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CoBeT no mpaBaM 4eJjiOBeKa
IllecTHagmaTas ceccus

[IyHKT 2 MOBECTKH JHS

E:xeroanslii 1okJjax BepxoBHOro komuccapa
Opranuzanuu Oobenunenusix Hanmii

1o NpaBaM 4YeJI0BeKAa U JOKJAAbl YIpaBJeHUs
BepxoBHOro koMuccapa no npaBam 4ejoBeKa
u [eHepanbHOTro cekperaps

Bep6auabHast HoTa [I0CTOSIHHOIO MpPEACTABUTEIBCTBA
Typuun npu Otaenenun Oprannsanuu O0beIMHEHHBIX
Hamnuii B ’Kenee ot 25 mapra 2011 roga, agpecoBanHas
Yunpasiiennio BepxoBHoro komuccapa Opranusanuu
Oo0benuHennbix Hanuii mo npasam 4eJsioBeka

[ocTostHHOE TIpencTaBuTenscTBO Typenkoit Pecnyommku npu Otaenernun Op-
ranuzanuu O6venuHenHbx Hamuit B JKeneBe n apyrux MexAyHapOJHBIX OpTraHH3a-
nusax B llIBelimapun cBUAETENHCTBYET CBOE yBaXKeHHE YIpaBleHHIO BepxoBHOro ko-
muccapa Opranusanun O6venuHeHHbIX Hamuit mo mpaBam desioBeKa M MMEET 4ECTh
HACTOSIIMM COOOIINTH IPEMPOBOANTH HIKECIEAYIONYI0 HH(OPMAIHIO.

Bo Bpems mectHannaroit ceccun CoBeTa MO IpaBaM 4YeJIOBEKa B XOA€ 0OIMMX
npeHui mo pokiany o Kumpe HekoTopsle neneranuu, mpuberas K BBIMBIIUICHHBIM
O0OBMHEHHUSAM, IBITATNCh BBICTYIIaTh C HamajKaMud Ha Typruio, 4ToObl HaMEpEHHO
YBECTH B CTOPOHY OOCYXAECHHE HapyLICHHUH MpaB 4eJOBEKa, COBEPIIAEMbBIX KHIPHUO-
TaMHU-TPEKaMH.

ITocTrositHHOE mpexacTtaBuTenscTBO Typernkoil PecnyOnuku OyneT HpH3HATEIBHO
3a HajuIekallee pacrnpoCTpaHCHHE HACTOSIIEH HOTHI M NMPUIIOKEHUS K HEH™* B KauecTBe
o¢punuanpHOrO JOKyMEHTa HMIecTHaAnaToi ceccun CoBeTa Mo IMpaBaM YeJOBEKa.

[ocTostHHOE TpencTaBUTEeNbCTBO Typernkoit PecmyObnukn mombiyercss HacTosmiel
BO3MOXHOCTBIO, YTOOBI BHOBBH 3aBEpUTh YIpaBieHHe BepxoBHoro kommccapa OpraHu-
3anun OO0benuHeHHBIX Hanuii B cBOEM BEICOKOM yBaKCHHUHU.

* BOCHpOM3BOAUTCS B MPUIOKESHHH B MOJIYYEHHOM BHJIE TOJIBKO Ha TOM SI3bIKE, HA KOTOPOM
OHO OBLTO MPEACTABICHO.
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Annex

During the 16™ session of the Human Rights Council on the General Debate on Cyprus
Report, some delegations engaged in an effort to attack Turkey with fabricated allega-
tions to intentionally shift the focus away from the Greek Cypriot human rights viola-
tions. Therefore, it is deemed crucial to put the records straight as far as the Cyprus
problem and the allegations against Turkey are concerned.

1. The "Republic of Cyprus" was established by the 1960 Treaties as a Partnership
State of Turkish Cypriots and Greek Cypriots, as co-founders and the Island’s co-
owners. However, this Partnership State was destroyed in 1963 by the Greek Cypriots.
Therefore, the Cyprus problem is not an issue of "invasion™ or "occupation”, but an issue
of the renewal of a Partnership between the two co-owners of the Island. By the end of
1963, the Greek armed onslaught against the Turkish community was launched and the
ethnic cleansing of the Turkish Cypriot people began. The Turkish Cypriots were sys-
tematically excluded from State mechanisms and were forced to live in enclaves corre-
sponding to 3 % of Cyprus, under Greek Cypriot siege despite the deployment of the UN
troops in 1964. The situation lasted until 1974, when the military regime in Greece in-
stigated a coup d’état on the Island in order to achieve Enosis (annexation of the island
to Greece), which in turn led to the intervention of Turkey in line with her rights and ob-
ligations stemming from the 1960 Treaty of Guarantee. Turkey’s intervention prevented
the total extermination of the Turkish Cypriot people and annexation of the Island to
Greece.

During the Council debate, while the Turkish military presence on the Island was men-
tioned, the Greek military forces stationed in the South which is far beyond the numbers
in the 1960 treaties, have totally been ignored. The Greek Cypriot National Guard
(GCNG) was founded contrary to the 1960 "state of affairs" established through interna-
tional treaties, to which Turkey is also a party. The GCNG has no legal status under the
1960 Partnership State. Many senior positions in the GCNC such as the Commander in
Chief and the Chief of Staff are held by officers from Greece. Recently, it was reflected
in this week’s Greek Cypriot press that a new Chief of Staff at the level of major general
from Greece is appointed replacing a colonel, who was also from the Greek army.

Under a comprehensive settlement in Cyprus, the number of troops of both Turkey and
Greece may be reduced according to a calendar in line with the treaties of Guarantee and
Alliance, as was the case with the UN Comprehensive Settlement Plan (Annan Plan).
Had the latter not been rejected by the Greek Cypriots in 2004, the Turkish forces would
have been reduced to the level of 650 soldiers as foreseen in 1960 treaties, less than the
contingent envisaged for the forces of Greece (950).

2. The Greek Cypriot regime, which hijacked the "Republic of Cyprus" in 1963, had
in fact, established a separate Greek Cypriot state, which represented a true secessionist
act. Therefore, it was the Greek Cypriot side which seceded from the Partnership State
of 1960, not the Turkish Cypriots as claimed during the 16™ session of the Human
Rights Council. The Greek Cypriot Administration which continues to usurp the gov-
ernment of the 1960 Partnership Republic of Cyprus since 1963 does not represent the
island of Cyprus as a whole or the Turkish Cypriots. Neither can they claim any author-
ity, jurisdiction or sovereignty over the Turkish Cypriots.
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It is a fact that since the ousting of the Turkish Cypriot side from the partnership struc-
ture in 1963, there exist in Cyprus two separate independent political units and admini-
strations based on the free and democratic will of the two respective peoples - that of
the Turkish Cypriot people in the North and that of the Greek Cypriot people in the
South. This has also been verified in the reports of the UN Secretary-General since
1964, as well as the Geneva Declaration of 30 July 1974. A federal settlement is targeted
under the mission of Good Offices given to the UN Secretary General in 1975. Since the
High Level Agreements of 1977 and 1979 between the Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cyp-
riot leaders, bi-zonality, bi-communality and political equality have become pillars of an
eventual settlement. The Cyprus problem has been continuing for 47 years, as the UN
Secretary General pointed out in his report of mission of good offices dated 24 Novem-
ber 2010. The negotiations for the settlement of the Cyprus problem towards the renewal
of the partnership between Turkish Cypriots and Greek Cypriots on the island have been
continuing for more than 40 years. Over this period, the Turkish Cypriot side has always
strongly supported the UN settlement proposals, whereas the Greek Cypriot side has re-
jected these initiatives.

The UN Comprehensive Settlement Plan (Annan Plan) of 2004 which provided an ample
window of opportunity for the settlement of the decades-long Cyprus problem was
overwhelmingly rejected by the Greek Cypriot side in the referenda held in 2004.
The Turkish Cypriot side is committed to reaching a just and lasting comprehensive set-
tlement which will be a real remedy to all problems related to Cyprus issue. Former UN
Secretary General Annan in his report dated May 28, 2004 stated that "The rejection of
such a plan by the Greek Cypriot electorate is a major setback. What was rejected was
the solution itself rather than a mere blueprint...If the Greek Cypriots are ready to share
power and prosperity with the Turkish Cypriots in a federal structure based on political
equality, this needs to be demonstrated, not just by word, but by action”.

A new window of opportunity opened with the resumption of the UN settlement process
on September 3, 2008. It aims for a new partnership based on political equality and bi-
zonality with a federal government and two Constituent States of equal status, as had
been declared in the joint statement of the Turkish and Greek Cypriot leaders of May 23,
2008. The Turkish Cypriot initiatives have so far paved the way for progress in the on-
going negotiation process. However, the efforts of the Turkish side seem to remain unre-
ciprocated. If the Greek Cypriot side displays the required political will as well, it is
possible to achieve a comprehensive settlement soon. Turkey fully supports the ongoing
UN negotiating process and the Turkish Cypriot side’s constructive efforts. The success
of the process needs the effective support of both Turkey and Greece as two motherlands
and guarantor powers. Cyprus could be a basis of cooperation between the two coun-
tries.

3. The recent demonstrations in Northern Cyprus referred to during the session, were
reactions to economic measures taken by the Turkish Cypriot Government, which is cur-
rently pursuing some reforms aiming at restructuring the economy and sustaining the
fiscal balance, with the financial support of Turkey. Reactions to economic measures are
common in democracies. North Cyprus has a well-functioning democracy with most
marginal groups freely expressing their views. This democratic atmosphere is one of the
most valuable assets empowering the Turkish Cypriot society. In the long run, these re-
forms will not only contribute to the amelioration of the economic situation in Northern
Cyprus, but also to the aim of comprehensive settlement by contributing to the TRNC’s
economy. In the absence of a comprehensive settlement, the unjust restrictions imposed
upon the Turkish Cypriots are the main cause of their economic problems. The restric-
tions imposed upon the Turkish Cypriots have no legal or legitimate basis. This has also
been explicitly reflected in the various reports of the UN Secretary Generals, as well as
in the EU resolutions. The UN Secretary General in his report of May 28, 2004 follow-
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ing the Annan Plan referenda stated that "in the aftermath of the vote, the situation of the
Turkish Cypriots calls for the attention of the international community as a whole, in-
cluding the Security Council™ and that "the Turkish Cypriot vote has undone any ration-
ale for pressuring and isolating them". Underlining that there is no Security Council
resolution as regards imposing restrictions upon the Turkish Cypriots, the Secretary
General also called on the members of the Security Council to give a strong lead to all
States to cooperate both bilaterally and in international bodies to eliminate unnecessary
restrictions and barriers that have the effect of isolating the Turkish Cypriots and imped-
ing their development, thus stating that such a move would be consistent with the UN
Security Council Resolutions 541 (1983) and 550 (1984). The UN Secretary-General
Ban in his report to the UN Security Council in December 2007, once again confirmed
the call in the 28 May 2004 report of the former UN Secretary General Annan towards
lifting the isolations. The UN Secretary-General Ban called the international community
to develop economic, social and cultural relations with the Turkish Cypriots, underlining
that the steps towards lifting the isolations are in accordance with the UN Security
Council resolutions.

In the aftermath of the Annan Plan referenda, the European Council also decided
on 26 April 2004 to put an end to the isolation of the Turkish Cypriots and stated the fol-
lowing: The Council noted the results of the referenda in Cyprus on 24 April 2004 and
expressed its strong regret that the accession to the EU of a united Cyprus will not now
be possible on 1 May... The Council is determined to put an end to the isolation of the
Turkish Cypriot community and to facilitate the reunification of Cyprus by encouraging
the economic development of the Turkish Cypriot community"”.

4, There has never been an attempt to change the demographic structure of Northern
Cyprus neither by Turkey nor by the Turkish Cypriot side. This has again been ex-
ploited by the Greek Cypriot administration, notwithstanding the fact that it is the Greek
Cypriot side itself which, in collaboration with Greece, has long been trying to alter the
demographic structure of the Island in favour of the Greek Cypriot side. As part of this
campaign, a total of 10,350 mainland Greeks had been settled on the Island as early as
the Second World War, as documented by the records of the then British Colonial Office
(Document No. C.0.67.328). Following the Greek Cypriot onslaught on the Turkish
Cypriot community in 1963, as many as 20,000 mainland Greek troops were brought to
the Island clandestinely, in order to enable the annexation of the Island to Greece. This
has been admitted by high-ranking Greek officials. Ample evidence also exists in the re-
ports of the United Nations Secretaries-General to the Security Council (for example,
reports S/5950 of 10 September 1964 and S/8286 of 8 December 1967) pertaining to the
illegal importation of Greek mainland troops and their being given "legal status™ in order
to resettle them on the Island on a permanent basis. While this was being done, a paral-
lel process of evicting the Turkish Cypriots from their ancestral homeland was put into
effect, resulting in the forced emigration of thousands of Turkish Cypriots to other coun-
tries. Furthermore, Turkish Cypriots born after 1960 were not registered in order to
lower the growth rate of the Turkish Cypriot population.

After 1974, the Turkish Cypriots who were forced to emigrate between 1964-74,
returned to their homes and the new economic activity in Northern Cyprus created
opportunities and vacancies, hence a need for new and greater manpower. Under the la-
bor exchange agreement signed with Turkey, a number of workers went to Northern Cy-
prus to be employed in various sectors. Foreign workers from the Middle East and even
from some European countries also went to Northern Cyprus for employment purposes.
Most of them returned to their countries of origin once the projects for which they had
been called were finalized. A number of these people who fulfilled the requirements of
citizenship either by marriage or duration of residence, or by virtue of having been born
on the island, have been granted citizenship according to the domestic legal provisions
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of the Turkish Cypriot side, which exercises jurisdiction within its territorial boundaries,
as the Greek Cypriots do in the South. Therefore, to portray the efforts to fill the gap in
the Northern Cyprus economy as “"colonization” is totally unfounded and a futile effort
to distort the facts. It should also be noted that the Greek Cypriot administration has al-
lowed the resettlement and employment of thousands of non-Greek Cypriot immigrants
in Southern Cyprus in addition to settlers from mainland Greece, in accordance with its
own legislation. The issues of population and citizenship on the Island are currently be-
ing taken up by the two leaders within the framework of the UN-sponsored comprehen-
sive settlement negotiations. The validity of past acts, whether of a legislative, executive
or judicial nature, by any authority in Cyprus since the ending of the Partnership State in
1963, was covered by the Annan Plan, and is discussed in a similar perspective within
the framework of the ongoing negotiating process on the Island.

5. The fate of the missing persons in Cyprus cannot be taken up in a vacuum, nor
can it be addressed in a general framework without considering the historical circum-
stances that led to this human tragedy. The majority of the Turkish Cypriot missing per-
sons since 1963 have proved to be civilians, whereas the majority of the Greek Cypriot
missing persons have been military personnel. Nevertheless, the TRNC authorities, look-
ing at it from a human rights perspective, have always displayed their good-will and
constructive attitude on this issue. The Turkish Cypriot authorities have thus been facili-
tating the Committee’s access to all relevant areas including military zones in Northern
Cyprus. Mr. Christopher Girod, the Third Member of the Committee, stated during a
panel held on 10 November 2010 at the European Parliament that the Committee is satis-
fied with the Turkish side’s cooperation in this regard. Furthermore, from its inception in
1981, Turkey as motherland and guarantor power has given strong support for the work
of the Committee on Missing Persons. It is of utmost importance for the missing persons
issue to be solved within the Committee, and we hope that the momentum gained in the
Committee’s work will be preserved. With this in mind, Turkey has provided close to
half a million Dollars in funding for the Committee to date. It should also be kept in
mind that there are also applications lodged before the European Court of Human Rights
concerning the Turkish Cypriot missing persons. Therefore, the matter should not be
politicized. Neither should it be presented as an issue, which only affects the Greek Cyp-
riots.

6. In a similar manner, the property issue in Cyprus affects not only the Greek Cyp-
riots, but also the Turkish Cypriots, as there are Turkish Cypriot properties left in the
South. In 1975, through a voluntary Population Exchange Agreement reached in Vienna,
65.000 Turkish Cypriots moved to the North, while 120.000 Greek Cypriots settled in
the South. Bi-zonality which has been a fact of life in Cyprus from the earliest times was
thus formalized and consolidated by the voluntary Population Exchange Agreement.
Subsequently, both the Turkish Cypriots and the Greek Cypriots were allocated property
in their respective regions. The property issue is to be settled through the comprehensive
settlement of the Cyprus problem and property is one of the six chapters in the ongoing
negotiation process. In the absence of a comprehensive settlement, claims on properties
in North could be referred to the Immovable Property Commission (IPC) which was
found as an effective domestic remedy by the European Court of Human Rights’ judg-
ment of 5 March 2010. IPC, as the only effective remedy pending a comprehensive set-
tlement, gives the opportunity to the Greek Cypriots to solve their property claims.
A similar mechanism regarding the former Turkish Cypriot properties left in the South
does not exist in the Greek Cypriot Administration. The Turkish Cypriot properties in
the South remain to be under the custodian regime and the claims of the Turkish Cypri-
ots for their property are yet to be satisfied. Therefore, the allegations on the property is-
sue stated during the Council session are baseless as well.
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7. It should be emphasized that those who were forced to live in enclaves in Cyprus
were the Turkish Cypriots under Greek Cypriot siege between 1963 and 1974. Thanks to
the unilateral decision of the Turkish Cypriot authorities back in 2003, crossings and
trade between the two sides on the Island were liberalized despite the Greek Cypriot
side’s attempts to obstruct. There are currently no restrictions placed on the freedom of
movement of anyone living in Northern Cyprus and thus both the Greek Cypriots and
Maronites are free to move from North to South and vice versa. Therefore, claiming that
Maronites and Greek Cypriots in the North are living in enclaves is another futile at-
tempt for distorting facts. They enjoy social, cultural and religious rights and freedoms.

Committed to sharing a common future in a new partnership state, the Turkish Cypriots
have taken unilateral steps to contribute to the spirit of cooperation and tolerance be-
tween Turkish Cypriots and Greek Cypriots. Acknowledging that education is a funda-
mental human right, there has been a Geek Cypriot school in the North for many years.
The Greek Cypriot schools in the North can also follow the curricula in the South, with
teachers appointed by the Greek Cypriot Administration. Furthermore, religious com-
munities in Northern Cyprus practice their religion freely and they are able to hold all
kinds of religious services. On February 21, 2011, the Turkish Cypriot authorities fur-
ther eased formalities. Mass in Karpas peninsula during Christmas, however, has been
widely publicized in the international fora due to the Greek Cypriot efforts. This is in-
deed part of the orchestrated international campaign that the Greek Cypriots have been
pursuing to exploit the freedom of religion and cultural heritage in the TRNC.

The Greek Cypriots, on the other hand, have not yet taken similar steps to contribute to
the efforts aimed at sharing a partnership and thus addressing the very basic needs of the
Turkish Cypriots. The Greek Cypriot side, as reflected in the report of the Office of the
High Commissioner for Human Rights on Cyprus, is yet to honor its long-standing
commitment to open an elementary school for the children of Turkish Cypriots living in
Limassol on a permanent basis. The school text books at the primary and secondary
schools in the South include biased language against Turkish Cypriots and Turks. There
were press reports that the Financial Committee of the Greek Cypriot parliament last
year blocked the financial assistance to be allocated to the British school in the South on
grounds that the school’s "Hellenic character has been tarnished” due to the Turkish
Cypriot students. The exercise of the religious rights of the Turkish Cypriots in the
South is also limited. Imams from the Turkish Cypriot Authority for Religious Affairs
cannot render religious services to the Turkish Cypriot community in the South. In con-
trary to 19 churches, chapels and monasteries in Northern Cyprus open for worship,
most mosques in the South are either locked or in poor condition, with only two
mosques open for worship. Religious practice at Hala Sultan Mosque and Tekke, which
is one of the most significant sites for Islam, is allowed only within working hours.

8. The issue regarding the maintenance of cultural heritage does not only affect
North Cyprus, but the island as a whole. The Turkish-Muslim heritage in South Cyprus
is also in urgent need of maintenance and restoration. There are many Turkish-Muslim
cultural monuments including mosques, baths, fountains and cemeteries in South Cyprus
that fell into a state of dilapidation due to negligence. Therefore, with a view to contrib-
uting to the restoration of the cultural heritage on both sides of the island, the Turkish
Cypriot side, from its inception strongly supports the Cultural Heritage Committee
founded upon the agreement of Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cypriot sides on March 21,
2008.

9. Last but not least, violent fanaticism against Turks and Turkish Cypriots over the
last months has increased, with many instances of Turkish Cypriots being subjected to
violence after crossing to the South. Neither the stabbing of the Turkish Cypriot per-
former at the "Rainbow Festival” in the South in November nor the outrageous assault

6 GE.11-12452



A/HRC/16/G/15

against the Turkish basketball team Pinar-Karsiyaka on December 21 after its game
against Apoel in the Greek Cypriot side is reflected in the report of the Office of the
High Commissioner for Human Rights on Cyprus. These incidents are not compatible
with the efforts towards building a partnership and common future for Turkish Cypriots
and Greek Cypriots. Like the Turkish Cypriots, the Greek Cypriots should see the solu-
tion of their problems in a mutually-agreed settlement.
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