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The meeting was called to oxder st 12,35 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 67 AND 68 (gontinued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON INTERNATTONAL SECURI TY
AGENDA ITEMS

Tha CHAIRMAN: Yesterday I infornmed membersthatthe Comm ttee woul d
proceed this morning to take action on draft resol utions aAs€C.1/46/L.,52 and
A/C.1/46/5L.583. Owing to the fact that conaul tati one are continuing, | have
deci ded to postpone until this afternoonaction on draft resolution
A/C.1/746/L.53. However, we shall proceed to take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/746/L.52,

| ehall first call on delegations wishing t 0 make a statememt ot her than
a statement i n expl anation of vote or position.

| call on the representative of Malta to introduce draft resolution
A/C,1/746/L,52.,

Mr. GRIMA (Malta): On behalf ofthe sponsors - Al bania, Algeria,
Cyprus, Egypt, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Morocco, Tunisia, Yugoslavia ad
Malta ~ | ampl eased to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.52, entitled

“Strengt hening of security and cooperation in the Mediterranean region".
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(Mx, Grima, Malta)

I n introduecing t he dragt resolution, | should also like, on behslf ofthe
sponsors, to propose a slight revision in operative paragraph 2. The word
"of" in tbe phrase "efforts of t he Mediterranean States" shoul d be repl aced
with the word “by".

The main purpose of the draft resolution is to underline the need for
cooperation in the Mediterranean for regional peace and security, andinthis
context the draft highlights a nunber of initiatives thatare being undertaken
by States of the region, There are ni ne pre: .bular paragraphs. After
recalling | ast yearsresolution on the subject end reaffirmng the primary
role of the Mediterranean countries in strengthening and pronoting peace,
security end cooperation in their region, the Assembly would, in the third
preanbul ar paragraph of the draft, recognise the efforts realised so xarand
the determ nati on of the Mediterranean couatriea to intensify their dial ogue.

I n the fourth preambular paragraph there is an expression of concern etthe
persistent tension in the region, and in the follow ng preanbul ar paragraph
recognition of thei ndivisible character of security in the Mediterranean and
of the factthat cooperation to pronote econom ¢ and soci al devel opment in the
region will contribute significantly tostability, peace and security.

In the sixth preanbul ar paragraph The Assembly woul d recognize t hat the
positive devel opnents taking place worl dwi de woul d enhance prospects for
cl oser Buro-Mediterranean cooperation, and in the seventh preanbul ar paragraph
it woul d express sati sfaction at the grow ng awaremese of the needfor joint
efforts by sll Mediterranean countries so as tostrengthen ecomomic, social,
cul tural sad enviroamental cooperati on.

After taking Dote ofthe report ofthe Secretsry-General in docunent

A/46/523 and Corr.l, the Assenbly would, in operative paragraph 1, reaffirm
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(Mr.Grima, Malta)
that security in the Mediterranean is closely |inked to European security cs
well as to international peaceand security.

In operative paragraphs 2 and 3 it woul d expresssatisfaction at the
continulng sfforts by Mediterranean States t 0 contribute actively to the
elimination Of al| ecauses Of tension in t he reglom and enphasi se the need for
ajust and peaceful settlenent ofpersistent problems i n accordance W th the
Charter and relevantresol utions of the United Nations.

| n operative paragraph 4 t he Assenbly woul d welcome t he decision by the
United States of Anerica amd the Soviet Union ool onger to deploy tactical
nuclea: weapons on naval vessels and the positive effectthis woul d have on
confi dence- and security-building in the Mediterranean.

In the nexttwo operative paragraphs, the Assenbly woul d take note,
respectively, of t he adoption of t he Charter of Pari s i n December 1990 sad of
t he conclusions of t he Teath Ministerial Meeting Of the Movement of
Non~Aligned Countries in September 1991.

In operative paragraph 7 it woul d wel come the decisions takea by the
Western Mediterrameanm countries et their second meeting, held at Algiers in
Cct ober 1991, eand their decision to hold a summitat Tunis early in 1992

In operative paragraph 8 it would Dote the w despread supportanong
Mediterranesn countries and t he ongoi ng consultatioms t 0 create the
appropri ate conditions for the convening of a confereuce on security and
cooperation in the Mediterranean.,

I n operative par agr aph 9 Mediterranean countries are encouraged to
redoubl e their efforts to pronote confidemes~ and security-buil di ng measures
and to elimnate econom c and social disparities in the reglonms and in
operative paragraph 10 all States are urgedtocooperate with the

Medi terranean States in the iatemsification of existing fotmsof cooperatio
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(Mc, Grima, Malta)

In operative paragraph 11 Menber States and relevant or gani sations are
invited to communicate t o tre Secretary-General ideas and suggestion8 forhis
reporton the issue to be submtted to the general Assenbly at its
forty-seventh sessions; and im operative paragraph 12 thereisa decision to
include this itemin the provisional agenda of the next session.

It is the hopeofthe sponsors that draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.52, as
orally revised onbehalf ofthe sponsors, omthe item "Strengthening of
security and cooperation in the Mediterranean region™ will this year, as in
previous years . be adopted by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take a deci si on on draft
resolution A/C.1/46/L.52, subnmitted under agenda item 67, “Strengthening of
aeeurity and cooperation inthe Mediterranean region**.

| call uponthe Secretary ofthe Committee.

Mr. KHEBRADI (Secretary of the Committee): Draft resol ution
A/C.1/46/L.52 has aine sponsors and was introduced by the representative of
Malta at the Committee's 44th neeting om 27 November 1991. It was orally
revised atthis norning’s neeting by the representative of Mlta.

The sponsors oft he draftresol ution aresA bania, Al geria, Cyprus,
Egypt, the Li byan Arab Jamahiriya, Malta, Morocco, Tunisia and Yugosl avi a.

Ihe CHAIRMAN: The sponsors of draft resol uti on A/sC.1/46/L.52 have
expressed the wish that the draft resolution be adopted by the Committee
without a vote. May | take it that the Commttee wi shes to act accordingly?

Rraft resolution A/C.}/46/L,.52, a8 orallv revised, was adopted.

Ibe CHAIRMANt | shall now call upon representatives who w sh to
explain their position. My | remindthemthat, in accordance with General

Assenbl y decision 347401, explanations are limted to 10 m nutes.
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Mc, KLUBA (United States Of America)s The United States i s pleaseé
to join in the consensus on the draft resolutionconcerning the streagthening
of security and cooperation in the Mediterranean regi on. However, ny
Governnent w shes to note that United States support forthisdraft resoluti:
does not necessarily constitute support forthe proposal to establish a
conference On security and cooperatiun i n t he Mediterranean.

Mc. COTTAFAYI (Italy): The del egati ons of France, Greece, Port uga
Spain andftaly, on whose behalf | have the honour to speak, participated ix
t he adoption, without a vote, ofdraft resolution A/C.1/46/L.52 on
strengt heni ng of security andcooperation in the Mediterranean regi on aitho:
they ‘would have preferred to support a more thoroughly reviseddraft freed
from al | unbalanced amd di vi si ve | anguage.

The Mediterrunean countries of the European Community woul d have |iked
build, with the other Mediterransan partners, a solid commonbase from whic
to address jointly conceras reatedtO security and cooperation in the
Medi t erranean region. Enhanced regional cooperation is, in our view, the
right aimofthe draft resolutiom, and 'its achievement is the precondition
itsfurther development. \W regret, therefore,that negotiations with the
original sponsors did not result in a draft we oould fully support and
co-sponsor, Some paragraphs of am unbalanced and divisive nature were

specifically addressedin the negotiations.

Nevertheless, the del egati on8 on whose behal f I have the honour to sg
hope that anore forthcoming and updated approach will next year allow the
Medi terranean countries fully to support and sponsor the draft resol ution

wi |l address security and cooperation in our region.
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M= MASDN (Gapamla) woul d | i ke to express its support
for the inportant principle underlined by my colleague from Italy in his
statenent, thatis, theprinciple that regional initiatives, tobe successful,
must enjoy broad support among the parties in the region

Secondly, we woul d draw specific attention to the oral amendment to
operative paragraph 2, which makes clearer the selective nature of the efforts
about whi ch satisfaction is being expressedin that paragraph.

Mr. SERKSNYS (Lithuania): Lithuania supports all resolutions and
efforts forthe strengthening of peace in the world. Taking into account the
continuing warin Croatia, we could not formally accept operative
paragraph 2. Now, after the change in operative paragraph 2, if there were a
vote, we Woul d abatain.

Mr., AINEQ (Estonia): Estonia participated in the adoption of draft
resol uti on A7C.1/46/L.523 however, we should |ike to express our position
regardi ng operative paragraph 2. W aregreatly disturbed by the |anguage in
t hat paragraph siasece we cannot derive any satisfaction fromtbe carnage, death
and destruction that is preseatly taking place in the Mediterranean region:
nor do we perceive any attenpts to w thdraw the occupation forces. Rather, we
seean increase in attenpts tooccupy certain areas.

Mr. ALPMAN (Turkey): | should |ike toexplain, briefiy. my
delegation'sposition on draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.52, entitled
"Strengthening ofsecurity and cooperation in the Mediterranean region",which
the First Commttee has just adopted.

As in the case ofsimlar draft resolutions in previous years, my
del egation joined in the consensus in favour of this year’s draft rosolution.
This is an expression of our keen interest in maintaining andstrengthening

peacaand security in the Mediterranean regi on as a whol e.

AR S o e
it/ 'ﬂﬁm B o B T T o2 LY
R A NN e



BF/18 A/C.1/46/PV.44
12

(M Alpm rkey)

I should note, however, that the draft resolution refers to documents
adopted at certain meetings in which Turkey did not participate. I should
like to put on reco. ' the fact that our participation in the adoption of the
draft resolution should not be construed as Turkey's agreement with every
element contained in the conclusions of those meetings.

Zhe CHAIRMAN: I have been informed, during the discussion which has
just taken place, that we may now be 2ble to take actiom on draft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.53 also,

Mr, KQTEVSKI (Yugoslavia): The draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/46/L.53 is an attempt by its sponsors to adopt an approach
which would be more in conformity with the new trends in international
relations. However, I should like to inform the Committee that, for lack of
time, the sponsors were not able to complete consultations with all the
interested members of the Committee.

Therefore, after today's consultations, the sponsors have decided not to
press for action on draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.53. Instead, they have
decided to propose a procedural draft decision. I should like, therefore, on
behalf of Algeria, Cuba, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Madagascar, Pakistan,
Yugoslavia and Zimbabwe, to introduce the following draft decision:

"... Reaffirms the Declaration on the Strengthening of International

Sacurity;

“Recalls its pravious resolutions under this item, the latest of

which is resolution 45/80 of 12 December 1990;

"Inviteg Member States to provide their views on the implementation

of the Declaration on the Strengthening of Internmational Security:
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(Mc. Kotevski, Yugoslavia)
*"Requests t he Secretary-Gemeral to subnit a reportto the Ceneral

Asgambly at it8 forty-seventh session;

*Dacidaes to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-seventh
session the item ontitled ‘' Review ofthe inplenentation ofthe

Decl arati on om the Strengthening of I nternational Security’.”

We feelobl i ged to say that we shoul d, of courae, have preferred to have
had a draft rmsolution at this session too, but, unfortunately, owingto the
| ack of time, the consultations could not be conpleted. Therefore, | propose
to the Committee, on behalf ofthe sponsors, that this draft 4 :cision shoul d
be adopted w thout a vote.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has heard the statenment by the
representative of Yugoslavia, who announced that the sponsors ofdraft
resol ution A/C.1/46/L.53 are not now pressing for action on it.

The representative of Yugoslavia al so introduced a draft decision for
consi deration by the Committes. It in my understanding that, ifthe Committee
wi shes to act accordingly, then the procedure should be as follows: the draft
decision will receive a new synbol, nanely, A/C.1/46/L.54, and the Committee
will proceed to take action on it.

If | hear no objection, | shall take itthat the Commttee wi shes to
adopt draft deci sion A/7C.1/46/L.54.,

Rraft decisjon A/C,1/46/L.54 was adopted.
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Th HAIRMAN: I call on the represeatative of Hungary.

Mr. GAJDA (Hungary): I had no wish to prevent the Committee from
taking the decision it has just taken; I wish merely to submit a proposal to
the sponsors of draft decision Ar/C.1/46/L.54.

As my delegation was not involved in the consultations on that text, I am
left with the possibility of making only one proposal from the floor. That
proposal is connected with the text as read out by the representative of
Yugoslavia,

In following the text carefully, I noticed in the second paragraph a
reference to previous resolutions, including the most recent one. The first
preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.53 merely recalls General
Assembly resolution 45/80 of last year. I submit that reference to that one
resolution, as in draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.53, would suffice in draft
decision A/C.1/46/L.54 as well.

I would suggest that when the text is reproduced and put to the vote in
the General Assembly its second paragraph should recall only General Assembly
resolution 45/80 of 12 December 1990. I hope the sponsors of draft decision
A/C.1/46/1,.54 are agreeable to that proposal.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall call now on representatives wishing to speak
in exercise of the right of reply.

Mr. ALPMAN (Turkey): In the statement he made yesterday, the Greek
Cypriot represent: ive referred to the “"continuing illegal occupation of part
of the territory" -~

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Cyprus on a point of

order,
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Mr, KAKQURIS (Cyprus)s There are two points of order | wish to
raise.

First ~ and perhaps you can clarifythis, Mr. Chairman - it Ia my
understanding that the right of reply can be exercised at any tine before
action has been taken on draft resolutions under the items in question. W
have just taken action on two texts; that relating to the strengthening of
security an& cooperation in the Mediterranean region and draft deci sion
A/C.1/46/L.54. In ny view, the situation is this: in keeping with rule 128
of the rules of procedure,

“After the Chairman has announced the beginning of voting, no
representative shall interrupt the voting excepton a point oforder in
connection with the actual conduct ofthe voting. . «.*

The CHAIRMAN: M understanding ofthe rules of procedure is that
the right of reply can beexercised uantildconsideration of the ageadaitenB in
question has been conpleted. Weare still considering agenda itens 67 and 68

R \KAKOURIS (Cipriu)s: s ay s that

“During the course of a debate, the Chairnman may announce the | i st
of speakers and,with the consent ofthe Committee, decl are theli st
closed. He may , however, accordthe right of reply toany member if a
speech delivered after he has declared the list closed makes this
desirable.”

The debate on the items concluded; we entered the voting procedure on
those items; and we have just concluded that procedure, except for

expl anations of vote after the voting.
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The CHAIRMAN: | have consulted the representative of Cyprus, and I
now agai n call uponthe representative of Turkey.

Mr. ALBMAN (Turkey) + In the statement that he madeyesterday, the
represantative of the Greek Cypri ot s referredto the econtinuing ill egal
occupation of part of the territory of t he Republic of Cyprus by Turkish
forces. | n exercise ofmy del egation’8 right ofreply, & would first point
outthat the Turkish forces towhi ch he referred are not"inthe territory of
t he Republic of Cyprus® but in the territory ofthe Turkish Republic of
Northern cyprur.

Furthermore, those forces are not OOOUPYi NJ these lands. Onthe
contrary, they are seembythe Turkish Cypriots as their liberators andt he
guarantor0 oftheir very existemce. The international community is vell aws:e
of t he unspeakable events of the period between 1963 and 1974, in which
t housands of Turkish Cypri ot 8 were masraarod by tho Greek Cypriots attenpting
to unite the irland with Greece. Those whd are not familiar with these tragic
events shoul d referto the 1964 Security Counoi| resolutiom ® utabliohing the
Uni t ed Rations Peace- keepi ng Foreei n Cyprur (UNFI CYP).

| rhould like to emphasizse further thatthe presence of Turkish forcesin
the irland is not the cause but the outaome of the Cyprur problem This
Probl em is an intercommunal question. |tsS settlement has { 0 be negotiated
bet ween the Turkish Cypriot’and the Greek Cypriot communities. The settlement
is seen by the Security Counail, as described in resolutions 649 (1990) and
716 (1991), as the establishnent ofa new and |lawful State onthe ialand,
which will be a biszonal and bicommunal federation bared on the political
equal ity of the two communities.

Instead of distorting the nature of t he Cyprusissue and misrepresenting

the facts in order to use the First Committue for his community's political
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(Mc. Alpman., Turkey)
propaganda, the representative of the Greek Cypriots woul d do better to
di spl ay the good inteantions thathe attri butod tohis Goverament -

T h e - | call upon the representative oOf Cypruson a point
of order.

Mr, KAROURIS (Cyprus) ¢ Whentho representative of Turkey referred
to me in his initial remark8 as the Greek Cypriot representative, | refrained
from any comment, but he has now referred to me again as the Q eok Cypriot
representative. It is regrettable that the represeatative of Turkoy has again
this year shown total disregard and disrespect not only formy own del egation
but forthe Committee and the United Nati on8 in general.

The country that | represeat, asovereigm country and a Member oft he
United Nations, is Cyprus. The representative of Turkey should at the very
leact not show total contenpt forthe Organisation by referring tome as
anyt hi ng el se than the representative of Cyprus.

Whatis particularly, and more, Aisturbing i N termsoft ho Conmittee is
that the representative oOf Turkey is also our Vice-Chairman. In my hunble
opi nion, his behavi our and hi m manner of addressing ne is not in line with the
position and responsibilities that we have afforded him I|n any case,

M. Chairnman, your calling upon me as the representative of Cyprusis a
sufficient rebuke to the representative of Tur key.

The CHAIRMAN: | woul d ark representatives torefer tocountries by
their proper name.

| nowcall upon the represeatative of Turkey.

Mr., ALPMAN (Turkey): | shall continue. The represeatative woul d do

better to display the good intentions ho attributed to his Government with



RM/20 A/C.1/746/PV .44
23

(Mc. Alpman. Turkey)
respect t0 the peaaeful settlement of this28-year-old dispute Dy plscing the
issue in it8 true framework.

The CHAIRMAN: | call upon t hO representative of Cyprus,

Mx. KAKQURIS(Cyprus )+ M delegation has just heard the commentso
t he representative of Turkey and regretsthat he comtinues in hi 8 attempt to
hoodwi nk t he international community by camouflaging the internationally
condemmed illegal act8 oonduatod by his ecouatry, Turkey, against my oountry,
Cyprus, through it8 invasion and continued oaaupati on of part of t he territo:
of the Republic of Cyprus. .

| do not Wi sh toenter intoa dialogue with the represestative of Turke;
because t he O ganisation know8 the Cyprus problem only toowel |, Facts are
facts, Au invasion did oaour, and an oaaupation tem;ina in place. My
Goverament has repeatedly stated #at itis committed {0 a just and viable
sol ution of the Cyprus probl em on the basis ofthe Charter of the United
Nati on8 and the rel evant resol utions of the United Nations.

The question that really needs to beaskedhere ofthe representative o
Turkey iss 18 Turkey also willing to implement t ho various rel evant
resolutions oft he United Natious, especially thoaa of the Seourity Counail,
which, if X may be allowed to renind the representative of Turkey, areofa
binding nature? The Goverameat of the Republic Of Cyprus ha8 stated on
numercus occasions its support forthe relevant resolutions of the Unitod
Nations, including t he most r ecent one, Security Council rorol ution
716 (1991), which reaffirnB all previous resoliutions. Wesupportitin it8
entirety, sada we regard it as most constructive.

As regards the illegal entity existing inthe occupied area, which the

representative of Turkey attenpt8 to give legitinmaay, |et me refer him and
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(Mr, Kakouris, Cyprus)
Committeet 0 Security Council resolution 541 (1983), which cails upon all
States not to recognize this il|legal entity in the occupled part of Cyprus.
It is intoresting to note thattho only country that has disregarded that
resolution 4s in faot Turkey. Furthernore, Seeurity Council resolution 550
(1084) specifically aondommed Turkey for exchangi ng ambassadors with the
illegal entity inthe oaoupied area.

The United Natioms is not a narketplace where you pick andchoose that
which you like and throw away that which you do not, W saw Turkey’'s
quickness in misrepresenting and msinterpreting resolution 649 (1990).
Similarly, dthas attenpted tonisrepresent and msinterpret rasolution
716 (1991). It is high tine that this hypoerisy ended. |If Turkey is at |ast
willing toshow respect forthe United Nation6 andits Charter, then let it
start by stating in this Commttee its unequivocal support forall United
Nations resolutions on Cyprus and their inmplementation. Until it does so,
Turkey will remain isolated on the international stage as one who continues to
advocate that might is right, over theCharter and the United Nations and over

the primacy ofthe peaceful settlenent of disputes.
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Mr, ALPMAN (Turkey): In the exercise of m7 delegatioas's right of

reply at the Third Committee on 12 November, the Turkish representative

pointed out that it appeared impossible to hear conciliutory views from the

Greek Cypriots with regard to Cyprus.

This ohservation has once again been confirmed teday. 1n the face of the

statement of the representative of the Greek Cypriots, I think it would be

appropriate to quote what was said by the Turkish delegation at the Third

Commi

ttee on that occasion:

{spoke in French})

"It would certainly be impossible to hear such conciliatory and
encouraging things said here in this forum on the subject of Cyprus. We
have once again heard allegations made i an aggressive manner, and
counter to the truth. This relapse, which runs counter to Security
Council resolutions 649 (1990) and 716 (1991), certainly does not serve
the objective of the Secretary-General's mission of good offices.

"It is not my intention to dwell on the details, and I shall limit
myself to making a few comments of a gemeral nature by referring to the
report of the Secretary-General of 8 March 1990 (§/21183), as well as to
the aforementioned Security Council resolutions 649 (1990) and
716 (1991), which are dated, respectively, 12 March 1990 and 11 October

1991.

In paragraph 5 of his report of 8 March 1990 (§/21183), the

Secretary-General declares the following:

*'Cyprus is the common home of the Greek Cypriot and of the Turkish
Cypriot community. Their relationship is not one of majority and
minority, but one of two communities in the State of Cyprus. The mandate

given to me by the Security Council makes it clear that my mission of
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good offices is with the twO communities. M/ nandate is also explicit
t hat the participatiomof thetwo comunitier in this procesa is on an
equal footing. The solution that is being sougat i S thus one that must
be decided upon by, and nust be acceptable to, both communities. |t must
also reapect the cultural. religious, social and |inguistic identity of
each community’.

"Security Council resolution 649 (1990) reaff ixms, in its operative
paragraph 1, thatthe leaders ofthe two communities pledged to establish
a bi - communal Federal Republic of Cypruss whil e in operative paragraph 3,
the leaders of the two comnunitier are called upon to pursue their
efforts to reach freelya nutual |y accept abl e sol ution providing for the
establishment ofa federation that will be bi-comunal as regards the
constitutional aspects and bi-sonal as regards the territorial aspects.

“Security Counail resolution 716 (1991) reaffirns, imits operative
paragraph 3, that the establishment of a new constitutional arrangenent
for Cyprus that woul d emsure the well-being and security of the Greek
Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot communities in abi-comunal federation is
one of the fundamental principles of a Cyprus settlenment. In its
operative paragraph 4, resolution 716 (1991) reaffirms that the solution
to the Cyprus problem is based on one State of Cyprus conprising two
politically equal comunitier. |Inits operative parag ‘aph 6, t he
resol ution reaffirms that the Secretary-GCeneral’s m ssion of good offices
is with the two communities, whose paoeicipation in the process is on an
equal footing .

"As t hese references clearly indicate, the fundanental elenents for
a solution are,firstofall, the political equality of the two Cypriot

communities, t he Turkish and t he Greek; and, secondly, t he establ i shnent
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of a new, federal, bi-zonal, bi-communal Cypriot State, im which the two
communities will enjoy equality as well as identical powers and
attributions.”
{spoke in Engligh)
Thiz is the true framework of the Cyprus issue that I referred to at the
end of my f£irst statement today.
The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the representative of Cyprus, who
wishes to speak in exercise of his right of reply for the second time.
Mr, KAROURIS (Cyprus): It was of course regrettable, Mr. Chairman,
that during the courge of the statement by the representative of Turkey he did
not heed your ruling on referring to my country by its proper name; but that
is only an extension of total disregard for United Nations resolutioms.
All I have to say is that which I said in my first statement, that is,
that the Government of the Republic of Cyprus supports the efforts of the

Secretary-General, and all United Nations resolutions.

Besft Copy Avallable



