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1. Letter dated 31 March 1965 from the Permanent Representative
of Turkey addressed to the Secretary-General

Upon instructions from ﬁy Govefnment, I have the honour to convey the following
to Your Excellency. '

The Turkish Government has carefuliy studied the Report of Mr. Galo Plaza
concernihg the question of Cyprus which was transmitted to the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs by the United Nations Representative for Technlcal Asslstance and the
Special Fund in Ankara at 14.00 hours on 30 March 1965, attached to Your
Excellency's letter of 26 March 1965, | _

It bas been observed that in splte of the Medistor's mandate being defined
in the 4 March 1964 Resolution of the éecurity Council as promoting "an agreed
settlement”, Mr. Galo Plaza,'without securing the sgreement of all partles to.the
dlspute, has proceeded to express his convictions as to the substance of the
problem by way of observations, views or suggestions. On several occasions in
the past, the Turkish Goverrnment had mede it clear to Mr. Galo Plaza that such a
course would not be compatible with his mandate and had earnestly requested him
to refrain from such action‘in order that he may fruitfully continue his
mediation attempts, the pursuance of which was also desired by the Turkieh
Government .

During the conversations which were held with him in Ankara on 23.-25 February
last, Mr. Galo Plaza hed egreed to refrain from inserting in his Report any
recommendations or suggestions as to substance and to confine himself to the
procedure of mediation by cbserving that there no longer seemed to be any prospecf
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in mediation by individuel contacts and that from now on joint and multilateral
negotiations with the madiator might be advieable. In fact, in paragraph 121 of
hils Report, Mr. Galo Plaza sbates that one of the parties hsd informed him that
in its view the inclusion of substantive proposals in his Beport would carry him
veyond his terms of reference. Turthermore, in peragraph 170 of kis Report,

he states that the parties concerned chould try to see their way clear to meet
together with or.without his wrezenne, secording to thelr wishes.

The Heport of Mr. Galo Flaza contalns sectlons which go beyond his terms of
reference as specified in the L March 1964 Resolution of the Security Council.
It is obvicus that those sectlons cannot be taken into consideration, cannot be
entertained as a medietlon effort and caagnot therefore constiltute in any manner
a bazis for future effcrts. "This creates a situation whereby it must be deemed
that Mr. Galo Flaza's functiong as a Medlator have come to an end upon the
publication of his present Report. At any rate, the Turkish Government can no
longer expect positive results from the continued mediation efforts of a person
who has given vent to his convictions on the substance of the question without
the agreement of all parties concerned.

The Turkish Government, therefore, placing itself on record as aebove, would
like to express to Mr. Galo Plsza, at this time when his functlons as a Mediator
have come to an end, 1ts thanks for his efforts in trying to find & settlement

agreeahle to all the partles.

(signed) Orhan LRALP
Ambassador
Permznent Representative of Turkey
to the United Nations

/...



_' 8/&26T
Engiish
Page 3

2. Letier dated 1 April 1955 from tne Secretary-General
addressed to the Permavent Representative of Turkey

I have the honour to refer to your letter of 31 Mareh 1965 by which you
corveyed tc me the observations of the Government of Turkey on the report of the
United Nations Mediator on Cyrpus which I circuleted as & Security Council
document ($,/625% end Corr.l). I have, of course, shown this letter to the
Mediator and have invited him to submit to me his comments upon it, particulariy
with regard to matters of fact.

It is not my purpose here to diccuss the various points made in your letter.
However, I uche that your Government states that during the convérﬁationﬂ which
were held with the Medimbor in Ankara on 25-25 February, he “had agreed to refrain
from ingerting in his report agy recommendations or suggestions as to substance
and to confine himself to the procedure of mediastion by observing that there no
longer seemed to be any prospeet in mediation by individusl contacts and that from
now on jeint and multilateral negotiations with the Mediator might be advisable”,
Since this is a guestion of Tact concerning discussions which took place bheziween
your Government and the Modiator under the suthority and responsibilities conferred
upon him by the Security Council's rezolution of 4 March 1504, you will appreciate
that I am in no position to comment upon it from persconal knowliedge. The Mediator,
however, at my request, has given to me his own understanding of the purport of the
copversations in guestion. He informs me that what is referred to as an agreement
about the content of nis repert would more accurately be deseribed as a statement
of the Turkish Govermment's own views on what the report should contein, and that
while he felt able %o agree that his report would not present formal. recormendations
for a solution, he could not and would not agree that he should confine himself
solely to what the Turkish Govermment refers to as the "procedure of mediation”,
in.the limiting sense of not dealing with matters of substance, He siates that,
in fact, ke made it clear thet his report would include a deteiled analysis of the
pesitions of the various parties, from which would inevitably flow certain ideas
which might lead the waj to an agreed sclution, and that he prepared his report

accordingly,
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I also note that iﬁ is the view of the Turiish Government that the Mediator's
report "contains seétions which go beyond his terms of reference as specified in
the 4 March 1954 resolution of the Security Council"; that "it is cbvious thet those
sections caanct be taken into consideration, cannot be entertained as a mediation
effort and cannot therefore constitute in any mamner a basis for future efforts”;
and that "this creates & situation whereby it must be deemed that Mr., Galo Plaza's
functions as a Mediator have come to an end upon the publication of his present
Report".

Tt is, of course, for the nmenbers of the Security Couhcil themselves to make
authoritative interpretations of the provisions of resoluticns of the Council. But
I feel bound to say here that I have found nothing in the Mediator's report which
I could consider as going beyond, or being in any other respect incompatible with,
the functions of the Mediator as defined ih paragraph T of the rescolution of
4 March 195k, which consiet of "prcmoting,a peaceful solution and an agreed
settlement of the problem confronting Cyprus'. |

Yhile I note with regret the view of your Govermnment that the functions of
 the Mediator "have come to an end upon the publicaticn of his present Report", I
would like t¢ inform you that I do not consider that any action by me ot this
Juncture affecting‘the status of the Mediator is called for.

Indeed, T seize this opportunity to appeal most earnestly to your Government
not to insist on the extreme position that the services of the Mediator have come
to an end, I.take'this Liberty only because I fear that this might well mean the
end, for all practicai purposes, of the mediavion effort itself, thus grestly

iminishing hopes for a peaceful solution of the Cyprus problem. This appeal, of
course, does not apply in any way to the atiitude of the Government of Turkey
toward the substance of the Mediator's Report.

I am circulating your lelier and nmy reply tc¢ the members of the Security
Council.

Signed) U THANT

(Signed



