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The meeting was called to order at 11.35 a.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN CYPRUS

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON THE UNITED NATIONS OPERATION IN CYPRUS
(5/18491 and Add.1l)

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform members of the Council that 1
have received letters from the representatives of Cyprus, Greece and Turkey in
which they request to be invited to participate in the discussion of the item on
the Council's agenda. In conformity with the usual practice, I propose, with the
consent of the Council, to invite those representatives to participate in the
discussion, without the right to vote, in accordance with the relevant provisions
of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of procedute.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Moushoutas (Cyprus), Mr. Dountas

(Greece) and Mr. Turkmen (Turkey) took places at the Council table.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to recall that in the course of the

Council's consultations, members of the Council agreed that an invitation should be
extended to Mr. Ozer Koray in accordance with rule 39 of the Council's provisional
rules of procedure. Unless I hear any objection, I shall take it that the Council
decides to invite Mr. Koray in accordance with rule 39 of its provisional rules of
procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the appropriate time I shall invite Mr. Koray to take a place at the

Council table and to make his statement.
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The Security Council will now begin its consideration of the item on its
agenda. Members of the Council have before them the report of the
Secretary-General on the United Nations Operation in Cyprus for the period 1 June
to 30 November 1986 (S/18491 and Add.1). Members of the Council also have before
them a draft resolution, contained in document S/18515, which was prepared in the
course of the Council's consultations.

It is my understanding that the Council is ready to proceed to the vote on the
draft resolution before it. Unless I hear any objection, I shall now put the draft
resolution to the vote.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

A vote was taken by show of hands.

In favours Augtralia, Bulgaria, China, Congo, Denmark, France, Ghana,
Madagascar, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Union of Soviet
Sacialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Venezuela

The PRESIDENT: There were 15 votes in favour. The draft resolution has
therefore been adopted unanimously, as resolution 593 (1986).

The first speaker is the representative of Cyprus, on whom I now call.
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Mr. MOUSHOUTAS (Cyprus): Mr. President, allow me to congratulate you

warmly on your assumption of the high office of the presidency of the Security
Council for the month of December, and to commend you for the leadership and wisdom
with which you have conducted the consultations on the resolution just adopted,
renewing the mandate of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP)
.for another period of six months.

It is a source of satisfaction for me that the presidency of this important
organ of the United Nations is in the most talented hands of a seasoned and
distinguished diplomat of a great country with which we share close and friendly
relations. May I add, Sir, that we are fully aware of your countrv's struggles and
great sacrifices to create "one nation indivisible”. The preservation of the
indivisibility of Cyprus is one of the main causes of our own struggle, and its
negation is one of the reasons for the perpetuation of our problem and for its
being once more before this body.

Our congratulations go also to the President of the Security Council for the
month of November, Ambassador Sir John Thomson, the Permanent Representative of the
United Ringdom, for the impeccable manner in which he conducted tha consultations
of the Council on a number of important world issues brought before it.

I should like at the outset to thank the members of the Security Council for
the decision to renew the mandate of UNFICYP, to which my Government had given its
pPrior consent. Considering the critical situation prevailing on the island and the
ongoing mission of good offices of the Secretary-General, the peace-keeping
functions of UNFICYP, in promoting normalization and maintaining calm, are
necegsary and complementary to the peace-making efforts of our Secretary-General.

In this respect, 1 should like to express appreciation to the
Secretary-General, Mr. Perez de Cuellar, for his untiring efforts in seeking a

peaceful and just solution to the problem of Cyprus. In congratulating him warmly
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on his re-election té his high post, I wish to reassure him of our full
co-operation and continued support of his Cyprus mission of gcod offices, whose
mandate was just renewed. We wish to state again that our hopes for vindication
rest with the United Nations, which we consider the guardian of the freedom of all,
especially the small States., The principles of its Charter congtitute the
corner-stone of our foreign policy and the framework within which a just and
lasting solution of our problem can be found.

We commend warmly the valuable contribution of the Secretary-General's close
collaborators on the gquestion of Cyprus - the Under-Secretary-(eneral,

Mr, Marrack Goulding, and Messrs. James Holger, Gustave Feissel and

Glandomenico Picco. We value their dedicated efforts to advance the cause of peace
in our country. We take this occasion to bid farewell to the Agsistant
Secretary-General for Special Political Affairs, Mr. P. T. Liu, and express
appreciation for his long, dedicated service and contribution to the United Nations
peace-keeping efforts.

My Government's deep appreciation goes also to Major~General G. Greindl,
Commander of UNFICYP, and to his officers and men, for the most efficient manner in
which they carry out the duties entrusted to them by the Security Council. In
referring to UNFICYP, I should most certainly not fail to express gratitude to the
friendly Governments which through voluntary contributions of personnel and funde
enable UNPICYP to continue rendering its indispensable peace~keeping services in
Cyprus,

Por 12 vears, the people of Cyprus have been the anguished victims of
aggression, military occupation, expulsion, uprooting, attempts at secession and

the massive violation of human rights,
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For 12 years we have come before this body and other international forums to
seek justice and vindication for the unacceptable injustices and crimes perpetrated
against our country and people.

Our recourse to international forums has resulted in the adoption of a host of
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and declarations demanding, among
other things, the immediate withdrawal of all occupation forces from the Republic
of Cyprus, the return of the refugees to their homes in safety, and respect for the
human rights and fundamental freedoms of all Cypriots. Those resolutions éeplore
all unilateral actions which aim at changing the demographic structure of the
country or promote faits accomplis, and express full support for the sovereignty,
independence, territorial integrity, unity and non-alignment of the Republic.
Security Council resolution 541 (1983) deplores the declaration of the purported
secession of part of the Republic of Cyprus, considers that declaration legally
invalid and calls for its withdrawal, while Security Council resolution 550 (1984)
condemns all subsequent secessionist actions - which it declares ®illegal and
invalid® - and calls for their immediate withdrawal. Of special importance is
paragraph 3 of resolution 550 (1984), which calls on all member States "not to
recognize the purported State of the 'Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus®'® and
"not co facilitate or in any way assist the aforesaid secessionist entity”.

It is regrettable and unacceptable that thiz specific and mandatory provision
of solemn Security Council resolution 550 (1984) has also been contemptuously
violated by Turkey, which, as is known, has not only proceeded with the exchange of
so-called Ambassadors but, what is more. even findas it possible ¢o ciroulate among
the United Nations membership numcrous letters from this secessionist and illegal

entity at the expense of a critically overburdened United Nations budget.
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As to all the other numerous resolutions on Cyprus, the Government of Turkey
ot only has done nothing to implement any of their provisions but is outrightly
violating them by consolidating further its grip on the occupied territories of the
Republic. vVery recent reports - verified by none other than Major-General
G. Greindl, Commander of UNFICYP - confirm, as stated in paragraph 22 of the
Secretary~Ceneral's last report (5/18491) of 2 pDecember 1986, that the numbers of
che Turkish army of occupation have been increased and that extensive qualitative
changes have also been made to its armaments, especislly tanks with greater fire
powver and mobility. That prompted the Secretary-General to take the necessary
8teps and, a3 stated in paragraph 56 of his report, the mission of Messrs. Goulding
and Feissel proceeded after Nicosia to Ankara in order, inter alia, “to take up the
Question of Turkish forces in Cyprus® (8/18491, para $6).

We would have liked to see more emphasis in the report on this crucial matter
of the withdraual of all Turkish troops, including reference to the tremendous
increase in Turkish occupation troop gtrength, which now, according to United
Nations sources, numbers 28,000. Although we estimate the number of Turkisd troops
to be more than 32,000, it remains an undisputed fact that Turkish occupation troop
strength was alarmingly increased by 13 per cent ‘n recent months., This increase
is apparently the Turkish reply to the General Assembly and Security Council
resolutions and decisions of the past 12 years calling for the immediate withdrawal

of the occupation troops from the Republic of Cyprus.
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In view of this sericus developwent I express my Government's deep concern.
We beliove that the members of the Security Council should be alerted and take all
necessary steps within their power eo that Turkey complies with the provisions of
the relevant United Nations resolutions.

Of course, the increase of Turkey's war machine in the occupied part of Cyprus
is not ali, for Ankara is continuously upping the ante through “"Turkification®” by '
the importation of thousands of illegal settlers into the occupied areas of the
Republic of Cyprus, thus demonstrating its utter disrejard for this Organization
and the Secretary-General's mission of good offices.

In his report, the Secretary-Genaral warnsg:

"It is cbviously important that nothing should be done to change the

demographic composition of the island, as such action could prejudice efforts

to help the parties to negotiate an overall solution,® 8/18491, para. 33)

1 should add that the importation of settlers has recently acquired alarming
proportions, their numbers having reached some 60,000, according to the Turkish
Cypriot press. That is another gross violation of international law and Cyprus'
centuries-old demographic structure. It is a matter that could prejudice
negotiations, but it goes far beyond that and we believe it should have been
stressed in the report in a manner revealing its proper dimension.

As things stand now, for every Turkish Cypriot there is either one Turkish
soldier or one Turkish .clonist-settler from Turkey in the occupied areas., The
Turkish Cypriot community, segregated against its will in an apartheid-like manner
fiom the builk of our people, is submerged by the vocal colonist element. "Its
voice", our President has stated, "is lost in the rattle of the chaing of the
hundreds of Turkish tanks used to invade Cyprus.® The implantation of

colonist-gettlers from Turkey - a ruthless attempt to change the demographic
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character of Cyprus - was condemned as recently as September of this year by the
Heads of State or Government of the non-aligned countries in Harare.

It should be stressed that the settlers' party, organized and guided by
Turkey, participates in the so-called government of the pseudo-State, thus enabling
Turkey to have, in addition to its military control, continuing political control
of the Turkish Cypriot community. Furthermore, in the worst possible 1r9ny and
contempt for the democratic process, so-called elections are conducted and
so-called governments are formed in the occupied areas in which these colonists
have a decisive say, thus adulterating the will of the Turkish Cypriot community.

That assessment is reflected in and confirmed also by Turkish Cypriot
newgpaper reports and by statements of Turkish Cypriot leaders. “We are unable to
be masters of our own home®, stated Mr. Ozgur, a prominent Turkish Cypriot leader;
and Mr. Ruchuk, the late Vice-President of Cyprus, had bitterly complained in the
pasts °®... these settlers have turned a paradise island into an island of hell."
All this points up the necessity for the discussion as a matter of priority of the
three important items: the withdrawal of the Turkish troops and settlers,
effective guarantees, and the three freedoms.

Since the Turkish invasion of the Republic of Cyprus in 1974 and the
continuing militazy occupation of nearly 40 per cent of its territory, the Turkish
invaders have pursued a premeditated and systematic policy of destruction of the
tradition of the occupied areas. A manifestation of this policy is, among other
things, the illegal changing of the place-names of towns, villages and localities
which had remained unsltered €or hundreda. {f not thousands. of years as symbols of
the historic continuity of Cyprus' culture.

The Government of the Republic of Cyprus has over the years strongly protested

those fllegalities as they recall the darker ages of mankind., Thig climax of
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illegalities - the importation of Turkish colonist-settlers, the desecration of
hundreds of churches, and the changing of the names cf various localities in the
occupied areas - {8 confirmed in paragraphs 33, 34, 35 and 36 of the
Secretary-General's report and should be viewed with the utmost concern by the
Security Council.

Such acts constitute a violation of international law, United Nations
resolutions on Cyprus, and the relevant resolutions on national standardization
adopted at the Third United Nations Conference on the Standardization of
Geographical Names.

Parallel to the deliberate destruction of tradition, the "Turkification®, the
importation of colonist-settlers and the faits accomplis, the issue of negotiations
is another sad and striking example of diktat and the deceitful policy pursued by
Ankara. Obviously paying only lip service to the long-drawn-out negotiations held
over the years, it uses them as a amokescreen for mollifying the internationsl
community, which is anxiously awaiting progress on the question of Cyprus and ite
final solution.

As long as Turkey persists in its occupation of Cypriot territory, any
so~called intercommunal negotiations will in fact be conducted at gun-point and
offer Turkey an additional means of exerting pressure on the Greek Cypriot side in
order to make it surrender to Turkish demands and force it to capitulate
unconditionally and accept that the whole of Cyprus be placed under Turkey's
political and military contrcl.

Regrettably, the same means have been used in respect of the humanitarian
endeavours to trace and account for the fate of the missing.

For the past 12 years not only have we been negotiating at gun-point but also

through Turkish actions of faits accomnplis we are now faced with a situation where
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nothing will be left to negoutiate about short of asking the Government of Cyprus to
surrcnder and to accept the partition, dismemberment and disintegration of the
Republic of Cyprus.

We would have liked to gee in the report a clear condemnation of the illegal
visit of Mr. Ozal .to the occupied trritory of Cyprus and concern for the living
conditions of the enclaved Greek Cypriots. We also believe that violations of
Cyprus® airspace and the foward movement of Turkish troops at Ayios Raesianos
siilould have been castigated,

At this point I should like once again to call the Security Council's
attention to Turkey's construction of a vast military airport in Lefkonico which is
now illegally operated as a "civilian airport®. It is situated only few miles from
another illegal airport at Tymbou,and its construction ignores not only
international law but aleo specific demands contained in United Nations resolutions
and Non-Aligned Movement declarations on the complete demilitarization of the
Republic of Cyprus.

The tragedy of Cyprus which commenced with the inhuman invasion of July 1974
has thus developsd into a grave threefold crisiss first, the continuing Turkish
aggressicn and occupation and the importation of thousands of colonist-settlers
into the Republic of Cyprup; secondly, Turkey's refusal to implement solemn,
mandatory resolutions and decisions of this body; and, thirdly, the dilatory
tactics applied by Ankara aimed at buying time to consolidate partition while the

Becretary-General etrives to carry out hic mission of good offices,
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For our part, we have tried, within the framework of the mission of good
offices of the Secretary-General, to contribute to a peaceful and just solution to
the problem of Cyprus. As the President of the Republic of Cyprus,

Mr. Spyros Ryprianou, said last September at the Eighth Summit Conference of the
Heads of State of the non-aligned countries, in Harares

"We made painful concessions of the kind that no other Government in
similar circumstances would have made., We made them in the hope that we
would, in this way, ensure the withdrawal of foreign troops and settlers and
secure effective international guarantees for the security of Cyprus as well
as respect for the fundamental freedoms and human rights of all Cypriots. We
have been discussing for 12 years the constitutional aspect of the problem of
Cyprus and, despite ocur efforts, no serious discussion hags yet taken place
regarding the withdrawal of the occupation troops and settlers, the cessation
of the foreign interference in the internal affairs of the Republic of Cyprus,
the international guarantees and the fundamental reedoms and human rights.

“The time has come to tackle the Cyprus problem at its root, which is the
invasion, the occupation and the violation of human rights. This can no
longer be postponed”.

president Ryprianocu continued:

*At the same time, we welcome any effort from any direction for the
golution of our problem as long as it conforms with the United Nations Charter
and recolutions®.

We are in agreement with the Soerot
he cannot

"allow my mission of good offices to be frozen either because one side found a

particular suggestion unacceptable, or because the other side, having accepted
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a suggestion, ingisted that my effort could not proceed until the other side

had done the same". (8/18491, para. 54)

In the course of our discussions in Nicosia with Mr. Goulding and Mr. Peissel
ve wolcomed the content of that position, having also considered the aature of the
Secretary-General's mission of good offices. 1t is clear from the foregoing as
well as from our discussions that the Secretary-General is not a mediator or an
acbitrator, and therefore any ideas or guggestions he may have are for discussion
and cannot be gubmitted as formal proposals for acceptance or rejection. We
believe that documents can be submitted only if there is prior approval by both
sides. By our reply of 10 June 1986 to the suggestions of March 1986, we tried to
adopt the most positive response possible in the circumstances. As regards the
April 198S documents, the Turkish Cypriot side having rejected them, no one can
legitimately expect us to remain bound by them. The acceptance was made under
specific assurances on many issues which subsequent Turkish actions and positions
completely negated. It was also clearly and raepeatedly stated that we would not be
bound by those documents if the Turkish Cypriot side raised any new items in
gsubsequent discussions., Purthermore, subseguent oral and written statements by the
Turkieh Cypriots on the most important issues in the documents have completely
frustrated their very raison d'8tre.

The joint application of the nature of the "mission of good offices® and the
concept of ®integrated whole®, inter alia - exemplified again recently as meaning
"nothing is binding until everything ie agreed® - fully supports our demand for
priority treatment of the outstanding ilssues of the withdrawal of the troops and
the settlers, guarantees and the threo freedoms, as set out in
President Ryprianou‘’s letters to the Secretary~General of 20 April 1986 and

10 June 1986. That would also redress the negotiating balance amongst the various
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olements of the Cyprus problem. It must also be stressed that the specific
provisions of the United Nations resolutions for the withdrawal of the troops and
settlers, the question of guarantees and the application of basic fresdoms indicate
the importance of those questions and the necessity of giving them priority,

In our effort to reach a just and viable solution to the Cyprus problem, we
have made many proposals incorporating many painful concessions. whilst these
proposals cannot be regarded as binding, they are a weasure of our good faith and
good will. We are confident that resolution of the problem of troop and settler
withdrawals, guarantees and the applicatiocn of the three freedoms will enable us to
vefer once again to the other issues that have been discussed over more than a
decade.

We therefore believe that the procedure suggested in President Kyprianou's
letter of 10 June 1986 offers the only way out of the pressnt situation.

At thig point, I should say that we have noted in the Secrotary-General's
report the referaonce to the proposal for the convening of an intermational
conference. We firmly bo;iovo that the Becretary-General should pursue this matter
further as the specific proposal is in accord with the principles and purposes of
the United Nations Charter. We express the hope that the Secretary-General will
ghare the view that his perserverance in pursuing this matter will pave the way to
the achievement of the goal.

Since the problem of Cyprus is one of invaaion and occupation, the total
withdrawal of all foreign troops forms the backbone of the relevant United Nations
resolutions and the crux of the intezest of the world community. We consider the
implementation of this proviaion to be a sine qua non for a just solution. It is

unthinkable for foreign troops to stay in Cyprua after an agreed solution is
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reached. The two ideas are incompatible, absolutely unacceptable not only to the
Government of Cyprus but also to the international community in general, as
demonstrated by its stand on other world issues, It is because of this
internationally accepted position on foreign troops that this Organization, through
its solemn resolutions, and the son-aligned and Commonwealth countries, through
their declarations, demand the withdrawal of the Turkish troops absolutely and
unequivocally.

A demilitarized Republic, united and territorially integral, without armies of
occupation and barbed wires, will bring forth again, even stronger and warmer, tie
age-old peaceful and amicable coexistence of the people of Cyprus, separated now by
artificial barciers.

We are ready for a just and lasting solution to thas problem of Cyprus. We
look forward to rebuilding with the Turkish Cypriot community the bridges of
co-gperation which are temporarily out of use becaute they have been blown up by
foreign interference, invasion, division and oceupation.

The PRESIDENTs I thank the representative of Cyprus for the kind words
he addressed to me,

The naxt gpeaker is the representative of Greece, on whom I now call.
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Mr, DOUNTAS (Greece): I should like at the outset, Sir, to congratulata
you warmly on your assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the
current month. I am certain that with your wide experience you will guide the
Council in the best possible manner. Allow me to mantion on this occasion that it
gives me particular pleasure to sea thig body presided over by the cepresentative
of a country with which Greece maintains a long=-standing and strong friendship,
successfully tested even in times of adversity. Our common and traditional
commitment to the cause of democracy and human dignity is an unbreakable link
between the peoples of the United States and of Greece.

I should like aleo to congratulate the President of the Security Council for
November, the Permanent Representative of the United Kiagdom, Sir John Thomson, on
the highly competent manner in which, as usual, he carried out his duties.

The Security Council has further renewed the mandate of the United Nations
Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus (UNPFICYP) for six months. My Government has
concurred with the consent of the Government of Cyprue to that renewal. We believe
that in view of the existing situation in Cyprus the Porce still has a kighly
significant role to play in maintaining peace in the island. I should like on tﬁis
occasion to express our sincere thanks to all the countries that, by contributing
nmanpower and eguipment, have made possible the mission of UNPICYP despite the
severe financial problems the Force has been facing for a number of years. We are
all aware of the buvden those countries have had to bsar, and, thersfore, we are
grateful to them.

In that context it should be mentioned that we have read with deep concern in
the report of the Secretary-General on the United Naticna aperatian in Cynrue of
the extent to which UNPICYP is facing financial difficulties. Greece has, within
ite poasibilities, contributed substantially to the financing of the Porce, with &
contribution of $800,000 per year. There is no doubt that UNPICYP is facing grave

difficultias, In that connection, we have ohsarved with interest the suggestion
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contained in paragraph CS of the report that it might be appropriate to change the
system of financing UNFICYP so that in the future its expenditure might be covered
through assessed contributions. My Government would respond positively to any
suggestion aimed at putting the finances of UNFICYP on a sound footing, thareby
guaranteeing its existence so long as the Security Council deems its presence in
Cyprus necessary.

The Permanent Representative of Cyprus, Ambassador Moughoutas, spoke in
d;tail, and lucidly, of the various aspects of the problem of Cyprus. Therefore 1
shall limit my remarks only to certain aspects which have a particular importance
for my Government.

My delegation has studied with great attention the aforementioned report of
the Secretary-General. We were indeed deeply disturbed by the contents of
patagraph 22, regarding the auantitative and aualitative increage in the Turkish
occupation fo:seg in Cyprus. We atress the fact that the Turkish authorities could
not deny the aualitative improvement in their armoured forces in the occupled
territories, althougl, for obvious reasons, they attempted to deny that manpower
increases had taken place as well. It is, however, well known to all those with
even s minimal opportunity to gather information regarding the occupied territories
that such an increase has actually taken place.

My Government has on many occasions underlined the cardinal importance of the
auestion of the withdrawal of the Turkish army from Cyprus. It is because of the
paramount significance of that issue that the Government of Cyprus has firmly
maintained that the cusstion »f tho withdrawal of all the Turkish troops should be
fully discussed at the negotiating table as a matter of absolute priority, before
any further consideration is given to the constitutional and other aspects of the
problem, That is all the more necessary because the latter aspects have been

abundantly dealt with in the 12 years that have elapsed since the Turkish invasion
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of the island. The Greek Government strongly supports this fundanmental position of
President Kyprianou, which is clearly and unambiguously set out in his letters to
the Secretsry-Genaral of 20 April and 10 Juns 1986,

In this context I wish to invite the particular attention of the Council to
the position stated by the Turkish Cypriot leader, Mr, Denktash, with regard to the
withdrawal of the Turkish army, in his letter of 21 April 1988, the relevant
paragraph of which reads in part:

"As for the withdrawal of non-Cypriot troops excluding those that are to

remain on the island, there can be no withdrawval ... *

(8/18102/Add.1, annex V),

It is obvious from that letter and from several asimilar statements by Turkish
leaders that Turkey has the intontion of leaving at least part of its army in the
island indefinitely. The above statement by Mr., Denktash and the aforementioned
increase of the Turkish army in Cyprus intensify our concern and further justify
our basic position that the guestion of the withdrawal of the Turkish atmy should
be discussed as a matter of absolute priority. Unfortunately, ve see in the tepo'rt
of the Secretary-General no indicstion that the Turkish side envisages any change
in its pesition on this auestion., Nor do we see in the report the matter of the
Turkish occcupation force given the prominence due it becauss of its cardinal
inportance.

It has been universally recognized that in all internationsl problems
involving armed cccupation and currently under discussion in this Organization the
crucial eloment is the withdrawal of tha trocps, No megotiaticns towards a
golution can succeed unless they tackle from the very outset the crux of the
matter, which is the withdrawal of the occupation troops, What is valid for other

crisis areas is obviously valid also so far as Cyprus is concerned.
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The situation in Cyprus and the relevant options, as described in the report
of the Secretary-General, do not, unfortunately, leave grounds for optimisn
regarding future prospects. As I hava had the opportunity to mention in the past,
tha possibilities for progress on the Cyprus auostion can be correctly assessed
only by dealing as a mutter of priority with the main outstanding issues which
constitute the crux of the question, namely, the withdrawal of the Turkish treops,
eventual guarantees, and the cuestion which is known as the three freedoms.

The presence of the Turkish army in Cyprus remains the stumbling-block for
progress towards a solution in the island. It is therefoze high time, we submit,
that the United Nations tackled the problem of the occupation of Cyrpus as a matter
of priority, in a direct snd bold manner, in accordance with the numerous
resolutions adopted by the United Wations. If those efforts meat with success, the

road to a negotiated sattlement will open.



Jp/mh §/PV.2729
26

{(Mr. Dountas, Graece)

The picture I have is not a rosy one, but truth is preferable to
self-delusion. However, despite the negative attitude of the Turkish side iowards
a really fair solution and the adverse realities stemming from that, tke Greek
Government continues to lend its support to the Secretary-General's mission of good
offices. 1 take this opportunity to express to Mr. Perez de Cuellar ny
Government's appreciation of his untiring attachment to the cause of Cyprus. We
also greatly value the strenuous efforts to this effect of his most able staff.
Pagtscula: thanks go to General Greindl and the officers and men of UNFICYP for
their dedication to a highly delicate peace-keeping mission on the iszland.

My Government stands firmly at the side of the Government of Cyprus in its
genuine struggle for a peaceful and just solution to a problem in which the very
pPrinciples of this Organization are at stake. We fervently hope that a solution
will be found for the benefit of the people of Cyprus as a whole and of peace in
the cegion. We lend cur full support to all genuine efforts towards this goal,

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Greece for his kind wotds
addressed to me.

The next speaker is Mr. Ozer Roray, to whom the Council has extended an
invitation under rule 39 of its provisional rules of procedure. 1 invite him to
take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr., RORAY: Allow me to thank you, Mr. President, and through you the
other members of the Council, for giving me the opportunity to address the Council
on this matter, which i8 of direct concern to the Turkish Cypriot people. We value
these opportunities to convey to the Council the views of the Turkish Cyprict side,
as one of the directly interested parties in Cyprus.

As all representatives know, Cyprus has been on the agenda of United Nations

organs for almost 23 years. In fact, to be exact, in another 10 days, the calendar
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will show 21 December, the fateful day in 1963 on which the violent dismantling of
the bi-national Republic of Cyprus by tha Greek Cypriot wing commenced, in
accordance with what is called the Akritas Plan - the dastardly plan of mass mu~der
and destruction - vrepared by the Greek Cypriot leadership.

It will also soon be 23 years since the day the Security Council established
the United Nations Paace-keeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP) and sent it to the
island, By then the mrnisb people of Cyprus were already enduring, in the words
of the then Sec:tetary~-General, a "veritable siege® in the enclaves into which they
had been pushed by force of arms.

For the past 22 years we have been meating every three or aix months in this
Chamber to extend the stationing of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in
Cyprus for further periods. But a negotiated settlement of the problems created by
the Greek Cypriots has remained as elusive as ever, despite the efforts exerted in
this regard over many, many years.

It 1s time correctly and honestly to answer the question why a just and
lasting, negotiated solution in Cyprus has eluded us for 23 years, in spite of many
rounds of negotiations between the two aides in Cyprus ~ the Turkish Cypriots and
the Greek Cypriots. 1In trying to diagnoss correctly the cause of this failure, we
have to take into account that since 1963 the two communities have lived physically
apart and that the Greek Cypriots, who terminated the partnership of 1960 through
the use of force, have never been genuinely interested, either before or since
1974, in re-establishing a joint Government with the Turkish Cypriots.

OCur sincere reply to this question is that the recognition cf an illegal,
unconastitutional, usurper régime as the Government of Cyprus i the main

stumbling-block in the way of a negotiated solution in Cyprus. The cause of the
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failure, for so long, to reach a gettlement in Cyprus ig this unjust situation.
This injustice has to be redressed.

The political equality of the two sides in Cyprus, which was embodied even in
the 1960 Constitution, must be recognized, and equal treatwent must be accorded to
both sides if the chances of a negotiuated settlement in Cyprus ;te to be enhanced.
It i8 up to those who wish to see a negotiated solution im Cypruas to adjust their
individual courses accordingly.

Having pointed out the primary cause of the failure to reach a negotiated
settlement in Cyprus, despite the strenuous efforts of the last 23 years, I wish to
point out the importance in this regard of the conclusion reached by the
Secretary-General in his report to the Security Council six months ago, on
11 June 1986. It will be recalled that the report was submitted to the Security
Council following the non-acceptance by the Greek Cypriot side of the draft
ltuleuork agreement of 29 March 1986, 1In paragraph 18 of that report the
Secretary-General said:

*I remain convinced that, if accepted by each of the two sides, this document

will provide the right framework for negotiating a just and lesting solution

to the Cyprus problem.* (8/18102/Add.1 ra. 18)

Purthermore, in paragraph 19 of the same report the Secretary-General stateds

*1 regret that, since one side is not yet in a position to accept the draft

framework agreement of 29 March 1986, the way is not yet open to proceed with

the negotiations I have propused f£nr an overall solution.® (8/18102/Add.1,

pacta. 19)

The Turkish Cypriot side, having accepted the draft framework agreement of
29 March 1986, both in substance and in procedure, continues to be in full
agreement with the Secretary-General that the draft framework agreement is the

right framework for a negotiated solution in Cyprus. President Denktas has since
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toiterated on many occacions that our acceptance of it is still valid and that the
dcaft framework agresxent remains on the table.

Moreover, the Turkish Cypriot aide concurs with the Secretary-General that the
draft framework agreement, if accepted in substance and in procedure by the Greek
Cypriot side as well, is still the right and best framework for proceeding to
“negotiating 2 just and lasting solution®, particularly because, as the
Secretary-Genecal states in paragraph 51 of his present report, of 2 Deceaber 1986,
the draft framework agreement of 29 March 1986

®... preserved all the points on which agreexent has been reached over the

past two years ...". (8/18491, nara. §1)

In view of the above, the Turkish Cypriot side agaiﬁ corcurs with and supports
the Secretary-General's decision not

*to revise the document of 29 March 1986 or to present a new one ...",

(818491, paca. 52)
for we believe, as the Secretary-General states in paragraph 54 of his report of
2 December 1986, that it is essential to

“.c. [presscve] all that had been achieved so far and (build] on it for

further progress ...". (8/16491, para. 34)

The only factor blocking the way to progress and to a negotiated overall
solution is the lack of political will on the part of the Greek Cypriot side. The
Secretary=General in paragraph 61 of his latest report reiterates the aim of

*the establishment of a bi-communal, bi-zonal federal republic
and recalls that

"Over the years, the two 8ides have reached agreement on bssic principles and

objectives of such a solution®, (8/18491, para. 61)

The present Greeck Cypriot position is in contradiction of these facts.



RG/7 8/eV,.2729
3l

{Mr. Koray)

The Greek Cypriot non-acceptance of the draft framework agreement becomas all
the more significant when considered in the light of the following excerpt from the
Secretary-General's report to the Security Council of 1l June 1986 as regards the
procedure envisaged in the draft framework agreements

", .. I proposed negotiating procedures which would give e;ch gide an ample

opportunity in the negotiations that lie ahead to assure itself of the good

intentions of the other. These procedures included the convening of
high-level meetings whose agenda would include from the outset the questions
of troop withdrawal, guarantees and the three freedoms. 1 also proposed the
concept of an integrated whole, that is that neither side would be ultimately
committed to an overall solution until all issues had been resolved to its

satisfaction.” (8/18102/Add.1 ra. 17)

In view of the above excerpt, the magnitude of the insincerity marking the
Greek Cypriot attitude and approach becomes abundantly clear.

The Turkish people of Cyprus have learned from years of experience that the
Greek Cypriot leadership, which takos pride in its meek subordination to Greek
Prime Minister, Mr, Papandreou, cannot and will not accept any document that
embodies the principle of equal political status of both sides in Cyprus and
envisages a bi-communal, bi-zonal ropublic. It is because of the presencs of these
elements in the draft framework agreement of 29 March 1986 that the Greek Cypriot
side hag shrunk from accepting it. Their acceptance c¢f it would have meant
accepting the Turkish people as their equal in the body politic of Cyprus. This
they cannot do because their ocath in the Akritas Plan haunts them. They do not
hide the fact that they consider the present state of affairs in Cyprus with regard
to their status within the world community as the nearest thing to enoais.

And, as I stressed at the beginning of my statement, the unwarranted and

unconstitutional recognition accorded to this group of usurpers as the only
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legitimate government of Cyprus is the biggest factor encouraging and enhancing
their intransigence.

A more flexible approach in the treatment of the two sidus in Cyprus is the
only leverage the international community has in affecting a positive change in the
attitude and approach of the Greek Cypriot side.

I have no intention of dwelling upon the worthless Greek Cypriot diatribe, for
such a performance of "sobbing and wailing®, to which‘we have been subjected so
many times, does not warrant wasting the Council's valuable time. However, in view
of the accelerated disinformation campaign of the Greek Cypriot side on the
non-issue of "settlers®”, I must beg the Council's indulgence to dispel the
confusion that may arise in this regard.

As members all know, the island of Cyprus had been part of the Ottoman Empire
for over 300 years. It thecefore requires minimal logic and historical knowledge
to grant that the demographic structure of the island was composed, at least from
1571 onwards, of Turkish and Greek peoples.

It is again common knowledge that the demographic structure of any country, in
numerical terme, is not a static ghenomenon. It is a function of various factors
like birth and death rates, the rate of immigration and emigration., We can assume,
therefore, that relative ratios of the Turkish Cypriots and the Greek Cypriots did
not remain constant over the centuries but differed according to the factors at
play at a given time.

It is again a documented .act that this ratio had started to change in favour
of the Greek Cypriots with the island coming under British domination in 1878.
Turkish Cypriotg then emigrated to Turkey, literally in their thousands. There is
not & single Turkish Cypriot household that does not have a few members of its
extended family living in Turkey today. This was an emigration that lasted

throughout the 82 years of British rule in Cyprus.
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The second stage of large Turkish Cypriot emigration came with the advent of

EORA terrorism in Cyprus in the 19508. Turkish Cypriots escaping Greek Cypriot
terrorisn and seeking secure living conditions elsewhere amigrated in large numbers
to countries like the United Kingdam, Australia, Canada and, in smaller numbers,
the United States of America. This movement was accelerated from 1963 onwards,
when the Greek Cypriots began their cruel attack on the Turkish Cypriots,
massacring them en masse and dislocating the community. Throughout the 19608 the
Gree. Cypriots 4id their utmost to encourage the Turkish Cypriots to leave the
island. They issued one-way passports out of the island, but they refused
passports to students studying abroad who wished to return back to their land,
which resulted in many of them settling eloewhere. Many of them were physically
prevented from returning back to their country during the 1960a. As a case in
point, I should like to remind meabers of the Council that President Denktash was
barred from Cyprus ané had to live in exile for five yeare, between 1964 and 1968,
Turkish Cypriots born during those dark years were not registered as citizens.

All theoe documented facts show that, despite their higher birth rate, the
ratio of the Turkish Cypriot population of Cyprus continued to be pushed down all
through these years, while at the same time the Greek Cypriot population was being
augmented by importation of large numbers of people from Greece and by settling in
Cyprus, after their discharge, of the mainland Greek soldiers who were in Cyprus
clandestinely.

Today there are an estimated 70,000 to 80,000 Turkish Cypriots living in the
United Kingdom, 26,000 in Australia, 10,000 in Canada, and so on. But by far the
biggest number of Turkish Cypriots and their direct descendants live in Turkey. It
is clear, therefore, that there are today more Turkish Cypriots and their

descendants living elsewhere than in Cyprus itself,
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The above records should amply prove the fact that the ratio of the Turkish
Cypriot and the Greek Cypriot populations, which the Greek Cypriot side is so proud
of quoting, is an arbitrary ratio that is the product of extremely adverse
clecumstances that forced the Turkish Cypriots to emigrate over many years.

The fact that some of the people of Turkish Cypriot origin living in the
above-mentioned countries have indeed opted to return to their original country -
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus - and reunite with their families, in
exercise of their most natural right of citisenship - which according to our
citizenship laws they could never lose unless they themselves renounce it - after
conditions of pece, security and stabjlity had raturned to the island in 1974,
cannot by any stretch of the imagination be interpreted as an attempt to change the
demographic structure of the island by implanting “"settlers®.

Lot me state once and for all that there is no problem of "settlera® in Cyprus
the way the Greek Cypriot side portrays it. Those who return are our kith and kin
coming back to their lust homeland with excitement. We encourage them to come back
to where their roots are and help us with their expertise and know-how to rebuild
the land from which they vere forced to emigrate over many years by ruthless
guppressjon and discrimination.

The Government of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus is the sole
legitimate authority conducting the affairs of the State, including control of its
borders and of the crossing points to and from its territory. The Turkish Republic
of Northern Cyprus, which is the embodiment of the right to self-determination of
the Turkish people of Cyprus, ig as legal and ovnstitutional as the Greek Cypriot
administration masquerading as the legitimate “"Govarnment of Cyprus® is {llegal and
unconstitutional., The legitimate authorities of the Turkish Republic of Northern
Cyprus will continue to rebuff all attempts at interfering in the country's

intucnal aftairs.
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Turning now to the resolution just adopted by the Council, I cannot but state
that the Government of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus rejects it, firmly
and uneauivocally, for the following reasonss

The Turkish people of Cyprus and its Covernment cannot acouiesce to the
reference in the third preambular paragraph to a "Government of Cyprus® as if such
an entity existed today, or ever existed since 1963. The portrayal of such an
flleqal, unconstitutional entity as the legitimate “Government of Cyprus®” is, was,
and will always bhe abhorrent to our people and its democratically elected,
legitimate representativas, It is references such as this that encourage the Greek
Cypriot Administration in its intransigence.

Similarly, the reference in the fourth preambular paragraph to “"other relevant
resolutions® is unacceptable to the Turkish Cypriot side, since the Turkish Cypriot

side has either rejected in toto, or accepted subjact to reservations, the

resolutions in cuestion.

As regurds the reference in paragraph 2 to the "mission of good offices® of
the Secretary~General, the Govermment of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
would like to state that it understands that mission to be amanating from Security
Council resolution 367 (197%), in which case, my Government pledges it its full
support.

In paragraph 3 a reference is made to the "present mandate®. We have to
stress that the mandate in auestion 18 not compatible with the radically changed
conditiona,

Despite its unavoidable rejection, in toto, of the present resolution, for
reasons stated above, the Turkish-Cypriot side is nevertheless favourably disposed
to accept the presence of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus

(UNFICYP) on the terricory of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus on the same
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basis as that stated in June 1986, Thus, our position continues to be that, the
principle, the szcpe, the modalities and the procedures of cc-operation hetween the
authorities of the Turkish Republic of Worthern Cyprus and UNPICYP shall be based
only on decisions which shall be taken solely by the Government of the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus.

Before concluding, I should like to take this opportunity to convey to
Mc. Javier Péresz de Cufllar, the Secretary-Gensral, our hesrtfelt congratulationa
on his re-election for a second term, and to extend to him our profound
appreciation and thanks for his efforts within his mission of good offices. The
Government of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus hopes that his efforts will
one day be given a chance to succead,

I should 1ike tO convey our thanks and appreciation to Mr, James Holger,
Acting Specisl Representative of the Secretary-Gencral, to Major-Genersl
Gunther Greindl, the Porce Commander, and to the militacy and civilian staff under
his command.

Our thanks and appreciation go also to the Under-Gecretasry-General,
Mr. Goulding, and to Mr. Peissel and Mr. Picco for their untiring efforts in
pursuance of their duties.

The PRESIDENT: The next spesker is the representative of Turkey, on whom
1 now call.

Mr, TURKMEN (Turkey): Mr. President, I wish to thank you and the other
senbere of the Security Council for this opportunity to participste once again in
this biannus) Addssusaion of the ajetasefon {n Cyprua.

Pirse of all, may I extend to you, Sir, my warm congratulations on your
assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the month of December, 1

do so with particular pleasure, not only because of the very close and fruitful
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relations existing between our two countries, but aulso bacause we ate confident
that your wealth of experience, your knowledge and your negotiasting abilities will
enabla you to guide the work of the Council productively and effectively.

I also take pleaaure in paying a tribute to Sir John Thomson, who presided
over the Council in November with great skill and diligence.

In the previous meetings of the Se~nrity Council devoted to the matter under
consideration, I had the opportunity to state our views on the United Nationa
Peace-keeping Porce in Cyprus (UNPICYP) which has been on the island since 1964, X
had explained our perception of UNPICYP's role, a role which has inevitably
undergone a tremendous change in so many years.

Six months ago, I had stated that if the peace process continues to be
hanpered by Greek Cypriot intransigence, the need for the continued presence of the
Force would become more and more questionable. Let me underline that fact on this
occasion as well.

The position of my Government on the resolution which has been adopted today
by the Council does not need much elaboration. Because of the unaccaptable
elements it contains, we cannot consent to any extension of UNPICYP's mandate on
the basis of the present resolution. Therefore, it laoko our support as & directly
interested party. Mr. Koray has just reaffirsed the position of the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus on the modalitics of UNPICYP's praesence in Worthern’
Cyprus. I wish to confirm my Government's full agreement with that position.

We are thankful ¢o the Secretary~General for his present report which outlines
his contacts with the two sides since June in the context of his misison of good
offices. Our support for his efforts in search of a federal solution in Cyprus was
reiterated by the Turkish Poreign Minister in the General Assembly on

2 October 1986, when he stated the following:
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*Wwe continue to support the mission of good offices with regard to Cyprus
of the United Nations Secretary-General and appreciate his recent efforts. We
note with gatisfaction the prowpt acceptance by the Turkish Cypiiot side of
the draft framework agreement submitted on 29 March 1986 by
Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar after intensive contacts over several months with
both gides. We regret, howevur, that the Greek Cypriot side has turned down
that document, which represents the cumulative outcome of a process that
started more than two years ago, in August 1984, in Vienna,

“The draft framework agreement coutains the principles and parameters
which should guide the negotiations between the two sides in Cyprus, That
frapework is the result of two years of effort by the Secretary-General to
reconcile the views of the two parties, It 414 not come as a surprise to
either party since it was discusged with them in a detailed manner before it
wag formally presented by the Secretary-General, It is normal that neither of
the parties is entirely happy with {t, but the Turkish Cypriot side has
accopted ft in a spirit of conciliation and compromise and without any
1llusions as to the difficulties which will emerge during the negotiations.

It has accepted it because the draft agreement reflects a reasonable “alance
between cpposing views and delicately interconnected problems,

*The Turkish Cypriot side has proved its goodwill and its desire for the
final resolution of the Cyprus problem. The Greek Cypriot side should seize

this opportunity. It should realize that, in view of the evolution of the

of meaningful negotiation.” (A/41/PV.21, p. 78)
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This is in essence the perspactive through which we continue to view the
present situstion, Thare has been a standstill since last April owing to the
attitude of the Grazk Cypriots, who have continued €0 act according to the advice
given to them from Athens. The Greet snd Greek Cypriot ludorphlp: have had,
during the past six months, many new cccasions ¢o declare their identity of views
in handling the Cyprus auesticon. This collaborstion can hardly be welcomed since
it seems to servo only to diminish the prospects of a comprehensive settlement
betwaen the tuo sides. Six months ago, we hesrd certain unconvincing arguments
from the Greek and Greek Cypriot side belfttling the efforts of the
Secretary-Genezsl. B8inow then they have furthar Arifted awvey from political
realisn.

“he Greek Cypriot desands and preconditions vhich are advanced to evade the
drafe fsamework agreement are illogical and unzeasonable., Theitr sole purpose is to
Adincacd the leqiuutg intercsts of the Turkish Cypriot side, Such an attitude
ssounts to a denfal of the history of the relations hetwesn ths two communities of
Cyptus for the past 23 years. In the msantime, the Greek Prime Minister continues
to trefer tO Cyprus as "Greek naticial space® and nilitsry messures are stressed in
the south of the island on & growing scale while there is lesa and lese reference

t0 an aytreed solution.
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We have noted that Greece and the Greek Cypriot side have continued to
nanufacture allegations regarding the Turkish military presence in the Tuckish
Republic of Northern Cyprus with a view to misleading world public opinion,

Ag stated by the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 9 October 1986, Turkey
has not reinforced its forces in northern Cyprus, in either personnel or
eauipment. Turkey has no aggressive intentions anywhere, including in Cyprua,
Turkey is encouraging peace and negotiations in Cyprus and supporting, in this
context, the mission of good offices of the Secretary-General and the document of
29 March 1986 that he has put forward within the framework of that mission.

The development which poses a real danger in Cyprus is the rearmament efforts
on the Greek Cypriot side and Greece's contribution to and support of those
efforts, The groundless claims put forward by the Greek Cypriot side are at the
same time designed to cover up those dangerous efforts. The Turkish side has drawn
the attention of the United Nations Secretary-General to this disguieting
situation, and will continue to do so. We note from the Secretary-General’'s report
that the Greek side has in fact considered that there has been an incresse in the
trcop strengths and armoured vehicles in southern Cyprus,

With regard to troop strengths and level of armaments in southern Cyprus,
there are mainly the following three elements to be “aken into account: the Greek
Cypriot *"National Guard®, Greek support for that force, and Greek mainland troops
in Cyprus,

The Greek Cypriot "Naticnal Guard™ is an unconstitutional army in terms of the
1940 biocnmmunal avstem: it was established after the destruction of the partnership
in 1963 and constantly used against the Turkigh Cypriot community during the dark
years before 1974, 8o it i3 a force created and used by one of the partners of the

bicommunal Republic agafinst the other partner at a time when there were no Turkish
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forces in Cyprus, spart from the Turkish contingent under the Treaty of Alliance.
The Greek Cypriot "National Guard” was and still is under the command of a Greek
mainland General, and Greek mainland officers staff the hfigher ranks. Therefore,
it is a combined Greek and Greek Cypriot forco. The estimated strength of that
army is now around 25,000, It counts onh a much larger reserve force which can
readily be mobilized, According to official Greek Cypriot figures which were
recently revealed, that force can reach a strength of 70,000 men within 24 hours.

The Greek Cypriot "Nstional Guard® has been reorganized and heavily armed in
recent years through direct nilitary purchases from various countries and military
agsistance from Greece. Thosa purchases have been financed from funds which
correspond to a sizable percentsge of the Greek Cypriot gross national product.
There is close collahoration between Greece and the Greek Cypriot administratiia to
increase drsmatically armaments and militarty capabilities in southern Cyprus.

At present there are 26 infantry battalions in southern Cyprus. 1In case of a
general mohilization 27 additional infantry battalions can be formed, FPurthermore,
there are on the Greek Cypriot side 27 other battalions of various types, including
mechanized infancry, tank, armotured carrier, commando, artillery, anti-aircraft and
antitank battaliona, 1In general there has been an increase of eight battalions in
recent years., The most significant developaent with regard to both military
ecuipment and reorganization has heen in the mechanized infantry and the armoured
carrier battalions, which reveals the importance plsced on increasing armoured
pover. There have been notable corresponding increases in armaments in southern

Cyprus: £or susmpls, ths numher nf armnurad nercannel carriaora has been increased

by 96 in the past few years bringing the total to 140; the number of armoured

reconnaissance vehicles hae baen increaszed by 112, making a total of 213. The
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Greek Cyprict arsenai further inclijes nearly 200 pieces of artillery, a total of
nearly 200 anti-tank weapons of various sophisticated types, in addition to
gunboats and light reconnaissance aircraft.

The strength of the Greek mainland troops in Cyprus at present is about one
third of the Greek Cypriot "National Guard®, that is, about 7,000 to 8,000. Those
forces comprise the Greek military contingent, whose strength should not exceed
950 men and a Greek commando unit.

It will be recalled that after 1964 the Greek Government clandestinely sent to
Cyprus an army of 20,000 men which took part in the military operations against the
Turkish Cypriot enclaves. Under international pressure, Greece was forced to
withdraw a part of that force in 19673 but those who remained behind were
responsible for staging the coup of 13 July 1974 with the aim of annexing the
island to Greece. It was those Greek forces that Acchbishop Makarios, here in the
Security Council, asked to be withdrawn from the island on 19 July 1974,

Apart from the regular Greek and Greek Cypriot forces, there are ssveral
private armies which in tha past have engaged in some large-scale terrorist attacks
againat both Turkish Cypzriots and Greek Cypriots belonging to different camps.

That is the other side of the picture, which Greece and the Greek Cypriots
wish to conceal.

1 wish now to make some remarks sbout statements we have heard.

Ambassador Moushoutas stated that the crisis of Cyprus started 12 years ago. The
attempt to start the history of the crisis of Cyprus only in 1974 is itself a deep
cauge of the conflict, The tragedy of Cyprus dates not from 1274 but from
December 1963, when the Greek Cypriot forces and paramilitcary units launched a
vicious attack on defenceless Turkish Cypriots. That was the beginning of the
division of the island; that was the beginning of the tragedy. Unless this amnesia

is treaterd it will bhe Aifficult to resolve ths iuscue.
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The Greek Cypriot represantative also lamented the fate of the Turkish
Cypciots. He said that their voice was drowned by the settlers coming from Tur key
and units of the Turkish Army. Mr. Roray has given a reply to that assertion. I
am sure that sll Turkish Cypriots would be very amused by that touching solicitude
of the Greaek Cypriot Adninistration for their freedom and well-being. But if the
Greek Cypriot Administration wishes to rescue the Turkish Cypriots from this
terrible ordeal, why do they not acoept the draft agreement proposed by the
Secretary-General and thus pecmit the reunification of the island?

Commenting on the Secretary-General's proposals, the Greek Cypriot
teprasentative was again very generous today: he asked the Turkish Cypriots to
acoept evarything which, in their view, is important, beginning with the withdrawal
of the Turkish forcas; after that, they promise they will take into consideration
the concezns of the Turkish Cypriots for their future, including security, freedom
and political equality.

The Permanent Representative of Greeoce has made the samd point: he wants
absolute prioeity for the withdrawal of the Turkish forces. Well, what is a
ptiority for the Giwek 8ide is not a priority for ¢he Turkish side. In the view of
the Turkish Cypeiots &nd in our view, all issues are interrelated and have the same
priocity. That is why the Secretary-General's draft agreement constitutes an

intagrated whole.
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In the diplomatic field, the Greek Cypriots try to mislesd the world by

pretending that they ocbject to only » apecific part of the dralt agreement., But if
one reads the letter sent by Wr. ¥Xyprianou to the Secretary-Genecal on
10 June 1986, one can see that the Greek Cypeiot leader rejects & long list of
itens, including the territorial and the constitutional acrangements and safeguards
which were worked out in negotiations in uhich he personally took part. Baside
this frivolous position on guestions of substance, the Greek Cyprio: leader has
made aqually superticizl suggestions of procedure which are in conflict with the
procedure foreseen in the draft framework sgreement and age not vlabhg

As vwo have seen many tiwes in the past, whenever the e¢fforts for »
comprehensive solition take a more dofined shape the Greek Cypriots dicect their
energies to frustrating that effort. In this process they Zeel free to create
pre~condicions, go back on their words, deny previous sgreemants and undacrstandings
and let vehemence run lcose. The Greek Cyprict side is consistent in one respect:
not to accept anything. Use face the same aitustion nowv.

In conclusion, I cepeat our thanka and woc“ﬁon to the m:guty-mmuh
I express our appreciation ©o Major-Gerazal Greindl, Commande: of the United
Nations Peace-Keeping Yorce in Cyprus and his staffs I also tlhank N2, Janss Holger,
Acting Special Repcesentative of the Secrezary-Csneral in Cypeus, as well as the
nembers of the Secretariat dealing with the issue here in Waw Yock.

The PRESIDEN”: [ thank the repeesantative of Turkey for the kind words

he addreszed to we.

The represencstive of Cvprus wishes to sueak in axarcise of vhe ciahi af

teply, and I now call wm hiwn,
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Mr. MOUSHOUTAS (Cyprus):t The very fact that the President has just

called on me as the representative of Cyprus to speak in exercise of the right of
reply is a sufficient response to the Turkiegh side in regard to who represents
Cyprus.

We have heard here an individual who was brought in as a “compatent person® to
give information. Instead, he exarted all his efforts towards giving
nisinformation, to diverting attention from the true identity of the culprit -
Turkey, and to straying from the subject-matter before the members of the Security
Council: the renewal of the mandate, made necessary because of the ongoing Turkish
aggression against Cyprus and the non-implementatica of United Nations
regolutions. The Permanent Representative of Turkey - not I = is best suited to
tell whether that person executed his instructions from Ankara well. I can say
that, if anything, he demonstrated the charisma of being a chip off the old block -
I mean his superior, Mr. Denktash, who stated this recentlys “Whether I like it or
not, whether I believe it or not, I do whatever Turkey says®.

T shall address nmy remarks to Turkey.

The issue of settlers should deeply concern this body and the United Nations
in general, not only because of the illegality and immorality involved in this
digcredited policy, but also because it will be presented later as a reality which
Turkey will claim cannot be reversed,

On th'g action of importing sattlers, Turkey over the years has given, and is
still giving, changing and contradictory answers to the serious charges against

it. Pirst it described these settlers as "seasonal farm workers® - and I believe

question of how a region with 25.per-cent unemployment could be importing labour -

when the ‘furkish Cypriot comminity was employed mainly in the agricultural sector -
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{Mr. Moushoutas, Cyprus)

Turkey changed its version and added another lie: that the settlexrs ware Tutkish
Cypricts returning to the island.

But when Turkey was once again confronted with the cold facis - the migration
statistics which were kept by the United Kingdom during the colonial years, a
peziod of almost 100 years, and which proved the Turkish answer utterly false
{unless, of course, we were dealing with rabbits) - Turkey, like a snail, withdrew
into its shell, brushing away any quastion on this subject with the ridiculous
reply that the question of settlers was an internal mattec of its puppet régime.

Now we have a reversion to the returning Turkish Cypriots and the geasonal
vorkers. Unfortunately for Turkey, the ghost of the Turkish settler Colonel Tezer
demolishes its attempt to conceal the truth. Colonel Tezer, in a press conference,
said that the settlers had come to Cyprus with the approval of Turkey, that they
had been represented as being agricultural workers and that almost all of them had
been made Cypriot citizens,

The classic answer of the Turkish Cypriot leader, Mr. Ozgur, to Mr. Gurler,
when the latter was hiding the truth about the presence of settlers in Cyprus, is I
believe to the point. “"Mr. Gurler,® asked M. Ozgur, “do you think we come from
the moon? Are you trying to deceive us too by saying things you say to the
foreigners?®. And Mr. Ozgur went on: “Be a little bit serious when you are
talking®. That I address to the Turkish side.

And here are some quotations on the subject.

Pirst, this is what Senator Edward Kennedy said:

“The ‘colonization® policy of Ankara; which brinse mainland Murkich
naticnals to Cyprus, has been an open secret for many months - and, in fact,
was confirmed to me in a recent exchange of correspondence with the Foreign

Minister of Turkey”™.




B8CY/14b 8/™W.2729
49

(Mr. Moushoutas, Cyprus)

La ¥onds had this to say:

"The Turkish Cypriot population begins to find unbearable the presence of
the occupantsy wilicary forces on the one hand and settlers on the other.
About 30,000 wore transplanted from the deprived areas of Turkey"™.

I guote the following from The Guardians

"Migration of Turks to the northern Turkish-occupied part of Cyprus is
taking place on a scale that will soon radically alter the racial balance on
the {sland and oould sericusly affect the chances of a political solution®.
And now we come to this quotation from Aydinlik - a Turkish newspaper:

“At this moment the number of settlers exceeds $50,000. The colonization
policy still contf{nues and every day new Turkish mainland settlers are being
settled in the Turkish part of Cyprus®.

Seference was made to discrimination by the Government of Cyprus. That is
another ludicrous attempt to mislead tho world, When 18 per cent of the population
is given 30 per cent of the government posts, when that 18 per cent has 40 per cent
of the police and security posts - as the Turkish community had under the 1960
Constitution ~ it is really strange to brand the Government of Cyprus as having
discrininated against or suppressed the Turkish Cypriot community.

The Turkish representatives refer to the 1954 and 1974 ¢ras. The history of
Cyprus is centuries-old, But, like all merchants of hate, they single out 20 years
of some intermittent, staged and scattered intercommunal incidents and discard four
centuries of continuous pesceful, friendly relations between the Gresk Cypriot and
the Turkish Cynriot communities. Why 4o thay 4o that? Because they cannot justify
their actions of segregation, partition and division in the enlightened world of

the twentieth gentury.
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The Turkish representative spoke about Turkey's favourite subject, and I would
like to make this reply: Yes, there were gome staged, intermittent clashes. Yes,
lives were lost - some Greek Cypriots, some Turkish Cypriots. Yes, that occurred
during the colonial years and again in 1964 and in 1967, when Cyprus was
independent. These clashes were inscigated and orchestrated by Turkey - a tactic
reminiscent of the methods of those who intenticnally set fire to someone alse's

home in order to have a pretext for entering the home and stealing the owner's

beslongings.
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(Mr. Moushoutas, Cyprus)

From the history of your own countey, Mr, President, you know better than
anycie that one does not pactition a countey and that one does not forcibly
segregats its paople on ethnic criteria just because in the past - 20 or 30 years
before ~ disturbances occurred. One does not promulgate apartheid solutions on the
petaxt of mintaining security. Instead, one strives to keep mity in a country
created as one and indivisible. One strives for co-operation and justice for all,
with & common country and destiny. Thet is the position of my Government.

The PRESIDENT: The representative of Greece has asked to speak in
exercise of his cight of reply, and I call upon him now.

Mr. DOUNTAS (Sreece): 1 am indeed reluctant to exercise my right of
zeply at this late hour, but I am afraid I have to say a few wozds in reply to what
Asbassador Turkmen has just stated. In the first place, I should like to address
his statement that Greece is demmnding the withdrawal of the Turkish troops as a
matter of absolute priocity, with the conseguence that the Turkish community would
be left unprotected. But that is not what I said, The position that the Turkish
troops should be withdrawn as a8 first priority stems from the very fact that those
troops aré illegally in Cypeus and that they are the by-product of an invasion that
has bgen condemned by this Organization,

No matter what that basic position may be, vhat I said was that

*the quaestion of the withdrawal of all the Turkish troops should be fully

discussed at the negotiating table as a mstter of absolute priority, before

any further considecation is given to the constitutional and other aspects®,
T expl_taip;ad the reascns for calling for that absolute priority: I went on to say

that
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(Mr. Dountas, Greece)

*fhat is all the wore necessary because the latter [constitutional and
tecrritorial]l aspects have been abundantly dealt with in the 12 years that have
elapsed since the Turkish invasion®, (supra, p. 22)

I just wanted to set the record straight as to what I actually said,

Allow me now to comment on two or three other remarks made by the Permanent
Representative of Turkey, It Seems to me that there is something of a discrepancy
between certain sensitivities and certain insensitivities of Anbassador Turkmen.

He felt obliged to stats his shock because the Greek Government is closely
oco-operating with the Government of Cyprus - which is true. But at the same time
he not only appeared insensitive to the fact that the Turkish community in Cyprus
is co-operating closely with Ankara, but al2o tended to ignore that the northern
pact of Cyprus is ruled by Ankara, and that the instrument of that rule is the
Turkish army of occupation.

There is another discrepancy of the same nature: the Turkish Ambassador felt
obliged to say that the Government of Cyprus is preparing ics army for defence and
increasing its strength. Also, he maintains that there are a number of Greek
troops in Cyprus, In the first place, I should like categorically to deny his
asdertion that we have 8,000 Greek soldlers and officers in Cyprus; that is totally
inaccurate. But even if for argument's sake we were to accept that there are
certain Greek military elements in Cyprus, it strikes me that the representative of
Turkey was shocked that a number of Greek officers and men are supposedly in
Cyprus, while totally {gnoring the fact that there are, illegally, 27,000 Turkish
troops in Cyprus. That is the discrepancy bBetwesn sensitivity mnd incanaicluliey ¢a
which I pointed.

There is a very sericus aspect to what Ambassador Turkmen said, a very

important contribution to the Security Council's discussion, The situation
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Agbassador Turkpen has described completaly justifies our position that the
question of the armies in Cyprus is of paramount importance indeed. That is why my
Government has consistently and persistently asked that the Turkish troops - and
all foreign troops - be withdrawn from Cyprus: because what Anbassador Tur kmen
said corraoborates our position that the question of Cyprus is one of international
dimensions and importance. It is a question that invcolves - apart from the otherv
fundamental aspects of the question, such as the question of the exercise by Cyprus
of its sovereignty over the island - the direct confrontation in the island
betwean the atmy of Turkey and pacts of the Greek army. That is the very point on
the basis of which my Government has been asking for years that the question of the
withdraval of all armies be discussed as a matter of absolute priority.

I beg the Security Council to attach particular importance to that aspect,
because it is an aspact that pertains to the maintenance of poace in the region.

The PRESIDENT: I call upon the representative of Turkey, who has asked
to speak in exercise of his right of reply.

Mr. TURKMEN (Turkey): I should like first to address two points made by
Agbassador Dountas. He says that because th ~e are Turkish forces in northern
Cyprus we are dominating the northern part of the ialand and imposing our will on
the Turkish Cypriot government there. Well, I do not think that the presence of
forces in any country means that the political will of that country is also
dominated. For instance, there are many United States troops in the Federal
Republic of Germany; does that mean that the United States Government rules the
Federal Republic of Germany? Similarly, there are Soviet troops in some Eastern
Furopean countries; does that mean that the Soviet Union rules those countries?

The principle cannot be accepted.
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(Mr . Turkmen, Turkey)

There are Turkish forces in northern Cyprus because the Government of the
Republic of Northern Cyprus wishes those forces to remain there until there is a
solution.

Ambassador Dountas also said that what he meant was that prlority should be
given not to the actual withdrawal of forces, but rather to the discussion of the
issue. But the question will be discussed, according to the draft agreement
proposed by the Secretary-General; it is one of the many points to be discussed by
the two sides when negotiations start. The objection we have is that it is not a
priority problem because Lf it is a very important issue for the Greek side,
political equality is more important for the Turkish side. So the two issues have
to be discussed and negotiated together,

According to the representative of Greece, I said I was shocked by the
presence of the Greek forces in southern Cyprus., How can I be chocked when we knew
of it all along? I must say that we tried very hard to have at least part of those
forces removed in 1967, and we know that a number of them rcmained there, Thus, we

were not "ghocked®; I do not think I used that word.




Jp/4h §/PV.2729
56

(Mr. Turkmen, Turkey)

I wish to make one brief remark to the representative of the Greek Cypriot
adnministration, who made a very good point. He said that for four centuries the
Turks and Greeks on the island had lived together in peace and in partnership.
That i8 true, but it was during the time of the Ottoman Empire, when the Turks had
the greater political power on the island. When matters were reversed and the
Greeks had the upper hand, things deteriorated,

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Cyprus, who wishesg to
speak in exercise of the right of reply,

Mr. MOUSHOUTAS (Cyprus): I wish, in fact, to make a historical point,
Mr, President. Cyprus became independent in 1960, Since 1878 it had been under
the United Kingdom. So the statement of the representative of Turkey should be
considered bearing that in mind.

The PRESIDENT: There are no further speakers. The Security Council has
thus concluded the present stage of its consideration of the item on the agenda.
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT: Since many delegations may not be represented by their
permanent repﬁesentatives at additional meetings thac may take place later in
December, I should be remiss if I did not take this occasion to thank the outgoing
members of the Council for their outstanding co-operation during my presidency.

FAREWELL TRIBUTE TO MR, VIACHESLAV A, USTINOV, UNDER-SECRETARY-GENERAL FOR
POLITICAL AND SECURITY COUNCIL AFPAIRS

The PRESIDENT: Before adjourning the meeting, I should like to say a few
words of farewell to Under-Secretary-General for Political and Security Council
Affairs, Mr. Viacheslav A, Ustinov. 1 am sure I speak for all members of the
Council in expressing to Mr, Ustinov our recognition of his many efforts on behalf

of the Council and its nembers. As he lesves to assume new responsibilities on
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(The President)
behalf of his Government, I extend to him on behalf of the Council very best wishes
in his future endeavours, We wish him and his family happiness.

(spoke in Russian)

I wish to thank Under-Secretary-General Ustinov for his excellent work in the
Security Council. We all wish him great success and health in the future.
{continued in English)

I call on Under-Secretary-General Ustinov,

Mr, USTINOV (tinder-Secretary-General for Political and Security Council
Affairs): I should like to take this opportunity to express my thanks to you,
Mr. President, for your very kind words addressed to me on behalf of the members of
the Council and on your own behalf.

It has been a great honour for me to have been deeply involved in the work of
this main organ of the United Nations system, which is responsible for the
maintenance of international peace and gecurity. 1 have tried to fulfil my duties
in the beat way possible, to the best of my ability, durina the more than five
years that I have been with the Organjization,

I am particularly grateful to Mr. Perez de Cuellar, our Secretary~General, for
his wise guidance and co-operation, which 1 always felt. My thanks go also to all
my colleagues in the Secretariat, and especially to the staff of the Security
Council and Political Committees Division, ably headed by Mr. Ortner, who helped me

a lot.

May I express once again to you, Mr, President, and all members my sincere

_a e e M . b #_ & o _ . ad . __ & . m. ___e__@F_ _ _ .8 . - 4 _& L st . & koo
gratioyae LUl youtr Kif CU=UpELAat U anag uligeLstanuiny ajs my wish LOf Lhe putlenoa

promotion of the noble goals and principles of the United Nations Chaiter, in the

interests of international peace and security.
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(Mr, Ustinov)

I take this opportunity to extend to all of you here best wishes for the
coming year.

The PRESIDENT: ! thank Under-Secretary-General Ustinov for his kind
words addressed to all of us.

Mr. GARVALOV (Bulgaria): I should like to associate myself and my
delegation with the farewell tribute which you, Mr, President, on your own behslf
and on behalf of the Council, extended to the Under-Secretary-General for Political
and Security Council Affajrs, Viacheslav Aleksandrovich Ustinov.

My delegation would like to extend its deepest gratitude to the
Under-Secretary-General for his very important contribution to the Security
Council's work as a senior member of the Secretariat. We are very well aware and
indeed appreciative of the way in which the Under-Secretary-General has discharged
his duties, manifesting throughout his rich erudition, wisdom and wide experience
as a diplomat. He has accomplished various assignments with distinction and
excellence.

In bidding farewell to the Under-Secretary-General the Bulgarian delegation-
wishes him good health and success in the new poct to which his Government will
assign him,

Mr. BELONOGOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): 1 should like to associate myself, Mr., President, with the kind words
you expressed to the outgoing Under-Secretary-General,

Viacheslav Aleksandrovich’ustinov.

The Soviet delegation wishes to extend to him its deepest gratitude for his
great contribution to the Council's work and for his excellent leadership of his
Department. Thanka to the great diplomatic skill, experience and organjizational

talents he has displayed in his high post, he has successfully carried out a
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(Mr. Belonogov, USSR)

variety of complicated political tasks and diplomatic functions, The Soviet
delegation wishes Viacheslav Alskaendrovich Ustinov further fruitful work in the

diplomatic field, good health and all success and happiness.

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m,

RALA S S 2 Y

;,}lm'-wﬂnm .

R
‘

= 'Wsud

i»w celULER e



