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I. THTROTUICTIONT
1. This report is submitted in pursuance of General Assembly resclution 33/15 of
7 Fovember 1970 on the question of Cyprus. In paragranh 9 of the resolution. the

Asserhly recuested the Secretarv-General to follow up the implementation of the
resolution and to report on all its aspects to the fgserhly at its thirty-fourth
segsion.

2. In the second and fourth nreambular varagravhs of resolution 33/15, the
General Assenbly recalled its resolution 3212 (NYIX) of 1 MNoverber 197h and its
subsequent resoluticns. and deeply resretted that the resolutions of the United
Mations on Cyprus had not vet been implemented. In marasraph 2. the Assembly
demanded the immediate and effective implementation of resolution 3212 (¥YIX).
unanimously adonted by the Assembly and endorsed by the Security Council in its
resolution 365 (197:) of 13 December 107L, and of the subseguent resolutions of
the Asserbly and the Council on Cyprus, which nrovide the valid basis for the
sclution of the provlem of Cyprus. Having in mind that certain nrovisions of
resclution 33/15 and of the earlier resolutions were addressed to the parties,
I requested the parties concerned to provide information available to them with
rezard to the implementation of resolution 33/15. The informaticn provided in
response to my reguest is reproduced in the annexes to this report.

3. In paragraph 8 of resclution 33/15. the General Assembly recommended that the
Security Council should examine the guestion of the implementation, within a
time-frame, of its relevant resolutions and consider and adopt thereafter., if
necessary, all appropriate and practical measures under the Charter of the United
Hations. Aeccordingly. on 20 February 1979, T sent a note to the President of the
Security Council (3/13123), drawing the Council's attention to varagraph & of that
resolubion.

I, GOOD OFWICES OF THZ SLECRETARY--GENERAL

i I have continued to vrovide my good offices for the negotiations between the
revresentatives of the two communities., ag reguesied by the General Assermbly in
paragraphs & and 6 of resolution 33/15, and in its earlier resoclutions on this
subjert.. }/ The necessary contacts and negotiations have been conducted within the
framework of the mission of pgood offices entrusted to me by the Security Counecil in
its resolution 3FT7 (1975) of 12 March 1975. Tn its subseauent resclutions.

1/ Resolution 3212 (¥XTX), paras. b4, 6 and 9: resolution 3395 (X¥X),
paras. 5 and 7. and resolution 31/12, para. .
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including most recently resclution 151 (1072) of 15 June 1979, pararraph 3, the
Council requested me to continue my mission of mood offices. T have submditted
resular renorts to the Security Council on my azctivities in pursuasnce of these
resolutions. 2/

5. Following the developments outlined in wiv report to the General fssewbly at
its thirty-third session (A/33/340, szect. II). certain svecific supgestions.
intended to provide a framework Tor the settlement of the Cyprus vroblem and to
contribute to the resumption of intercormmunal nesotiations. were submitted fo the
parties =and to myself on 10 November 1975. TFrom 14 to 18 December I held detailed
liscussions in Yew York vwith Foreign Minister Rolandis. vwho suggested that T

misht undertake a nev initiative in devising an agreed basis and agenda for the
resumption of the negotiating process, taking account, of various proposals and
sugrestiors that had been put forward. T indicated my readiness to make a

reneved effort along these lines. 1In this connexion, T sumgmested that a hirh-level
weeting might he held in due course. under 7y personal auspices, with the objlect
of adoptins the agreced document and referring it to the interlocutors as a basis
for their work.

&, On 19 Decenber 1078, T submitted tc the parties the first of & series of
tentotive working papers. Further narers were submitted in an effort to bridee
the wide differences which remained between the parties on major issues. These
efforts continued until March 1979. On & April. Mr. Rolandis visited me in Geneva
and indicated to me that the Oreek Cypriot cormunity would welcome it if I would
convene a high-level meeting in crder tc breal the impasse which had cevelconed.

On behalf of the Turkish Cypriots, Mr. Atakol. whom I met in Zurich on O April,
reaffirmed his community's position in Tavour of such a neeting,

7. The high-level meeting bessn under wy perscnal auspices on 18 May at the
headquarters of the United Wations Peace keeping Foree in Cyprus (UNFICYP} in
Niceosia., On 19 May, after intensive negotiations, apreewent was resched on a
10-point communigue setting forth the agreed basis, priorities and procedures Tor
the resumed talks (see annex V below).

A, As vrovided in the 19 Yay accord. the intercommuncal talls vesumed in Niccsia
on 15 June 1979 under the auspices of My, Pérez de Cuéllar, Under-Secretary-General

2/ Off1c1L] Records of the Security Council . Thiypigﬁhﬂﬁggr _Supplenent for
April, Mav and June 1975, documents S/1160): and /11717, varas. 10-53 and 66-60:
ibid. . Supplem9n+_“or July. Aurust end Septewber 1975, documents S/11739 and Add.1
and 2° ibid. Bupplement for Octoher. "Jvcmber an@ December 1075, deocument 3/11000,
paras. bh.54 and G6-60- 1b1c,” lh;rtJ firsb Yearﬁ_uunm1emont for January, February
and March 1974, documents 5711903 and 0/1?0?1 ibigd. . uunplemen+ for Anr;] Mav
and June 1076, document §/12003, paras. L1-55, 60.70 and snnexes: ibid.. Supplement
for October. Wovember and December 1076, documents S/12222 and 871557
paras. 59«01 and ThwTE 1b10g, Thirty second Year. Surmlement for April, tlay and
June 1977. docurent S/12323, paras. "2 and L3 and 56-50- ibid. . oqpplement for
October, Wovem“erﬂggnggyerber 1977, document ©/12463, paras. 50-54 and 60-71-
§/12723. paras. 47~ 50 and 72-.80" S/TfO}C paras. 55.59 and HO-T1- and S/133A9,
paras. WA-52 and 616

/..
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Tor Svecisl Politicael Affairs. The Oreek Cvoriot interlocutor,

Tr. Ceorze loarnides. took the position that in accerdance with point & of the
10 Mgy accord. the talks should pive priority to reaching arreement on the
resettlerent of Varosha under United Fations auspices. The Turkish Cypriot
interlocutor  ir. Umit Suleyman Onan. considersd that before taking up point 5
the interlocutors should engase in a comorehensive discussion of peint 2 with a
view to reaching agreement on the vrincizles of the lakarios- Denktesh guidelines
of 12 Fehruary 1977 and of the United Vations resolutions relevant to the Cyprus
auestion., Tn this conpexion. the Turkish Cynriot interlocutor asked the Greek
Cvnriot interlocutor to zcknowledse that the agreerent on the 1077 guidelines,

in addition to their published text, comprised also the concepts of "hi--zonalitv”
and of the "security of the Turkish Cypriot community'. On 02 June, after
consulting the two interlocutors. ifr. Pérerz de Cuéllar announced thet the talks
were being recessed and that, followinsz an assessment of the situation by the
Secretary-Ceneral . his Special Renresentative would announce the dale and time of
the neyt meetine,

2, During the rvecess, which still continues, I and my representatives, both at
United Wations Feadgusrters and in Micosia. have enpared in intensive
consultations with the parties with a view to resolving the difficulties that had
arisen in the talks.

10. 0On 30 July, Mr. Denlttash put forward a proposal for resuming the

intercommurel talks in which he .asked the Creek Cypriots to reconfirm publicly

the statement made in the Security Council on 31 Auvgust 1977 by the then Foreign
Minister of Cyprus, Ir. Christovhides. o the effect that the Greek Cypriot
nronosals of April 1977 were hased on a bi-zonal solution of the territorial
aspects (8/PV.2026. para. 11). Mr. Denktash also called for the talks to reconvene
for the purpose of establishing four committees - on Varoszha, on point 6 of the

19 May agreement, on constituticn and cn territory. On 2 August Mr. Denktash
reconfirmed the velidity of the 19 May accord and stated that his proposal was in
the framework of that accord. :

11, Cn 2 August Mr. Ioannides nublished an ailde-mémoire reconfirming the positicn
of his side dncluding acceptance of bi-zonality’’ in the sense of a federation

of two constituent parts. but not in the zense of accepting the Turlkish Cynriot
position concerning the relationship between those parts. IHe stated that any
matters. including "bl-zonality” and security’, could be raised at the tolls: the
setting up of committees could also be raised and arreed by the interlocutors at
the proper stare,

12. laving examined the above documerts. I noted that both narties had reaffirmed
the 12 May agreement. which in its point 2 sets forth the basis for the talks as
being the Makarios-Denkitash guidelines of 12 Pebruarv 1977 and the United Mations
resolutions relevant to the Cyprus question. Beoth parties had in the nast
submitted vronosals which they had described as providing a "bi-zonal territorial
arranfenent for a bi-communal federal system, and both had indicated thal the
iratter of security could be Aealt with in the intercommuncal talks. It therefore
appeared to me that there might be sufficient cormmon pround to leave the substance
of these points to be nepotinted by the interlocutors in the context of the
concrete aspects of a settlement hased on the 19 MVay accord. Tinally. I noted that
hoth parties had appealed to me for the continustion of the intercommunal talks.

/oo
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(b} Initial practical measures bv hoth sides to promote zood will, sutual
confidence and the return to normal conditions. in sccordance vith the nrovisions

io
of noint € which states that specisl importence will be piven to this nabter:

{a) Territorial asnects.

1h.  Concernine nrocedure . I considerad that the twe sides mirht reasonably arree
that the Tour items listed shove should ne dealt with concurrently, subject to the
priorities menticned in the 1% “av accord. At an aonvonriate sarly stage
committees or working srouns could he set un by the interlocutors.

15. My SBpecisl Hevresentative sounded out both szides on 13 and 1! Aueust about
the avproach cutlined in the ahove three parargrevhs, which, 1 it had been
accepted, could have served as the basis Tor a workinge paper. TFurther scundings
were undertaken on 22 and 23 August., but this anrrosch was accented by neither
narty. During the last days of Ausust and in Septenmber, it hecame appatrent that
no meeting of minds had been achieved.

16. In view of the difficulties encounterad in securing agreement on a
continuation of the dinterccrmunal talrsz on the hasis arreed upon on 19 av,

I scunded out the parties in Septermber about their willingness to have the two
interlocutors come to ew York in October for informal consultations with

My, Pérez de Cuéllar. As no apreenent could be resached in this rezard, T did not
mursie the idea Further.

17. Turing this nmericd both sides repeatedly expressed to me and to my
representatives their profound concern over the nesotiating positions and tactics
of the other side. The Creek Cypriots stated that the Turkish Cypriot position

at the tallks in June and thereafter amounted to makineg the implerentation of the
10 May 197Q accord and of the 12 Febhruarv 1077 suidelines subject to extraneous
pre-conditions. According to the Greck Cvpriots. the Turkish side had in effect
reneged on My, Denlidash's agreement to give nriority to the resettlement of
Varosha. In the Greek Cypriot view. the Turkish Cyoriot position was desisned to
lesalize the partition of Cyprus and to achileve the dismantling of its Government.
The Turkish Cvpriots expressed increasin~ concern over Greek Cyprict initiatives
at international gatherings, including Colowbo (L-f June 1979), Lusaka

(1-7 August). Havana (3-7 Septerher), and the Iniversal Postal Union Congress in
Rio de Janeirc in feptember-Cectober. TIn the Turkish Cypriot view, CGreek Cynriot
actions in these Torums were in viclation of wmoint € of the 19 May accord and
demonstrated that the Greek Cypricts were not interested in a negotiated settlement
of the Cyorus nroblem hut were again seeking to achieve a unitary rather than s
feder=l systemn.

/oo



fourth session of the Cenerel Asserbly rrovided me with the
congsultetions with fregd c@n+ Wynrianou and Mr. Tolandis. with
i)
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Toreimn ) "ellia of Greece. Torelisn Ministor Okour of Turkey znd Dr. Stakol
Snckesran Lan A irs of the Turidish Cvprioct commuonity . On 27 ;en\aﬂhe“
M. Ooun Yr. Denkiash wmizht be prepared to the

s Ulbhout deley ©N +the hasis of the sugr

tive had sounded hiw out on 23 Aucust (s > )
Tenktash Informed Mr. Calinde-Fohl of his acceptaﬂce of these

surrestions ng o basis for resming the intercommnal talks in Nicosia,

motly brourht this new develooment to the athtention of the Greek

The regnonse of », Yo ri3no¢j whe was then ir Mew York to address the
bl . was ceriticel as the sthotance and especially the tiwming of
tihe chanre of nosition by the Turkish On & Cetober., YMr. Kyprisnou banded to
My, Téren de Cudllar some tentative counter- surrestions: thege were confirmed b
him in “icosis on 17 Octoher as representing the nmosition of the Greel Cyvpriotl
gide, The Tur 1 side. with which T cxmiorm these counter. susfestions., insisted
on the susmestions of 22 and 23 Ausust.

e

ASSTMBLY RESOLUTIONS

NITR PROVISTONS OF GF

27, Ls reosuested by the General Assenbly, 1 have endeavoured to follow up the

imolementation of those provisions of the fAssewbly resolutions which deal with the

withdraval of foreiem troops (resolutions 3212 (¥XTY). wmara. 2, 339% (¥¥¥) and
3/15) . charres in demorranhic structure and return of refugees (rescolutions

3212 (¥UTE) . para. 50 3395 (¥¥¥), paras. 4 and G: and 233/15%, para. 5) and

humanitariasn assistence {resclution 3212 (XIX). para. T).

crees and foreign military presence and militarr
he situation remains as describved ir wy previous remorts (4/32/232.
mara. 20. “and A/33/348. para. 15). In supervising the cease-Tire and vnroviding
security for civilians in the Luffer zone, the United Yations Pesce-keerning Fores
in Cvorus (J“WL,YPﬁ continuez to deal on a regular basis with the Cymrus Jational
Guard and vith the Turkish forces in Cyprus (see 8/13360, para. 13), which are
devloyed south and north of the cense-Tire lines respectively. As UNFICYP does
not have independent sources of informeticon on this matter. accurate figures on
he numbers of Creek nafional military versonnel and Turkish forces in Cyprus are
not available.

21, With vogord to foreign armed
zergonnel | bt

22. In ny report to the Ceneral Assenbly of 2 Novenber 1078, T gave an zccount of
; y , SR
the magnitude of the refuree problen in Cyprus (A/33/343, para. 16). According to

F}

records commiled by the United VWations High Commissioner for Refurses in his
apacity as Co ordinstor of United Pations Huranitarian Assistance for Cyrprus and
by UITICYP. 210 Greek Cypriots moved south during 1975 and 49 did so during the
first 10 wonths of 1079, The trocedure introduced by UNFICYP in 1077 in order to
monitor and control the Zeparture to the south of Greelk Cypricts resgiding in the
north {8/12723 para. 27) continues to be applied. The nurber of Greek Cyrriots
who vere able to return to the north following the Vierns Apreement of
2 fugust 1975 2/ wewains at 366, As at 22 October 1079, 1,102 Oreek Cypriots
3/ Ece Official Reccrds of the Security Ccuncil, Thirtieth Year, Fupplement
for July. fusust_and Sevtember 1975, doevment S5/11706. |
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remained in the north in 11 villames. On 31 HMay 1079. I rerorted to the Security
Council on the living conditions of the Creel Cynriots in the north (8/133%9,
paras. 20.30 and 32-34). There has been no further improvement in this rerard
during the past five months. Creek Cypriot school children from the north who are
attending seccndary school in the south have been unable in 1979 to visit their
fapilies in the Karpass as they had durine the summer of 1978, The Turkish Cyprioct
authorities took the positicn that. upon entering the north, the children must sian
an entry reguest on Torrs of the "Turkish Federated State of Cyprus’. The
Covernment authorities in the south informed WITTICYP that in these circumstances
the Greek Cypriot children would not proceed to the north. Despite intense efforts
by my Special Representative, the stalemate could not be overcome.

23, During the second half of Octoher, the Turkish Cyprioct authorities banned
Red Cross messages to and from the Gresk {ypriots in the Karwass. The reascns
miven were that the International Committee of the Red Cross {(ICRC) no lonser
functions in Cyprus. that the Red Cross message foyms carry a reference o the
Tracing Agency which does not now exist in Cyprus. and thst there is no emergency
in the island. v representatives’® apneals to have this decision rescinded have
not so far been hesded: however., Red Cross parcels contalning certain emersency
items (such as medicines and baby fcod) continue to be shinned to the north by
UNTICYP facilities. On 24 October the Turkish Cyvriots announced that meil from
the gouth bearing regular Cyprus stamps would be delivered to the north: mail te
the south from Greek Cypriots in the north. which hitherto went through

Ted Cross/UNFICYP channels. would have to pear Turkish Cypriot starma. In view of
the leral problems involved relating to postage stamps in the north, T have

asked zy Snecial Depresentative to censult with both sides with a view to devising
an agrsed practical solution of this matter in all its aspects.

2h. In mv repert of 2 Hovember 1977 to the Ceneral Assembly (A/33/3L8, para. 17),
I vrovided informetion about the huranitarian situation of Turkish Cypriots. This
information remeinsg valid. Sowme 206 Turkish Cypriots remain in the south. There
has been no movement to refurn to the south by Torkish Cynricts who moved to the
north. The Turkisgh Cypriot ponulation in the island. according to Turkish Cypriot
estimates. stood. bhefore the events of 107L. at some 120,000. 8ince those events,
according to Turkish Cyprict sources, a number of Turkish Cypriots who had
previously left the island and had settled in Turkey or in certain other countries
have returned to Cyprusg. The Cynrus Government, for its part, has accused the
Turkish Government of orranizing masgive immigration of Turkish naticonals into
Cyprus. In 1978, authoritative Turkish Cypriot fisures estimated the population
of their commuinity as heing 150,000, UNTTCYP hag no reliable information on
civilian imrigration from Turkevy or on the reiurn to Turkey of mersons vhe ceme to
Cyprus for short-term employment.

25. The efforts of the United Nations liigh Commissioner for Refugees in his

capacity as Co-ordinator of United Nations Humanitarian Assistance for Cyr as have
continued. with the support of UNFICYP., Detsiled information about these
activities is contained in my semi-annual reports to the Security Council on the
Tmited ¥ations Operation in Cyprus, most recently in my report dated 31 May 1979
(58/13389, paras. Lo-Ji5).

/:nc
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26, T have continued my efforts with a view to arriving at a solution of the
nroblem of setting up an investigatory body for the tracing of and accounting for
missing persons of both communities in Cyprus pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 33/172 of 20 December 1078, On the cccasion of the Xyprianou-Denktash
hirh level meeting held in Nicosia on 18 and 19 May 197% under my auspices, I
suggested a formula to facilitate amreement on the implementation of resolution
33/172. At the conclusion of the high-level meeting. it was announced that 'an
agreement was reached on a proposal put forward by the Secretary-General of the
United YWations regarding the Committee on Missing Persons. Mr. Denktash will
submit this arreement to his appropriate authorities™. During the summer of 1979,
my Special Rerregentative in Cyprus was advised that the Turkish Cypriot
authoritics. tc which Mr. Denktash had submitted the above agreement, continued
to have difficulties with it. In Sszovtenber 1979, I was informed that the Turkish
Cyprioct community stood by its acceptance of Asgsembly resolution 32/125. Since
the readiness of both parties to appoint their representatives asg provided in
resolutiocn 23/172 has not materiaslized, I have not been in a vmosition to »roceed
further with the implementation of that resclutiom.

Iv. OBSERVATIONS

2T. As outlined in the above paragraphs. the year that has passed since the
adeption by the General Assembly of resolution 32/15 of ¢ November 1978 has seen
intense diplomatic activity aimed at achieving the objectives of the United Nations
in relation to the problem of Cyprus. In pursuance of the mission of good offices
entrusted 1o me by the Security Council, and in the framework of the negotiating
process called for by the General Assgembly., I have endeavoured to wromote a freely
negotiated, just and lasting settlement of the Cyvrus prohlem based on the
legitimate interests of the two communities.

28. Developments relating to the substantive vrovisions of General Assembly
resolution 33/15%5 and of the preceding resolutions of the Assembly on this subject
are outlined in section ITI above: additional information may be Tound in the
communications of the parties that are annexed to the present report. The

United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus has continued to carry out the tasks
assigned to it by the Security Council. Thanks in great part to its wvigilance, and
to the co-operation of the parties. the situation in Cyprus has remained quiet.
Humanitarian assistance has continued to be provided by the United Wations High
Commissioner for Refugees in his capacity as {o-ordinator of United Nations
Mumanitarian Assistance for Cyprus.

28. The search for a solution of the Cyprus problem through negotiations between
the representatives of the two communities produced at one stage distinct
progress. The agreement reached under my auspices at the conclusion of the
high-level meeting in Wicosis on 19 May was a consideratle advance. However, this
opportunity, like so many others before, was not fully seized and great

difficulties have been encountered in sustaining the momentum that had been
created.



A/ /620
English
Fage Q

30, Vhen the intercommunal talks resumed on 15 June, the interlocutors did not
address themselves to the substance of the Cyprus problem in accordance with the
rriorities laid in the 19 May accord. Whereas one side vressed for a discussion
of the basis for the talks and of the question whether certain concepts were
arreed upon at the Makarios-Denktash meeting of 12 February 1977. the other side
congidered that these matters should be dealt with in the context of the conerete
negotiations pursuant to the 19 May 197¢ accord. Vhile I would not guestion the
importance of problems such as bi-zonality and security . it seemed evident to me
at the time - and has since been borne ocut by events - that an abstract debate
about them was bound to be unproductive.

31. The supggestions on whiech I sounded out the rarties in August-September of
this year were designed to dispose of the difficulties that had brousht the
intercommunal telks to & standstill in June; if sccepted at that time thev misht
have made it possible for the parties to negotiate the concrete elements of a
settlement for Cyprus as mrovided in the 19 May 1979 apreement andé in the 1977
guidelines. It is indicative of the gulf that separates the varties, and of their
mistrust of one another, that they unanimously rejected this approach vhen it was
put forward., More than a month later. one of the parties decided to accept my
approach’ I considered this to be a constructive step. However, by that time the
General Assenbly was in session, and the other marty resisted a move the motives
and timing of which it questicned. On the other hand, it would be regrettable if
congiderations of this kind were allowed to affect substantive positicns.

32. Having in mind 211 the ciriumstances. T am convinesd that the approach I
have outlined in this report has lost none of its validity. Indeed, T consider
that the chances of reviving the intercommunal talks will depend on keeping it
alive and pursuing the path of concrete negotiations. To this end, I have
aprproached the parties with the objesect of reccrding my understanding of the
present status of the +talks and my readiness to reconvene the intercommunal talks
on the basis of the 10-noint agreement, if possible no later than January 1980,

33. There is no alternative to a concrete and effective negotiating process if
a mutually acceptable, just and lasting settlement of the Cynrus problem is to he
achieved. It dis up to the parties to pursue that process or face the prostect of
an indefinite continuaticn of the status cuo, with all the instabilities,
frustrations and potential dangers implicit in it. As in the past, I and my
representatives are prepared, within the framework of ny mission of good

offices, to extend all possible assistance to the parties in reviving concrete
and effective negotiations in the framework of resumed intercormunal talks.
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ANWEX T

Letter dated 2L September 1079 from Myr. Rauf R. Denktas
addressed to the Secretary-General

/Original: English/

Vith reference to your request for inforration svailable to the Turkish Cypriot
Community with regard to the implementation of the relevant provisions of General
Asserbly resolution 33/15 adopted =t the thirty-third session, I have the honour to
inform you that the Turkish Cypriot Comrumity, having been given no right of
hearing at that session, dceg not consider the said resolution binding.
ilevertheless, the Turkish Cypriot Cormunity, which has been showing every sincere
and concrete effort to bring about an early and just solution of the Cyprus
problem, considers it a requisite of pood will to respond to Your Excellency's
request with the following information:

1. During the time that has elapsed between the adoption of resolution
33/15 on O November 1975, and now, absclute peace and tranquility have prevailed
hetween the two commmnities on the islend. &8s also indicated in paragraph 59 of
Your Excellency's most recent report to the Security Courncil (8/13309 of
31 Tay 1979), "There have been no serious breaches of the cease-fire by shooting or
rovement forward”. In the light of this, the Turkish Cypriot Cormunity, which, as
recorded in the Secretary-General's reports from December 1063 to July, 197k,
suffered immense hardships while defendinr itself in all Turkish areas, and having
to care for nearly 30,000 refugees for 11 yvears, feels that the description of the
present situation in Cyprus in the preambular paragraphs of resclution 13/15 as
constituting “a serious threat to international pesce and security,” is hardly an
apt description. It is a fact that with the crestion of two separate zones on the
islend and the establishrent of the security of life and property of the Turkish
Cypriots since 1974, the main sources of intercormunal friction have been removed,
and Cyprus ceased to he a threat to internatiocnal peace and security.

2. If there is still no final solution in Cyprus today despite the
rrevailing peaceful atmosphere, the responsibility for this does not rest with the
Turkisk Cypriot side., Your Lxcellency is well aware that following the 10-point
framevork =zgreerent reached between myself and lir. Kyprianou, at the summit
meeting of 19 May 1979 held under your auspices, the intercommunal talks were
resumed on 15 June 1979 in Hdicosia. However, the Creek Cypriot side's nepative
attitude, ranifested in their refusal, in contraventicn of point € of the 19 liay
agreerent, to 1lift the econoric embarpmo imposed on the Turkish Cypriot Community
since 19Th: their refusal to admit, under point 2 of the sare agreement, even the
basic principles relating to the constitutional and territorial aspects of the
Cyprus question, i.e, the question of bi-zonality of the federaticn to be lorrmed
and security of the Turkish Cypriots, both of which are basiec and apreed features
of the previous rouwnds of talks and apreements reached between the two community
leaders; and their lack of pocd will and genuine faith in the negotiating process,
reflected in their public statements and attempts to internaticnalize the problem
of Cyprus at the expense of the intercormmunal talks, prevented the achievement of
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any vrogress at these talks., The statement of lir. Spiros Kyprianou on

20 August 1979 that the international campaipn would be “intensive, more intensive
than ever before" (Cyprus lmil newspaper, 21 Aupust 1979) is most revealing in this
context, TIn fact, !r. Kyprianou had rade a similar statement immediately after the
birth of the 19 May agreement, in which he denied even the existence of an economic
embarge on the Turkish Cypriot Community, and declared that the international
propaganda campaign to ostracize the Turkish Cypriot Community would continue, in
spite of point & of the sald apreement, which states that the two sides would
“abstain from any action which mipght jeovardize the outcome of the talks, and
special importance will be miven to initial practical measures by both sides to
promote pood will, mutual confidence end the return to norral conditions". Delow
are the relevant parts of ir. Xyprianou's press conference of 19 May 1279, which,
in spite of its deliberate euphemism, was a clear admission of Greek Cypriot
intentions as repards the embarso and the propagenda campaign:

"to another question whether azbolition of the so-called 'economic embarge' is
included in these measures, I'r. Kyprianou replied in the negative .-

Ir. Kyprianou added: 'The position of the Cyprus Government is clear. There
is no economic embargo ...°

“In reply to a remark that paragraph € of the agreement lets it be understood
that the Greek Cypriot side will stop enlightening world opinion on the Cyprus
problem, Presidert Kyprianou said: 'Far from it. The obligation we have both
undertaken is to try not to aggravate the atmosphers, at least as long as t%e
talks will be going on, but enlightenment will naturally be carried out ...

(Press Release Yo, 9, dated 19 May 1979, published by the Public Information
Office of the Greek Cypriot Administration).

As a result of this attitude the talks, vhich, as Your Excellency stated in
your report on the work of the Organizaticn, circulated on 13 September 1979, "were
resumed amid high hopes,” were "receszed” on 22 June 1979, a mere week after their
commencement. Ly subsequent proposal on 30 July 1979 for the setting up of four
committees to deal simultaneously with:

(a) The territoriasl question,

(b) The question of Varosha,

{c) leasures suggesied by point 6 of the 10 May agreement, and

(d4) Constitutional matters,

was turned down by the Creek Cypriot side, which has always preferred international
propaganda to serious talks.

3. The Turkish Cypriot side believes that the substance and the spirit of
the United Mations resolutions, ineluding 33/15, is the settlement of the Cyprus
problem throuszh the intercommunal talks, and firmly stands by the agreements
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reached at various stages of these talks - namely, the populaticn exchanpe agreement
reached at the third round in Viemna on 2 Aurust 1975, which paved the way for a
bi-zonal federal settlement of the Cyprus problem; the four-point framework
apreement reached between myself and the late Archbishop illakarios on

12 February 1977, in Your Lxcellency's presence, which envisapes the establishment
of an independent, non-alirned, bi-communal, bi-zonal, federal republic in Cyprus;
and the 10-roint framevork arreement, reached between myself and ifr. Kyprianou on

19 lfay 1979, under Your LExcellency's auspices, for the resumption of the
intercommunal talks and a settlement of the Cyprus problem.

In view of the prosress cited above towards a settlement of the Cyprus
problem, certain clauses embodied in the United Nations resolutions on Cyprus have
clearly become no longer relevant., The call for the return of g&l_displaced people
to their former homes, for instance, would clearly contradict the vpopulation
exchange apgreement and utterly destroy the foundation of the apgreement for a
bi-zonal federation and prejudice the security of the Turkish Cypriot Community in
no uncertain way. Resettlement and rehabilitation have taken place in both
commmities, each side tackling its own displaced persons problem internally,
within its own State. The Turkish Cypriot side, which has had to deal with a
refusee problem repeatedly and since 1958, and had to accomodate nearly 30,000
refugees with its own limited means between 1963-197h, has achieved tremendous
success in resettling and rehabilitating its displaced people, whose number had
rigen to over 90,000 after the events of 197L4. In the resettlement process, the
Turkish Cypriot Community has spent, and continues to spend, millions of pounds on
repair work and the rehabilitation of 65,000 of its people who moved north during
and after the events of 1974 in order to escape injustice, harassment, physical
violence and terror meted out to them by the Greek Cypriot Administration for 11
years. Greek Cypriot press reports, on the other hand, indicate that similar
resettlement and rehabilitation have taken place in the South, which included the
utilization of Turkish Cypriot houses and property abandoned by the Turkish Cypriots
when they fled or moved to the Worth under the exchange of population programme.

Having gone throuph the bitter experience of the past, no Turkish Cypriot
wishes to be uprooted for the second, third and in some cases even fourth time, and
expose himself to the same ordeal once again by moving to the South. However, the
Turkish Cypriot side has, time and again, expressed its readiness to take up any
outstanding watter relatines to the displaced persons problem, within the framework
of the bi-communality and bi-zonality of a future settlement and the security of
the Turkish Cypriots, as arreed between myself and Archbichop ifakarios cn
12 February 1977, and later endorsed by the agreement of 19 iay 1979 between myself
and ir. Kyprianou.

As repards the call for the withdrawal of foreipn troops from the island, which
clearly implicates the Turkish Peace Force {and unjustifiably so, for it is a known
fact that the Tu-kish troops are in Cyvrus under the Treaty of Guarantee, 1960, in
order to prot he Turkish Cypriots from mass elimination and preserve the
independence . . prus), the Turkish Cypriot side wishes to reiterate that the
realization of this clause is possible cnly when a final solution is found to the
Cyprus problem establishing effective, physical guarantees for the security of the
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Turkish Cypriots. Ao witimely or premature withdrawal of this Forvce fron Cyprus,
before a final solution is feound to the Cyprus problem, coupled with the return of
all displaced pecnle to their former howes, Tar from bringine peace to the island,
would create utter choos and cause renewed bloodshed, and is totzlly uvnaccepiable
frowm the Turkish Cypriot point of view. It should not bhe forpotten that the Greek
Cypriot side ecan call up 45,000 men wnder arms within a motter of a few days and
its standing arsy of 15,000 is aided and commanded by personnel from Greece. In
addition to this faet, rrivate arries under various leaders continue to exist as a
serious potential threat to the Turkish Cypriots the roment the Turkish Arvmy
withdraws prematurely!

Hovever, parallel to the inrprovement in the situation on the dislsnd and as a
ranifestation of the food will of the Turkish Cyprict side with regard to the
resumption of the intercommunal talks and the finding of a peaceful solution, there
has been a phased withdrawal of the Turkish troons from the islend. Thus far
about 19,000 Turkish troops have been withdrawn, and Turkey has repeatedly
declared at the hipghest level that it would withdraw all its troops from Cyprus
when a final soluticn is found to the Cyprus problem.

h. As Fns been touched upon before, the periocd under review witnessed an
unprecedented intensification in the propaganda campaign of the CGreek Cypriot side
topether with their efforis to internationalize the problem of Cyprus. In doing
so, the Greek Cypriot Administration continued, in utter denial of the legitimate
partnership rights of the Turkish Cypriots in the Republic of Cyprus, to uswp the
"Governrent of Cynrus’ status and use it to its maximum sdvantage in the
international arena as a mesns of aspression apainst the Turkish Cypriot
Comunity, not desisting even frow manoceuvring its way to securins resolutions
against all the basic huvman rights of the Turkish Cypriot Community. In the face
of this all-out political and economic aspressicn and the refusal of the Ureek
Cypriot Administration to annul the standing resoluticn in the Greek Cyprict
"llouse of Representatives' that ‘no matter what the adversities, the Greek Cypriot
fight for wunion with Grzece shall continue', the Turkish Cypriot Community
strugrled to defend its existence as an ecuval party in Cyprus, while at the same
time vesting its hopes in and working for the resumption of the intercommunal
talks.

Tt is noteworthy that the Greek Cypriot louse of Representatives, whiqh canme
out with a resolution on 20 Septewber 1979 in order to hoodwink world public
opinicon, failed:

{a) To abrorate the Fnosis deeizion of 26 June 19007-

(b) As indicated by the following quotation from the Greel daily Mesimvrini

of 22 September 1979. the cuestion of Incsis was safleguarded by refusing to
mention it in its proper context in the aforesaid resclution:

“Before the adontion of the resolution ... heated arpuments took place in the
lobbies ... when Lyssarides stressed that even o renuncistion of Fnesis in a
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House resolution would mean bowing to Turkish dewands, and at the save time
would comstitute an insult to a natiornal poal (in spite of the fact that its
raterialization is not considered possible for the time being), nationalist
I.P.'s realized vhat kind of a trap they had been led into by AKEL, and
eliminated the word ‘IZnosis' from the said resolution.”

In the absence of a final settlement, the Turkish Cypriot Coumunity has
continued to administer Itself in the lorth in full compliance with its Comstitution
and the rule of law. The Legislative Assewbly of the Turkish Federated State of
Cyprus enacted, durins the past legislative year, 23 laws and passed 8 resolutions,
and performed its funetion of control over the Ixecutive while the Executive,
Judicial and other corgans of the State performed their functions in accordance with
the rule of law.

Unlike the position in the South, there exist no private armies or terroristic
groups in the North. The constitutional and legal security forces of the Turkish
TPederated State of Cyprus, viz. the Police Torce and the Security Forces, performed
thelr duties with zeal. The Turkigh Cypriot Security Forces of the Federated
State, assisted by the Turkish Peace Torce, maintained peace within the area of the
State. In the reantiie the upsurge of econowic activity ceontinuel, only hanpered
by the irhuman measures of embargo, harassrent, etc., which the Creek Cyrriot
avthorities have imposed on the Twrxish side. 'The decisicn taken at the Universal
Postal Union Congress on 19 September 1979, in Rio de Janeiro, now imposes a new
rroblem on the Turkish Cypriot population of the bi-communal State of Cyprus. It
is the belief of the Turkigh Cypriots that this inhumen resolution will not be
implemented. becouse if it is, the human rights chapter of the United Wations
principles will have been flouted, with serious internsl problems. It is hoped
that the Seeretary-feneral will be able to prevent the implerentation of this
resolution with all the authority at his commang.

In conclusicn, I wish to reiterate that the Turkish Cypriot Community repgards
the intercommunal tallks as the only avenue leadins to a solution of the Cyprus
problem and is prepared to co-operate with Your Lxeellency fully, as it has
hitherto, for the resumption of these talks and for an ultimate solution.

(igned) Rauf R. DENKIAS
President of the
Turkish Federated State of Cyprus
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ANNEX TT

Hote verbale dated 3 Qctober 1979 frowm the Permanent Representative
of Greece to the United Hations addressed to the Secretary-General

L@riginal: Frean?

The Permanent Fepresentative of Oreece to the United Nations presents his
corpliments to the Secretary-General of the United Hations and has the honour, in
reply to his note dated 13 Septenmber 1976, to inform him of the following:

resolution 3212 (XXIX) of 1 llovember 1974 and the subsequent resolutions of the
Assembly on the guestion of Cyprus. The Hellenie Government regrets to note once
arain that not one of the provisions of those resolutions has been implemented. In
faet, the violation of the territorial integrity. sovereignty and independence of
the Republic of Cyprus has not ceased, and the foreign occupation forces are still
in place.

jioreover, the approximately 200,000 refugees continue to live far from their
homes, while there has never been a halt to the installation of settlers brought
from Turkey with the aim of chanpgine the demopraphic structure of the insland, which
indeed appears to have been stepped up recently.

In these circumstances, hopes for a just and lasting solution of the problem
are fading.

The Hellenie Covernment continues to support the search for a settlement of the
question of Cyprus through the intercommunal talks, under the auspices of the
Secretary-~Ceneral and in accordance with the resolutions of the Security Council and
the General Assembly. Hevertheless, it must note with regret that the Turkish
Cypriot side persists in ignoring the United Ilations resolutions and finds a variety
of pretexts for not impleienting the agreement on resunption of the talks signed in
Hay 1979.
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2le dated 5 Ocfober 1972 fram the crwanantliporeqeptqtlve

to the United HTations addressed to the Secretarv-General

/Original: unﬁilbh
i g

Ihe Permanent Representative of Cyprus te the United Wations presents his
compliments to the Secrctary-General of the United Hationsz and, with reference to
bis inguiry contained in the note verbhale of 1L September 1979 concerning the
implementation of General Assembly resoluticn 33/15. has the honour to state the
folloving

In its above-mentioned resclution. the General Assembly reiterated once again
its full suppert for the sovereipgnty, independence, territorial integrity and
non-alignment of the Republic of Cyprus and called once more for the cessation of
all foreign interference in its affairs. Purthermore, the CGeneral Assembly demanded
the immediate and effective implementation of its resolution 3212 (XXIX),
unanimously adopted and endorsed by the Security Council in its resclution
365 (197k), and of the subsequent resclutions of the General Assemaly and of ihe
Security Council on Cyprus.

Turkey, however, chose to ignore the above calls of the United NHations and has
been contemptucusly viclating rescolution 3212 (XXIX), voted for by Turkey itself,
as well as all subsequent resclutions of the General Assembly and of the Security
Council demanding, inter alia, the immediate withdrawal of the foreign forces of
oceupation from the Republfzmbf Cyprus and the vebturn of all refugees to their homes
under conditicns of safety.

Tor Tive years nov the tragedy of the people of Cyprus caused by the Turkish
aggression continues undiminished. By the force of arms 200,000 Greek Cypriots,
representing L0 per cent of the Greek Cyprict population of Cyprus, are prevented
from returning to their homes, which are being distributed together with their lands
and other property to allen population messively imported from Turkey. In an era
whern the last remnants of colonialism are rapidly vanishing, Turkey is materializing
itz premeditated design to change the demographic structure of the island. At the
same time, Turkey has condemned the enclaved Greek Cypriot population to a miserable
life in the hands of its forces of occupation, whose crimes and atrocities were
recently officially revealed in their magnitude by independent international organs.

Moreover, the humanitarian problem of the missing persons was kept by the
Turkish sgide unresolved in viclation of the United Wations resclutions and, in
addition, against the relevant agreement of 13 iay 1979. The result is unteld
agony for the relatives of those unfeortunate people.

As gtated by the Secretary-General in his report of 31 May 197¢ (8/133692),
"it was evident that implementation of resclution 33/172" (concerning the missing
persons) "would depend in the first instance on the readiness of both parties to
appoint their representatives to the investigatory body, as called for in
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paragranh 2 ¢f the resclutlion. One of the parties was not prepared to do so. The
Secretary-General raised the question of the Committes on Migsing Persons in the
course of the high-level meeting held in Jicosia on 18 and 19 May 19729, and
agrecment was reached on a proposal put forward by him for the solution of the
prouvlem.  Mr. Denktash undertook to submit this agreement tc his appropriate
authorities.”

The foecal point of the problem concerning Cyprus i1s the occupation of part cof
the territory of this small and undefended non-aligned country by a big neighbouring
country, the international crimes committed against Cyprus and its people, and the
nen-implementation of Lthe United Mations resolutions. The prolongation of the
Cyprus crisiz, which continues to pose a serious threat to intermational peace and
security, constitutes a vroblem as well as 2 challenge to the United N¥ations, The
need for the implementation within a time-frame of the relevant rescliutions, as well
as the need for the taking by the Security Council of all appropriate and practical
measures under Chanter VII of the Charter for ensuring the implementation of the
United Hations regsolutions, render the item entitled 'Question of Cyprus" one of the
most serious concerns for the General Assembly in its present session, as affecting
the validity and effcctiveness of the Securiity Council resolutions, as well as the
anthority and prestire of the United aticns as the world instrument of
international pezce and security.

Resolution 33/15 called for the urgent resumpticn of intercommunal
negotiations. The Govermment of Cyprus responded favourably to the efforts of the
Secretary-General and it accepted his relevant proposal of 22 December 1978.
However, the position of the Turkish side con this propesal was tantamount to
rejection of the Secrstary-Ceneral’s plan.

The intercormmunal talks were resumed in Tdicogia on 15 June 1979 on the basis
of the 1l0-point agreemsnt reached on 19 %ay 1979 between the President of the
Republic of Cyprus, !r. Spyros Uyprianou, and the Turkish Crpriot leader,

Mr. Rauf Denktash, in the nrescace of the Secretary-Ceneral of the United MNations.

Regrettably  the Turkish side advanced, socon after the talks had resumed,
unacceptable pre-conditions for the continuation of the talks, which would in
ef fect nullify the 10~point agreement of 19 May 1279 as a whole and divert the talks
from meaningful negotiations on the essence of the problem to an endless
unproductive discussion. Moreover, the Turkish demand for a public statement from
the Greek Cyprict side accepting the pre-conditions, inconceivably arrogant in
itself, is an obvious attempt to shift onto the Greek Cypriot side the blame for the
standstill in the tallks, which iz a direct result of the refusal of the Turkish
side to ahide by the 10 -point agreement.

If any side were Justified in the setting of pre-conditlions, it would be the
Greek Cypriot side, which is willinz to negotilate even under the pressure of the
rresence of the Turkey army of occcupation. The Greek Cypriot side suggested that
the Turkish side should come back to the nesotiating table in accordance with the
10-point agreement providing that the talks "will be carried out in 2 ceontinuing and
sugtained manner, avoiding any delay"” and proposed that the Turkish side may raise
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at the negotiating table any matter which may be pertinently discussed in the
intercommunal talks. However, the Turkish side refused and iInstead of coming back
to the negotiating table, resorted once again to its familiar policy of faits
accomplis, threats and intimidation.,

It is regrettably obvious that the Turkish side has not changed in the
slightest the attitude adopted by it in the past; it is not willing to negotiate
with a view to reaching agreement on a just sclution of the Cyprus problem  Whilst
it loudly professes adherence to the process of negotiation and whilst it enters
into agreements - such as the guidelines and the 10-point agreesment -- in order to
appease and mislead international public opinion, it soon after proceeds toc find
avenues of escape from such agreements by putting forward new and unacceptable
conditions. This pattern can be traced cver a long pericd of fruitless attempts to
negotiate with the Turkish side. Thus, the Turks receded from 'federation' to
"federation by evolution", whilst their proposals were in fact for the creation of
two separate States. Waen the Greek Cypriot side presented concrete proposals for
the creation of a federation composed of two regions, the Turkish side invented the
term "bi-zonality" which it invests with a meaning that would, by interaction with
the notion of "security for the Turkish Cypriots", have the effect of legalizing
the de facto situation brought about by Ankara's invasion and continuing aggressive
cocupaticn.

If the Turkish side held a true desire to negotiate meaningfully for a
golution of the Cyprus problem and was not just using the talks for other ends, it
would have been willing to enter into a discussion on the substance: the
territorial and the constituticnal aspects with priority on the resettlement of
Varosha, as provided in the 1l0-point agreement.

In concluding, the Government of Cyprus wishes to reaffirm its full commitment
to the 10-point agreement and to meaningful and constructive talks. It wishes
also to reaffirm that faith in the United Wations is the corner-stone of its policy
and to express its confidence that the implementation of the United Hatious
resolutions on Cyprus would result in a just solution of the problem, in conformity
with the Charter of the United taticons, thereby restoring the rights of the people
of Cyprus as a whole.

It may be recalled that, in order to facilitate the implementation of these
resolutions, the Govermment of Cyprus has been in constant contact and close
co-operation with the Secretary--Geneval, his Special Representative in Cyprus and
other United Nztions officials.

In this vespect, reference may be made to the proposal submitted by the
President of Cyprus to the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmement held from 23 May to 30 June 1978. This proposal provides for the total
disarmament and demilitarization of the Republic of Cyprus in connexion with the
implementation of the United Nations resolutions, and for the establishment of a
mixed Greek Cypriot-Turkish Cypriot police force, in accordance with the population
ratic, under the guidance and control of an international United Hations Police
force.
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ATNEX TV

Note verpale dated A3 Octoner 1979 from the Permanent Representative
cf Turkey to bthe United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General

/Criginal: Englis@f

The Permanent Representative of Turkey to the United Nations presents his
corpliments teo the Secretary-General of the United Haticns and with reference to
his note of 13 Beptember 1379 concerning the imnlementation of General Assenbly
resolution 33/15 on the questica of Cyprus, adopted on 9 Wovermber 1978, has the
hepour to bring the following to his attention.

As will ba recalled, the Turkish Government noted with deep regret that,
even thoush the United Yations recognizes the bicommunsl character of the Cyprus
gquestion, the Turkish Cypriot community was nct allowed to participate in the
depate proper in the plenary during the thirty-third session of the Genersl
Assemnly. This, in itself, did grave injustice to the Turkish Cyprict side, thus
making it lampessible for the Turkish community and the Turkish Govermment to
accent General Assenbly resoluticn 33/15. adovted at the thirty-third session,
as it failed to contribute in substance tc the search for a solution.

The Secretary-General must be familiar with the Turkish Govermnment s views
cn the manner in which a just and lasting solution to the problem can be attained.
The Turkish Government kzs always maintained that it iz only through intercornmunal
negotiations on an equal footing that a comprehensive settlement of the Cyprus
provlern can be achieved. The ‘Turkish Government han, therefcre., supported and
continues to support tihe mizsion of zood offices of the Hecretary-Gensral of the
United Wations and has always done everything that was in its power Lo encourage
the two sides to proceed with the intercommunal tzlks. Tt is with this approach
ta the problem that the Turkish Government welcomed the convening cof the summit
neeting Letween the leaders of the two communities, in Wicosia, on 18 and 19 Hsy,
under the auspices of the Secretary-General of the United Wations, and the
10-point agreement resulted from it. In the view of the Turkish Covernment, the
16 May agreement. which confirmed the Denktas-dlakarios four-point guidelines of
12 February 1977 as the basis for the intercommunal talks, provides the necessary
framework for the solution of the Cyprus question based on the fundamental and
legitimate rights of the twoe communities within an independent, sovereign,
territorially intesrel, non-alirned, bi-communal and bi-zonal federal republic.
It is the hope of the Turkish Covernment that the intercormunal talks conducted
with the spirit of pelitical truce between the two communities, as provided for
in point § of the 19 May agreement, would lead to early progress towards a
comprehensive sclutieon of the Cyprus guestion. However, Lhe Turkish Government
ig ccmpelled to ncte with regret and reluctance the Tact that, desnite the
restraint demenstrated by the Turkish Cyprict side. the vecord of the Greek Cyprict
leadership between 19 May and now has not been compatible with the spirit of
political truce between the two Cypriot commmities. Tn fact, the Greek Cyprioct
side has continuously acted in vieclation of point & of the 19 iay agreement by
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perpetuating its economic blecksde imposed on the Turkish Cypriot community and
by having recourse to varicus international forums immediately after the
conclugsion of the 19 Moy azreement, in an attempt to taks the peace-making
efforts out of thelr natural track, nemely the intercommmal talks.

Az to the procedure to be followed by the General Assembly on the
conslideration of the agenda item relating to the Cyprus gquestion, the Turkish
Government would like t¢ reiterate its well-known view that such a procedure 1s
totally inadequate for a valid and constructive disecussion of the Cyrrus question
at the General Assembly, since it deprives the Turkish Cypriot side from taking
nart in the debate proper on the basis of political ecuality with the Oreelt Cyprict
commmumnilty. It 1s to be hoped that the future sessicas of the Generasl Assembly
will contribute to rather than hamper the continuing efforts to find a soluticn
to the Cyprus question through intercommunal talks by makine necessary arrangements
to ensure that its debates on the question may be conducted on the basis of
peliticael equality between the two Cyprict communities as direct parties to the
digpute and as Tuture co-partners in the framework of an independent, sovereisn,
nca=aligned, bi-communal and bi-zonal federal State.
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ANNEX V
Communigué issued at the conclusion of the high-level

meeting held at Ficosia under the auspices of the
Secretaryv-General on 18 and 19 Hay 1979

lbfiginalz Engliséf
1. It was agreed to resume the intercommunal talks on 15 June 1979.

2. The basis for the +talks will be the Makarios/Denktash guidelines of
12 February 1977 g/ and the United Wations resclutions relevant to the Cyprus
question.

3. There should be respect for human rights and fundamental freedom of 21l citizens
of the Republic.

b, The talks will deal with all territorial and constitutional aspects.

5. Priority will be given to reaching agreement on the resettlement of Varosha
under United Nations auspices simultaneously with the beginning of the consideratiocn
by the interlocutors of the constituticnal and territorial aspects of a
comprehensive settlement. After agreement on Varosha has been reached, it will

be implemented without awaiting the outcome of the discussion on other aspects of
the Cyprus problem.

6. It was agreed to abstain from any action which might jeopardize the outcome
of the talks, and special importance will be given to initial practical measures
by both sides to promote goodwill, mutual confidence and the return to normal
conditions.

7. The demilitarization of the Republiec of Cyprus is envisaged, and matters
relating thereto will be discussed.

a/ The guidelines agreed upon by His Beatitude Archbishop Makarios and
Hig Zxcellency Mr. Denktash at the hisgh-level meeting held in Wicosia under the
ausplces of the Secretary-General on 12 February 1977 read azs follows:

1. We are seeking an independent, non-aligned, bi-communal Federal Republic,

2. The territory under the administration of each community should be
discussed in the light of economic viability or productivity and land
ownership.

3. Questions of principles, like freedom of movement, freedom of
settlement, the vight of property and other specifiec matters, are open
for discussion, taking into consideration the fundamental basis of a
bi-cormunal federal syster. and certain practical difficulties which may
arise for the Turkish Cypriot community. /



e, The independence., sovereignty, territorial integrity and non-alignment of the

Republic should be adecouately guaranteed against uanion in whele or in part with
eny other country and azainst any form of partition or secession.

Q. The intercormmunal talks will be carried out in a continuing and sustained

-

manner, avelding any delay.
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17, The intervcommunal talks will take place in cof



