
and continues to violate those resolutions and is being engaged for
over 3 years now in illegal activities and inhuman use of force to
change the demographic character of Cyprus in further violation of
the said resolutions. Is this not a show of lack of good faith?

Third. A solemn commitment was undertaken by Mr. Denktash in
the presence of the Secretary-General during the 3rd round of
talks, namely that the remaining 15,000 Greek Cypriots in the
north "are free to stay and will be given every help to lead a
normal life, including facilities for education, for the
practice of their religion and for medical care as well as j
freedom of movement in the north". (S/11789, 5 August 1975). This
agreement was reneged in its entirety by the Turkish side as
soon as the corresponding commitment,to its benefitjwas fully
carried out by the other side. Furthermore, in sharp contrast
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to the agreement, the 15,000 Greek Cypriotj of the north were
systematically expelled from their homes through intensified :

harassment and threats to their very life. As a result, the i
figure was tragically reduced to only 1,700. What else can
this be but a total absence of good faith? :

Lastly, skipping all other instances, I would refer • !
to the most recent demonstrable lack of good faith^ that |
of submitting to the Secretary-General on 13 April 1978, propo- I
sals pretendedly on the agreed basis for a federation,~ensuring j
the independence and territorial integrity of the State of [
Cyprus^.but in reality proposals to the very opposite effect,
namely partition. Is there a particle of good faith or flexi-
bility in these proposals?

Under such conditions, negotiations — on which the
Ankara regime pressingly insists — would serve no useful purpose.
It would merely be calculated to create misleading impressions
that a search for & just solution is in progress^and thus tend
to cover up the .stark reality of the continuing aggressive .occu-
pation by Turkey of 40% of the territory of Cyprus,with the result of

one-third of its population being still destitute refugees uprooted
from their homes and properties.

Only through the due implementation of the General Assembly
and Security Council resolutions can the problem of Cyprus find
its just and lasting solution. Regrettably, Ankara's stance on
Cyprus and towards the United Nations is replete
with insincerity and negativeness. It arises from an outdated
policy of territorial expansion and domination,that runs counter
to the compelling demands of a closely interdependent world in
a United Nations age.

So long as Ankara's regime remains steeped in such noxious
parochialism, Turkey will be a negative influence in the world,
causing at the same time serious damage to herself and to the true
interests of her people, in a manner running parallel to the havoc
she is actually causing to other nations and peoples.

The hope is expressed that saner counsel may eventually
prevail for a more positve attitude in the common interest of all
concerned and in that of peace in the area and in the world.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the
preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances--qf my
highest consideration.

Zenoi. Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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TO THE UNITED NATIONS ^ '" ^ ' "^ /T /''" •-•- ,'

020 SECOND AVENUE f..
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^ NEW YORK, N. Y. IOOI7 g<"'-' ' ; ' '

Ref: 2002/77/2 5 June 1978 6 -.;. •/ -'/<

Excellency, ..
/: /~-

In reference to my letter of 26th May (A/33/113-

S/12718), regarding the plight of the Turkish Cypriot people

in the occupied north, left at the mercy of the illegally

transported settlers from Turkey, I have the honour, on ins-
•*-

tructions from my Government, to draw Your Excellency's attention

to a statement by Mr. Bilgehan, member of the ruling clique in

the Turkish Cypriot leadership, who in criticizing the Turkish

Cypriot leader, Dr. Kutchuk, former Vice-President of the Republic

for remonstrating in the newspaper "Halkin Sesi" on the serious

crimes perpetrated by the settlers against the Turkish Cypriots —

accuses him of "greatly damaging the national cause and the

idea of integration of Turkey". Words to the same effect on

"the idea of integration with Turkey" were also expressed by the

Turkish Cypriot Hearth Association.

In protesting to Your Excellency, these statements, I

wish to point out that they are but the echo of the annexationist

policy of Ankara, evidenced by many clear indications.

.. . . 2/

His Excellency
Pr, Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N,Y. 10017
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I need only mention the fact that since the invasion
--«

the territory occupied by the Turkish forces is officially

treated as territory of Turkey and as part of the Mersin district.

Turkish "lira" is the legal currency and only Turkish stamps

are permitted to be used in the occupied area. In a circular

issued by the General Manager of the Turkish Bank Ltd., on

announcing the establishment of a branch of the said bank in

Kyrenia, Cyprus, the address was given to be as follows: "Turkish

Bank Ltd., Girne, Mersin 10, Turkey". The Postal Administration

of Turkey informed residents in the occupied territory that Cyprus

should no longer appear as their address, but instead only

"Mersin 10, Turkey" must be used. Thus, in so far as the occupied

territory is concerned, Cyprus even as an existing territorial

identity in the world is intended to be abolished.

This annexationist policy lies in the background as the

ultimate goal of the Turkish proposals, prepared in Ankara and

presented to the Secretary-General on the 13th April 1978. In

their abnormal partitionist provisions, such deadlocks and impasses

are ingrained as inevitably to lead to the dismemberment of the

island and the loss of its independent existence. As is natural,

no negotiations on them could be at all envisaged. Their very

presentation, however, constitutes an official admission of

Ankara's design for partition and poses a question mark as to

the usefulness of any resumption of negotiations, when the two

sides are so basically at cross purposes.

. . . 3/
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A completely new position is needed for a just and

viable solution of the problem. One based on the unanimous

United Nations Resolutions on Cyprus — including the vote of

Turkey — which have to be implemented in accordance with the

specific provisions of the Charter.

1 should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list:,'and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of ray

highest consideration.

Zenon Rosside/
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations



THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC

Statement by the Pres-raent of the Republic x®|: Cyprus
Mr. 1̂x̂ 212,q Ĵ yp7"* ̂T"""1 ̂  ^h reference to the jdint
statement issued today by President Carter and Prime

Minister Mr. Ecevit
31 May 1978

I am deeply surprised by the joint statement issued to-day

by President Carter and the Turkish Prime Minister Mr. Ecevit.

As far as the assurances that President Carter gave to Mr.

Ecevit regarding his determined efforts to lift the embargo are

concerned it is up to the United States Congress to decide.

President Carter is well aware of our views on this subject and

we shall have the opportunity to explain again why lifting of

the embargo before the reasons for which it was imposed were

removed would have serious consequences in every respect.

I am, as I said, surprised and indeed astonished at the

joint statement made by President Carter and Mr. Ecevit

expressing the hope, as it is stated, that "the discussions

taking place between the United Nations Secretary-General and

the representatives of the two Cypriot communities would lead

to an early resumption of the intercommunal'talks". This is,

to say the least, most misleading. I am not aware of any

such discussions currently taking place. What I do know is

that I have been having talks in New York with the Secretary-

General of the United Nations in my capacity as President of

the Republic of Cyprus. It is in this capacity that I addressed

the General Assembly on disarmament when I made public various

specific proposals regarding ithe solution of the Cyprus problem

and which I explained also to the Secretary-General. -- --•-.-.
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PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS

TO THE UNITED NATIONS

B2O SECOND AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. 1OOI7

cc fiL̂ j

Ref: 2002/77/2

Excellency,

On instructions , I $ave the honour to refer to the

conversation of yesterday between my President, Mr. Kyprianou

and your goodself , in relation to his statement in the Plenary

on that day and his call for action by the United Nations on
,li>s(iw»mn«n<a«w*<*^^^̂

the problem of Cyprus. It is my understanding that the
*J**->̂ *̂! *̂̂ *̂̂ S>&̂ ^̂ <̂

suggestion was kindly made that Your Excellency would take

up the matter as appropriate .

The purpose of this letter is to reiterate formally

the request for such action by Your Excellency. May I add

that, as expected, his call for the demilitarization of the

Republic of Cyprus in the terms olT"his proposal, will also
<^̂ *̂**̂ ~*-~̂ »™**f̂ ^̂ vlfrfJif<_r̂ r,jM,MiK _̂̂ .̂ ,̂ K̂ .WJ»T̂ .*,V«W~"»̂ <>Ŵ ^

be taken up.

Please accept, Excellency, the^assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zenon
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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Ref: 2002/77/2 26 Hay 1978

Excellency,

On instructions from my President, Mr. Spyros

Kyprianou, I have the honour to draw the attention of Your

Excellency and that of the representatives of member states

of the United Nations to the situation in the occupied

north regarding the plight of the Turkish Cypriots living

under the rule of the Turkish army of occupation and at the

mercy of the settlers massively transported frojn the mainland

of Turkey after the invasion. The Turkish Cypriot leader,

Dr. Fazil Kutchuk, former vice-president of the -Republic , in

a series of articles published in the Turkish newspaper "Halkin

Sesi", describing the situation, writes: "This paradise island

has been turned into real hell".

Dr. Kutchuk confirmed that the settlers have been given

houses, land, food and even money. He charged that they

"insulted the local Turkish Cypriots, spate at policemen, stran

gled and robbed the people, burglarized houses and raped local

girls." The Turkish Cypriot population dare not go out into

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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the streets and the situation remains, he said, the same
*

today. Dr. Kutchuk declared that "the Turkish settlers gave

the most unabashed example of savagery".

Describing the situation in the villages as really

serious, Dr. Kutchuk asked the Turkish Premier Ecevit "to get

them out of Cyprus". He emphasizes that "the sooner the

settlers are sent back, the sooner the Turkish Cypriots will

find tranquility".
•̂

According to reported estimates, over 40,000 mainland

Turks are in the occupied' part of Cyprus in an attempt to

colonize the area and change the population structure of

the island.

Bearing in mind that the Government of Cyprus is

de jure in control over the whole territory of the Republic

and responsible for the lives and well-being of all its citizens,

this letter is a strong protest iri defence of the basic and

elementary human rights of its citizens living in the aggres-

sively occupied north.

I confidently trust that Your Excellency will take

such steps in this matter as may be deemed appropriate.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as ^ document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, th^ assurances of my

highest consideration.

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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Ref: 2002/77/2 12 May 1978

Excellency,

On instructions from my Government, I have the honour
to refer to a letter circulated by the Representative of Turkey
(NV/78/36 - 26 April 1978), attaching as annex a document by
Mr. Rauf Denktash as President of the so-called "Turkish »
Federated State of Cyprus". , *

Mr. Denktash "s statement starts with a deliberate
misnomer. There is no Turkish state in the Republic of Cyprus
and none is recognized by the international community and the
United Nations. , •

The reality is:
First, the territory on which the illogical claim for

such a state is made, is none else than the 40% of the territory
of Cyprus invaded by Turkey in July 19,74, and still under its
aggressive occupation in violation of^Gnited Nations resolutions
for the withdrawal of the foreign occupation forces and the
return of the refugees to their homes in safety.

Second, the legitimate population of this territory
is and has been over the ages, 82 per cent Greek Cypriot and
18 per cent Turkish Cypriot. The recent criminality in the
genocidal expulsion of the Greek Cypriot majority from the
invaded area and the forcible implanting in their usurped homes .
of alien population imported from Turkey, cannot alter the •
legitimate population of the territory involved, nor wipe out
their inalienable right to return to their homes in safety. How
can the offspring of such complex of international crimes claim
to be a state and be tolerated by the United Nations or any
civilized world society?

The Turkish proposals for a so-called "solution" of
this grave problem of Cyprus, submitted to the 'Secretary-General,
are in substance and effect but a bid for the legitimization

. . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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of the aforesaid acts of aggression and faits accomplis , on a
pre-planned design by Ankara for the virtual partition of the
island, with annexation in prospect. The proposals are, there-
fore, basically different in kind to the agreed basis of a
federation in an independent, sovereign and territorially '
integral State.

Suffice it to say that they are for two completely
separate states, providing separate passports and consequently
separate national identity and allegiance. In the proposals
there is express division of sovereingty, which is totally
incompatible with any concept of federation. The unity of the« *
territory is denied and destroyed, while numerous provisions *
are clearly aimed at promoting and perpetuating the partition
of the territory and the division of the people.

Such proposals do not envision even confederation.
Their obvious purpose is but the legitimization of the aggression
and its effects.

The President of Cyprus, Mr. Kyprianou, as is natural,
rejected these proposals, which by their nature violate the
oneness of the State, its territorial integrity and sovereign
independence as well as the agreed constitutional basis for a
federation.

It is true that the Secretary-General referred to these
proposals as "concrete and substantial". But Mr. Denktash
bypasses the clarification, made immediately after by the
Secretary-General, to the effect that his said statement had no
relevance to the merits of the proposals and was no indication .
that the proposals were either positive or negative. The
proposals, however, should primarily be positive on the agreed
lines of a federation for the survival of the independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Cyprus as one state,
and obviously not be "concrete and substantial" in the negative
direction, as the death sentence of the Republic and the abolition
of its independent existence.

The illogical insistence on the part of Ankara, expressed
through Mr. Denktash, that proposals of such kind must be accepted
as a basis for negotiation are but a manifestation of the
aggressor's arrogance. Characteristic also of such arrogance
are the threatening statements by Ankara's official Mr. Soysal
to the effect that in case of non-acceptance of the proposals,
"regrettable things may happen". (A/33/93-S/12685, 4 May 1978).

. . . 3/
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It is ludicrous for Mr. Denktash to -suggest — unless
the design is to entrap — that after accepting to start
negotiations on a particular basis, either side could in the
course thereof, depart from that accepted basis. Such conduct '
of bad faith we cannot adopt.

It should be made abundantly clear that no represen-
tative of the Government or the people of Cyprus, in whatever
capacity, would be prepared to sit and discuss proposals' so
aggressively illogical and so ominous in their implications
for the independence, territorial integrity and the very , *
survival of his country and its people. ' . • *

In reference to Mr. Denktash's rehashing of unsubstantiated
and misleading statements regarding ill-treatment allegedly suffered
by the Turkish Cypriots during the period 1963-1974, they have
been effectively and unanswerably refuted by my statements in.
the Security Council on 30 August 1974 (S/PV.1795) and the
General Assembly on 29 October 1974 (A/SPC.PV.923) and 8 October
1975 (A/PV.2380), quoting the authority of the 6-monthly reports
of the Secretary-General. The relevant records are available
and speak for themselves.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the
preliminary list, and of the Security Council. ' - •*

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

Zenon\/Rossides »""
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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5 May 1978

Excellency:

Upon instructions from my Government, I have

the honour to attach hereto as annex a document containing

observations on the, documents entitled "Main Aspects of

the Turkish Cypri.ot Proposals" and "Explanatory Note of

these proposals " f.o.r the solution of the Cyprus problem

presented by the Turkish side to the United Nations Secretary

General in Vienna on 13 April 1978.

I. shall, be grateful if this document is circulated

as a document of th,e Security Council.

Accept, Excellency, the assurances/of/my highest

consideration,_

Ẑ [non Rossides
sassador

Permanent Representative

His Excellency-
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary General
of the United Nations
New York N.Y.



OBSERVATIONS BY THE GREEK CYPRIOT INTERLOCUTOR ON THE
DOCUMENTS ENTITLED "MAIN ASPECTS OF THE TURKISH CYPRIOT
PROPOSALS" AND "EXPLANATORY NOTE OF THE TURKISH CYPRIOT
PROPOSALS FOR THE SOLUTION OF THE CYPRUS PROBLEM"PRESENTED
BY THE TURKISH SIDE TO THE UNITED NATIONS SECRETARY-GENERAL

IN VIENNA ON 13.4.1978

GENERAL:

The Turkish side has failed in its undertaking, formally

given to the United Nations Secretary-General in January, 1978,

and announced by him, to present exact and complete proposals

both on the constitutional and on the territorial aspects for

the solution of the Cyprus problem.

The documents presented do not afford any basis for meaning-

ful and substantive negotiations for the solution of the Cyprus

problem, as envisaged by the relative United Nations resolutions

on Cyprus. v.

On the Constitutional aspect, the provisions of the

documents presented are contrary to the obligation to submit pro-

posals for the establishment of a Federal State. The documents

provide, not for the creation of a Federal Republic, but for the

partitioning of the existing State of Cyprus into two separate

entities. In fact, the whole aim of the Turkish provisions is,

under the guise of the word "federal", to invest the illegal

Turkish Cypriot administration with legal powers.

On the Territorial aspect, the Turkish documents contain
>

no commitment for giving up any area now occupied by the Turkish

forces.



- 2 -

CONSTITUTIONAL ASPECT: •

The Turkish documents 'do not provide for the establishment

of a Federal State. The provisions in the documents contain none

of the attributes of federation, nor do they propose the creation

of a Federal State exercising, through its own organs, independent

state power. At the very centre of the Federal State, where one

expects to find the fountain of federal power and functions, there

is a total and complete vacuum. Furthermore, the relationship of

the Federal Government to the citizen, an essential element of fe-

deration, is non-existent. What the Turkish documents clearly

provide is the creation of two separate States.

This is evidenced by the following examples which are by

no means exhaustive:

(1) Sovereignty;

Though the Turkish documents contain a statement

that "the Federal Republic of Cyprus is to be a sovereing"

federation, yet no sovereignty is allotted to the Federal

State, but, on the contrary, it is expressly provided that

"the sovereignty should continue to be shared equally by

the two national communities through their respective

Federated States".

Thus, a most basic, fundamental attribute andi

prerequisite of federation is lacking.

(2) Unity of territory:

The whole effect of the provisions throughout the

Turkish documents is to destroy and deny the unity of
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the territory of the Federal State. At the same time,

numerous provisions aim at promoting and perpetuating the

division and partition of the territory and the people

in a consistent and glaring manner. The effect of these

provisions is the establishment of two distinct and sepa-

rate States, which is the obvious objective of the Turkish

side.

That this is so, suffice it to give a few, but

telling, examples.

(a) The individual will not be able to enjoy, irrespe-

ctive of the community.to which he belongs, his basic human

rights throughout the territory of the Republic, and the

Federal Government is not vested with any legislative,

executive or judicial power for safeguarding such enjoyment,

(b) The fundamental principles of freedom of movement,

freedom of settlement, right to property and right to work

throughout the Federal State are ominously singled out

for such special treatment as to be denied to the indivi-

dual as a citizen of the Federation.

They are left to be legislated on separately by

'each "Federated State" at its own whim, at some distant,

unspecified time in the future. In addition, the rights

of freedom of movement and freedom of settlement are

made subject to mutual agreement (which, because of the

"deadlock" provisions, either side will for ever be
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at liberty to withhold) and to such conditions and restri-

ctions as to render their enjoyment impossible in perpetuity,

whilst the right to property is stultified.

(c) The aims of economic and social development and the

prosperity of the people are invisaged on the basis of

two water-tight, separate States.

(d) The suggestions regarding Famagusta are an apt

illustration of the divisive concept of the provisions

in the Turkish documents..

And yet, unity of. territory is an indispensable

attribute of federation and a test whether a federation or

two States are to be established*

(3) Federal Powers and Federal Organs:

No federal powers are conferred on the Federal State and

no specif ic-_f ederal organs are provided to exercise such powers:

(a) Federal Legislative Power

(i) Although certain federal legislative powers

are listed by their headlines in the Turkish

documents to create the false impression that
»

the Federal Government will be invested with

them, in fact such powers are to be exercised

by the separate Assemblies of the "Federated

States" and not by a federal Legislature. It

is only "in case of conflict in matters of

federal legislation by the two Legislative
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Assemblies" that legislation is referred to a

federal Assembly made up of an equal number of

Greek and Turkish members (ten members from each

community) deciding by simple majority, inevitably

resulting in deadlocks.

The deceptive provision for resolving such

deadlocks through the casting vote of the President

of the Assembly is nullified by the provision

that whenever a casting vote is used the decision

shall invariably be submitted "to a separate

referendum in each Federated State".

This is another glaring manifestation of

separatism which pervades the Turkish documents,

in furtherance of the Turkish intention to

create, not a federation, but two separate States,

(ii) The same concept and divisive attitude permeate the

provisions that for any federal law to come into

force, even in the rare cases where a federal law

is voted by both Assemblies of the two "Federated

States", there must be joint promulgation by the

two Presidents of the "Federated States". This

gives to either of the two Presidents of the

"Federated States" the right effectively to block

all federal legislation even when enacted.

This is another indication of the lack of

any intention to create a Federal State.
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The effect of these provisions is to create

deadlocks, ensuring that no legislation enabling

the exercise of federal functions will ever be

enacted. Conversely, each "Federated State" is

given by itself absolute power effectively to

block the operation of the Federal State and to

deny to the Federal Government powers and functions

which in all federal systems belong to it.

So long as no Federal Legislative Assembly

exercising independent legislative powers is

created, th.er purported "Federal State" will be

subject to the legislatures of the "Federated

States".

This is against all fundamental principles

of a Federal State.

(b) Federal Executive Power: The Turkish documents

do not provide for the creation of specific

federal executive organs vested with effective

executive powers.

As in the case of legislative powers, certain

matters are listed as "federal executive matters",

but when the substance of the relative provisions

is examined, it is established that they exist

only in name. As explained in the Turkish docu-

ments, the Federal Government will have "only

those basic powers and functions which are consi-

dered necessary and feasible for the purpose of
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maintain^ common services and without security

risks to the life and property of the inhabitants

of the member states"..

As to the Federal Executive Organs/

the Turkish documents provide for "joint direction

of the Federal Executive by the two Presidents

of the Federated States" and for their continuous

joint participation on a basis of equality in

"the basic decision-making process for federal

functions". The illusion of the existence of a

"federal executive" exists only in the ceremonial

functions to be performed on a "rotating" basis

by one of the Presidents of the "Federated States".

As in the case of the provisions relating to

the federal legislative power, the inevitable crea-

tion of deadlocks will prevent the exercise of

federal executive power.

All the above unprecedented provisions are

incompatible with the concept of a Federal State

and are only compatible with the creation of two

separate States,

(c) Federal Judiciary: The Turkish documents do

not contain any concrete proposals for the estab-

lishment, composition and operation of Federal

Courts, not even Federal Criminal Courts, except

for a proposed Federal Constitutional Court, which
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would again be composed of an equal number of

Greek Cypri.ots- and Turkish Cypriots taking decisions

by majority without a casting vote, thus extending

the deadlock arising from the artificial equali-

zation of the communities even to the administra-

tion of justice.

The election of a President of the Court,

which the Turkish 'documents provide should be made

by its own members, will be virtually impossible

since it is subject to the same deadlock provisions.

This is another serious departure from accepted

federal principles.

(d) Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms:

Although the Turkish documents purport to contain

"extensive provisions relating to fundamental rights

and liberties" and an effective system for their

judicial protection, this is nullified by the fact

that "domestic and international" responsibility in

this field is given, not to the Federal Government

as in all federations, but to the "Federated States'

within their respective jurisdictions. This

provision is a two-fold violation of the federal

concept: The vesting of the "Federated States"

with international personality, a manifestation

of the Turkish intention to create two separate

States, and the denial of protection of the

human rights of the citizen by the Federal State.
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As already stated, the fundamental principles

and basic tinman rights of freedom of movement,

freedom of settlement, the right to property and

the right to work/ far from being entrenched in the

Federal Constitution, are mentioned in the Turkish

documents only to be annihilated. In particular,

the right to property and its enjoyment is

substituted by provisions for compensation tanta-

mount to confiscation.

The reference in the Turkish documents to all

the basic International Conventions, Covenants and

Declarations for the protection of human rights are

thus exposed to be nothing but empty words.

(e) Position of the Federal State in International Law:

The Turkish documents do not provide for the creatior.

of a Federal Republic of Cyprus as a separate

subject of International Law.

On the contrary, the Turkish documents state

that the "Federated States" shall also bear "inter-

national responsibility" and that the conclusion

of international treaties, conventions and agree-

ments by the Federal Executive shall be "without

prejudice to the right of the two Federated States

to enter into any agreement with any country". Even

the issue of passports and citizenship certificates

is allotted to the "Federated States."

. . ./10
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This gives a separate international legal

personality to each "Federated State" and provides

another incontrovertible proof of the objective

of the Turkish side to create two separate States.

(f) Defence and Security: Contrary to all concepts of

federation, no provision is made for federal

defence and security. Even for external defence,

the Turkish documents provide "separate land forces

of the Federated States stationed in their respe-

ctive territories". Similarly, the function of

guarding the coasts, preventing smuggling and

customs control is allotted to the "Federated States'

This is another striking proof of the creation

of two States.

(g) Sources of Revenue of the Federal State,
Federal Finance, Economic and Town and
Country Planning^ There is no provision

in the Turkish documents for any sources of

revenue of the Federal State, except that these

will consist of the charges and fees derived

from services rendered by the federation.

Since the Federal State and the services to be

so rendered are really non-existent, this source

of revenue is only theoretical.

The subjects of federal revenues, federal

finance, economic and town and country planning

are conspicuously absent from the enumeration

. ../ll
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of "federal matters" are out in the documents.

. This is one more proof of the insubstantiality of

the Federal State..

Provision is made for a separate Central Bank

for each. "Federated State" . This would enable

either "Federated State" to draw on the reserves

of the Federation to finance its own separate and

unco-ordi.nated private and public expenditure leadinc

to certain collapse of the "joint currency" which

no amount of "co-ordination" can remedy.

Thus/ each "Federated State" will be a separate

economic entity with different taxation, standards

and services, making economic planning impossible.

It will therefore inevitably necessitate the

establishment of guarded borders between the two

11 Federated States" so as to prevent illegal

trafficking and smuggling.

This is another clear proof of the intention

to create two separate States,

(h) External Communications;

Other instances illustrating the lack of basic

attributes of a Federal State are the provisions

relating to postal and telecommunication services

which will obviously be the responsibility of the

"Federated States", only co-ordination being ensu-

red by the Federal Executive. Thus, each "

. . ./12
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"Federated State" will have control of its own

external telecommunication services, the "Federated

States" being thus invested with international

legal personality, in yet one more field.

This is contrary to all known systems of

federalism and only consonant with the creation of

two separate states.

The provision for the joint operation and

maintenance of the Nicosia International Airport

"by the two Communities", on the basis of equality,

is so unworkable and absurd as to need no elaboration

(i) Miscellaneous Matters;

Even matters such as standards of weights and

measures, patents, trade marks, copyrights and

meteorological services are to be the responsibility

of the "Federated States", thus rendering it possible

for different standards to be adopted by each. Only

co-ordination is to be ensured by the Federal Exe-

cutive.

This is another illustration of the denial of

federal personality even in such insignificant

matters as these.

(j) Composition and Effectiveness of the Proposed
Federal Organs:

The Turkish documents envisage, throughout, partici-

pation of Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots in

. . ./13
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the federal organs, taking decisions on a basis

of equality.. Such provisions are the surest recipe

for bringing about continuous and insurmountable

deadlocks at all levels of the Federal State leading

to perpetual intercommunal friction, culminating,

inevitably, in partition.

This is yet another manifestation of the negative

attitude of the Turkish side towards federation in

the true sense*

Moreover, the proposed equalisation of the Greek

Cypriot community, comprising 82% of the total

population, with, the 18% Turkish Cypriot community,

now extended to all federal functions, is a negation

of all democratic principles to which lip-service

is paid in the preamble proposed for the Constitutior

of the new Federal Republic of Cyprus, set out in

the Turkish documents. It is also inconsistent

with the universally accepted federal concept.

TERRITORIAL ASPECT:

The Turkish side makes no proposal on the Territorial aspect

beyond what is proposed in April 1976, namely a "readjustment of the
t

line", which it now further limits by expressing its readiness "to

enter into negotiations for readjusting the line".

Such "readjustments" as are shown on the map attached to the

Turkish documents are a mockery: the areas proposed to be given up

are areas situated in the neutral zone which is not under the

- . . ./14
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occupation of the Turkish forces. The Turks are in fact offering

back what is not under their occupation. On the other hand, the

areas in respect of which they have indicated readiness "to enter

into negotiations" for readjusting the line are isolated insigni-

ficant areas, such as Kokkina, with the obvious aim of straightening

and shortening and thus strengthening the Attila line. The extent

of these areas represents about 1%,

It is worthy of note that the Turkish documents studiously

avoid any reference to one concrete and most important criterion

for the settlement of the territorial aspect, namely, land-ownership.

This significant omission is no doubt due to the fact that the Turkish

Cypriot land-ownership is only 12.3% of the land of Cyprus.

The provisions of the Turkish documents with regard to

Pamagusta are so vague and incomprehensible and so hedged in by

unspecified conditions that they do not amount to any kind of proposal

whatsoever. In any event, the Turkish documents speak only about

the possible return of some "Greek Cypriot owners" to their properties

in only a specified limited part of Famagusta, subject to certain

conditions, not about the return of Pamagusta to its rightful owners.

This is adding insult to injury when one remembers that the new town

of Famagusta is an exclusively Greek-Cypriot inhabited town and all

property in this town is owned exclusively by Greek Cypriots.

Even presuming that some Greek Cypriot "owners" were allowed

to return to that specified limited part of Famagusta, the aim would

be to exploit them and their know-how, converting them to hostages,

subjecting them to the humiliations and vicissitudes suffered

. ../15
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by the Greek Cypriot population in the Turkish occupied area, and

expelling them when they were no longer needed.

This is not an imaginary fear. The terrible reality is the

forcible, calculated expulsion, long after the cessation of hostilities,

of the Greek Cypriots who were not driven but during or immediately

after the invasion. Of the 20,000 who had so remained, only 1,770

are now left in the Turkish occupied area, living in conditions of

deprivation of all basic fundamental human rights and liberties.

The provision in the Turkish documents that freedom of

residence will be recognized primarily for "professional purposes"

and the other conditions to which the exercise of this right will

be subjected, affords further insight into the true aims of the

Turkish side in respect of Famag-us-ta.. Furthermore, the danger of

subjecting oneself to "the laws of the Turkish Federated State of

"Cyprus" is not a theoretical danger because already in the

"Constitution" of the"Turkish Federated State of Cyprus" the prote-

ction of human rights extends only to "Turkish citizens". Foreigners,

a term which includes Greek Cypriots, are not accorded such protection.

The provisions relating to Famagusta, if they prove

anything, prove the Turkish intention not to create a Federal Republic,

because the provisions offend against the principle of the unity

of the territory of the federation and of its people. The division

is extended, not only as between Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots,

but also as between categories of citizens — some "owners" of

property and others.

. . ./16



- 1.6

CONCLUSION;

This paper mentions only some of the most glaring examples

of the failure of the Turkish side to honour its solemn and express

undertakings to submit concrete and comprehensive proposals for the

creation of a Federal Republict

The Turkish documents themselves reiterate that the provi-

sions are for "federation by evolution". Even this "evolutionary

process", however, in addition to its unacceptability, is illusory,

since it is arrested for at least seven years, during which there

will be "reservations on amendments" to the constitution. After

the lapse of seven years, the proposed "deadlock" provisions would

again preclude any form of evolution. But it must again be stressed

that "federation by evolution" is for obvious- reasons totally un-

acceptable at its basis.

From the few examples given, it becomes evident that the

Turkish approach to the solution of the Cyprus problem bears no
j

relation to the concept of federation, and that therefore no number

or extent of amendments can bring it into line with the agreed basis

of establishing a Federal Republic. Thus, the "proposals" contained

in the Turkish documents cannot, by any stretch of the imagination,

be considered as providing any basis for negotiation and the
»

resumption of intercommunal talks.

With regard to the most important aspect of territory,

the Turks have again failed to suggest anything which could be

described as proposals.

. . ./17
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In fact, the provisions in the. documents now presented

(some of which are couched in identical, language as the proposals

presented in Vienna iri April, 13771 reveal even more clearly than

ever before the Turkish intention to create two separate States.

Therefore, if the proposals presented in Vienna last year proved in

practice not to form a basis for negotiation and led to the breakdown

of the talks, the proposals presented now are a fortiori not a basis

for negotiation and the resumption of intercommunal talks..

It must also be pointed out that all the provisions in the

Turkish documents are coupled with, deviously phrased escape clauses

allowing the Turkish side, during the actual negotiating process, to

become even more intransigent than its "proposals" show it to be,

and to renege even from the ostensible commitments contained in the

documents.

It is obvious that the sole objective of the Turkish documents

was to create the false impression that the Turkish side was honouring

its obligation to submit concrete and comprehensive proposals, and thus

to improve the international image of Turkey, and for other purposes,

not the solution" of the Cyprus problem in the interest of the people

of Cyprus and of peace and security in the area. It is equally obvious

that, once this objective was achieved, the Turkish side, relying on the

many escape'clauses contained in the documents, would, far from entering

into negotiations with a view to improving its "proposals", recede from

them even further.

In light of the above, the Turkish proposals are considered

as totally unacceptable and as such cannot under any circumstances

justify resumption of intercommunal talks.



PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS

TO THE UNITED NATIONS

G2O SECOND AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. 1OOI7

Ref: 2002/77/2

Excellency. <

I have the honour to enclose herewith excerpts

from the statement made by H. E. Mr. Spyros Kyprianou,

President of the Republic of Cyprus, in reference to

yesterday's statement by the Prime Minister of Turkey.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept,Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zenon
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
NEw York, N.Y. 10017



The President of the Republic of Cyprus,

Mr. Spyros Kyprianou, referring to yesterday's statement

by the Prime Minister of Turkey, stated among others, the

following:

"The continuing and provocative effort of the Prime

Minister of Turkey, Mr. Ecevit, to distort the reality is

indeed amazing. He is trying to present the Government of

Cyprus as being, in any case, against the talks. Mr. Ecevit

knew very well our views on the substance of the Cyprus problem

and, if he had really wished a solution and substantive nego-

tiations, he surely would have submitted proposals of a

different kind and not those he finally submitted to the

Secretary-General of the United Nations, which are clearly

aimed at the perpetuation and legalization of the invasion and

its consequences. It is not .a matter of details, but it is

the very foundation of the proposals which is such that it

could not be the object of negotiations. Because, as we have

repeatedly made clear, we are not prepared to accept a solution

which would legalize the faits accomplis and to satisfy, directly

or indirectly, Turkish expansionism.

The spokesman of the United Nations stated yesterday

on behalf of the Secretary-General that, evidently, there is

a gap between the positions regarding the basis upon which the

resumption of the talks would be discussed. And, in the light

. 2/
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of this fact, the Secretary-General quite rightly is not

convening a new round of talks, for such a new round would

'serve~~no useful purpose, since we are separated by an abyss

regarding the basis for a solution of the Cyprus problem. On

the other hand, any action which would render useless the role

of the Secretary-General in the future would be pointless,

particularly as he has a continuous role to play with regard

to the Cyprus question in accordance with the United Nations

resolutions and with regard to their implementation.

Mr. Ecevit, however, has admitted that what mainly

interested him was the lifting of the embargo. The inescapable

conclusion, therefore, is that all his noise and manoeuvring

to create wrong impressions before and after the submission of

the Turkish proposals, was purely aimed at offering arguments
the

to assist in the efforts to obtain from/u-S.A. Congress the

lifting of the embargo. . ."'

The statement concludes that a mere reading of the

Turkish proposals would suffice to convince all that Mr. Ecevit

is out to promote the consolidation of the results of the
'/

aggression and invasion and is not concerned with the just and

viable solution of the Cyprus problem.



PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBU1C OF CYPRUS

TO THE UNITED NATIONS

eao SECOND AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. AOO17

Ref: 2002/77/2 3 May 1978

Excellency,

I have the honour to draw Your Excellency's attention

to a new provocative statement by Prof. Soysal — Ankara's >
<i

official representative responsible for preparation and

presentation to the Secretary-General of the Turkish proposals

on Cyprus.
t

In a broadcast by the Ankara radio on 1st May, Prof.Soysal

said "if Greek Cypriots do not accept the Turkish proposals,

they must also bear the consequences".

These words, coming after Mr. Soysal's previous

statement to the press in Vienna on the 17th April last, that

"regrettable things may happen in the immediate future if the

Turkish proposals were not accepted and the intercommunal talks
(my letter of 18 April 1978,A/33/84-S/12653)

were not resumed",/constitute a persistent policy of threats

and blackmail by which Ankara, seeks the subjection by Cyprus

to its oppressive terms for a solution of partition.

On behalf of my Government, I wish strongly to denounce

the aforesaid official threats from Ankara and the continuing

aggressive conduct of Turkey towards Cyprus.

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
NEw York, N.Y. 10017
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The proposals in question, as already known, have

been rejected by the Government of Cyprus, because they

basically depart from the agreed basis for a federation in

an independent, sovereign and territorially integral State.

They were in substance and effect, for two completely separate

states with separate passports and, consequently, with distinct-,

national identity and allegiance. They are, therefore, a blue-

print for the disruption of the independence and territorial

integrity of Cyprus. As such, they could not form the basis'

for any consideration or discussion.

It becomes increasingly obvious that a just solution

of the problem can only come from the due implementation of

the General Assembly and Security Council resolutions on Cyprus

by the measures fully provided for in the Charter.

I s_hould be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zenon Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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Excellency. <

I have the honour to enclose herewith excerpts

from the statement made by H. E. Mr. Spyros Kyprianou,

President of the Republic of Cyprus, in reference to

yesterday's statement by the Prime Minister of Turkey.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly, under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept,Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Zenon
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
NEw York, N.Y. 10017



The President of the Republic of Cyprus,

Mr. Spyros Kyprianou, referring to yesterday's statement

by the Prime Minister of Turkey, stated among others, the

following:

i

"The continuing and provocative effort of the Prime

Minister of Turkey, Mr. Ecevit, to distort the reality is

indeed amazing. He is trying to present the Government of

Cyprus as being, in any case, against the talks. Mr. Ecevit

knew very well our views on the substance of the Cyprus problem

and, if he had really wished a solution and substantive nego-

tiations, he surely would have submitted proposals of a

different kind and not those he finally submitted to the

Secretary-General of the United Nations, which are clearly

aimed at the perpetuation and legalization of the invasion and

its consequences. It is not a matter of details, but it is

the very foundation of the proposals which is such that it

could not be the object of negotiations. Because, as we have

repeatedly made clear, we are not prepared to accept a solution

which would legalize the faits accomplis and to satisfy, directly

or indirectly, Turkish expansionism.

The spokesman of the United Nations stated yesterday

on behalf of the Secretary-General that, evidently, there is

a gap between the positions regarding the basis upon which the

resumption of the talks would be discussed. And, in the liaht

. 2/
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of this fact, the Secretary-General quite rightly is not

convening a new round of talks, for such a new round would

serve no useful purpose, since we are separated by an abyss

regarding the basis for a solution of the Cyprus problem. On

the other hand, any action which would render useless the role

of the Secretary-General in the future would be pointless,

particularly as he has a continuous role to play with regard

to the Cyprus question in accordance with the United Nations

resolutions and with regard to their implementation.

Mr. Ecevit, however, has admitted that what mainly

interested him was the lifting of the embargo. The inescapable

conclusion, therefore, is that all his noise and manoeuvring

to create wrong impressions before and after the submission of

the Turkish proposals, was purely aimed at offering arguments
the

to assist in the efforts to obtain from/u-S.A. Congress the

lifting of the embargo. . ."

, ^

The statement concludes that a mere reading of the

Turkish proposals would suffice to convince all that Mr. Ecevit

is out to promote the consolidation of the results of the

aggression and invasion and is not concerned with, the just and

viable solution of the Cyprus problem.
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PRESSRELEASE

20th April 1973

INTRODUCTORY REflARKS

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Press,

I have called you here today to give you an important massage„
It refers to the Turkish proposals which were delivered yesterday
by the Secretary General to the President of the Republic of
Cyprus.

From the full text of those proposals, it becomes clear that they
are not directed to a federation, but purport to set up two
separate states, completely independent"and linked by a loose
semblance of central government, which is stipulated to have, but
a ceremonial function. It is therefore not a federation, and
not even a confederation. It is an . unprecedented concept not
viable not workable- But what is more ominous,, is that it is
intended as blue-print for the partition of the island xvith
an eye to annexation.

Consequently, the basic philosophy conveyed by these proposals
is not the survival, "of the independence and territorial inte-
grity of the Republic'of Cyprus, as the agreed purpose of the
negotiations is, but its dissolution. There is thus no basic
common purpose upon which negotiations can be conducted.

This was clearly and emphatically brought out by the President
of the Republic, Mr. Kyprianou in his Press Conference yesterday.
It must be noted that the activities of Turkey through her army
of occupation and a series of illegal faits accomplis were calcu-
lated to change the demographic structure of Cyprus and create
by the use of force the physical prerequisites for partition.
Hence the world has witnessed the genocidal expulsion of the
indigenous Greek Cypriot population from the invaded area
(200,000 refugees, 1/3 of the total population of the island)
and the continuing massive transport of Anatolian population
from Turkey, implanted in the usurped homes and properties of
the expelled Greek Cypriots. These activities have tragically
showed up the pre-planned scheme of partition and. annexation.



However,, never before have these plans been so manifestly and
officially revealed in the proposals, that Turkey has been
emboldened enough to present as the basis for talks, contrary
to their agreed purpose for the maintenance of the independence
and territorial integrity of Cyprus, on which we stand. It is
therefore obvious that the Turkish proposals, can in no way be
accepted as the basis of any negotiations. Such acceptance
vjould be tantamount to the abandonment by Cyprus of all its
rights under the relevant United Nations Resolutions and more
particularly General Assembly resolution 3212 unanimously adopted
including the vote of Turkey and unamimously endorsed by the
Security Council resolution 365 as well as by subsequent reso-
lutions o

Consequently, the President and Government of Cyprus with the
full concurrence of the National Council were compelled to
reject these proposals as unacceptable to form the basis of ne-
gotiations for the survival of the independent state of Cyprus»

A further element that directly affects any prospect of resum-
ption of the talks is the series of threats of force and inti-
midation by Turkey timed to accompany the presentation of the
proposals by the Secretary-General to the President of Cyprus.
The obvious purpose could be no other than that of coercing
the Government to aceept such totally unacceptable proposals
as a basis for negotiations.

These actions weres

(1) Threatening statement by the Turkish representative in
the preparation and presentation of the proposals, Professor
Soysal to the effect that "regrettable incidents will occur if
the Turkish proposals are not accepted".

(2) The Turkish military airflights and dives at low altitude
at sensitive areas of confrontation.

(3) The provocative statement by Prime Minister Ecevit that
the Turkish army will remain in Cyprus indefinitely.

(4) Further aggressive activities and acts of colonization
in the Famagusta area-

All these are manifestly acts of intimidation to coerce into
submission to Ankara's terms and capitulation. As the President
of Cyprus said "for us accepting to start negotiations on such
partitionist proposals would be tantamount to accepting the
suicide of the Republic of Cyprus" and he added "we refuse to
commit suicide no matter what pressures are exerted upon us to
do so" „

The right to home and hearth is an inalienable human right
universally recognized, and so1the right of return for all
refugees. No section of the population of Cyprus is to be
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deprived of these rights, which are expressly reaffirmed
by the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and the
Security Council making special mention of these rights for
all refugees,

We stand on the ethical ground of our rights for the survival
of Cyprus and the independence of the Cypriot people as a whole,
A position emphatically affirmed by repeated United nations
resolutions to vjhich we hold with determination and faith.
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Ref: 2002/77/2

Excellency,

Upon instructions from my Government, I have the
honour to draw Your Excellency's attention and that of
the members of the Security Council, to a highly provocative
statement made to the press in Vienna on 17th April 1978,
by Professor M. Soysal,an official from Ankara responsible
for the preparation of the Turkish proposals on Cyprus,
presented to the Secretary-General.

In his statement, Mr.Soysal openly threatens that
"regrettable things may happen in the immediate future if
the Turkish proposals were not accepted and the intercommunal
talks were not resumed". This new and arrogant statement
coming from a Turkish official denotes the emboldened
aggressiveness of Ankara against Cyprus and its people, and
further reveals the tactics of threats and blackmail through
which Turkey now seeks to impose acceptance of its oppressive
terms for a partitionist solution which annexation in prospect.

It should, perhaps, be recalled that repeated General
Assembly and Security Council resolutions which demand the
speedy withdrawal of the foreign forces of occupation, and
call for negotiations on constitutional issues, stipulate
that such negotiations should be "freely " conducted.

However, the continued presence in Cyprus of Turkish
occupation forces and their aggressive activities through
faits accomplis and international crimes — with a view to
changing by force the demographic structure of Cyprus — have
constantly undermined the very purpose of the talks and rendered
them devoid of all meaning.

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr.. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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At the present juncture, the aforesaid inflammatory
statement and other threatening moves from Turkey, are
calculated to frustrate all efforts towards free and meaning-
ful negotiations for a just solution.

All these illegal actions in flagrant violation of
repeated resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security
Council, take now a new form: that of imposing by diktat
and threats of force, Ankara's preplanned scheme to legalize
the demolition of the territorial integrity and the very
independence of Cyprus and its people.

In strongly denouncing, on behalf of my Government,
the above aggressive Turkish utterances, I wish to express
the earnest hope that Your Excellency and the members of the
Security Council, will not lose sight of the ominous impli-
cations of such statements.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly and of the Security
Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

Zenonl Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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Ref: 2002/77/2 18th April 1978

Excellency,

Upon instructions from my Government, and further
to my communication (A/3384 , S/12653 of 4.18.78), I have
the honour to draw Your Excellency's attention and that
of the members of the Security Council to a further and
serious aggressive action by Turkey against the Republic
of Cyprus.

This morning, Turkish military aircraft flying at
a low altitude violated the air space of Cyprus. According
to United Nations sources, these violations involved two
fighter aircrafts which have made seven passes in the area
west of Nicosia at 9:00 hours a.m. and later at 9:28 hours
a.m. in the area north of Yerolakkos.

These Turkish military activities at this very critical
moment are contrary to and flagrantly violate the Security
Council resolutions on Cyprus which urge "utmost restraint"
and call upon the parties "to refrain from any unilateral
or other action likely to affect adversely the prospects of
negotiations for a just and peaceful solution to the Cyprus
problem" .

The above aggressive actions came right after the
arrogant and "-provocative declaration of Prime Minister Mr. Ecevit
to the effect that 28,000 Turkish occupation troops will continue
to remain on the territory of the Republic. Furthermore, they
follow in sequence of the threat pronounced by the Turkish
constitutional adviser Mr. Soysal, the day before, to the effect
that "regrettable incidents may happen in the immediate future
if the Turkish proposals are not accepted and intercommunal
talks are not resumed". (See my letter of 18th April 1978).

The close connection between these three separate events
clearly shows the motive behind them, namely to impose accep-
tance of Turkish terms through intimidation and threats of

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr.. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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force on the eve of the Secretary-General's arrival in Cyprus
for consultations. The timing and circumstances in which
these activities take place constitute a blackmailing of the
Government during the consultations with the Secretary-
General and at the same time constitute lack of respect for
the latter's person.

Indeed, Turkey is now unabashedly following a gun-
boat diplomacy — impermissible in a United Nations age -—
in the pursuit of its expansionist aims against Cyprus.

On behalf of my Government, I wish emphatically to
protest the above illegal Turkish military activities and
strongly to denounce their sinister and disruptive purposes.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly and that of the Security
Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

Zenon RossxLdes
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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Ref : 210/77

7th April 197"̂

Excellency: ^

Upon instructions from my Government, I have

the honour to draw your Excellency's attention to the fact

that the living conditions of the enclaved Greek Cypriot

inhabitants in the areas of the Republic under Turkey's

military occupation have recently become unbearable, as a

result of the unthinkable inhuman practices systematically

employed by the Turkish occupation forces and the colonist-

settlers from Turkey. These indigenous inhabitants are thus

forced to abandon their ancestral homes and lands, in order

to accommodate the massive importation of alien population

from Turkey in furtherance of Ankara's calculated pursuit of

changing by force the demographic structure of the island.

The medieval conditions of horror, torture and conti-

nuous harassment and threats, which are now applied more intensi-

vely to the remaining indigenous Greek Cypriot people are descri

bed in the annex attached hereto .

H.E. Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary General of
the United Nations
United Nations
New York
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At a time when there appears to be so much interest on an

international level for promoting respect for human rights there

can hardly be any justification for inaction and apathy in the

face of the impartially documented and internationally verified

gross violations of fundamental human rights by the Turkish army

of occupation against the people of Cyprus as a whole. For it

should not be overlooked that the Turkish Cypriots equally suffer

from the oppressive conduct of the Turkish army of occupation

and the daily reported criminal activities of the colonist-settlers

imported by the thousands from mainland Turkey.

The fact that these despicable acts* coupled with

further aggressive actions to colonize the new town of

Famagusta, are being perpetrated at a time when the Turkish side

is expected to submit its long awaited proposals, raises serious

doubts as to the preparedness and sincerity of the Turkish side

to enter into meaningful and constructive negotiations.

It follows then clearly, that a necessary prerequisite

for creating an atmosphere conducive to free and meaningful ne-

gotiations - as demanded by the relevant United Nations resolutions - ,
'

is the fulfilment by the Turkish side of its solemn commitments

undertaken during the previous rounds of intercommunal talks,

notably that of the Humanitarian Agreement of 2nd August 1975.

It may be recalled that, Ankara after having cashed in its share

from that Agreement, chose to ignore.completely its corresponding

obligations to allow the Greek Cypriot inhabitants in the occupied

areas to live a normal life and instead proceeded with more expulsions,

and intensified tactics of oppression, harassment and brute force.
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It is indeed a tragic irony that Ankara seems to be

emboldened into continuing its inhuman practices of racial

discrimination and genocidal elimination of. the indigenous

Cypriot population by the seeming indifference or reluctance

of the Security Council to expeditiously take the long overdue

remedial action against the aggressor.

As numerous incidents in recent history indicate, appease-

ment or undue tolerance, as a means of pacifying an aggressor, ,;r

have never succeeded and as such, could not be accepted^ in a

United Nations era, as a rational policy. Far from leading to

a lasting solution of a problem or even to the containment of

a certain situation, the policy of appeasement or tolerance

in the face of aggression has all along led into renewed

aggression by the same or other sources thus, dramatically increasing

the dangers to international peace and security.

It would therefore, seem understandable that recent signs

of growing anarchy and international instability give rise to

serious concern to all segments on the international scene as
- - 7 •. -..r.<'X'

to the future of the United Nations security system; the best .'.:-~'-.:jfek

system of collective security the international community was

ever able to devise.

Undoubtedly, a major negative contributor to this alarming

state of affairs is the undue delay in resolving international

disputes the solution of which would seem fairly easy if only

the universal principles of International Law and of the Charter

of the United Nations were promptly applied.



This- is especially true in the case of the question of Cyprus ,-•

where despite the fact that repeated unanimous or near unanimous

Security Council and General Assembly resolutions are being contemp-

tuously disregarded and systematically violated by Turkey, yet

the Security Council has so far appeared reluctant to expeditiously

take, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter

the necessary measures against the guilty party. And all these

inspite of the fact that the General Assembly has by virtue of

its Resolution*31/12 of 12 November 1976 and 32/15 of 15 November

1977, overwhelmingly requested the Security Council "to adopt all

practical means to- promote the effective implementation of its

relevant resolutions in all their aspects;"

This is why the Government of the Republic of Cyprus has

consistently supported the need for strengthening the effectiveness

of the Security Council, through the scrupulous application of the

specific provisions of the Charter - including those providing for

enforcement measures - as the only effective deterrence against

the evil of aggression.

In strongly denouncing these cruel and abhorrent acts of

the Turkish army of occupation, I wish on behalf of my Government,

to express the hope that your Excellency and the Members of the

Security Council will find it possible to effectively intervene

with the Turkish Government in order to put an end to such inhuman

practices against the enclaved indigenous Greek Cypriot inhabitants,
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whose only "offence" is that they insist on not abandoning their

ancestral homes and lands.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated as

a document of the General Assembly under item 28 of the preliminary

list and of the Security Council.

Please accept Excellency, the assurances of my highest

consideration.

Joseph J.Stephanides
Charge d1 Affaires a.i.



A N N E X

TACTICS OF OPPRESSION HARASSMENT AND BRUTE FORCE EMPLOYED BY TURKEY'S
ARMY OF INVASION AGAINST THE INDIGENOUS GREEK CYPRIOT INHABITANTS

IN THE OCCUPIED AREAS OF THE REPUBLIC

All information received recently from the areas occupied

by the Turkish army reveals the magnitude of the racial discri-

mination practised against the remaining in this area enclaved

indigenous Cypriot inhabitants, on the mere criterion of their

being Greek in origin and the unbearable conditions under which

these unfortunate people are forced to live. They are undergoing

tremendous psychological and physical pressures and are deprived

of the very basic human rights. Their dignity as human beings

is being trampled upon, if not destroyed. The Turkish invading

forces are using every possible means to drive these people out

of their homes and properties.

The following are certain forms of pressures and oppressive

tactics which are currently being used by the Turkish army of occu-

pation in order to force these inhabitants to abandon their ancestral

homes and lands.

(a) Curfew coupled by the requirements to turn off the

lights is in force so far as the Greek Cypriot inhabitants are

concerned in the occupied areas, from 21 hours to 6 hours.

(b) The enclaved Greek Cypriots are not allowed to move

out of their villages unless they obtain special written permission

from the occupation "authorities" which, if ever, is very rarely

given. Also, they are not allowed to go freely to their fields

and to graze their animals and in any case, they are not allowed

to move from one village to another.
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(c) The male Greek Cypriots from age 18 to 50 who,

in the past, were taken as "prisoners" to Turkey, must present

themselves to the "police stations" at fixed days and if they

fail to do so, they are arrested and beaten up.

(d) Greek Cypriot doctors are not allowed to visit the

enclaved Greek Cypriots and the medical treatment afforded to

the latter is completely insufficient — sometimes criminally

negligent. A characteristic case was that of Maria Chrysostomou,

a young girl of 18 who was left to die by an indifferent Turkish

doctor.

(e) The Greek Cypriots are forbidden to talk to or communi-

cate with in any way with members of the UNFICYP, who themselves are

closely watched by the Turkish military. Also, no free communica-

tion is allowed between the enclaved Greek Cypriots and the members

of the I.C.R.C.

(f) Greek Cypriot teachers are not allowed to proceed to the

occupied areas in order to render their services. The functioning

of Greek schools is forbidden and the equipment of many of them;

such as books, writing materials and various instruments has been

confiscated by the forces of occupation. In fact, the only Greek

secondary school in the township of Rizokarpasso was turned into a

Turkish elementary school for the children of the colonist-settlers

from Turkey. The Greek elementary school of Ayia Trias had the

same fate. Consequently, young Greek Cypriots in need of education

are forced to leave the areas of the Republic under Ankara's military

occupation^ so as to attend schools functioning in the free areas

of the Republic.
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(g) Every form of direct physical violence is used

against Greek Cypriots to force them to sign "voluntary applica-

tions". A series of murders and rapes have been committed by the

colonist-settlers from Turkey. Other forms of physical violence

include: breaking into Greek Cypriot homes and robbing the occupants,

savage beatings, detention and ill treatment of Greek Cypriots in

v
groups for number of days, firing in the air and stoning houses

during night time, forced labour consisting of cleaning the >•

streets, public premises, harvesting of fields etc.

(h) The importation and settlement of colonists from

Turkey continues unabated. Mainland Turks break almost daily

into the Greek Cypriot homes and through threats and physical

violence try to force their owners to leave, telling them that

all houses now belong to them. Their activities have been a source

of much suffering not only for the enclaved Greek Cypriots but

also for Turkish Cypriots who themselves are in many respects vi-

ctims of Ankara's aggression.
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Excellency,

Upon instructions from ray Government, I. wish to

bring to your notice and to that of the members of the

Security Council, that according to reliable information

the Turkish invading forces have, as of 3 April 1978, embarked

upon a renewed process of colonization of yet another part of

the new town of Famagusta which, as is well known, was never

occupied but was kept as a sealed-off area pending arrange-

ments for the return of its legitimate inhabitants.

The area which is now being colonized is situated

north of Eleftheria Avenue and east of the Municipal Stadium.

Approximately 120 houses and stores belonging to the expelled

indigenous Cypriot inhabitants have now been usurped and allotted

to colonist-settlers from mainland Turkey, who are massively -

imported by Ankara in furtherance of its sinister design of

changing by force the age-long demographic character of the

Island.

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017
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There is, moreover, reliable information to the

effect that work is now underway for completing two high-rise

apartment buildings near the Constantia Hotel area, the cons-

truction of which by their legitimate owners was interrupted

following the expulsion of the area's indigenous inhabitants

by the Turkish forces. Hundreds more of alien colonist-settlers

are soon expected to occupy illegally these apartment complexes.

The fact that such latest instances of colonization

of the new town of Famagusta come at a time when the Turkish

side is expected to submit its proposals should serve as a sad

reminder of Ankara's duplicity, amply demonstrated and documented

during the various phases of the intercommunal talks. These

actions are also indicative of the ruthless determination of

the Government of Mr. Ecevit, to proceed systematically for the

complete colonization of even the new town of Famagusta, a policy
Prime Minister,

which was always vigorously advocated by the Turkish/ In this

respect, attention is invited to our communication addressed

to Your Excellency on 22 July 1977 (S/12371) denouncing such

projected illegality by the then caretaker government of

Mr. Ecevit.

There can be no doubt that, if Turkey were to continue

with this unacceptable process of colonization and the perpe-

tration of other faits accomplis in_clear violation of Inter-

national Law and of the repeated United Nations resolutions

on Cyprus — more specifically Security Council resolution 414

C1977) adopted unanimously — any prospects for a negotiated

. . . 3/



settlement of the question of Cyprus would be negated. It should

also be mentioned that the Turkish side has, prior to and

following the adoption of this resolution, given assurances to

the Security Council itself, as well as to the Secretary-General

of the United Nations and other interested parties, to the effect

that the colonization of the new town of Famagusta would not be

proceeded with.

It is, therefore, saddening to note that, while the

Government of Cyprus looks positively towards the development

of a meaningful and constructive dialogue on the basis of the

specific provisions of the relevant United Nations resolutions,

the Turkish Government, on the other hand, recalcitrantly persists

with its aggressive policies, calculated at destroying the

Republic of Cyprus and condemning its people as a whole to a life-

time of misery and degradation. Indeed, it should not come as

a surprise for anyone that Ankara has yet to convince the world

community of its genuine interest in a just and lasting solution

of the Cyprus problem.

Thus, if this unacceptable situation were to continue

unchecked, it would seem incumbent upon the Security Council,

which has an obvious special responsibility towards Cyprus, to

take a new look at the deteriorating situation in the Island

with a view to adopting the necessary measures for the long

overdue implementation of its mandatory resolutions on Cyprus.

. . . 4/
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On behalf of ray Government, I wish strongly to protest

these new aggressive manifestations by Turkey against the non-
Q

aligned Republic of Cyprus and emphasize their ominous reper-

cussions on the prospecte for a just and peaceful solution of

the Cyprus problem, in accordance with the relevant United

Nations resolutions.

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated

as a document of the General Assembly under item 28 of the

preliminary list, and of the Security Council.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my

highest consideration.

Joseph J. Stephanides
Charge d1Affaires, a.i,
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Ref: 2002/77/2 30 March 1978

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to a communication circulated
in the United Nations by the Representative of Turkey (S/12621)
of 24 March 1978, and signed by Mr. Denktash as President of
the so-called "Turkish Federated State of Cyprus".

As already amply shown in my letter of November 1, 1977,
(A/32/316), this purported state — fictitiously set up by
Turkey in the invaded 40 per cent territory of Cyprus and made
up of alien population largely transported from Turkey to supplant
the expelled majority Greek Cypriot population in their usurped
homes and properties, — is but the manifest offspring of a.
multiple international crime against Cyprus and its people.

The arbitrary elimination at the present juncture of
the historic Greek names of the towns and villages in the invaded
area and the substitution thereof by new and invented Turkish
names come-s as a crowning aggression against the age long history
and culture of Cyprus.

Ankara through her instruments in Cyprus tries, by the
aforesaid letter, to create confusion by bringing in again a
systematized ̂ repetition of unsubstantiated charges to the effect
that the Turkish Cypriots since December 1963 were the victims
of an "onslaught" by the Greek Cypriots and were for eleven
years until 1974, harassed and compelled to be secluded in
enclaves, deprived of their homes and their freedom of movement.
These irresponsible allegations were refuted by concrete and
authoritative evidence in the official six monthly reports by
the Secretary-General covering the whole 11-year period in
question. Extensive extracts from these reports were quoted in

. . . 2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017



our statements in the United Nations on more than one occasion,
namely Security Council on 30 August 1974 (S/PV.1795), in the
Special Political Committee on 29th October 1974 (A/SPC/PV.923)
and in the General Assembly on 8th October 1975 (A/PV.2380).

On all these occasions, as shown in the relevant records,
the statements have gone unaswered because they were unanswerable.
But this does not prevent the Turkish side from irresponsibly
reverting after a time to those untrue allegations.

The allegation that the Turkish Cypriots were a minority,
held under siege and terror by the Greeks is proven blatantly
false also by other evidence and even Turkish evidence, which also
reveals that the clashes were provoked and pursued under the
banner of partition.

The Turkish Cypriot newspaper "Halkin Sesi", the mouth-
piece of the then Vice President Kutchuk, in its issue of 29th
February 1964, writes: "The Greeks are in a state of distress
in the full sense of the word. Starting from Nicosia in all
clashes the Greeks suffered great losses, but they do not give
the casualty figure". The paper continues: "The Turkish
fighters have pledged to fight on until the realization of
partition". Thus, the attitude of the Turkish minority has been
admittedly one of provoking division and instigating armed
conflict with the aim of partition.

In yet another issue of "Halkin Sesi", it is made clear
that the avowed aim of partition is actually for annexation.
In its issue of 9 August 1965, "Halkin Sesi" writes: "Cyprus
is another Alexandretta in the history of Turkey. The power
of Turkey will ensure an honourable life for the Turkish Cypriots
on the same way as it did in Alexandretta by annexing it and
bringing it under Turkish domination. The road in this direction
has been opened by the Turkish fighters at Kokkina who are now
fighting in every corner of Cyprus".

Further evidence that this motivation of clashes came
from Ankara appears in Prime Minister Inonu's words to the
National Assembly of Turkey: "Officially, we promote the
federation concept rather than the partition thesis so as to
appear as though within the provisions of the Treaty".
(October 1974).

Since the signing of the Zurich and London Agreements
in 1960 and the establishment of the Republic, the Turkish
leadership, egged on by Ankara, has been systematically obs-
tructing the effective functioning of the State in order to
promote divisiveness, friction and conflict. It was this policy,

. . . 3/
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well underway by 1961, which led the Turkish Cypriot members
of the House of Representatives to abuse their rights under
the Constitution fora separate majority by preventing the
passage of an admittedly normal and unobjectionable income tax
bill. The result was a serious financial crisis and trouble.
They next insisted on a house by house division of the towns,
a proposition which was predictably impractical and proved
unworkable.

Armed clashes in December 1963 were thus the culmination
of continued and provocative hampering on the machinery of the
Government by the Turkish Cypriot leadership at the bidding of
Ankara. This persistent obstructionism made it necessary for
the President of Cyprus to address a letter to the Turkish Vice-
President, in November 1963, proposing amendments to the exces-
sively divisive and unworkable elements in the Constitution
and increasing, in exchange, the authority of the Turkish Vice-
Presidents of the Republic and of the .House of Representatives.

The response, openly prompted by Ankara, was outright
rejection coupled with the unnecessary and provocative appearance
of Turkish Cypriot fighters, who showed themselves fully armed
and ready to fight.

It may be recalled that already in October 1959, even
as the Zurich and London Agreements were being drawn up, Turkey
was secretly shipping arms and ammunition to Cyprus in prepa-
ration for armed uprising. The vessel "Denis" was at that time
actually caught by the British authorities in the very act of
unloading an arsenal of weapons on the north of Cyprus. At the
same time, a special invasion force was being prepared in the
Mersina area opposite the coast of Cyprus.

No sooner had the clashes begun, than the underlying
purpose for them became apparent by Turkey's attempt to. invade
Cyprus on 27th December 19S3. Recourse to the Security Council
halted the attempt. Vice-President Kutchuk, however, encouraged
from outside, continued to give the signal of rebellion by
declaring publicly that he was "no longer a Vice-President and
that the Constitution is dead"; (The New York Times, 4 January
1964) and "that partition is the best solution". He went so
far as to propose the 35th parallel as "an ideal demarcation
line", as reported in the New York Times of 4th and llth January
1964 respectively, as well as in the Herald Tribune of 9th
January 1964.

At the bidding of Dr. Kutchuk, the Turkish Cypriot members
of the House of Representatives resigned from the House. At
the same time, all Turkish officials and employees in the Civil
Service ceased functioning and withdrew from the public service.

. . . 4/
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These proven facts belie the Turkish posture of an
allegedly persecuted Turkish Cypriot minority deprived of their
rights and their share in the administration.

In June 1964, Mr. Erkin, then Foreign Minister of
Turkey, offered another clear insight when he said in a news-
paper interview in Athens: "The radical solution
would be to cede one part of Cyprus to Greece and the other,
closest to the Turkish Asiatic coast, to Turkey".

It is these designs of Ankara for partition and ultimate
annexation which over the years have assiduously cultivated and
nurtured a climate of friction and enmity between the Greek and
Turkish Cypriots. The task was known to be a difficult one;
so much so that it had to be furthered through violence. An
underground terrorist organization — TMT — set up and manned
by officers from Turkey, began in 1958 systematically forcing
the Turkish Cypriots through threats of heavy punishment, into
discontinuing any friendly contacts and associations with their
Greek Cypriot compatriots in a sustained effort to keep them
apart as enemies.

In that effort, all human rights of the Turkish Cypriots
were denied them by their own leadership, imposed upon from
Ankara. Their right of freedom of movement, freedom of residence
and even to life — were violated by the Turkish Cypriot leaders
working in league with TMT which terrorized the rank and file of
the Turkish Cypriot community into complete submissiveness to
its orders.

A considerable part of the Turkish Cypriot people had
thus been compelled by their leadership in conjunction with TMT
to abandon their homes and properties even in areas far removed
from the site of conflict, and to be segregated in enclaves so
as to create the nucleus of a geographic division and promote
the objective of partition. From those enclaves they were not
permitted by order of the Turkish Cypriot leadership and TMT
to get out, although longing to return to their homes. They
could not leave the enclaves without special permit, and had
to be back at a specific time. Those who tried to escape were
shot on the spot. Many instances were quoted in our letters
to the Secretary-General at that time.

In his report (S/6426) 10 June 1965, the Secretary-
General states: "The Turkish Cypriot leaders have adhered to
a rigid stand against any measures which might involve having
members of the two communities live and work together, or which
might place Turkish Cypriots in situations where they would
have to acknowledge the authority of Government agents. Indeed,

. . . 5/
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since the Turkish Cypriot leadership is committed to physical
and geographical separation of the communities as a political
goal it is not likely to encourage activities by Turkish
Cypriots which may be interpreted as demonstrating the merits
of an alternative policy. The result has been a seemingly
deliberate policy of self-segregation by the Turkish Cypriots".

The Government's contention is thus borne out that:
"...the hardships suffered by the Turkish Cypriot population
are the direct result of the leadership's self-isolation policy,
imposed by force on the rank and file". (S/6426, para. 106) .

During the intercommunal clashes in the period 1963-
1974, there were no doubt occasions of regrettable acts of
violence by which both sides suffered. But how can these
sporadic instances of irresponsible violence compare with the
systematic violation of human rights by the army of invasion
through verified mass executions of innocent civilians by the
thousands in a genocidal expulsion of over 200,000 Greek Cypriots
from their ancestral homes and properties. This was immediately
followed by implanting therein alien population, imported from
Turkey, in the pre-planned design to change by force the demo-
graphic composition of Cyprus. A horrifying account of the
atrocities involved in this sinister operation is contained
in the studied report of the European Commission of Human Rights,
partly published in the "Sunday Times" (January 23, 1977).

Such decline in moral values and all sense of human
decency in a presumably civilized world community is unprecedented
in the annals---of the United Nations and modern history.

Yet, the rank and file of the Cypriot people -- Greek and
Turkish alike — yearn for conciliation and the resumption of
their former amicable relations. They are forcibly prevented
by outside interventions for purposes alien to the interest of
the people of Cyprus.

In spite of all adversity and constant undermining of
the moral fibre of the Cypriot people, we have faith in a
better future for Cyprus compatible with its spiritual legacy.
We confidently trust the United Nations will come to its own
by applying the Charter and giving effect to its Resolutions on
Cyprus.

. . . 6/



I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly «-**.) </L /jL_

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

I

Zenon Rossides
Ambassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations
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PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS
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820 SECOND AVENUE

NEW VOKK.N.V., oo,, R E C E I V E D
ut-^

74/71 7 March 978

Excellency,

On instructions from my Government, JE have the
honour^ to draw Your Excellency's attention to a new unilateral
arKf" illegal aĉ ~of~ TurRey seeking, by a "̂ ecreê pf its
"xHstruments in the so-called "TurkTs"h Federated State" , _ to
abolishT^the historic Greek names of 2T6"'towns, villag£LS__ and
quarters in the occupied territory, and replace the%Jby__jiewly
invented and "unrelated Turkigh -rtamesT" ~On"~behalf of my
Government r~strongly protest this new arbitrary act in
the invaded part of the Republic.

The existing historic name,s, which are universally
recognized, appear on all maps of Cyprus through the centuries.
The obvious purport of this latest illegality is to efface
the traditional geographic denominations and the historic
association of these territories in an attempt to turkify them.

A list of the existing geographic names and of the
invented Turkish names, as appeared in the Turkish publication
"News From the North" of 13 January 1978, is annexed hereto.

It should be recalled in this respect that the
legitimate inhabitants of the occupied territories are by
large majority (82%) Greek Cypriots, who have been forcibly
expelled by the invasion army since July 1974 in the wake of
Turkey's aggression against Cyprus, and rendered refugees to
the figure of 200,000, namely one-third of the total population
of Cyprus. In their usurped homes and properties, alien
colonizing population , transported from Turkey^ is being implanted
to fill the vacuum, in the pursuit of altering by force the
demographic structure of the Island.

The right of the indigenous Cypriot people to return
to their ancestral homes and properties is universally

2/

His Excellency
Dr. Kurt Waldheim
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York, New York 10017
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recognized as an inalienable human right that can nowise
be denied to them. Aside of the tenets of international law
and the United Nations Charter, the 4th Geneva Convention
1949, subscribed to also by Turkey, is explicit on these
rights. The General Assembly Resolution on Cyprus 3212
(XXIX) adopted by unanimous vote including that of Turkey
and unanimously endorsed by Security Council Resolution 365,
calls for the urgent return of all the refugees to their homes
in safety. Furthermore, the most recent resolution of tthe
General Assembly overwhelmingly adopted in its last session,
requests the Security Council to take practical measures for
the effective implementation of the aforesaid resolution.

The recent arbitrary and illegal tampering with the
geographic names of the invaded territory, purporting to convey
the character of permanent effect to the international crimes
involved, further aggravates these crimes and the violation
of the aforesaid United Nations Resolutions. The perpetration
of all these acts has been on a pre-planned design to demolish
the territorial integrity and independence of Cyprus with the
objective of partition and annexation in prospect.

This policy, as cutting across the agreed basis for
an independent, sovereign and integral State of Cyprus, has
been the cause of rendering nugatory all efforts over the years
for a just and workable solution of the problem.

It has become increasingly manifest that a primary
and vital need for such solution is a genuine and constructive
approach for positive progress towards a lasting settlement
within the framework of implementation of the aforesaid
Resolutions. ~~-

I should be grateful if this letter were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my
highest consideration.

ZenDn Rossides
Anbassador

Permanent Representative of
Cyprus to the United Nations

Attached: a/s



A N N E X

LIST OF GEOGRAPHIC NAMES OF 216 TOWNS,TOWNSHIPS & VILLAGES
PURPORTEDLY CHANGED TO TURKISH NAMES , AS IT APPEARED
IN THE TURKISH PUBLICATION "NEWS FROM THE NORTH",VOL.67,

OF 13th JANUARY 1977

Nicosia District

Legal Names

Argaki
Louridjina
Yerolakkos

Kato Zodia
Prastio(Morphou)
Lutro
Ambelikou
Palekythro
Beikoy
Peristeronari
Epikho(Aboher)
Kalokhorio
Kythrea
Trachoni
Ayiakebir
Elye
Eksometochi
Tremetousha
Kokkina
Piroi
Gaziveren
Karavostasi
Veni
Gonyeli
Amadyez
Nikitas
Ayia Marina
Morphou
Haraid Mandres
Kseros(Xeros)
Potamos-Tou-Kambou
Petra-Tou-Mhkeni
Limnitis
Pendayia
Sillura(Skyloura)

Purportedly
Changed to

Akcay
Akincilar
Alaykoy
Asagi
Bostanci
Aydinkoy
Bademlikoy
Baglikoy
Balikesir
Beykoy
Cengizky
Cihangir
Camlikoy
Degirmenlik
Demirhen
Dilekkaya
Doganci
Duzova
Erdemli
Erenkoy
Gaziler
Gaziveran
Geraikonagi
Gokhan
Gonyeli
Gunebakan
Guneskoy
Gurpinar
Guzelyurt
Hamitkoy
Denizli
Yedidalga
Yenicekoy
Yesilirmak
Yesilyurt
Yilmazkoy

Legal Names

Mia Milia
Dhyo Potarai
Kalavaki
Kaloheryo
(Kaputi)
Kanlikoy
Melousha
Timbou
Trahona
Kurumanastir
Kserovouno
Kucuk
Omorphita
Lefka
Ayyorgi(Lefke)
Mora
Kyra
Neohoryo
Mintzelli
Galini
Philia(Filya)
Selemani
Ma sari-
Varisa
Petre
Angelemi
Ayvasil
(Ayios Vasihos)
Siryanohori
Arcoz(Arsos)
Pano
Zodia
Katokopya

Purportedly
Changed to

Maspalpt
Ikidere .
Kalavac
Kalkanla

Kanlakoy
Kirikkale
Kirklar
Kizilbas
Kurumanastar
Kurutepe

Kaymakla
Lefke
Maidenlikoy
Meric
Mevlevi
Minarelikoy
Ortakoy
Omerli
Serhadkoy
Suleymaniye
Sahinler
Sirinkoy
Taskoy
Tuspinar
Turkeli

Vayla
Yigitler
Yukari
Gostanci
Zumrutkoy

. . . 2/
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Famagusta District

Legal Names

Melangra
Handres
Lysi(Lisi)
Gypsos(Gipsos)
Piyi-Peristerona
Ayios-Iacovos
Ardhana(Ardana)
Artemi
Angastina
Aloda(Alog)
Ayios(Symeon)
Ayios Yeoryios
(Spatharko)
Vokolida
Pervolya
Trikomou
Platanisso
Pergama(Pergamos)
Lythrangojni
Bogas(Boghez)
Lapatos
Manarga
Komikebir
Gouphes
Ayios Teodoros
Platani
Vathylakos
Rizokarpasso
Prastyo
Ahna
Ayios Kharitos
(Ergeneken)
Ovgoros
Yenagra
Peristerona
Asha'
Pile
SandalSLaris
Chatoz ("Chaos)
Psilatos
Akatu
Topcuko.y
Strongylos
Patriki(Patric)
Maratho vouno
Ayios Nikolaos
Ephtakomi
AyiosAndronikos
Ayios Efstathios

Purportedly
Changed to

Adacay
Agillar
Akdogan
Akova
Alahici
Altinova
Ardahan
Aridami
Aslankoy
Avtepe
Avtepe
Aygun

Bafra
Sahceler

Balalan
Seyarmudu
Boltasli
Boguz
Bogazici
Bogaztepe
Buyukkonuk
Camlica
Cayirova
Cinerli
Derince
Dipkarpaz
Dortyol
Duzce
Ergenekon

Ergazi
Nergizli
Ovacik
Pasakoy
Pile
Sandallar
Serdarli
Sutluce
Tatlisu
Topcukoy
Turunclu
Tuzluca
Ulukisla
Yamackoy
Yedikonuk
Yesilkoy
Zeybekkey

Legal Names

Kilanemos
(Gilanemos)
Aphania
Magusa(Famagusta)
Lefkoniko
(Lefkenuk)
Vasili
Syngrasi
Knodhara
Kornokipos
Akheritou
Makrasika
Sinde(Sinda)
Trikomo
Galinoporni
Gastria
Dhavlos
Kridhia
Gaidhouras
Kouklia
Koma Tou
Yialou
Mousoulita
Korovya
Avgolida
Arnadhi
Melounda
Yialousa(Yalusa)
Gulatya
Phlamoudhi
(Flamuda)
Limnia
Maratha
Styllos(Stillos)
Spathariko
Tavros
Vidsada
Pyrga(Pirga)
Livadhia
Ayia Trias
Meta
Trypimeni(Tirmen)
Yerani
Engomi
Kondea
Vadili(Vatyli)
Ayios Elias
Ayios Serghios
Milya

Purportedly
Changed to

Esenkoy

Gazikoy
Gazi Magusa
Gecitkale...

Gelincik
Golbusi
Gonendere
Gornec
Guvercinlik
Incirli
Inonu
Iskele
Kaleburno
Kalecik
Kaplica
Kilitkaya
Korkuteli
Koprulu
Kumyali

Kurudere
Kurueva
Kurtulus
Kuzucuk
Mallidag
Maltepe
Mehmetcik
Mersinlik

Mormenekse
Murataga
Mutluyaka
Otuken
Tamuklu
Pinarli
Pirhan
Gazlikoy
Sipahi
Taslica
Tirmen
Turnalar
Tuzla
Turkmenkoy
Vadili
Yurkey
Yeni-Bogazici
Vildirim

. . . 3/



, j

— 3 —

Kyrenia District

Legal Names

Agirdag
Ayia Irini
Agridaki
Klepini
Kalogrea
(Kallurga)
Trapeza
(Teknecik)
Ayios Epiktitos
Thermia
(Termiye)
Ayios Ambrosios
(Aykurus)
Kutsoventis
Phteryka (Eterika)
Karakumi
(Karakoumi)
Karpasa
Vasilya
Sykhari
(Sinhari)
Larnaka-Tis
Lapitou
Kondemenos
(Kordemen)
Kazafana
(Kazafani)
Liveras
Vune
Dhiorios
(Yorgoz)
Temblos

Purportedly
Changed to

Agirdag
Akdeniz
Alemdag
Arapkoy
Bahceli

Besparmak

Catalkoy
Dogankoy

Esentepe

Gungor
Ilgaz
Karakum

Karpasa
Karsiyaka
Kaynukkoy

Kozan

Kordemen

Czankoy

Sadrazamkoy
Taskent
Tepebasi

Zeytinlik

Legal Names

Sisklipos
(Sisklip)
Karavas
Dikomo-Asagi
(Kato Dikomo)
Bellabayis
(Bellapais)
Myrtou
(Mirti)
Phota
Trimithi
(Tirmit)
Panagra
Pileri
Kambili
Motides
Kharcha(Harga)
Karmi •
Ayios Yeorgios
Ayyorgi
Orga
Kormakiti
(Kormacit)
Kamurcu
(Koumurcu)
Lapta(Lapithos)
Paleosofas
Psomatos
Krini
Ayios Ermolaos
(Ayermela)
Elea

Dikomo Yukari
(Pano Ikomo)

Purportedly
Changed to

Akcicek

Alsancak
Asagi-Nikmen

Bellabayis

Cumlibel

Bagyolu
Edremit

Gecitkoy
Goceri
Hisarkoy
Incesu
Karaagac
Karaman
Karaoglan-oglu

Kayalar
Korucam

Kamurcu

Lapta
Malatya
Ozhan
Pinarbasi
Sirinevler

Yesiltepe
Yukari-ikmen

Quarter Names

Town/Village

Nicosia
Nicosia
Nicosia
Nicosia
Guzelyurt
Guzelyurt
Guzelyurt

Legal Names

Ayluka Quarter
Ay Kasiyano Qrtr.
Ay . Sofya Quarter
Ay Andrea Quarter
Ay Paraskevi Qrtr.
Ay Yorgi Quarter
Ay Mama Quarter

Purportedly Changed To

Ayyildiz Quarter
Kafesli Quarter
Selimiye Quarter
Tophane Quarter
I sine t Pasa Quarter
Mala Mustafa Pasa Quarter
Piyale Pasa Quarter

. . . 4/
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Geographic Positions

Town/Village Legal Names Purportedly Changed to

Alsancak Bladini Plaji Kavuz Maji
Bogaz Vrisules Meniz Kocatepe Meniz

Ussu Ussu
Girne Milan Adasi Plaji Irtugrul Plaji

(Snake Island)
Karsivaka Vavila Muzelyali
Timbu Timbo Kavaalani Ercan Havaalani

Cape Apostoloy Zafer lornu
Andreas
Timbou Airport
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"CONFIDENTIAL 22 February 1978
CYPRUS FMG/srGYFRUb Original: SG

cc: Mr. F.T. Liu
bf: RA/AR

Notes on a meeting _in the office of the Secretary-General

on 21 February 1978 at 6.45 p.m.

Present: The Secretary-General

Mr. F. Mayrhofer-Grunbuhel

Ambassador I. Turkmen

Mr. T. Ulucevik, Mission of Turkey

The Ambassador paraphrased a message from Prime Minister

Ecevit: As the Secretary-General knows, Prime Minister Karamanlis

has accepted Mr. Ecevit1s proposal to meet at an early date.

This meeting is now scheduled to take place "in the first half

of March in a neutral country". Mr. Ecevit hopes that it will

initiate a constructive dialogue about bilateral issues.

Prime Minister Karamanlis has informed Mr. Ecevit that in his

view it would be better to defer the submission of the

Turkish Cypriot proposals on the Cyprus question until after

this summit meeting. Mr. Ecevit shares this opinion and

hopes that the meeting will have a positive impact on the

negotiations to come. Mr. Ecevit hopes that the Secretary-General

agrees, that the submission of the proposals would be more

appropriate after the summit.

The Secretary-General felt that such a delay would be

justified since the two leaders had agreed upon it. He hoped

that the ground would be prepared at the meeting of the

Prime Ministers and that soon thereafter the proposals would

be submitted. Did the Ambassador know of any reaction in Cyprus

to the deferring?
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The Ambassador assumed that Prime Minister Karamanlis

would have consulted with Nicosia before making his suggestion.

He believed that the gist of the proposals would be send

to the Secretary-General in the second half of March and

inquired about possible dates for the intercommunal talks.

The Secretary-General mentioned the week of 27 March or

a date after 12 April. Both interlocutors agreed that the

earlier date would probably not give sufficient time for

the necessary preparations.

^̂ ;̂ :,ŷ^ ̂-f;"̂ 7̂ ^̂
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PERMANENT MISSION TO TRIE UNITED NATIONS

520 SECOND AVENUE
NEW YORK, NY 10017
TEL: 936-3360

10th February 1978

4/78

The President of the Republic, Mr. Spyros Kyprianou,

has expressed his views.on the forthcoming meeting between the

Greek and Turkish Prime Ministers and its possible effect on

the Cyprus problem. • .

In an interview with a correspondent of the "Belga

Press Agency" released "today, Mr, Kyprianou said: " A meeting

between Mr. Karamanlis and Mr, Ecevit will naturally deal with

relations between Greece and Turkey. The'Cyprus problem is not

a dispute between Greece and Turkey, and is not therefore a

matter for negotiations between them.

"Consequently., no decision on Cyprus can be taken at

a Greco-Turkish meeting. Nevertheless, I believe that a rapproa-

chement between Greece and Turkey and an improvement'in their

relations could prove helpful to the efforts for the solution of

the Cyprus problem."

President Kyprianou stressed that "the internal aspects

of the' Cyprus problem are a matter for negotiation between the

two Cypriot communities."
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• "Greece and Turkey might participate in a wider conference to

deal with the external aspects of the problem".

"As regards Turkey in particular, the best contribution she

could make would be to comply with the United Nations Resolutions

and withdraw her occupation troops from Cyprus", the President of

the Republic declared.

Asked about his views on a lasting Cyprus settlement, Mr.

Kyprianou said: " A lasting solution to the Cyprus problem should

be in accord with the principles of the United Nations Charter and

in conformity with the repeated resolutions adopted by the United

Nations on Cyprus. In order to be lasting a solution must be just,

and no solution which could be unfair to any of the communities in

Cyprus can be described as just".

President Kyprianou continued: "I believe that a lasting

solution must ensure the territorial integrity, unity, sovereignty,

independence and non-alignment of the Cyprus Republic.' It should

provide for a State in which all citizens would enjoy freedom of

settlement, freedom of movement and the right to property."

He concluded: "Any arrangement that would create any kind

of artificial borders or barriers between the various parts of the

island or between the people will contain the seeds for the eventual

disintegration and dissolution of the Republic.

"At a time when even big countries get together to establish

larger economic and even political unities it would be utterly uv. •

listic and disastrous to divide a small island such as Cyprus".
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DRAFT GLS/MK

Distr.
GENERAL

E/CN.U/ ...
... February 1977

Original: ENGLISH

COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
Thirty-third session 4
Item ... of the provisional agenda

QUESTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN CYPRUS

Supplementary report of the Secretary-General in pursuance
^ of Decision 6 (XXXIII) of the Commission on Human Rights

1. This report is submitted to the Commission on Human Rights in pursuance

of its Decision 6 (XXXIII) of 9 March 1977, by which the Commission decided,

due to lack of time, to postpone the consideration of this item to its

3̂ th session and to give it due priority at that session, and also requested

the Secretary-General to provide the Commission with information relevant

to the consideration of this question. The Commission has before it the

report submitted by the Secretary-General at its 33rd session (E/CN.U/1239

and Add. 1,dated \ and 25 February 1977)• The present document contains

information relevant to the consideration of this question with special

reference to developments since the circulation of the earlier report. Informa-

tion provided in this connexion by the Governments of Cyprus, Greece and

Turkey and by the Turkish Cypriot community is reproduced in the Annexes.

2. As requested by the Commission in paragraph 3 of its resolution k (XXXII)

adopted on 27 February 1976, the Secretary-General has continued and

intensified "his efforts under General Assembly resolution 3̂ 50 (XXX) in

respect of missing persons in Cyprus". In his contacts with all concerned
kfui*.

he and his Special Representative in Cyprus endeavoured to clear the obstacles
/,

in the way of implementing the agreement reached at the Secretary-General's

meeting of 12 February 1977 with His Beatitude Archbishop Makarios and His

Excellency Mr. Denktash (E/CN.U/1239/Add. l). That agreement provided for

the setting up of a new investigatory machinery covering missing persons of

both communities.
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3. On 17 February 1977, the Turkish Cypriot side put forward its

views as to the prerequisites and procedures for the setting up of

a committee. These were immediately transmitted to President Makarios.

The Greek Cypriot side found the Turkish Cypriot proposals and prerequisites

totally unacceptable and in its turn expressed towards the end of
«;-

April its position on the composition and terms of reference £ov such

a committee, which, it considered, should be established along the

lines of a previous suggestion of the International Committee of the

Red'Cross (ICRC) (see S/12253, para. ̂ 3). Discussions on this subject

were resumed in New York in November 1977•

U. On lU December 1977, the General Assembly adopted resolution

32/128, the text of which is reproduced in Annex E.

5. In January 1978, I undertook a visit to the area in the course

of which I had occasion to discuss the question of missing persons with

Government leaders and high officials in Ankara, Nicosia and Athens.
f ' L^ Cfv-vy ̂

'-—I—also—e«asS33?ed in̂ freneva. will! represeffkarfrlveg—of- tho ICH£U- My Acting

Special Representative in Cyprus, Mr. Gorge, is pursuing discussions

with the parties.

6. I -s%i3:l hope that full agreement can be reached on the procedural

and operational arrangements:i.bn the ̂ committee on missing persons, that

the committee can be set up as soon as possible and that it will be in

a position to function impartially, effectively and speedily so as to

resolve this humanitarian problem without delay. I strongly urge the

parties to extend their co-operation •tsaafefeaseoSQ̂ fr so that the remaining

obstacles in this regard can be overcome and the current negotiations

completed successfully.
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26 January 1978

Thirty-second session
Agenda item 12

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

/on the report of the Third Committee (A/32/H58)/

32/128. Missing persons in Cyprus

The General Assembly,

Concerned at the lack of progress towards the tracing and accounting for
missing persons in Cyprus,

Expressing the hope that the informal discussions now taking place to establish
a joint committee to trace missing persons are successful3

1. Requests the Secretary-General to provide his good offices, through his
Special Representative in Cyprus, to support the establishment of an investigatory
body with the participation of the International Committee of the Red Cross which
would be in a position to function impartially., effectively and speedily so as to
resolve the problem without undue delay;

2. Invites the parties concerned to continue co-operating in the establishment
of the investigatory body and work out the modalities with a view to activating it
expeditiously.

105th plenary meeting
16 December 1977

78-0171U


