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The representative of Turkey and his echo, the leader of the Yurko-Cypriot 

extremists, Dr. Kutchuk, in three long letters to Your Bcellency (documeuts s/6384, 

s/639+, s/6395 dated 27 and 29 May 19651, purport to reply to my letters of 

6 and 12 May 1965 (documents s/6554, s/6550). They, however, still evade touching 

upon the essential point made in these letters, and previously, uemely that 

Turkey's negative policy of forcibly preventing conciliation and normal relations 

between the Greek and Turkish Cypriots and of keeping up division and strife in 

Cyprus, has been the main factor in the continuing trouble in the Island. It also 

runs counter to the very concept of an independent and peaceful Cyprus. 

The facts brought out in my letter FO 2l.O CYFYi, dated 24 November 1964, with 

details and documentary evidence which show that any Turkish Cypriot who has normal 

relations or any trade dealings with Greek Cypriots is blacklisted and suffers 

severe punishment, corporeal or other, by the Turkish terrorist Organisation !lW - 

still remain unanswered. 

While persistently following such a policy of division the Turkish Government 

cannot pretend that it "desires to see an independent Cyprus", without its words 

sounding hollow and unreal. What it actually desires is the partition of 

Cyprus, with a part going to !B.arkey and the other joining Greece. This has been 

admitted by the former Foreign Minister of Turkey, Mr. Erkin, who, in an intellriew 

granted to the Athens newspaper Elettheria in June 1964, stated: 

"The radical solution . . . wculd be to cede one part of Cyprus to Greecp 
and the other, closest to the Turkish Asiatic coast, to Turkey". 

!Che Turkish protestations about , therefore, sound likewise hollow, and are 

but a thinly veiled tactical move. Furthermore, a distorted picture of the subject 

of enosis is drawn when it is sought to present it as pursued by force. In my 
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letter of 15 March 1965 (document s/6233), I made it clear that the enosis movement 

has never been conceived otherwise than as a result of the free exercise of the 

right of self-determination by the people of Cyprus. This right is the cornerstone 

of the Charter and could in no case be denied to any people. 

The Turkish representative is at pains to show that he does not recognise 

the Government of Cyprus. Yet his own Government fully recognises it as presently 

constituted and has a diplomatic representative accredited to it. Can this 

obviously contradictory attitude be anything else than an EXsrCiSe in futility and 

irrelevancy1 

Mr. ksiroglou contends that the area of the Turkish armed enclaves is one 

"where constitutional authority is maintained". But it is undeniable, as it is 

common knowledge, that the 'Turks living there are virtually prisoners under the 

arbitrary and harsh rule of the Turkish terrorist organization TMT; which is a 

denial of even the most elementary concepts of law and order and of human rights. 

And also it is undeniable that the Turkish Cypriots living in the rest of the 

Island under the control of the Government, are enjoying freedom of movement and 

the other freedoms, in so far as TWIT intimidation does not reach there. 

It would seem that a special little dictionary is required to find the actual 

meaning of certain words and terms used in letters emanating from the Turkish 

Mission. Thus "return to normality" means return to the Constitution set up by 

the so-called "agreements" of Zurich and London, which marks the greatest 

violation of constitutional nornm that has ever appeared in the annals of 

constitutional history. As a "constitutional oddity" It was moderately described 

in the report of the Mediator. "Return to normality", therefore, is in fact 

intended to mean return to the abnormality that has led to the present trouble - 

in a vicious circle. 

The term "complete extermination of the Turkish community" means any regime 

in which the Turkish minority would no longer have the abnormal power of vetoing 

all fiscal legislation and other important measures, that is, the power to stall 

and paralyse the Government machinery; briefly, it means any regime in which an 

18 Per cent minority would not be able to dictate its will and dominate the 

82 per cent majority. 
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A constitution in which the Turkish minority would enjoy equal rights of 

citizenship and all legitimate minority rights is usually labelled "enslavement of 

the Turkish community". 

The sentence "Turkey protects the sovereignty, independence, and territorial 

integrity of Cyprus" refers to her alleged right to intervene in the Island by 

virtue of the so-called Treaty of Guarantee, which, as interpreted by Turkey, is 

in itself the most flagrant violation of that sovereignty and independence. It 

is on the wrong premise of that Treaty that Turkey violated the Charter and bombed 

the civilian population of Cyprus, killing and wounding hundreds cf men, women and 

children in undefended towns and villages. 

As to the "territorial integrity of Cypru~~, Turkey's purpose of partitioning 

the Island and annexing a part of it is hardly concealed, as shown by the 

statement of Mr. Erkin quoted above. Also Mr. Kemal Satir, then Vice-President of 

Turkey, in e public statement in 1964, said that tiCypru~ will be divided into two 

sections, one of which will join Turkey". In addition, Dr. Kutchuk declared on 

10 January 1564 that "partition is the best solution" and even went so far as to 

propose the 35th parallel as en "ideal line of demarcation"! 

There can be no possibility of the Cyprus problem entering the way to 

permanent solution unless the negativeness of disruptive methods is abandoned. 

The settlement, to be sound and enduring, must be based on full recognition of the 

unfettered independence and sovereignty of Cyprus, the elimination of foreign 

intervention in the affairs of the Island, and the application of the principles 

of self-determination and majority rule, with all proper safeguards for the 

legitimate rights of the minorities. 

When lW?key decides, as it is hoped it may, to approach the problem of Cyprus 

upon thk universally accepted norms of national and international relations, the 

solution of this problem would present no difficulty. 

Your Excellency is kindly requested to have this letter circulated as a 

document of the Security Council. 

Please accept, etc. 

(Signed) Zenon ROSSIDES 
Permanent Representative of Cyprus to the 

United Nations 


