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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
The agenda was adopted.
THE SITUATION IN CYPRUS:

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON THE UNITED NATIONS OPERATION IN CYPRUS
(5723263 and Add.l) ’

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I should like to
inform the Security Council that I have received letters from the
representatives of Canada, 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 accordance 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 conformity with the relevant provisions of the
Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provigsional rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

£ Pr Mavr rug),
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2he PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): 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. Osman Ertug in
accordance with rule 39 of the Council‘'s provisional rules of procedure.
Unless I hear any objectiom, I shall take it that the Council decides to
invite Mr. Ertug in acrordance with rule 39 of its provisional rules of
procedure.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the appropriate moment I shall invite Mr. Ertug to take a place at the
Council table and to make his statement.

The Council will now begin its consideration of the item on its agenda.

The Security Council is meeting in accordance with the understanding
reached in its prior consultatiops, Members of the Council have before them
the report of the Secretary-Gemeral on the United Nations operations in Cyprus
in document $/23263 and Add.1. Members of the Council also have before them
document $/23281, contalning the text of a draft resolution which was prepared
in the course of the Council's counsultations.

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 put
the draft resolution to the vote now.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

A _vote wag tokep by show of hauds.

In favour: Rustria, Belgium, China, Cote d‘'Ivoire, Cuba, Ecuador,

| e P AL o Vs e £ Moulow off Oawlabs O
SHQNLVU, AMUALAGy AVHIGMIGr VMAVE Ush VVYVATE W

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United

States of America, Yemen, Zaire, Zimbabwe
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): There were 15 votes in
favour. The draft resolution has been adopted unanimously as resolution
723 (1991).

I shall now call on those members of the Council who wish to make

statements follo—ving the vote.

Mr. HOHENFELLNER (Austria): 1In its resolution 698 (1991) of
14 June 1991, the Security Council undertook to decide, in the light of a
requested report by the Secretary-General and by the time of the next
extension of the mandate of United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus
(UNFICYP) on or before 15 December 1991, on measures to be taken to put the
Force on a sound and secure financial basis. With resolution 723 (1991}
adopted just a few minutes ago, the Council extended UNFICYP's mandate but did
oot put it on such a basis. Therefore the Council has either violated its own
undertaking contained in resolution 698 (1991), or it has decided to be
undocided and, by its inaction, taken a negative decision.

There is absolutely no ne2ed for me to repeat here yet agaim all the
arguments in favour of putting UNFICYP on a sound and secure financial basis,
as repeatedly proposed by the Secretary-Gemeral, most recently im his report
§/23144 of 15 Octobar 1991. They are contained in that report and in various
documants submitted by the troop-contributing States. It is no coincidence
that all otvher peace-keeping operations are funded by assessed contributions
in accordance with Article 17 (2) of the Charter of the United Nations. The
Secrotary-Ceneral‘’s well-founded recommendation and these argumonts were among
the roasons why a move towards assessed contributions would have found the
support of an overwhelming majority of Council members, to whom we are
grateful. The counterarguments advanced by some members, all of them

permanent members, were, to put it mildly, not convincing.
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(Mr. Hohenfellner, Austria)

No other peace-kesping opsration has been s0 thoroughly studied and
raviewaed as UNFICYD. It is already, in relation to size, the least costly of
all United Nations peace-keeping operations for the international community.
Consaquently, it is the most costly for a troop contributor. We are on
average béaring two thirds of the cost of our participation ourselves anyway.
And yet, if the Council had been allowed to decide on a move towards assessed
coantributions, further savings for the United Nations in the order of
30 per cent would have been possible, thanks to the understanding shown on the
part of troop contributors. Temporary internal difficulties, be they
financial or others, must not be allowed to interfere with allowing this
Council to exercise its responsibilities, for otherwise the credibility of
this important organ will gsuffer.

What United Nations peace-keeping is all about is solidarity, solidarity
of the international community with those who are in need of support. This
solidarity can have many forms, but for it to be credible and meaningful it
cannot 1imit itself to creating a peace-keoping operation and voting for the
extension of its mandate. Solidarity has to take the form of financial
contributions and it can take the form of contributing persopnel.

Austris, for its part, has shown solidarity with Cyprus by providing one
of the largest contingents now for over 27 years. I can say in all sincerity
that this solidarity was shown with no ulterior motives in mind. We have no
interests in Cyprus, neither historical, ecomomic, geopolitical or otherwise.

aine. ather troep contributors as wall. will now

It
[}
;.-

have to refloct on their future role in UNFICYP in the light of the failure of
some members of the Council to react positively. Austria will asow seriously

study its options and re-examine its continued participation.
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The PRESIDERR (interprotation from Russian): I invite the
representative of Canada to take a place at the Council table and to make his
statemont.
M. KIRSCH (Canada): Let me offer you, Sir, our congratulations on
your assumption of the presidency for the month of December.

I am very grateful to the wembers of the Sacurity Council for giving me
the opportunity to participate in this afternoon's meeting and to say a few
words about the United Nations Peaca-keeping Force in Cyprus.

Mambers of the Council will kncw, however, that it had not been the
original intention of my delegation to speak at this meeting, but rather at
another meeting of the Council that would have addressed the financial aspects

of the Porce.
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(Mx. Bixsch. Canada)

Membsrs of the Council will also knuw that the serious financial
difficulties confronting the United Nations Peace-keepiung Force in Cyprus
(UNFICYP) have reached crisis proportions. ZXndeed, the Security Council
acknowledged this fact in a presidential statement of 15 June 1990 (5/21361)
when the accumulated arrears to the UNFICYP account stood at $179.3 million,
Today, that deficit stands at $186.1 million and continues to grow each day.

Almost one year ago exactly, I spoke in the Council about this problem at
a time when the UNFICYP troop contributors were working to put the Force on a
sound and secure financial basis. One week later Ambassador Fortier addressed
the Council following the adoption of resolution 682 (1990) and outlined the
many efforts that had been undertaken to coanvince certain perﬁanent members of
the need to place UNFICYP on a system of assessed contributions.

I will not repeat that outline today. I will, however, remind the
members of the Council - and in particular its permanent members, countries
that bear a specisl responsibility for the maintenance of international peace
and security - of the continuing efforts of the UNFICYP troop contributors
over the past year to see this issue settled once and for all.

Those efforts indeed culminated in proposals that the Council establish a
system of assessed contributions for UNFICYP as of 1 January 1992, Members of
the Council will recall resolution 698 (1991) of 14 Jume 1991. Operative
paragraph 3 of that resolution stated that the the Security Council

*undeortakes to decide, in the light of [the report of the

Secretary-General] and by the time of the nezt eztension of UNFICYP's

mandate on or before 15 December 1991, on measures to be taken to put the

Force onto a sound and secure financial basis.”
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(Mr. Kirsch, Cenada)

Ths Secretary-General's report was issued on 15 October 1991, as
document §/23144, and made it clear that there is no viable alternative to
assessed contributions to resolve UNFICYP's financial crisis. Clearly.
therefore, any proposal to establish such a system of assessed contributions
should have been considered in a separate meeting of the Council immediately
prior to the meeting that is now taking place.

Unfortunately, once again most of the permanent members of the Council
opposod the use of assessed contributions to finance UNFICYP and indicated
that they would not support the establishment of such a system at this time.
It follows, therefore, that the Security Council has not fulfilled its
undertaking as contained in resolution 698 (1991). .

Canada is most grateful to the several dolegations within the Security
Council for their efforts to resolve this problem, and we understand fully the
reasons why, in the absence of support from most permanent members of the
Security Council, they decided not to submit a proposal to a vote this
afternoon.

¥We are alsv grateful to our fellow troop contributors in UNFICYP and to
the Govermment of Cyprus for their efforts and support over the past 27
yoars. Hevertheless, we must reluctantly conclude that certain permanent
members of the Security Council will not - at least in the foresceable
future - allow the Council to resolve UNFICYP's financing difficulties.

This most regrettable decision is not unreulated to the wider gquestion of
the continulag role and nature of the United Hations peaco-keeping effort in
Cyprus.

Canada is greatly disturbed about the lack of a negotisted settlement to
the Cyprus yroblom-attor 80 mapy years. We kmow that efforts to achleve a

settlemont are continuing, and we support them fully.
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(Mr, Kirsch, Canada)

We support them because we know that peace-keeping is not an end in
itself. Peace-kesping does not solve the problem. Rather, its purpose is to
create the corditioms conducive to the negotiation of a fair and equitable
settlement. Unfortunately, after 27 years, and despite considerable efforts,
the United Nations has not been able to broker such a settlement in Cyprus.

If such a settlement continues to elude the United Natioms it will be
important for ths Security Council to undertake a thorough review of the
long-term future of UNFICYP, Such a review should consider not only how to
reduce the expenditure of scarce resources on a process which is stalled but
also the role of the Force ltself.

Financial pressures on the United Nations and its Membe; States, as well
as competing demands for peace-keeping troops elsewhere in the world, make
such a roview essential. This is particularly rolevant as the Council
considers the creation of peace-keeping operations on a scale unprecedented in
the history of the Organization. Canada is prepared to take part im such a
review.

The UNPICYP troop-contributing countries have been carrying the financial
burden of the Force for more than 27 years and were willing to minimize their
future claims ip order to reduve the costs to the United Natious and its
Member States under a system of assessed contributions. It simply is not fair
to ask the troop contributors to continue to bear this disproportionate burden
indofinitely.

Canada remains committed to the search for a peaceful settlement in
Cyprus, and for the time being - for the time being - we remain committed to
naintaining our participation in UNFICYP. Earlier this afternoon I informed

the Secretary-Genmeral, through Under-Secretary-Gemeral Marrack Goulding, that
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(Mr. Kirsch, Canada)
Canada will maintain its current troop contribution to UNFICYP for the next
six wmonths should the Council, as it 4id, decide to extend its mandate at
today's meeting.

Members of the Council will appreciate, however, that Canada's curreat
contribution to the Unjited Nations presence in Cyprus cannot be taken for
granted indefinitely. We will, therefore, for all of the reasons I have
outlined this afternoon, be reviewing our continuing participation in UNFICYP.

In conclusion, and in view of expensive peace-keeping operations that may
be established in such places as Cambodia and Yugoslavia, I would like to
place on record the position of my Government that the essential principle of
using assessed financing for peace-keeping operations be maintained.
Furthermore, such a system of fineancing should be extended as soon as possible
to the United Nations Force in Cyprus.

Ihe PRESIDERT (interpretation from Russian): I thank the
representative of Canada for his kind words addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Cyprus, upon whom I mow call.
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Mr. MAVROMMATIS (Cyprus): Permit me at the outset, Sir, to
cougratulate you warmly on your assumption of the presidency of the Security
Council for the month of December. It is a particular pleasure to see you,
the Permanent Representative of the Soviet Union, a country with which my own
country has always maintained the most cordial of relations, steering the work
of the Security Council, particularly at this juncture in internatiomal
dovelopments.

At the same time, I kindly request you, Mr. President, to comvey to your
predecessor, the Permanent Representative of Romania, most well-deserved
congratulations. It is only £itting to note and pay tribute to the ezemplary
and skilful manner in which the important work of the Council was guided
during the month of November. Indicative of this was the orderly manner in
which the selection process for the new Secretary-General of the United
Nations was conducted, culminating in the Council's recommendation to the
Goneral Assembly of the name of Mr. Boutros Goutros Ghali.

I should also like to take this opportunity to express our most sincere
thanks and appreciation to all the membars of the Council for unanimously
adopting resolution 723 (1991). Our sincerest gratitude and thanks are also
extended to the troop-contributor countries of the United Natioms
Paace-keeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICEP), which, despite the deepening
financial crisis facing the Force, have continued unwaveringly during the last
mandate to maintain their forces in UNFICYP and their services at the highest
level of professionaliasm, which is now synonymous with UNIFCYP. For their
continuing Suppoit We can but 5i5l6 Ouf thanks GAG S6Zpress the hopé iLhal ihe
imperative need to maintain UNFICYP at the levels required to carry out its

duties successfully will be recognized as long as necessary.
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(Mr. Mavrommatis. Cyprus)

The renawal of UNFICYP's mandate for a further siz-month period, together
with the Secretary-General's mission of good offices, is indicative of the
continued interest and earnest commitment of the Security Council in
particular, and of the United Nations as & whole, to finding a just and viable
solution to the Cyprus problem. It is appropriate and fitting at this time to
express our most heartfelt thanks and appreciation to the Commander of
UNFICYP, Gemeral Clive Milmar, to his officers and men and to the
Secretary-General's Special Representative in Cyprus,

Ambassador Oscar Camilion, Under-Secretary-Gemeral Marrack Goulding and tne
Alternate Special Representative, Mr, Gustave Peissel. All have, within the
mandate of their responsibilities, worked tirelessly in the execution of their
duties.

The vesolutions of the Security Council pertaining to the guestion of
Cyprus, whether they be in the form of the one just adopted, renewing the
mandate of UNFICYP, or of resolution 716 (1991), which reaffirms &ll previous
Security Council resolutions on Cyprus, gain additional aignificance and
importance in the light of the completion of the term of office of the
Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Peres de Cuellar. The added significance of the
Council’s most recent substantive resolution, resolution 716 (1991), is that
it ollows the mew Secretary-General to assume his duties and conmsideration of
the Cyprus problem with the necessary infrastructure and with the United
Nations doctrine and approach co the question of Cyprus firmly in place and
enioyvina the support of the internationsl community.

It is appropriate, I believe, to reiterate that the resolution of the
Cyprus problem is to be based on adherence to and implementation of the
Security Council téaolutiona and full respect for the purposes and principles

of thes Charter as well as the norms of intermational law.
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(Mc. Mavrommatis, Cyprus)

The Government of the Republic of Cyprus remains committed to a solution
of the Cyprus problem based on those componant elements. We shall continue to
be 3o, despite the obstacles placed by Turkey im the path, thus far, of the
Secretary-General's efforts and, by extension, of the will of the
international community to solve the Cyprus problem.

As regards the most important issue of UNFICYP's finances, I should like
to reiterate the importance that we attach to the Force's continued presence
in such numbers as would permit it to discharge effectively and efficaciously
its functions so necessary at this particular juncture.

It is paradoxical, if not anachronistic, that UNFICYP is the only
exception to the gemeral rule of financing United Nations operations by
assessed contributions. Whilst expressing our gratitude to countries
providing contingents, we strongly plead with them not to take any action that
might put in jeopardy the most successful of all United Nations peace-keeping
operations. At the same time, we appeal to all members of the Security
Council to deal with this problem expeditiously, in 2 manner commensurate with
its importance and along the traditional lines that obtain in all other
similar operations.

We listened very carefully to the statements of the Permanent
Representative of Austria and the representative of Canada, and we noted
overything they said. We very much regret that it has as yet not been found
possible to put UNFICYP's finances op a sound and secure basis. As everybody
knows, we have done our level best to assist in arriving at an appropriate
solution.

1 shall, as always, attempt to give briefly a cbronology of the events
since the last remewal, on 14 June 1991, of the mandste of UNFICYP and the

Secretary-General's good offices mission.
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(M. _Mavrommatis, Cyprus)

A flurry of activities centring on Ankara and Nicosia followed that
renewal, and efforts were intensified, especially in July ané August 1991,

President Bush of the United States of America visited Athens and Ankara
in mid-July, and on 2 August it was announced in the United States that an
international meeting concerning Cyprus chaired by the Secretary-General was
planned for September.

The shuttle diplomacy by Mr. Camilion and Mr. Feissel continued. By
mid-August concrete ideas had been elaborated, and Ankara was more than
supportive of the international meeting.

There was an all-porvasive optimism till early September, not because
people had forgotten that every time, for almost three years now, the
negotiations were reaching the moment of truth, which, given the necessary
political volition, could lead to a breskthrough, Turkey amd Mr. Denktash
would come up with untenable demands; and not because anybody forgot that in
February 1990 Mr. Deunktash did not even allow the talks to begin in New York;
but because everybody thought that surely this time Turkey could not afford to
jgnore commitments to none other than the President of the United States. And
yot it d4id that, in its usual unabashed manner.

It waes inevitable that a stern warning in the form of a Security Council
resolution was necessary in order to set the record straight and put an end
once and for all to misrepresentations of resolution 649 (1990) and to
bohaviour that is totally unacceptable in international relations.

Thus when the Sacurity Council adopted unanimously, omly two months ago.
on 11 October 1991, resolution 716 (1991), everybody was aware that its
taison d'8tre was the same as that which had led to the adoption of resolution
649 (1990) in Marcﬁ 1990. At that time the intended negotiations under the

auspices of the Secretary-General 4id not even begin, as I have said. They
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(Mx. Mavrommatis. Cyprus)
collapsed when the Turkish side attempted to introduce concepts and
preconditions coatrary to the Council's mandate.

This time similar insistence by the Turkish Cypriots on yet more
unacceptable preconditions, and an unexpected remneging by Turkey on all
indications of flexibility and goodwill givem to the Secretary-Gemeral's
representatives and to interested countries during the inteuse series of
consultations of the summer months, obliged the Security Council to adopt
resolution 716 (1991).

After studying the report of the Secretary-Genmeral (S§/:3121) of
8 October 1991, which, inter a}ia. explained that once again an impasse had
been reached because the Turkish Cypriot leader asserted that his side would
claim a right to secession and that Mr. Denktash

“sought extensive changes in the text of ideas that were discussed",

(8£23121, para. 17) |
the Security Council deemed it necessary to adopt & resolution as the
appropriate leverage that would dislodge the monolithic obstacles blocking the

negotiating process.
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(Mr, Maveommatis, Cyprug)

Resolution 716 (1991), as we know, eundorsed the Secretary-Generasl's
report, the very same veport that the Turkish side criticized harshly and
called unsatisfactory. Furthermore, it reaffirmed all previous Security
Council resolutions on Cyprus and set out very clearly all the agreed
principles contained in these resolutions and in the 1977 and 1979 high-lavel
agreements. By reaffirming the Security Council‘'s position on the Cyprus
question, it also defined with precision and indisputable clarity the
parameters within which a just solution must be sought.

Permit me to racall that, as stated in paragraph 3 of resolution
716 (1991);:

“... the fundamental principles of a Cyprus settlement are the

sovereignty, indepondence, territorial integrity and non-alignment of the

Republic of Cyprus; the exclusion of union in whole or in part with any

other country and any form of partition or secession”.
There 18 no doubt in anybody's mind that this paragraph constitutes
unequivocally 2 definite and final rejectiom of the Turkish side‘'s demands for
separate sovereignty and a right to self-determination. Even if we were to
assume that there remainaed the slightest element of skepticism regarding the
meaning of paragraph 3, there is also paragraph 5, which:
“Calls upon the parties to adhere fully to these principles and to
negotiate within the framework of them without introducing concepts that
are at varlance with them®.
This clarification and roaffirmation lsave no room at all for any
misrepresontation whatscever.,

The Government of the Republic of Cyprus comsidered resolution 716 (1991)
positive and accepted it as the expression of the collective will of the

international community to remove the obstacles so that & solution to the
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(Mr, Mavrommatis, Cyprus)
Cyprus problem can be found on the basis of the relevant United Nations
resolutions, the high-level agreements and the principles of international
law, 1In addition, my Government ls on record as stating that it is ready to
do its utmost for the achievement of the objectives set out in resolution
716 (1991),

In stark contrast, on 12 October, a day after the unanimous adoption of
this resoluticn, Mr. Denktash rejected it in anger, describirg it as “totally
unacceptable”. On the same day, his regime decided to close the so-called
borders - referring to the Attila line tnat divides Cyprus by the force of
arms - to United Nations personnel and foreign diplomats for 48 hours as a
protest against the Security Council's ducision.

Turkey's reaction was rather belated but no less disappointing. It came
by way of a long letter signed by the then Turkish Foreign Minister,

Mr. Safa Giray, which was circulated as a document of the Gemeral Assembly and
of the Security Council (5/23156) at the request of the Permanent
Representative of Turkey to the United Nationms.

The main purpose of this letter was to reaffirm the Turkish Goverament's
position on Cyprus and purportedly "to clarify in thig light® its
understanding of the various elements of resolution 716 (1991). It stated
that Turkey had “certain reservations and objections” and it went on to make a
nunber of uustensble interpretations of the Security Council resclution.
Hotwithstanding the fact that the Socurity Council not only endorsed his
report and cbservations but also “commonded the Secretary~General for his
efforts during the past few months”, as stated in paragraph 1 of resolution
716 (1991), the Turkish Poreign Minister saw fit to reiterate his Goverament‘s

objection to certain aspects of this report.
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(Mc. Maveommatis. Cyprus)

The least that Turkey, or any other Member State of the United Nations
for that matter, could do was to remember - especially after the Gulf crisis
and its stern warning - that Security Council resolutions, given their nature,
cannot bs subjected to arbitrary or selective interpretation, nor can their
acceptance be made subject to any kind of precondition.

This message, however, seems to have been lost on the new Government of
Prime Minister Suleyman Domirel, who, in his address to the Grand Assembly of
Turkey on 25 November, in contradiction to Sccurity Council resolution
716 (1991), referred to the sovereignty of each Cypriot community., As to
Mr. Denktash, his intransigence and perpetual adherence to anachronistic
concepts and hard-line positions were reiterated in a lengthy interview given
recently to a Greek-Cypriot newspaper, the gist of which was expressed in the
arrogant remarks “We are not bound by whatever we said ‘'yes’ to in the
past.” Such statements and declarations are in direct violation of Security
Council calls for the parties concerned to refrain from any action that could
aggravate the present delicate phase through which the Cyprus question is
going.

At this point, I wish to stress that the United Nations resolutions on
Cyprus are directed at all parties concerned in Cyprus, not just the two
communities. The imvolvement of States parties is reaffirmed by resolution
716 (1991), in particuiar by its operative peragraphs § and 7. It is of

paramount importance that all States imvolved ir the issue ezoert sincere and

iz the ssgotistisg pavcess by
fully conforming to the criteria for a solution and to the principles
repeatedly affirmed by the United Nations resolutions and by the two

high-level agreements.
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(Mr. Mavrommatis. Cyprug)

In any circumstance, it is sow up to the Security Council not only to
follow cloaely actions aad reactions *o resolutioa 716 (1991), but to ensure
that this resolution is implemented without any further delay. We have all
listened to the problems and to the statement just made by the representative
of Canada. The Security Council and each and every one of its members know
fully well who is to blame and who is prevemting the settlement. Resolution
716 (1991) and the report on which it was based are crystal clear. It is now
up to the members of the Security Council to take appropriate remedial action
based on that resolution.

Finally, I conclude by reiterating my country's and my personal
sentiments of appreciation to Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar upon his
relinquishing, after 10 successful years, his presont duties. This is the
last meeting that will be held on the Cyprus queation during his tenure. I
have known the Secretary-Gemeral for a very long time and have had every
opportunity to obssrve closely his modus operandi, not only in respect of the
problem of Cyprus -~ which he has served so well in the capacity of Special
Reprosentative, Under~Secretary-Gensral and Secretary-General, in an exemplary
manner, bringing it close to solution on more than one occasion - but also in
his approach to the plethora of issues he has had to deal with, ranging from
human rights to conflict resolution.

Even upon a first meeting with biwm, one cannot fail to mnotice immediately
his deep knowledge of the subject, his urbanity, his ability to remain
unrufflad sven in the face of adversities, or his approach and style,
oxenplified by his ability to chart a correct course during the recent
evalutionary processes., We all, and particulsrly Cyprus, ove him a debt of

gratitude,
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russisn)s I thank the
representative of Cyprus for his statement and for his kind words addruessed to
my couatry aand to myself.

I now call on the representative of Greece.

Mr. EXARCHOS (Greece): At the outset, let me congratulate you, Sir,
on your assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the month of
Decembar, 1 am certalin that under your experienced and distinguished guidance
the Security Council will carry out its work with great effectiveness and
success., I take this opportunity to extend coangratulations to your
predecessor, the Ambassador of Romania Aurel Dragos Munteanu, for the skill
and leadership he displayed in the exercise of his duties during the month of
Novamber.

The Greek Goveranment fully shareg the view expressed by the
Secretary-General in his latest reports to ¢he Security Council - contained in
documents §/23144 of 15 October 1991, and §/23263 of 30 November 1991 - that
the presence and the role of the United Nations Peace-kesping Force im Cyprus
(UNFICYP) remain indispeusable. It has therefore concurred in the extension
of the Force's mandate for six more months, having taken note of the agreement
to that effect of the Government of the Republic of Cyprus, exercisiang its
exclusive and sovereign right with respect to this matter. This is all the
more 60 because the expectations raised since last June for achieving progress
towards a negotiated solution of the problem of Cyprug have proven

unfortunately to be so far without effect.
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(ML, Exarchos, Greece)

The chroaic and ever deepening problem of the financirg of UNFICYP is a
cause of deep concern to my Government. The financial situation of the Force
places in jeopardy a very successful peace-keeping operation. Greece fully
endorses the recommendation of the Secretary-General,

Mr. Javier Peres de Cuellar, who in his report to the Council relative to the
financing of UNFICYP emphasized that

“given the uunsatisfactory and unjust nature of present arrangeiients, I

should 1like to reiterate my long-standing recommendation that the Council

approve the funding of the cost of UNPICYP from 1 January 1992 through

assessed contributions on the peace-keeping scale“. (§/23144. para. 25)

My Coverument appeals to all members of the Security Council to ensure
proper and just financing of UNFICYP, as they have done for all the
peaco-keoping operations they have authorized. Im that context, allow me to
state once more my Goverament's pledge to maintain tho level of its total
contzribution at the present voluntary amount of $800,000 par annum even if a
new system brings its assessed contribution to 8 lower lievel.

On behalf of my Government I wish to express our sincere appreciation to
the Govermments of the troop-contributing countries for their continuing
commitment to the cause of peace in Cyprus. The very existonce of UNFICYP
would be at stake without their valuable support. We are indeed indebted to
thom.

Thanks apnd deep appreciation are also extended to the Commander of
UNPICYD. Malor-Gansral Cliva Milner. and to all officers and men under his

command.
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The report of the Secretary-General to the Security Council, document
§/23121 of 8 October 1991, epitomises his tireless and principled efforts in
recent months in the framowork of hiz mission of good offices with a view to
safeguarding the sovereigaty, independence and territorial integrity of the
Republic of CTyprus and establishing a new constitutional arrangement that
would regulate the relations of the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot
compunities on a federal, bi-communal and bi-zonal basis.

The Secretury-General clearly indicates in the same report, particularly
in paragraphs 17 and 19, that the Turkish side bears full respoasibility for
the new stalemate.

The Security Council commended the Secretary-General for his efforts, and
endorsad his report and observations in resolution 716 (1991) of
11 October 1991. Furthermore, the Security Council roaffirmed its previous
resolutions on the Cyprus problem and its consistent position on the
fundamental principles of a lasting settlemant, namely the sovereignty,
independence, territorial iantegrity and noun-alignment of the Republic of
Cyprus as well as the oxclusion of union in whole or in part with any other
country snd any form of partition or secession, Also, in its paragraph 5,
resolution 716 (1991) called upon the parties to nsgotiate without introducing
concepts that are at variance with the fundameantsl principles of a Cyprus
settlement.

While my Government welcomed resolution 716 (1991) and most emphatically
reiterated its readiness and willingmess to cooperate with the

Soecretary-General, the Govermment of Turkey and Mr. Demktash, the leader of
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the Turkish Cypriot Community, responsible for the stalemate, have in mno
uncertain terms criticized the report of the Secretary-General on his mission
of good offices as well as “its authora®.

Therefore, the negative reactions of Mr. Denktash as exdorsed and
axpressed in a letter by the Turkish Goverameant contained in document §/23156
of 21 October 1991, in the form of “well-founded reservations ard objections”
(8723156, annex) concerning resolution 716 (1991), indicate that once more
they both continue to ignore &snd disregard deliberately a resolution adopted
unanimously by the Security Council.

The problem of Cyprus is and remains a problem of the invasion and
foreign occupation of the territory of an independont State Member of the
United Nations by another Member State. It constitutes a flagrant violation
of the United Nations Charter, of the Security Council's resolutions on Cyprus
and of the Charter of Paris for a New Burope, which was signed also by Turkey.

I will spare the Council the well-known and duly documented details
regarding the tragic situation of the 200,000 rofugees deprived of their
ancestral homes and property and denied freedom of movement, the deliberate
policy of Turkey aiming at changing the demography of Cyprus by implanting
80,000 Turkish settiers on the occupied territory of the island, the plight of
the enclaved persons and the unwillingness of the Turkish side to cooperate in
ascertaining the fate of the 1,619 miasing persons,

In a few weoks the term of tho Secretary-~Gemeral, Mr. Peres de Cuellar,
will expire. On behalf of the Greek Government I coavey to him our deep
appreciation and high esteam for his valuable, principled and conaistent

efforts to promote a lasting and just solution of the Cyprus problem. Eis
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moral integrity as well as his patience and persaverance are admirable. His
quiet diplomacy in the quest for peace in Cyprus has certainly been
acknowledged by the international community. Let me also extend our sincere
thanks and appreciation to his Special Reprezentative in Cyprus,

Mr. Oscar Camillion and to the alternate specicl representative,

Mr. Gustave Felssel, for their unroleating assistance to the Secretary-General.
Although disappointed by the lack of taugible progress so far in the
search fcr a negotiated solution we are, howsver, encouraged by the fact that
the international community is displaying increased interest in assisting the
Secretary-Gereral in his efforts to veunify the last Buropean couatry that

remains divided snd occupied dus to the continuing presence of more than
35,000 Turkish soldiers.

At this moment, I can only oxprose.the hope that the next report of the
Secretary-General on his mission of good offices, which is still to come in
accordance with resolution 716 (1991), will pave the way towards finding a
solution to the problem of Cyprus. But that can only happen if Turkey
effectively and sincerely cooporates by complying with all relevant United
Nations resolutions, and in particular with resolution 716 (1991),

Let no one be in doubt that my Govornment, in close cooperation with the
Government of the Republic of Cyprus, will fully support the
Secretary-Gensral-designate, Mr. Boutros Boutros Ghali, im the mission of guod
offices entrusted to him by the Security Council for finding a just and

lasting solution of tha Cynrus problem.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I thank the
representative of Greece for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is Mr. Osman Ertug, to whom the Council has extended an
invitation in conformity with rule 39 of its provisional rules of procedure.
I invite yin to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. ERTUG: 1t is a pleasure for me to be here today to address the
Security Council on the subject of the renewal of the mandate of the United
Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP). I should like to thank you,
Mr. President, and through you the other members of the Council for having
given me the opportunity to do so. I should like also to extend my
congratulations to you, 8ir, on your assumption of the presidency of the
Council for the month of December. I have no doubt that yvur vast experience
and diplomatic skills will guarantee successful guidance of the deliberations
of the Council.

My congratulations go also to y&ur predecessor, the Permanent
Representative of Romania, for the competent and successful manner in which he
conducted the Council’'s work during the month of Hovember.

I do not intend to take up much of the Council's valuable time with a
detailed statement. My purpose is to utilize this opportunity - the only one
wy 9ide has - to recall the reason why the Cyprus guestion has remained
unresolved for the past 28 years. After all, that is why UNFICYP has remained
on the island for the past 27 years, and that is why tho Security Council is
burdened with the task of meeting every six months in comnection with this

matter, amidst growing concern over the difficulties of finmancing the Force.
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The Council is well aware of how, by whom and for what purpose the
bi-communal Republic of Cyprus was deliberately destroyed upon the expulsion
of the Turkish Cypriot compongnt from the entire State apparatus back in
1963, I will therefore refrain from repeating these well-known and
well-documented facts. We believe, however, that the recognition of the Greek
Cypriot regime, which emerged as a result of this coup against the bi-communal
Republic, as the legitimate Government of Cyprus was a historic error, with
far-reaching implications. Had it been avoided, there would not have been a
Cyprus question today.

My intention in stating these facts is pot to apportion blame or to try
to rewrite history, but rather to recall the origins of a grave injustice that
has been done, and continues to be done, to my people. As we seek a remedy
for this injustice, it is not fair to ask the Turkish Cypriots to build their
future on the ruins of the past, or of the now-defunct bi-communal Republic of
Cyprxus, but rather on a sound, new political partunership, which will not be
subject to the whim of tho Greak Cypriots.

As the search for a negotiated solution to the Cyprus question continues,
it is crucially important for us to know whether or mot the Greek Cypriot
leadership is prepared to ackuowledge those facts. It does mot have to look
for in order to realize what has been at issue between the two peopiis of the
island since the beginning of tho conflict. Mr. Glafkos Clerides. a prominent
Greek Cypriot politician and former Greek Cypriot megotiator at the

[ Ty pu T Ve B PR LW [y S
s

- - Al - -~ - P ) - T
o GUNEIULAS VOARR, DLOLUD LUU AVAAVNLMY P21

"
(4]

entitled "Cyprus: My Deposition*



§8/pPV.3022
32

(M. Ertuq)

“Just as the Greek Cypriot preoccupation was that Cyprus should be a
Greek Cypriot State, with a protected Turkish Cypriot minority, the
Turkish preoccupation was to defeat any such ¢ffort and to maintain the
partnership concept, which in their opinion the Zurich Agreement created
between the two communities. Tho conflict, therefore, was a conflict of
principle and for that principle both sides were prapared to go on
arguing and even, if need be, to fight, rather than compromise.

“The same principle is still in conflict, evea today, though a
federal solution has been accepted - and though a federation is nothing
more than a constitutional partnorship of the component States, provinces
or cantons which make up the federation.”

In spite of the acknowledgement of this fact even by some prominemt Greek
Cypriots, the Greak Cypriot leadership insists on misrepresenting the Cyprus
question as being one of invasion and occupation. This approach clearly shows
how far the Greek Cypriot side is from 8 negotliated solution. We cannot hope
to £ind the right remedy by making the wrong diagnosis as to the nmature of the
illness.

The Turkish Cypriot side rejects all claims that the Cyprus question is a
problen of invasion and occupation. Such claims are aimed at misrepreseating
the Cyprus issue as a question between Turkey and the Greek Cypriots. This
approach, which totally ignores the sexistence of the Turkish Cypriots as an
equal party, does not correspond to reality, and will certainly not lead to a
just end iasting seitiemeat.

Similarly, we cannot accept any assertion or even suggestion that the
Groek Cypriots, under the guise of the Republic of Cyprus, are sovereign over

us or over the whole of Cyprus. Such claims have no basis in reality,
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legality or morality. We have no claim to be sovereign over the Greek
Cypriots or over the whole of Cyprus. Let them have no claim of sovereigaty
ovar us or over the whole island so that we may, as equals, be able to
establish a partnership, which will be a bi-communal, bi-zonal federation.

It will be recalled that when the independent Republic of Cyprus was
established in 1960, sovereignty was trausferrad to both communities, not just
to one of them. When we were thrown out of that Republic by force of arms a
mere three years later, we did not surrender our rights and our equal share in
the sovereignty by not submitting to the Greek Cypriots. We continued to
possess sll the rights and attributes emanating from the 1960 settlement,
including sovereignty, by virtue of our successful defence against ~ttempted
domination.

It is therefore neither realistic mor fair to tell the Turkish Cypriots
that this right, atter the experience of the last 28 years, no longer oxists
for them. The Turkish Cypriots have as much right to be the masters of their
own affairs and of their own destiny as the Greek Cypriots do. This is a
consequence of the political equality of the two communities, which has been
confirmed by the Security Council and which is one of the essential features
of a federal solution.

The talks on Cyprus have failed to produce a final result, because the
Greek Cypriot side has, among other things, persistently refused to recognize
the political equality of the Turkish Cypriots. It was only sixz months ago,
fa Juss, that we listonsd, with amagament. to the words of the Gresk Cunriat
representative denying this fundamental principle in this very Chamber. Our
amazement did not stem from the fact that we 4id not know the Greek Cypriot

side’'s negative attitude towards political equality, but rather from the fact
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that this principle was denied i{n this very forum in such a blatant manner.
As a brief reminder, I would like to read the verbatim record.
Mr. Mavrommatis said:

“Equality is in the negotiating process in so far as the intercommunal

talks are concerned, baecause you camnot equate a country with a

community - there is no doubt about it - wherever that may be taking

place.” (§/PV,2992, p. 38)

Since the Turkish Cypriot side does mot enjoy the right of reply inm the
Security Council, I was not able to respond to that statement at the time.
But I 4o not think I have to respond to it even now, for I believe the Council
bhaz since given sn appropriate reply to this unconstructive and provocative
statement by confirming the political equality of the two communities.

The Greek Cypriot representative, who is now sitting here claiming to
represent the whole of Cyprus, was only a short while ago represemting the
Greek Cypriot side at the intercommunal talks with the official title of Greek
Cypriot megotiator. The contradiction in bis position is, we balieve, quite
obviouss how can he claim to represent both sides in Cyprus, here or
elsewhore, when he actually represents one of the parties in the dispute at
the negotiations? The experience of the last 28 years has clearly shown that
as long as this fundamental anomaly continues, the Greek Cypriot side is not
1likely to accept a power-sharing formula with the Turkish Cypriots on the
basis of equality.
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viable solution by accepting, in all its aspects, Security Council resolution
649 (1990). We believe this regolution provided, and continues to provide, a
unique opportunity for making progress towards a settlement through

pegotiations.
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We can only consider the subsequent Security Council resolution, that is,
resolution 716 (1991), as a confirmation of resolution 649 (1990). Sinco the
views of the Turkish Cypriot side on resolution 716 (1991) have been expressed
at the highest level - by Presideant Rauf Denktash - I will refrain from
repeating those views. However, the Council must have no doubt noticed how
quick and eager the Greek Cypriot side has been in exploiting this resolution,
even to the extent of attempting to add words to its text,

This is certainly not conducive to the resumption of the negotiations for
a just and lasting solution. Furthermore, we believe that the attempt made in
the report, which preceded this resolution, to lay blame on one of the parties
is misdirocted.

In spite of this, the Turkish Cypriot side has not turned its back on the
negotiating process. We believe that a direct meeting between the leaders of
the two communities, with a view to ironing out the differences that have
prevented progress towards a solution, is still the best way for makiug
Progress.

At 8 time when winds of reconciliation are blowing across the world and
longstanding conflicts aro becoming a thing of the past, a vicious campaign of
nostility is being waged in Cyprus. The perpetrators of this campaign are the
Greek Cypriotss the victims, the Turkish Cypriots; and the casualty, prospects
for the establishment of friendly relations betwesn the two communities, which

is the prerequisite of a feasible, workable settlement.

Many times hafare. r.gt-nontgtlval of my neople who have addressed the
Council have voiced our indignation at the incessant campaign being conducted

against the Turkish Cypriots in the economic, political, sccial, cultural and
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sport fields, boﬁh within and outside Cyprus. It is regrattable that during
the past six months, these hostile activities have not only continued, but
have also assumed new dimensions.

A glaring example of this ill-conceived embargo is the recent sentencing
by a Greek Cypriot court of a Danish sea captain, Mr. Ole Penderson, to a fine
of 300 Cyprus pounds. His crime? Having previously visited Famagusta port in
the Turkish Republic of Northerm Cyprus.

In the only remaining mixed village, Pyla, located in the United
Nations-controlled buffer zone, the situation continues to be tense, owing to
the restrictive messures imposed on the inhabitants by the Greek Cypriot
administration. This hostility manifested itself again when ;he village's
Turkish Cypriot inhabitants tried to build a minaret to the existing mosque.
Even this purely religious activity provoked a furious reaction from the Greek
Cypriot side. in total disregard for the principle of religious tolerance.

Meanwhile, the Greek Cypriots are objecting to the installation of
telephone lines to the homes of the Turkish Cypriot resideunts of Pyla, thus

curtailing our people’s freedom of communication.
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Ia & perhaps more ominous development, the Greek Cypriot administration
has continusd its campaign of spending huge suma of money on a military
build-up in the south. This has also involved the acquisition of
hig ~technology wespons. We have already communicated the details of this
rearmament campaign to the Secretary-Gemeral, together with our concern over
this potentially dangerous developament.

Adding to our concern in this regard are the belligerent statements
coming from the civiiian and military authorities in the south. One receat
exanple was the remark by General Marcopoulos, the outgoing Commander of the
Groek Cypriot Natiomsl Guard, that this army waas

“in a position to fight, wanted to fight and knew how to fight“.
He also urged the Greek Cypriot authorities to continue the rearmament
programms vigorcusly. We hope that the countries which are selling arms to
the Greek Cypriots will review their policlies in the light of this
warsongering.

I should now like to comment briefly on the Secretary-Géneral's curremt
roport (5/23263 and Ad4.1) on the peaco-keeping operations of United Nations
Peace-kosping Force in Cyprus (UHPICYP). The zepeated referonces in this
report to the so-called “Government of the Republic of Cyprus” are clearly
incompatible with the legal and political reslities of the island, and are
unacceptable to ay side. Furthermore, the report contains inaccuracies angd

less than isparcial remarks which, we believe, detract from its objectivity.

Turning now to the guestion of the estension of ths mandate of UNFICYP, I

should like to reiterate that the resolution which has just been adopted by
the Security Council is not acceptable to the Turkish Cypriot side for the

reasons that were outlined in previous Security Council meetings on this
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matter. Any resolution that referas to the Greek Cypriot administration as the
“Government of Cyprus® is unacceptable to the Turkish Cypriot side because
such resolutions ignore the existing realities in Cyprus and attempt to negate
the principle of equaiity batween the two sides.

Nevertheless, the Governmeat of the Turkish Republic of Northera Cyprus
is favourably disposed to accepting the presence of UNFICYP om its territory
on the same basis as that stated in June 1991. Thus, our position continues
to be that the principle, the scope, the modalities and the procedures of
cooperation between the authorities of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
and UNFICYP shall be based on dscisions which shall be takeam by our Govermment.

In this connection, I should like to peint out that the éresent mandate
of UNPICYP is not compatible with the radically changed conditions and
circumstances of today. In the light of the preseat realities in Cyprus and
the approach spelled out in Security Council resolution 649 (1990), we believe
that a reappraisal of UNFICYP's mandate is necessary. This would not only be
in response to prevailing circumstances, but would also be in keeping with the
decision to reach a settlement based on the eguality of the two parties.

Before concluding my remarks, I shall avail myself of this opportunity to
pay & tribute to an eminent statesman who has done so much in order to bring
about a just and lasting solution to the Cyprus question, and for world peace
in general. 1 am speaking, of course, of His Excellency
Javier Perez de Cuollar, whose laudable efforts for a negotiated solution in
Cypius comsist mot only of Lis missicn of gool officss sz Sserstery-Cenersl of

the United Hations, but also, previously, as Special Representative of the

Secretary-General in Cyprus. He will always be ramembsred by our people as an
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untiring percemaker and as a valued friend. On behslf of my Government and on
my own behalf., I should like to express our gratitude to him and wish him good
health, happiness and prosperity in the future.

I should also like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
Secrotary-Generel designate, His Excellency Boutros Boutros Ghali, whose
well-deserved election to this post has baen welcomed by my Government and
paople. He is a person who is both close to, end familiar with, our part of
the world; this, for us, is a great advantage. We wish him success in his
exalted task of promoting world peace and harmony.

Finally, I should like to express our appreciation for tho invaluable
offorts and contributions of the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General in Cyprus, Mr. Oscar Camilion, and of Mr. Gustave Feissel.

I should also like to express cur sppreciation for the untiring efforts of
Under~Secretary-General Marrack Gouldirng and Force Commander Major General
Clive Milner in guiding the pe;?o-keeplng operations of UNFICYP.

The PRESIDENT (interpretstion from Russian): I thank Mr. Ertug for
the kind words Lo addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Turkey, on whom I now call.

Me. AKBIR (Turkey)s It is a source of very great satisfaction for
my delegation to see you, the representative of & country with which Turkey
entertains the most cordisl relations of friendship and good neighbourliness,
presiding over the Council this month. Your well-known qualities as statesman
and ezperienced diplomat will emsure that the Security Council effectively
carries out its many tasks in the service of international peace and security.

I wish also to pay a tribute to Ambassador Munteanu, the Aistinguished
Peraanent Representative of Romania, for the wisdom and great skill he

displayed when he presided over the Council during Hovember.
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Once again, the Security Council is engaged im its semi-snnual exercise
of extending the mandate of the United Nations Peace-keeping Force in Cyprus
(UNFICYP). I should 1like to avall myself of this opportunity to inform the
Security Council of Turkey's position yis-3-wls Cyprus. .

Two weeks ago, a new Government came to power in Turkey. The new Prime
Minister of Turkey, Mr. Demirel, presented his Government's programme to the
Grand Natiousl Assembly, and had this to say om the subject of Cyprus:

“The Cyprus problem is currently im its 28th year. Turkey sincerely
hopes that this problem will be solved without further delay and within
the shortest possible time. Our Government believes that the Cyprus
problem can be solved through a constructive and meaningful dialogue
between the two communities, which have equal rights in the existence and
future of the island.

“Our Goverament believes that, in view of the realities and bitter
events of history, the security and prosperity of the Turkish Cypriot
people can be guaranteed only by establishing a bi-zonal, bi-communal,
federal partnership based on the political equality of the two sides. We
still retain our hope that such & aolution can be achieved through
intercommunal dialogus and by peaceful means. It is not possible to
acceleorate this peace process by exerting foreign presaure or by
expanding the scope of the problem. Within this framework, our
Goverument will doploy 81l ity efforts to assist in. and contribute to,
the solution of the problem, and will strongly support the efforts made
by tho Turkish Rupublic of Northern Cyprus in this regard. We will
continue to contribute to raising the level of prosperity of the Turkish
Cypriot people and their development efforts by making use of all our

resources.”
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This position is in conformity with Security Council resolution 649 (1990),
and gupports the principle of nsgotiation batwsen the two Cypriot parties as
the vehicle for achieving a mutually acceptable solution.

We note with concern the continuous efforts being deployed by the Greek
Cypriot leadership to internationalize the guestion, presumably in the hope
that >utsiders can impose, or will impose, a settlement that is contrary to
the fundamental interests of one of the parties of the future federation in
Cyprus. It has to be reitrrated that, when going into this kind of intimate
portnexrship, thers can be no substitute for honest, weaningful, substantive
talks between the two future partrers, carried out in a spirit of conciliation
and mutual respect.

The Secretary-General can facilitate this exercise through his mission of
good offices. The guadripartite high-level meeting envisaged in operative
paragroph 8 of resolution 716 (1991) could also be a mechanism which might
facilitate a mutually acceptadble solution betwseen the two parties, but it
should not be seen 3s 8 mechaniss for imposing solutiuns on parties harbouring
serious misgivings.

In recent years wé have seen the tragic consequences of sectarian
violence in the Middle EBast, and we are pow witnessing a repetition of this
tragedy in the ethnic violence raging in parts of the Balkan poninsula. We
must beware of sowing the seeds of future ethnic violence in Cyprus, which
already has an unfortunate recent history of ethmic strife. The only
gusrantas amainat this dannar is Airect dislogus and agreement between the two

peoples of the island,



S/PV.3022
40 (a-3s)

(M. Aksin, Turkey)

It should be mentioned, however, that dialogus will never lead to
agreement without a genuine Jdesire on the part of the two sides to reach an
accomnodation. Some wminutes ago, we all hsard Mr. Ertug, the representative
in New York of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, citing some examples
of the Greek Cypriot practices of hurting the Turkish Cypiiots economically,
politically and in any other way they can. These are not isolated incidents
or the result of aberrant behaviour on the part of over-gealous officials.
This is part of a systematic campaiqu to destroy the ecomomy, the touriam
industry, the foreigm trade and, indeed, the very existence of the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus. This is a ~anpaign waged on a global scale for

the purpose of breaking the spirit of the Turkish Cypriot people.
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The question of Cyprus came before the Security Council in December 1963,
exactly 28 years ago, when the bi-communal repuklic of Cyprus split into its
two ethnic components. I will not go into an analysis of why and how the
division of Cyprus came sbout in those fateful days of December 1963. I will
refrain from apportioning blame, because tho facts are well known. All I will
racall is that for nearly three decades the Security Council has been seized
of the question of the divisiou of Cyprus. During all these years, the
Council has been adopting resolutions calling for a soiution which has
grzdually evolved into a bi-communal, bi-zonal federation based on the
political equality of the two peoples of Cyprus. Should it not be apropos to
ask the question whether the relentless Greek Cypriot campaign of wearing down
the Turkisgh Cypriots will ever 10ad to such a federation? The Greek Cypriots
have the tiresome habit of dredging up resolutions adopted by the Security
Council in the 1970s and piously calling for their strict observance. 1Is it
not time for them to re-examine their attitudes towards their future partners?
Unless they give up the policy of confromtation and adopt a éolicy of
conciliation they will continue to violate the resolutions adopted by the
Security Council in the 1990s by making the unity of Cyprus impossible.

My Goveroment cannot sccept the refererce to the “Governsent of Cyprus”
in the resolution that has just been adopted by the Council. The Council
kanows the basis for our position and I will not repeat it mow., However, my
Government has no objections to an extension of UNPICYP's mandate for a
furihos six monitlis.

Bofore concluding my statement, I want to express the gratitude of my
Government for the tireless efforts of the Secretary-Gemeral,

Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, in the accomplishment of his mission of good
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offices. His patieant efforts and his remarkable skills, coupled with his
intimate knowledge of the history of the question of Cyprus, have enabled our
Secrstary-General to play o most useful role in facilitating the negotiating
process. As we bid him farewell at the end of his tenure as
Secretary-General, I would like to say that his efforts in the service of the
United Nations will not de forgotten by Turkey.

Just as my GCoverument has always extended its wholehearted support to
Mr. de Cuellar in tue carrying out of his mission of good offices in Cyprus,
my Goverament will provide the same support to his successor,

Mr. Boutros Ghali. We sincerely hope that the new Secretary-Generel will be
able to build on the foundations laid by his predecessor so that a new
partnership will be established between the two peoples of Cyprus after nearly
three docadss of conflict.

Finally, I want to express our appreciation to Mr. Oscar Cailion, the
reprosentative of the Becretary-General in Cyprus, and to Mr. Pelssel for
thelr services in support of the Secretary-Ceneral's mission of good offices.
I waat also to express appreciation to the men and women of UNFICYP and to
their commander, Major-Genoral Milner, for their dovoted services to the
United Nations.

wWhen he made his statemsnt, the represeatative of the Graek Cypriots said
things which clearly need to be refuted because they do not correspond to the
truth. Those allegations have been made on previous occasions and have also
beon refuted; and I will not take up the time of the Council by refuting them
yot sgain.

If bis counterpart, Mr. Ertug, the representative of the Turkish Republic

of Northera Cyprus, should feel the need to apprise tho Council of his
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Goverament's position on these points, I am sure he will do so in writing at a
later date.

My colleaguo from Greece also repeated some allegations which had been
made previously in the Security Councll and answered on those occasions. I
will not prolong this debate by repeating what has been said before. I will
marely recall our previcus statements on the subject.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation f£rom Russian): I thank the
representative of Turkey for the kind words he addressed to me and to my
country.

I call on the representative of Cyprus.

Mr. MAVROMMATIS {(Cyprus): Tho way in which you, Mr. President, have
called upon me is the reply to the representative of the country that is
occupying my country. If the representative of Turkey wishes to persist in
complete isolation in the way ho addresses the represeatative of amother State
party, then I think he should start an initiative to rewrite the Charter.

This would be the honest thing to do instead of continuing this attitude in
absolute isolation which does not become anyone who comes into this chamber.

There is snother thing I wish to addres.. We heard something from the
provious speaker on dredging up resolutions of the 1970s. I am afraid that we
are the not the ones who are 4redging them up. It is the members of the
Council who are today recalling these resolutions. So we share the calumny,
and it makes my burden that much lighter,

Wat Mo icmané ths Topresentatives of Turksy onca mors ahout another
thing. They hardly mentioned resolution 716 (1991). I should 1like to tell
them, and they know ft, that Security Council resolutions are not like an & 1a

carte menu, where they can pick and choose their hors d'ceuvres or main
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course; and unless and until they learn that they have to respect all those
resolutions, I do not expect that we will be making any progress. I rofer in
particular to the more than necessary resolution 716 (1991), as I have already
explained ian detail.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): I call oa the
representative of Greece.

Mr. EXARCHOS (Greece): At this late hour I do not want to take up
the Council's precious time. I shall dwell only on two points raised by the
Turkish representative.

Ho referred in his statement to resolution 649 (1990) as the only vehicle
to a zolution of the problem. I think it might be useful to éecall that that
resolution vas adopted at the Secretary-General's request to the Security
Counci), following the impasse created by Mr. Denktash in February 1990 with
his denand for the recoguition of two peoples in the Republic of Cyprus and a
separate right to self-determination for the Turkish Cypriot community. I say
this because, after all, the latest resolution 716 (1991) does not do anything
else. It reiterates resolution 649 (1990) ard in fact completes and
interprots it, and I think that those two resolutions should both be applied.

The second point raised by the represeantative of Turkey was his reference
to political eguality. 8o let mo romind him that Security Council resolution
716 (1991) imcorporated the Secretary-Ceneral’'s definition of pslitical
equality to be exorcised within the new Cyprus Federal State as he had
outlined in his report of 8 March 1990. In that report the Secretary-General
specified that political eguality 4id not mean equal numerical participation
in all federal organs, but that it should be reflected in various ways,

including the equality and identical powers and functions of the two federated
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States, the approval of the Constitution and control of the process of
coustitutional amendment by both communities, the effective participation in
al decisions and organs of the Federal Government, and safeguards to ensure
protection of both communities against possible detrimental decisions of the
Fedoral Goverument.

Ihe PRESIDENT (interpretation from Russian): There are no further
speakers. The Security Council has thus concluded the preseat stage of its

consideration of the item on its agenda.




