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INTRODUCTION: 

CTP and AKEL-DIFFERENT PERSPECTIVES ON CYPTUS ISSUE

The Cyprus question can be defined as a conflict between the Turkish Cypriots and the Greek

Cypriots, which take its roots in history, involving Turkey and Greece, and emanating from

the Greek and Greek Cypriot aspirations and actions, aiming at the annexation of island to

Greece after the elimination of the Turkish Cypriot people ( ı ).

On the other hand, a British historian and a journalist Nancy Crawshaw defined Cyprus as a

"a complicated issue, a struggle for the union of Cyprus with Greece" (2).

Some Greek writers think that the Cyprus problem is related with the idea of Megali Idea

which took its origin from the conquest of Constantinople-the capital city of a Byzantine

Empire- by the Ottoman Empire on 29th of May 1453.

In this thesis the aim was to find an answer to this question:

"Is it possible for CTP and AKEL to come together under same roof in a federal settlement

with the aim of preserving the national interests of Cyprus?".

This topic is chosen because no solution to the Cyprus Problem has been reached so far in the

long lasting negotiations between governments.

I think that a settlement can only be achieved by a "federation" (The bi-zona! and bi­

communal federation will be established buy the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot

communities.

All powers are not vested by them in the federal Government will rest with the two-federated

state) as foreseen by Ghali's set of ideas (1992).

(I) S.R Soyel, The Turco-Greek Conflict, London, 1976, p. t

(2) Lytton Bulver, An Autumn in Grece, London, l 826, p.21.
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The characteristic of federations is bringing together "similar views". So the Cyprus question

can be solved if parties sharing similar views come together under the same roof as, for

example, the unification of CTP with AKEL.

Cyprus problem become more acute with the establishment of the Greek Kingdom in 1832

and it reached its peak with the occupation of Cyprus by the British in July 1878. lt could be

said that, the second reason of genesis of Cyprus problem was the growing of the Ottoman

Empire since its second failure to capture Vienna· in 1683. This event was encouraging its

Christian neighbours to weakend Ottoman Empire ot even destroy it utterly with the help of

Christian rnirıorties such as the Greeks and the Armenians.

Due to the fact that Turkey and Greece are members of NATO, the Cyprus question was

carried into the international arena. Up to the present day both sides stubbornly kept their

positions without much effort to approach each other.

The Greek side looked upon the Cyprus Republic of 1960 as a temporary arrangement

towards Enosis, and the Turkish side considered it as a jumping board for partition.

The early days of the Republic were peaceful but the ideals were kept alive (3). 

The Greek Cypriots did not feel strong enough to declare Enosis and Turkey supported the

continuation of the Cyprus Republic because she was too busy with internal problems. The

fight broke out when the Greek Cypriots tried to change the constitution in their favour and

attacked the Turks in 1963. Upon this the Cypriot Turks formed their own cantons, a first step

towards partition The cease fire was broken at intervals by the Greeks and this caused Turkey

to give a serious warning that she would "intervene" if such actions were repeated by the

Cypriot Greeks (With the Cypriot Greeks and Turkish Cypriots we mean the people who lives

in Cyprus. With the Greeks we mean the people who lives in Greece and with the Turks we

mean people who lives in mainland Turkey)(4). 

( 3 )Talat, interview, December 200 I.

(4)Talat, interview, December 2001.
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The Cyprus Problem went through various stages in history and became an international

problem towards the end of the British reign on the island. At the time of the London

Conference where Turkey was also a participant, the idea of -."partition" emerged and the

Cyprus problem became a problem between Turkish Cypriots, Greek Cypriots, Turkey and
Greece.

In time these parties concerned began to define and take a firm stand on their policies on

Cyprus and thus the question became deeper and more complex and gained an international

identity since Turkey and Greece were members of NATO. For a certain period the Cyprus

problem also entered the field of competition between socialist and capitalist systems When

the problem was solved in l 959 and the Republic of Cyprus was founded, the solution was

not really the expected one. Especially the Greek Cypriot side found it very difficulty to sign

the treaty because the settlement was very abrupt and unexpected from the point of view.

Immediately before the agreement the Greek leader Makarios was fighting for Enosis and
there was bloodshed.

From the Turkish side of view the settlement was more satisfactory.

There is a very important factor here which appeared as a detail at the time but was to

determine the fate of Cyprus later on. And this is the fact that both sides remained loyal to

their ideals and looked upon the Cyprus Republic as a temporary stage. The Greeks aimed to

achieve Enosis through the new independent state and the Turkish side looked upon the

Republic as a jumping board for partition.

It is seen that the period of the Cyprus Republic is full of this competition between the two

parties trying to achieve their aim. For example the Greeks prevented the formation of

separate municipalities in the five big towns according to the Constitution and the Turks

vetoed the first tax law of the independent Cyprus Republic. The Turkish side hoped to create

an economic crisis by this veto and in a way looked at it as a factor in their struggle for

partition. As a result both sides defended loyally their old national aims and stands. The

positions of the motherlands somewhat altered at times.
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Turkey wanted the continuation of the Cyprus Republic in the period 1960-1962 and could

not seriously be interested in external problems. In spite of this the Turkish government

rejected the 13 amendments in the Constitution proposed by the Greek leader Makarios and

upon this rejection the intercommunal fights erupted in December 1963.

The Greeks planned to exclude the Turks from the governmental system and realize Enosis in

a short time. However they failed to achieve this. As a result of the Greek attacks, the Turks

quickly moved into their own areas (enclaves). At this time Denktash again became the

popular leader preferred by the Turkish community and managed to keep his strong position

although Dr.Fazıl Küçük was the vice-president. By pulling into their separate regions

(enclaves) the Turks aimed at laying the foundations for partition. This situation continued

until 1968 when the Greeks embarked upon a new attack on the Turks. Immediately Turkey,

now more prepared than before, threatened to intervene with the result that a Greek military

force of 1 O.OOO soldiers and the EOKA leader Grivas were forced to leave the island. Certain

measures were also taken to help the Turks return to normal life (5).

Up to now the Turkish people coming to Nicosia from the other parts of Cyprus had to pass

through barricades (check-points controlled by the Greeks). These barricades were lifted so

that the Turks could travel more freely on the island, and intercommunal negotiations started.

At that time the talks were held between Denktash and Clerides as heads of the Communal

Chambers. These talks continued until 1974 until the Greek Junta in Athens staged a coup

against Makarios. Following the coup, there were preparations to declare Enosis and Turkey,

taking an advantage on this, intervened in Cyprus. At this time the Cyprus question entered a

new phase with the marked change in the balance of powers. The previous military and

economic superiority of the Greeks were reversed. The Turks were now very strong from the

military point of view and the "status quo" changed, the island being divided into two (6).

The intervention by Turkey in 1974 was met by sympathy at the beginning by the big powers,

because it was in accordance with international agreements. The treaty of Guarantees banned

the unification of Cyprus with another country and there was Junta in Greece.

(5)Kıbrıs Tarihi, Dr. Vehbi Zeki Seter, 2001.

(6)KıbrısTarihi, Dr. Vehbi Zeki Seter, 2001.
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So the world powers looked upon the intervention with tolerance, the U. S approved it and the

the Soviet Union preferred to stay silent.

It was not possible for Turkey to intervene in Cyprus during 1963-1964 because she did not

have the necessary landing-craft and the technical capacity. She acquired this overseas

landing capacity after 1968. It is not certain how successful Turkey would be in such a short

time in the intervention had the Greeks not staged a coup in 1974. The Greeks did not put up a

big fight in this intervention and did not show much resistance as the Turkish troop moved

from Nicosia to Famagusta. After this event Turkey asked for a federal settlement on the

island.

Negotiations between the heads of the communal chambers, Denktash and Clerides, continued

until 1974, when Greece staged a military coup on the island against Makarios to achieve

Enosis. This changed the status quo in Cyprus and gave the chance to Turkey to intervene

with the result of gathering the Turkish Cypriots in a· Turkish controlled are in the north of

Cyprus, and restoring Makarios to the leadership of Greeks again.

In a way "partition" was realized but the international community did not give recognition to

the new situation. Further, with the efforts of the Greek side, political and economic sanctions

were imposed o the Turkish side.Up to 1977, the Cypriot Greeks kept refusing Ecevit's

proposal's for a federation. In the summit meeting of 1977 between Denktash and Makarios,

the Cypriot Greeks appeared to accept a federal settlement and the idea continued to be

discusses until I 990 with no change in the status quo of the island.

This was Ecevit's idea and he put it on the table immediately. Denktash confessed later that

he regretted the idea because what he wanted was for Turkey to occupy north of Cyprus and

unite it with Turkey. In this way partition would become a reality. Ecevit's opinion was

somewhat different. The world could accept an intervention only in accordance with the

Treaty of Guarantees and Alliance, and this treaty banned partition and unification of Cyprus

with any other country. The Greek side rejected a federal settlement until 1977. At the summit

meeting between Denktash and Makarios in 1977, the Greek side accepted the idea of a

federation and this entered all UN documents as agreed upon after that date.
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After this Cyprus become a topic of political competition between Turkey, Greece, UN, other

world countries and the two parties concerned, a situation which continued up to 1990 when

the Greek Cypriots said "We can't resolve our problems with the Turks" and they applied to

the E. U for membership. The main aim was not to make use of the economic advantage but

really to gain the support of this big alliance (7) They also wanted to take advantage from the

EU becoming a political union. With this application they wanted to make Turkey a country

which occupied part of the EU. So the application for-EU was completely of a political nature.

The Greek Cypriots did not make an application earlier because they did not have the courage

since the island was devided into two, but in 1990, during the term of Vassiliou, they made a

courageous move and applied.

For two years the EU gave no reply and in 1993, during the chairmanship of Greece, it was

decided to re-evaluate the application of the Greek Cypriots in 1995. At this time Turkey was

trying to enter the Customs Union. During the term of Tansu Çiller in Turkey, entering the

Customs Union was half entering the EU. During the chairmanship of France, Turkey

accepted the fixing of a date of the EU with Cyprus to start negotiations. In return Greece

agreed to lift her veto on Turkey's admission to the Customs Union. On 6 March 1995, the

EU Council met and approved Turkey's membership to the Customs Union.

Also, six months after the conclusion of the Confrence between governments in Cyprus, and

with the approval of the European Parliament, it was decided to start negotiations between

Cyprus and EU. According to the belief of CTP (Republican Turkish Party) this is a turning

point in the history of Cyprus (8). In 1974 there was a sharp change in the status of Cyprus,

with the division of the island into two and the existence of 30-40 thousand Turkish troops on

the island.

The opening of the way of Cyprus for EU membership was the biggest challenge since 1974

which defied the Turkish side.

(7) Talat interview, December 200 I.

(8) Talat interview, December 2001.
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CTP foresaw this before and tried to warn the other Turkish political parties, Denktash and

Turkey, but could not make its voice heard. Turkey's relationships with Europe deteriorated

in 1997 with the Luxemburg decisions which annoyed Turkey.

Upon this the Turkish Cypriot side cut many ties with Europe. In the following years, with

the support of US.A, Turkey become a candidate for membership to EU.

Now both the Greek side and Turkey were candidates and once more Turkish Cypriots were

the losing side, becoming victims of Greek's hasty action.

As the Greek side prepared for full EU membership, the Turkish side increased efforts of

strengthening ties wirh Turkey. Meanwhile certain changes took place in Turkish policy with

the intention of speeding up entry to the EU and once more the Cyprus problem entered a new

phase. After 1995 Cyprus had become completely an international question. Nowadays the

Cyprus question has become a problem of the EU.

Greece being a full member and Turkey a candidate for membership, indicate that Cyprus will

find its roots in Europe. The meaning of the EU is to create a .safe zone in Europe where no

wars will take place. Turkey may enter EU by solving her problems and since Greek Cyprus

will become a full member before Turkey, the Turkish government will have to solve the

Cyprus question before entering EU. If so the Turkish Cypriot side will have no strong case

for agreement and will lose its bargaining power. Thus Cyprus will become a member of EU

in accordance with the agreement signed by Klerides now. From the Turkish side of view,

this is going back to the period before 1974 and the sharp change in the status quo in I 974

will be completely reversed owing to the EU Thus a movement will start back to 1974 or the

1960 agreements.

Greek Cypriots become the most favoured candidate for membership. So the Cypriot Greek

side increased their efforts for full membership and saw this as a settlement to the Cyprus

problem while the Cyprus Turks kept strengthening their ties with Turkey.

With this development many questions come to mind:
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I . What will the status of the Turkish Cypriots be if Cyprus is admitted to the EU before?

2. Is Turkey using the Cyprus problem as a bargain and opportunity to enter to the EU?

3. Does Turkey believe she can prevent or delay the admission of Greek Cyprus to the EU by

pulling out of the negotiations on Cyprus and delaying a settlement? Does she worry that the

doors of the EU will be closed to her once Cyprus enters EU?

This questions are relevant in the frame of my thesis because they help to find a possible

solution to a Cyprus question in the basis of parties' opinions like CTP and AKEL

"CTP believes that the Cyprus problem must be solved. Otherwise the Turkish Cypriots will

be faced with the most serious disaster in their history. With the existing economic and

financial problems, how many Turkish Cypriots will chose to stay on the island? The Turkish

Cypriots had an advantage in the negotiations in 1992 when Ghali's set of ideas appeared to

be acceptable to a great length to both sides" (9).

What were the contents of these ideas? Ghali's set of ideas foresaw a bi-zona), bi-communal

federation based on the political equality of both sides. The best way to proceed in the

negotiations is to return to Ghali' s suggestions once more and continue the talks under the

auspices of the UN. Most probably the Greek side will enter the EU in 2004 and Turkey will

meet with a big obstacle on her way to Europe since the Greek Cypriots will be in the

European Council.

The Turkish Cypriots should join the Greek Cypriots as partners .in the EU In this way the

Cypriot Turkish economy will gain momentum and make the necessary legal changes to suit

the European standards. Turkey must contribute to the settlement of the Cyprus question if

she wants to enter the EU The Cypriot Turkish side will gain advantage if it can get what was

proposed to them in I 992.

(9)Cunılıuriyetçi Türk Partisi, Program-Tüzük, Lefkoşa l 998.
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The settlement of the Cyprus problem is possible under a federal roof. In case of such a

solution what will be the status of the political parties? Or what sort of adaptations should

they make?

A federal settlement requires a high degree of cooperation between political parties over the

national boundary between the Cypriot Turks and Greeks sharing common views. The main

characteristic of a federation is that it necessitates the coalition of political parties with the

similar views in order to promote the interests of the country (10).

In this thesis it has been emphasized that a settlement can be reached under a system based o a

bi-zonal, bi-communal federation with political equality of both sides. In such an

administrative system it will be necessary for a number of political parties, like CTP and

AKEL, to come together in order to protect interests of Cyprus as a whole in the international

arena. Will this be possible?

In the study of this topic, answers for the following questions were searched for:

l. What are the common views and differences between CTP and AKEL on the membership

of Cyprus to the EU?

2. What are the similarities and differences of opinion between CTP and AKEL on the

Confidence Building Measures? And what steps can be taken to build up confidence between
the two communities?

3 Indications are that South Cyprus will be accepted to the EU in 2004. If there is no solution,

what will be the future öf the TRNC after this date?

4.What should the procedure be in the inter-communal negotiations in order to reach an

agreement? In other words, what should be done to induce Turkey and South Cyprus to accept
Ghali' s set of ideas?

(lO)AssLPrfDr.Zeliha Sezgin Khashrnan, CYPRUS: WHY NOT A FEDERATJON? Near East University, 2000.
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5.Recently the general opınıon is that South Cyprus will be admitted to the EU in 2004,

whether or not a settlement is reached.

The reaction of Turkey to this might be that upon such a development, the TRNC can be

integrated to Turkey. What is CTP's opinion on this and what can happen in the Akel's

following years? On the membership of Cyprus to the European Union Should Cyprus be

admitted with or without the Turkish Cypriots? Before or after a settlement? If before.yhow

can the Turks be included in the membership?

ô.Can CTP and AKEL unite into a single party in case of a settlement in Cyprus?

Consequently there is no definite ideas or a plan on a Cyprus settlement and it is not possible

to evaluate what certainly it is possible common interests CTP and AKEL share on Cyprus

due to ethnic differences. It is very difficult now to define "national gains and interests"

because both Cypriot Turks and Cypriot Greeks are not sure at the moment what their national

interests (not those of Turkey and Greece) will be. First a definition of "common gains and

interests" must be made. At present most of the gains of North Cyprus and South Cyprus are

contradictory. In case of a settlement both communities will have to carry on very close

relations in the international community and they will share common interests in the EU

Then a close alliance of CTP and AKEL will be more realistic. In future they may become

sister parties and maybe they can come together in a party federation after many years.

Even though they may not unite, an alliance between political parties will be possible.



I.THE EMERGENCE OF THE CYPRUS PROBLEM AND THE ATTEMTS TO FIND A

PERMANENT SOLUTION TO THE CYPRUS CONFLICT

1.1. The Zurich and London Agreements

The Zurich Agreement was signed between Turkey and Greece on 11 th February 1959 in

Zurich,Switzerland with the aim of bringing a solution to the Cyprus Problem.The London

Agreement, complementary to the Zurich Agreement was signed in London on 19th February,

1959.These agreements include a total of27 articles and clauses.

1.2. The Treaty of guarantee

In the constitution of the Zurich and London Agreements , the Treaty of Guarantee was

signed between the Republic of Cyprus (to be declared) , Turkey, Greece and United

Kingdom. This treaty gave the guarantor states the right to interfere in case the Cyprus

Republic was in jeopardy.

1.3. Military Agreement

The Military Agreement was signed between Turkey and Greece. According to this treaty:

1 . "The Cyprus Republic, Turkey and Greece guarantee to cooperate for the joint defence of

the island, to have meetings and consultations with each other· on matters and problems that

may arise from the joint defence.

2.Turkey,Greece and Britain guarantee to counteract any direct or indirect assault or agression

towards the independence or unity of Cyprus Republic.

3. A tripartite headquarters will be established" ( 11 ).

(11 )Türkiye 'nin Siyasal Antlaşmaları I.Cilt (1920-1925 ).
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4.Turkey and Greece will participate in this headquarters (joint force) with units of 690 and

950 respectively.

5. Turkish and Greek military officers will undertake the training of the Cyprus army.

6.The command of the tripartite headquarters will be undertaken by a Cypriot, Greek and

Cypriots general, to be jointly appointed by the President and the Vice President of the

Cyprus Republic, in turn for a period of one year. Further, Britain will have two sovereign

bases , one at Agrotiri-Episkopi-Paramel and the other at Dikhelia-Pergamos-Ay Nicolau. The

British government agrees to hand over all its rights on the island of Cyprus , outside the two

sovereign bases, to the Cyprus Republic and this is approved by the parties concerned.

1. 4. The founding and declaration of the Republic of Cyprus

After the Zurich and London Agreements, the time had come for the declaration of the

Republic of Cyprus. Two important events took place in 1959:

The Turkish leader , Dr.Fazıl Küçük, was elected to be Vice President on 3rd December 1959

and Archbishop Makarios became President by election on 14th December 1959.

The Cyprus Constitution was signed on April 6, 1960.In the committee preparing the

constitution the Turkish Cypriot side was represented by R.R.Denktash. On July 4th 1960,

the British Parliament passed the law of Independence of Cyprus and on the night of 5th

August Cyprus was declared an independent republic. The last British governor, Sir Hugh

Foot, left the island on 16th August.

As a result of later elections , Glafkos Clerides and Dr. Orhan Müderrisoğlu were elected as

chairman and vice-chairman respectively to the House of Representatives.R.R.Denktash was

elected as the chairman to the Turkish Communal Chamber, and Dr.G.Spindakis became

chairman of the Greek Communal Chamber.
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I, 5.Developments from the founding of Cyprus Republic until December 1963

The Greeks could not achieve Enosis by applying brute force through the activities of EOKA

founded on 1 st April 1955. Failing to reach their aim by brutality, they decided to change

their tactics and by apparently more peaceful methods. Politically ending the Cyprus problem

would not be sufficient since there lived two communities on the island, enemies to each

other, and eventually the behaviour of these communities would be the deciding factor in a

permanent solution , especially that of the Greek community.The Cyprus Republic was

declared on 16th August 1960 and soon the real aim of the Greeks became more evident. In

October 1961, at the opening ceremony of the Gymnasium (Lycee) of Morphou (Güzelyurt),

the Kyrenia Metropolitan Kyprianos , openly declared the aim of the Greek Cypriots by

saying: "The solution to the Cyprus Problem is ENOSIS and only ENOSIS"(l2)

1.6. Makarios proposals for constitutional amendments
In November 1963, the president of the Cyprus Republic, Archbishop Makarios, proposed 13

amendments on the constitution to the vice-president Dr.Fazıl Küçük. The main aim in these

amendments was to open the way for applying the Akritas' Plan, hence disintegrating the

Republic and paving the way for Enosis. Turkey rejected the 13-point proposals on December

16, I 963.

1.7. Start of 1963 events

The fighting broke out on 21 st December in the Tahtakale district.This marked the beginning

of the events by which the Cypriot Greeks put into effect the Akritas Plan. According to this

plan the Cypriot Turks of the island would be killed, thus opening the way for Enosis. On

Saturday, 21 st December 1963 , the target of the Cypriot Greek soldiers were the students of

the Nicosia Turkish Lycee.

More important is that the Cypriot Turks were pushed out from the government and

administration. Also that they were forced to withdraw to enclaves.

(12)Vehbi Zeki Serter, Cyprus History, p.105.
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1.8. The Military Coup of the Greek Junta and the Turkish Peace Operation in Cyprus

l.8.1.Military Coup on 15th July 1974

The strategy applied on the Cypriot Turks with the aim of bringing Enosis was directed and

executed by mainly two leaders, namely President Makarios and General Grivas. They

deviated only on the date of the final move. Makarios wished to delay certain actions until the

time was ripe, while Grivas wanted to act immediately. In addition the Junta regime in Greece

and Makarios did not agree in many ways and shared diversed ideas on the Cyprus issue. The

Cypriot Greek population as thus divided up into two groups, those supporting Makarios and

those favouring Grivas. The enmity between Makarios and Grivas grew so deep that two

unsuccesful criminal attempts were made to kill Makarios. The Greek Junta was also

unpopular on the mainland and in order to gain popularity the Greek generals decided to

hasten Enosis. Thus by the order of the Greek Junta, a coup was organised on 15th July 1974,

in order to ending the Makarios regime and to bring about Enosis. Sampson, a well known

EOKA terrorist, was brought to the head of the new Cypriot Greek government and Makarios

fled to Paphos, thus saving his life.

1.8.2. First Peace Operation 20th of July, 1974

Upon these events in Cyprus, the Turkish government asked Britain to organise a joint

military operation in Cyprus, as two guarantor countries. The British refused this offer and

Turkey decided to act on her own in accordance with article 7 of the Guarantee Agreements.

The Turkish forces landed on the beach near Kyrenia in the early hours on 20th July , 1974.

After gaining a foothold and securing a reasonable area for the safety of the troops, a route to

Nicosia was opened.In the meantime the U.N Security Council adopted a resolution, calling

for a ceasefire. On 22nd of July , Turkey announced that she accepted the ceasefire call of the

Security Council.

1 . 9. The Geneva Talks

In accordance with the decision of the Security Council,the peace talks on the ceasefire in

Cyprus started on 25th of July 1974 in Geneva. The negotiators were the Foreign Ministers of

Turkey, Greece and Britain.

16



The U.S, the U.S.S.R and the U.N were represented in the talks as observers. The talks lasted

till 31 st of July 1974 and ended with the following agreed topics:

(i)The Greeks will move out of all Turkish Cypriot territory and these areas will come under

control of U. N.

(ii)The constitutional government will be re-instituted :

(iii)All prisoners will be released.

"These talks were known as the First Geneva Talks. In the meantime Sampson was

overthrown and Glafcos Clerides was brought to the head of the Cyprus Greek government.

The Second Geneva Talks started on the 8th of August 1974 in a pessimistic atmosphere

because the Greeks did not abide by the agreements reached in the first talks.Again

delegations of Turkey,Greece and Britain , headed by the foreign ministers of the three

countries, R.R.Denktash and G.Clerides took part in the talks which lasted for six days.The

second round of talks ended with no agreement reached due to the negative approach of the

Greek Cypriot , British and Greek delegations, and consequently Turkey decided to go on

with the Second Peace Operationr 13).

I . 1 O. The Second peace operation ( 14-16 August 1974)

The Second Peace Operation started on 14th of August 1974 and lasted for 3 days. The

Turkish armed forces moved in two different directions , one to the east and the other to the

west. The Greeks fled,burning Turkish villages on their way. Hundreds of civil ran Cypriot

Turks mostly children and old people were massacred by the furious Greeks as they fled in

front of the Turkish Forces. On the 16th of August, the Second Peace Operation ended with

the Turkish troops reaching Famagusta in the east and Lefka in the west. The new frontiers of

the Turkish controlled area were drawn at the end of this operation and still exist todaycı-n

( 13 )R.R.Denktash, Doğrudan Doğruya Programı, Tempo TV. 2000.
( 14)Dr.Vehbi Zeki Serter, Kıbrıs Tarihi, 2001.
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2. THE POLITICAL STATUS OF THE COMMUNITY AFTER 1974

2.1. Declaration of the Turkish Federated State

The Cyprus Federated State was declared on 13th February 1975. International and external

factors played an important role in this declaration. On 13th February 1975, the Cyprus

Turkish Federated State was declared replacing the Autonomous Cyprus Turkish Rule. The

decision was taken to establish a Founding Assembly, to draw up the constitution and laws of

the new state. With the establishment of the Turkish Federated State, the Turkish population

now had a federal government based on multi political parties, democratic and

parliamentarian system.

The declaration of TFS was necessary for the Turkish people to strengthen its roots, to have a

more democratic life and take brave decisions to solve its long term problems. Democratic

parliamentarian regime was put into effect and two. local elections were held before the

declaration of the Republic, one in 1976 and other in 1981.

2.2. The attitude of Turkey and Greece towards the declaration

The declaration of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus was looked upon as a positive move

by Turkey but Greece's attitude was rather negative. The Turkish president and prime

minister at that time ,Fahri Korutürk and Sadi Irmak sent messages of congratulations to the

newly declarared state. The Greek prime minister Karamanlis , on the other hand argued that

the declaration was a political step towards partition and made misleading statements to the

press.

2.3. Denktash - Makarios meetings

Denktash and Makarios had last time met on 30th November 1963, when Makarios planned to

make the 13 paragraph amendments to the constitution. he two leaders sat at the table again

after 14 years, on 27th January 1977, but this time the Turkish side was participating as the

Turkish Federated State of Cyprus.
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The outcome of the meeting

This meeting laid in the foundation for the intercommunal talks which were planned to take

place later on. The main items of the agreement were :

(i) "The two parties are willing to establish an independent non-aligned , bi-communal

republic.
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(ii)The land to come under control of each community will be decided by considering

economical sufficiency, productivity and ownership of the land.

(iii)Freedom of movement , settlement and ]and ownership will be open for discussion.

(iv)The authority and duties of the Central Federal Government will take into account the

unity and bi-communal character of the country" (15).

2.4. Inter communal Talks

After the events of Summer 1974 the negotiations were restarted in 1975. The aim was to find

a solution to Cyprus question.

The first practical issue was the exchange of populations- Cypriot Greeks to the South and

Turks to the North. The meeting of the Turkish Leader R.R.Denk:tash with the Greek

Community were two dimensional. The first round was held in April 1975 in Vienna.

a)The meetings with Makarios, the Archbishop and President of the Greek Community

b)The meetings with Clerides, leader of the Greek Community.

Second round of talks were heldin June 1975 in Vienna . Third round took place in Vienna in

August.

(I 5)Dr.Vehbi Zeki Serter, Kıbrıs Tarihi, 2001.



was planed to be held in New York but did not take place due to the negative

of the Greek leader. Fifth round took place in Vienna in February. In these talks

asked Denktash to give Varosha, Bay of Famagusta, Morphou and part of Karpasia

Greeks.As a resultlthe talks ended with no conclusion. Sixth round was held in Vienna

1977. The paı-ticipantswere:

Süleyman Orhan - Representative of the Turkish Community

Papadopoulos -Representative of the Geek Community.

rounds of talks di~t1~{produce any results. Whil~theViennatalks were under way, the
of the Turkish\<::1ypripts from south to the nqrth of Cyprus was completed on 7th

Derıktash-Kvorianoussummitmeetin

The summit meeting took place on 18th May 1979 under the auspices of the U.N Peace Force

in Nicosia. The participants were: Kurt Waldheim, R.R.Denktash, S.Kyprianou. At the end of

he summit meeting it was decided to resume the inter-communal talks. In summary they

agreed to persue matters on land and constitution iri the talks to follow. Thus the issue of

Varosha would also be discussed. They also agreed that the two side would try to avoid

moves which would affect the talks adversely.Most important of all, the unity and

independence of Cyprus would be guaranteed.After intensive efforts of the U.N Secretary

General , another series of inter-communal talks resumed on 9th August 1980 under the

auspices of the new U.N special Cyprus representative, Amassador Hugo Juan Gobbi. On 5th

ugust 1980, the Turkish Cypriot side presented comprehensive proposals for the solution,

hich, for the first time offered specific territorial concessions.

11 turn , they demaııq~dfthe establishment of a bi-zonal federal republic in which the "equal

o-founder ·partnership)>st:atus'' of the Turkish Cypriot community would be projected.

iplomatic observers welcomed this move, but the Greek Cypriot leadership did not share

l}eir enthusiasm.The Turkish Cypriot proposals were not • regarded worth considering by the

Cypriot leadership , because their policy was nothased on thei11ternationalization of

issue by pursuing an "aggressive diplomacy".
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>Establishing of TRNC

Greek side intensified its propaganda campaign in international arena to mislead world

lie opinion that the Çyprus Problem was a. problem of 'invasion and occupation' , rather

a problem betweyr)>t}ıe island's two .communities.Accordingly instead of continuing

rc::ommunal nygotiati911.s/they took the issue once more. to the U.N and insisted that the

tter be discussecl notJıtthY Political Comnıittye but at the General Assembly, where the

kish Cypriotşicly wasJ?~rfydfrom participating.int}ıy clebate.

e General Assembly.ofül}t}ıMay 1983, passed a resolution for the immediate withdrawal

all the "occupation forç~0(~rıd.the voluntary return of. the refugees to. their former homes" .It

s also suggested that J}ıy/Şecµrity Council should examine , within a specified time-frame,

tquestion of impleme1Jtati911.ofvariousU.N resolutions on Cyprus.

e Turkish Cypriots WYfYi\iespecially concerned by. paragraph 2 of this resolution, which

irmed " The rights qf)the Republic of Cyprus • and its people to full and effective

vereignty and control Q.yyt?the territory of Cyprus .and its natural and other resources , and

.alled upon all states t()/gt1pport and help the Goyyrnrnent of the Republic of Cyprus to

*ercise these rights" (16).

e May 1983 U.N ryş9lµtion heightened awareness • of Turkish Cypriots that they were

ing downgraded to th~ştatus of a minority. It had alsq eroded the negotiating status of the

1.1rkish Cypdotside>~ft~out having even listened to their case. Meanwhile the legistlative

sembly of Turki~~<F'~d?a.tedState of Cyprus reacted' to the U.N resolution by adopting a

tion on 17th Jµı:ıy ,<·PY Whichit underlined the equal rights and status of Turkish Cypriots in

independent aı:ıd(s<:>y~r~ign.Cyprus. This was based on the fact that when Britain ended its

rrıinistration in the isl~11.c:l,jsoyereignty was not transfered exclusively to one community but

both communities aş/.ciq--founder partners of the republic (17) • Kyprianou rejected the offer

J.)enktashfor a highJe.yyJrrıeetingunder the auspices of the U.N Secretary General.

Sabahattin İsmail ; Why Independence PRO, Lefkoşa p. l 76-178.
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, Perez de Cuellar' s efforts. for the resumption of the international talks on the basis

Kyprianou was instructed by· Athens to turn down this

The Foreign Minister of Cypriot Greek side , Nicos Rolandis realized that

was not serious about a bi-zonal federated state when he rejected the U.N

indieators , which were . intended to give a new impetus to the inter-

1983., .when Denktash addressed the Turkish Cypriot

of independence (18). When Turkish Republic of Northern

recognised this çollntry. Peace tals are continuing and the

are set to reconv~rıçprqxinıity talks in May in New York.

smail, Why Independence, Lefkoşa, 2000.
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and AKEL: Historical backround

L was founded in J926 right after the Soviet October revolution in 1917 with a great

tement and enthusiasm, with the wind of the Soviet reforms. Because the Soviet

emen], commt.tııi~mı.l\ıfarxismexcluded radical or national policies, AKEL emerged as a
rrıuni.st p(lrty>.pt.ıfiIJ.<-1f ş9)ylyfor the Greek Cypriots.

open to all Cypriots but failed to absorb the Cypriot Turks into it. When first founded it

called KKK (Kypriakon Kommunistikon Kornman). Later it took the name of the

Party of Labour People(I9). Although it was not established as a Greek Party,

it become one. There are reasons for this. First of all it found its sources in the
community.

people who becomemymbers and struggled for it.came from the Greeks. Another reason

that the Turkish co111füıırıity followed an ideology which its ~ources in Turkey and looked

communism as eq.ııjy~l~nt to betraying their c9untry. So the Turks kept their distance

1945 comunism -vyı:ıs strictly forbidden in Turkey and many people were executed

they were com~~~ists. For example at thepedwf of Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, Mustafa

and his friends.s~r:ıyto take part in the .War.oflndependence but on their return their

was sunk.in thy. Ill{lS~iŞeaand they were .killedbecı:ıuse they were communists.

ring the War of Independence (1919-1922) Atatürk appeared neutral for some time in

to receive aid :from the Soviets, but later he became an enemy of communism. The later

of Atatürk's rule was a period of despotism for communists in Turkey. This continued

and because these ideas were transfered to the Turkish Cypriots, they too
communism as an evil (20).
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AKEL emerged as a · Greek party and very rarely it took in a Cypriot Turkish

We can say that AKEL was.a more Greek nationalist party rather than a communist

was founded. in 1970 it is the oldest political party among

When firstfounded CTP was thought as an alternative

antı-democratıc ideas of the day. "Anjndependent Federal Cyprus,

and leads as. a policy in the line with a bi-communal, bi­

free of bases, b'1.sed on the political equality of the two



erence and similarities between CTP-UBP-DP-TKP and AKEL-YKP-KKE-ODP &

deviates from UBP, DI:>and TKP by some of its views on the Cyprus issue. According

P, the right parties l.Jl3]:>and DP are generally inclined to support non-settlement of the

ş\ Problem, integr~ti~n.(with Turkey, continued separation from Greeks including

ation with Turkey (21) . Ş.e>me party members like in TKP believe in the independence of

C and its survivaLirıJfü~C\lV<?fld community .

ther words the right wing parties are not in favour of a federal settlement under U.N, or a

tion which would unite(G:\'l'rus under a federation; As a result the difference of opinion

een CTP and the other political parties is large.

P · is in favour of a 'juşt)is~ttlement' accetable to both sides. And again CTP thinks that

eral solution is the best.pµf is ready to accept. anyq.ther solution which agrreable to both

mmunities. For exampl~,)ifthe Cypriot Greeks agree on a confederation, then CTP has no

hat is important for this party is a settlement which will bring about a whole Cyprus once

ain. According to the CTP, thhe difference betweerı'a federation and a confederation is that

ere is a transition between the two. Mr.Talat thinks that starting with a federation, with a

trong central government, gradually will mean a transition to a weak central government and

nally a passage to a confederation (22).

here can be a federation close to a unitary state like for example the USA, Switzerland or

elgium. CTP thinks that Cyprus can be like one of hese, and wishes to see a federation with

central government. Anyway, a step further than this is a confederation. In a confederation,

here is an agreement between sovereign states and at the moment there are few examples of

nctional confederations in practice.

Tahıl, interview, .July 2001.

interview, July 200 I.

25



confederal system, both states am independent, and confederated state may unilaterally

an. .end to the confederation. Separa,tio11. of states is also possible in a federal system as

;/however, a tension and dispute might.grow between the staes. For example Yugoslavia

e> up with a war,Qn the other hand, the Soviet Republics (as in Czechoslovakia)

rated with no dispute.. Consequently, it is not very important to argue whether Cyprus

Id be a fecleratiqn.91').cqnfederation.What is. important is to agree on how to share the

ers and authodties httlıe system.

discuss the differe11ce/<J.fppinionbetween CTI) a11d 'I'KP. is rather difficult. According to

. ' a federation or a/cpnfe.deration are acceptaqle)qµf the recognition of an independent

rkish state will also coııştit~te a settlement (23). TKPiare of the opinion that the recognition

the TRNC is also a clıpicei11.settling the Cypl'lJSiPI'Qİ:>l.em.. Another clifference of view is in

procedure to mem9ersfüpJo the EU. TKP argµeş tlıaJthe Cyprusissue should be settled

(ore Cyprus terms t9).Jlıe EU is negotiated. I-Iowever, CTP thinks that the Turkish side

pı.Jld participate in tlıe/1:31..J' negotiations immecliatelyqtı the.basis of "political equality", just

~ in talks under the <1µşpices of the UN (24).

, unlike UBP anclJ)J>,1ooks upon a settlement as a necessity considers the recognition of

·e TRNC• as a solution. CTP does not accept. tfüs/settlement.Actually there is a deeper

-yergencebetween. Ç}J>>andTKP in principle..Jhe gc,verning body of CTP is of Marxist­

~n.inist origin. However, the guiding perspn11et ()f TKP comes from the Democratic

cialism nıo\leınentin/Jµrkey, the only .social'denı.oçraticmovement in the world that does

forigin<1tefrgnı.:ıy.t:at;)B.

II the social denıocratşjn Europe, or even in the world, are the descendants of the Marxists, ·

g. the Labour.J-laı-ty.jitji\.E.lritainor the social democratic parties in France and Germany .Only

e.social dem()crnts\i~)~grkey.are.not trhe contiuation of the Marxist movement but find their

()ts in the ideology.gf,ı\t(ltürk (Kemalism). TKP is in line with this movement in Turkey and

esn't have a traditi911aFMarxisthistory. Many of the members of CTP are Marxists

news, July 200.l.

Talat, interview, July 2001.
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wadays, even though this root is nqt very significant, they still refer to Marx's theories

en in difficulty, but members of Tl<.:P ·• refer to Ecevit' s books. This difference between

Rand TKP is also th.e reason why the soçial democrats in Turkey cannot be significantly

erentiated from the 9ther parites.

1 European socialists are against the fascists, but in Turkey the fascists (according to CTP

party referred to here is MHP) are in power in a coalition. Differences between political

ies become more obvious when the historical roots are examined. Otherwise, if we ask

rselves, how much they differ now, the differences are less obvious. Now that both CTP

d TKP are in opposition, TKP has joined in opposing Denktash's policies.

L argues •• that Nor1:h>.Çypl'l.lsjs under occupatiqrı\<1,11dtherecanlJeno proper government

arı. occupied are. ThişÇı.ı119rılybe a satellite.gqvernrnent. I.ndeed•• this is true. Memhet Ali

.Iat and his friends were>sareful not to express thisfact openly even they were expelled from

e• government, i.e. theyt9ok care not to stir up a hornet's nest because they hoped to come

power again some cl~5T;/"Fhe present CTP administr.ationis attacking Eroğlu and criticizing

.enktash with this ide.ı.ıjn mind, but they are çarefuL.not to anger the authorities behind

oğlu andOenktash(2Ş).

hen CTP first entered the government, its first condition was that the Cyprus question

ould be solved by a settlement in accordance with the Summit Agreements. Denktash

cepted this condition and DP-(Democratic Party-party ofDenktash)- signed a protocol with

TP. After the DP-CTP coalition was formed, Denktash wanted to change the decision of the

eneral Assembly on the issue in August 1994.

e change in policy from a federal solution to a confederal one was already decided behind

sed doors, but Denktash wanted to support this as the Assembly's decision to the outside

rid. CTP refused to give its consent, saying it was against the protocol of the coalition

interview, 2 ..2.02.
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spite of CTP's oppositio, DP and UBP acted jointly in the Assembly and changed the

policy from a federal settlement ·· to a confederal settlement of the Cyprus issue.

the voting in the Assembly, Özker Özgür said the following as chairman of CTP: "If

is disregarded and this decision is taken in this assembly, the coalition
/.:irnmPnf comes to an(füd"(26).

one may ask \¥h)'Jl'ıfisf two parties are not united, but when we analayse them deeper,

thatthere are Obyi§µs.ideologicaldiversities down deep.

Turkish foreign p()licy nowadays is based on daily decisions and it appears that the

government wiU ~9{ ~ persuaded on this/problem. Today the Turkish Foreign
Cem saidin. I)ecember 2001 "Without the membership of Turkey, or at least

the timetable towards the membership ataurkey is against the admission of TRNC

with the GreekÇ.:ypriots." (27).

are many reasons föfthis:

ccording to the Treaty of Guarantees, Cyprus ca.nnofhave a political or economical union

0h
any other intern0ti~~al organisation. This is something accepted and defended by Turkey

international agreenıe11tswhere both Turkey and Greece are not members.

urkey is using the Cyprus problem against her opponents and will continue to do so.

rkey looks upon Cyprus as a master-card in the bargain to enter EU and will continue to do

. She thinks that she can prevent the admission of Cyprus to the EU by pulling out of the

gotiations and obstructing a settlement. The fear of Turkey is that if Cyprus becomes a full

member before the Cyprus question has been settled, the EU doors will be shut for

rkey. Westernization and achieving modern civilization standards is the fancy of Turkey

r the last 150 years. Turkey are still ruling the country. For example in 1976 the EU (then

e EEC) asked Ecevit to join them but he said "no".

news, December, 2001.



http://www.akel.org.cy/pennaııent/turkish/index7-2html
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:yit could not see the future. This was an opportunity presented to Turkey in a golden tray

she refused it. However Greece actedwisely and become an EU member in 1981. Now

ey is begging to enter EU and fears that the doors of Europe will be shut for her, because

rüs insists that 37%.ofthe island is under the occupation of Turkey. If Cyprus becomes a

ber before Turkey,şhı;,wil probably'.notgive her consent for the Turkish membership.

the other hand, the/<Byprusquestion is not the most crucial problem of Greece but it is so

the Greek Cypriots. Şo the Greek Cypriots.>will not even endure Greece promoting

ndship with Turke)'.<:f<'qriexaınplethe Greek seçtoropenly declares its restlessness on the

iıt of some Turkish nıµµıçipa.litiesbecoming sister--çitieşwith certain cities with Greece.

es, like living things,i.a.re.iborh,grow, develop and collapse. Some states go through this

luation with little discqınpfort, some are dispersed-and divided into smaller states during

ı;,process, i.e every statt\goesthrough a period of weakness. Today Turkey is at her weakest

<?.i.nt because she is inrıi.ı;,&of aid from the IMF, US.A and EU. Consequently she is at the

.t~rt of a new term witlı a number of impositions andiit is uncertain what Turkey and TRNC

ill have to face in thisyıı.ewterm. Representatives ofAl(EL, CTP, YKP, KKE, ODP and

'VNASPISMOS met in)Jştanbul on 8-9 May 199.8 anclişsued a declaration of 9 parts on the

yprus issue (28) . Thiş ..ja.s ameeting of the riglıtista.rıd.leftist parties in Cyprus, Turkey and

eece. TKP was not/represented even through it .wa.s invited. The main point where CTP

iffers in opinion frorı:ıi.the Greek political partiı;,ş. iş .thııt all Greek leftists parties follow a

olicy • in line .with thı;,iijreek argument in Cyprus.. This/behaviour of acting in line with the

reek argument, in<t~ejend, brings them , µnwHiingly , to. the point of recognising the
olitical equality ofj.the)".l'ıırkish Cypriots and a.çceptinga federation with a more unitary state.

is also close thı;,J?qlJcy. of Greece. The .leftist parties in Turkey are not deeply involved

ith this matter and a.f~:Iepresentedin what CTP says. In the. same way, the.parties in Greece

re guided by theCiJyelç.(}ypriotParties.

ÇCTP's stand on the settl~nıent of the Cyprus issue is the establishment of a federation based

n the absolute politicaF.equality of both sides in the. real sense. This leads to sharing of the

independence with a not very strong central g9vernment where both sides are equally

interested . This policy of CTP .in a way was refleçted itıJheme.etipt?;oflst~b9l.



when political equality .was< discussed there was mention to certain UN

ions and 1977-1979 summit me~tirıgagreements were mentioned. Ideas common to CTP

found and noted. As for differences,of opinion, when we go down deep into it, there are

a few. These differences usually don't come out to the light because CTP is not actively

·~••· negotiations .. For ~:,q.t.tilple, the Greek.parties insist on the right of all displaced people to

ll. to their. hotilyS gş)bı..ıt CTP doesn't .sharethe same opinion. This is a difference. CTP

that if all. displc.1.cycl.{pyqple to go back to their homes this will create a chaos in the

iot Turkish areas (ı9)t<Jf course, CTP is not against the right of ownership of immovable

erty and believes .thc.1.ttfüşiright should not. be tal<:erı a.wayfrorrt people, but the existing

c.1.tion renders certairı.thirıgg/urıavoidablein ordertobrirıgipec.1.c~tothis.country.

agrees to. a limited rıı..ımJ?~r.gfGreeksto return to. areas which. will be under Turkish

trol and also to a limited %7~8 amount of land to be returned to the Greek side. AKEL' s
on •• this .subject different. AKEL wants all immigrants to return to their

other difference of opinion·between AKEL and CTp is the following: according to AKEL

Turkish side is the .pş.rj:y preventing the settlemenf(:3<J).. Turkey and Mr.Denktash are the

taclesin front of Cyprµs..trying to enter to EU. They think that it is unjust to wait for a

tlement in Cyprus p~fqfy(entering the EU. AKEL says that Cyprus.must be admitted to the

before a settlement{}l)-. CTP, however, finds this tın.acceptable.The differences of opinion

ı..ıc.1.lly. do not come out\clearly because CTP and AK.ELare not actually the negotiators. Yet

()ther diversity cornes<ifl the subject of armaments. The Cypriot Greek political parties

eluding AKEL şaicl.''yyş}'to the S-300 missiJeSin Cyprus but CTP said "no". The Cypriot

fyek parties bıirıgfqrwc.1.rcl. tpatthe Cyprus.problem is the result of the expansionist policy of

rkey. CTP is no[BU[ythat Turkey has such a policy. Actually there are certain similarities

views of CTP. and ...~J:i:I.,<because of the. Marxist ideology. This can not be denied. But

cause AKEL had thy\te("l4yflCY of not to deviate from the. general inclinations of the Greek

c>mrntınity on the.. Cypı;ı..ıs issue and considered this as: a strategical mistake, they failed to

qperate and cordinate l<:rı9wledge and experience with CTP.
)e-mail, AKEL, July 2001.

)Jalat, interview, July 2001.

) • http://www.akel.org. cy/pennanenUturkish/index3. html

I) e-mail, AKEL,July 200 I.
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elegations of AKEL, headed by the General Secretary of C.C. Demetris Christofics and the

epublican Turkish Party headed by the President of the Party Mehmet Ali Talat met at Akel

January 1997. On some points they declair their common views.

irst of all they agree tlıat/the constitution of the abeyance of the Cyprus Problem, the lack of

mmunicatiorı between .two· communities. and the absence of substantial talks and with the

xistirıg of status-quo irith~island, couldn't help.them to solve Cyprus Problem.

CTP and AKEL insist on that Cyprus Question must be a peaceful one and could be reached

by the substantial talks under the headquarters of UN. They supporrt that "Ghali's Set ofldeas

can constitute a good basis for a constructive dialoque and they believe that the Cyprus

Problem can not be achieved by military means"

According these two p*ıi:ies "the solution must guarantee the independence, territorial

integrity, sovereignty an~iunity of bi-communal, bi-zona} federal republic of Cyprus aganst

Enosis, partition or sessi()tı\ in any form".

On the Cyprus proble111,i\AKEL considers that this slıoµld be solved on the basis of the UN

Resolutions and the lliğlı-level agreements, withinthe framework of the UN. Cyprus should

be· a bizonal, bicQ111111J.1nal federation, with a. • single sovereignty, single international

and single/citizenship, with the hu..nıa.n . rights and freedoms of all Cypriots

guaranteed.

AKEL supports the dismantling of the foreign bases in Cyprus and the demilitarization of the

island, though the primary objective now is the end of the occupation.

From the wake ofitşf9µ11dation, AKEL has been and remains a fighter against nationalism

and chauvinism, foL{riyn~ship, cooperation, mutual understanding and respect among all

Cypriots, irrespective.of11ational origin. This consolidated the brotherhood of Greek Cypriots

and Turkish Cypriots inthe framework of the left movement.

(32)www.peace-cypnıs.org/Declarations
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ENERAL OUTLOOK OF CTP AND AKEL ON CYPRUS PROBLEM

on the demograohical structure of TRNC affects the Cvorus Problem

thinks that the demographical structure in the Turkish part of Cyprus is

discomfort· for the Turkish Cypriots and diminishing their

a new cause for immigration. For this reason the change in

part is a bad event and is a serious injustice for the Turkish

Geneva Conventiom<.according tü.which a state which

transfer its owrı people to thatland. Turkey is acting

At the moment.very· serious investigations are being

the Cyprus.settlement is delayed these interrogations

will be blamed for the demographic changes.
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·• CTP' s view of the Cyprus problem in 2004

Ç<Jrding to CTP, it appears that in 2004 it is possible that the Greek Cypriots wilJ enter the

./If a settlement is nof reached by then, the Turkish Cypriots on these .lands will quickly

away. Turkey will 1,Ç.a country occupying part of the EU. Due to the presence of the

.·~··· Cypriots in Euro~S~\Council, Turkey's position in the EU will be more difficult and
itrıe Turkey will be obligeclto pull her troops out of Cyprus.

tfıis way a'solution tO{Iıe Çyprus problem will be r~ached, just as. the Greeks want. Maybe

will not happen withi115-lO•years, but the entry of Greek Cyprus to EU before the

foment, and the persisterıce)Qf Turkey and Turkish. Cypriots on walking away from

()tiations, will lead to the position that existed before 1974. CTP wishes to see Turkey
lye the Cyprus problem and enter the EU.

e Turkish Cypriots must participate, together with the. Greek Cypriots, in efforts of entering

~ EU. In the U.N the·Turkish Cypriots sit at the table with Greeks as politically equal parts

.,J. have talks with the G~neral Secretary as two parties. Turkish Cypriots should send their

epresentatives to the EU under the same status and sh.ouldjoin negotiations leading to EU

CTR thinks that by doing.this the Turks will raise their conditions, laws, economy and health

to.the EU norms, the Cyprus problem will be solved and entry to EU will be achieved.

But first the foundations must be laid and European norms must be attained. Turkey must

solve the Cyprus problem in order to enter the EU. Cyprus is the key to the problems of

Turkey with Greece.<Tfrrkey must return to the negotiation table before losing more power

and. weakening her cards. She must force Denktash to re-start the talks and reach a settlement

based on the 1977- 1979 Summit Agreements and in line with Gali's set of ideas. There is no

place for Turkey to hide. "If we can get back what was offered to us in I 992, it will be a big
gairıfotus" (33).

(33)TalaUnterview, December 2002.
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olicv R.R.Denktash should adopt in the international

pinion of CTP on Mr.Derıktash and his position and policy in the inter communal talks

significant importance. From CTP's point of view, R.R.Denktash does not really want a

~ınent(34) .His oathiis{to divide the island and unite the north with Turkey. Actually he

rs the whole island Jğjqin the Turkish .. mainland. but knows that this is impossible after

mergence of the thesis.''partition" in 1958.

is a fanatic supporten ()(this and will do everything to refuse any settlement which brings

two communities together. According to CTP them ınust be a very radical change in the

s and .behaviour ofj~.E..penktash in order>to.·•· cırriye/at .. a... .positive •• result. in the

ı;c.ommunal talks(35). '}'pis cpcırıge in Denktash<tnllSt be .perıncınent. if a .: settlement

eptableto both sidesistpbe.reached. Mr. Denktashappeared.to.be agreeable.toGhali's set

Tdeas only artificially.heçıı.µse down deep in his heart. he was against them.

ere were long negotiatiqrıs in New York at that time but Denktash raised unnecessary

culties on the map.tİffiQ-wrı.as "non map". Helıadı;ecılly wanted a. solution they could have

.çh a settlement witlı Mıı.ssfüou in New York, •· bııt he cı11d of course the • Turkish community

s.sed an excellent .qpp()rtunity. Later Mr. Clericles -wQn the elections . with his. campaign

ıı.inst "Ghali's setofigeı:ıs'! and these proposals wentclpw11the drain.

on this Den~tcısh\füed/ to give the image thar he supported the ideas because he knew

erides couldrı'.t go b@~and accept them, but actuc\llY he rejected them. Ghali's proposals

resaw the unif1catipt1/()fföe two communities, something Mr.Denktash could not accept.

· ce Klerides•WQtlJlllFeleçtionwit his propaganda against Ghali's set of ideas, CTP thinks it

ill be rather diffıcultfcfülıim to return back to them(36).

()another package hı:ışto be prepared, using the essence of Ghali's ideas and this is what De

to is trying to do atthe moment. A new phase in the settlement of the Cyprus problem must

interview, December 2001.

interview, December 2001,

interview, December 2001.
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CTP' s point of view, whatis Jı.j''nıust" for the Turkish Cypriots is "political equality",

they should have the same communal rights as the Greek Cypriots, neglecting their

inority in population (37).

he second important>factor is the question of "security" . CtP believes that the problem of

arantorship is not iınpgrtant once Cyprus is a member of EU. The guarantee of Turkey or

y other countrywill<.ıtpt.bevery significant for Cyprus within EU(38). In spite of this, due to

in the pa.ştirt}le. people of Cyprus.<l'ıavefear and reservations on the security

gr this reason CTP>.w-işl'ıeŞ this•••problemto .: haveinquired.and>a\J9rmula of guarantees

efound · in which Turk.ey's.)gµarantorship will also be present. Ima. possible settlement

izonality is also of greafüimpgrtance. With all .of these in mind CTP argues that Cyprus

hould become a menıbeı!ofEU as a whole and

to EU unfô11;u.nately developed inthe wrong direction due to the faulty of the

side and cametc)>a. stage where membership will cover only the Greek Cypriots. All

point is not p9ssibletoreverse this, so we have to' find a new basis fo a settlement, which

into the mt,rnlJegship to the EU. Time is running out for the Turks and also for a

Talat, interview, December 200 I.
Talat, interview, December 200 I.
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of AKEL and CTP on the Cvuriot Turks in the South

to the CTP,. the Greek Cypçipts now.have another political tactic which will take

tage of the economical crisis in North Cyprus(39). If more Turks move from North to

11, and they are ..d9irıg.eyerything to encourage it, they may come to the point of giving

political. rightş.j11;tlle constitution to the Turks living in the South, arguing that no

ish Cypriots .are Ie..fl:Jrıthe North. They may say that Turks of Cyprus origin have

flted and the pop.µl~tj911.iııtheNorth consist.of people corning from mainland Turkey.

s they will try to put Turkey into the position of an occupying country, occupying part of

EU. CTP has such a worry. If they can manage this, they may finally argue that they are

in ~ position to apply the presentation in the administration 30% right of to Cypriot Turks

sent in the 1960 constitution) because their population is very low (say about 10,000 in

outh) but they will appoint some of them as civil servants and choose a few as members

e Cyprus parliament. This is a possibility.

resent the number pf'/C::yptjot Turks moving .tp SputllCyprus .. Pepple are passing.over to

side at Pyla a.nğ J:.,.edra Palace. The Greek government is treating these families well

South, giving the111ı-esidence and jobs, thus trying to attract more. CTP finds this policy

'.U"1PrnmPnt .ntthPI" SUSplC}OUS.



AND CTP: SIMILARITIES AND DISSIMILARITIES

and AKEL's views on the Membership oLCvorus to the EU

P durates from AI<:ELin regad of the EU issue. Before 1990 CTP did not approve the EU

cause it looked uponitis a capitalist, imperialist block and rejected the entry of TRNC to

eh an organisation -: Itsyiews began to change in 1990 and CTP took EU into its programme

d declared that Cypı-us could become a member after a settlement.

the early stages, AK.EL,/yvas. also against EU (then known as. EEC). Much later, due to

anged circumstances, it(ı.lş() said that the entry to ElJ coııld be possible after a solution. But

JS.EL was forced to cha11g~its policy due to the general movement and inclination in the

reek community and ağqpted a new approach to suit the political desires of the Greek

riots. Akel' s view wa.s change because of the decline and the collapse of the Soviet Block

the Soviet Union ang\the movement of the European Communist parties-Akel and Ctp

towards socialism and even social democracy. Even though not very enthusiastic

it, AKEL now.says\that Cyprus can become an EU member before a settlement, though

prefer a whole Cyprµs to enter EU.

and AKEL differia.tthis point. A short while ago AKEL was saying that they agreed to

membership if'tlıis would lead to a settlement, But before the last general elections, in

not to lose voteŞ,(they expressed the views.of unconditional entry to EU because this

the genera] publicj.ppinionin the Greek coırımunity.

general secretaıy(of AKEL visited Brussels iri order to show its support to Cyprus'

mbership to EU. /ÇTP always pointed out that the Turkish community should have a

presentation in the/nıembership talks but AKEL was against this and even opposed the

entioning of Turkis}ıÇypriots in the official scripts. At the summit meeting in Nice, it was

~cided to give Cyprus <3 seats in the Parliament and 4 votes in the Council .

QW will a distribution of the seatsbe made betwee.nthe (}reele and Turkish Cypriots? CTP is

ot sure what the intentions are for the Turks. WilltheY sa.ye tyvq sea.tsJ<>rtlıeÇypriot Turks?
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will the Cypriot Greeks fill up. ııllJhe seats until·a possible settlement? And what will

after that? Will they agree twc s~.ats to be given to Turks or will they say "you are in

and choose one Turkish Cypriot to sit in the European Parliament once every five

CTP doesn't k.now the answer to these questions. Akel thinks that Cypriot Turks must

of representation in the borders of the EU.



.Similarities and differences between CTP's and AKEL's views on the Confidence

ilding Measures and Ghali's Set ofldeas, 1992

ın the Talat's point .of view there are certain differences of opinion between CTP and

gL on the issue ofC:13:rvl's. Both paries agree on the sentimental side of the packet i.e.they

Ow nice it wouldfae)tP come together, eat and drind together, dance together etc. This

d. of reconciliation a.ctS\{tl)d approaches are supported.by both CTP and AKEL.

t when it comes to improving relations through business and trading with each other and

roving economic relations, the two sides stay rather apart. This is because the Cypriot

eek side have fears that if the Turks gain economical strength, earn a lot and become

ncially self supporting, this may lead to the recognition ofthe·TRNC.

ç\ıvrever CTP finds tlıiŞJiııe .of argument very absurb. There are cases where people are

risoned because the)tilıa.ve bought a kilogramı.of fish from a member of the other

munity in Pyla. Thpµglıi..AKEL is not very. insistent on this matter, not as the Greek

ministration anyway)µ11fortunatelyit did not exhibit a positive approach to the confidence

ilding measuresin l99:l-l994, when Mr.Klerides had.a tendency to accept them.

this time CTPspeıı(/a.lot of effort for the package to be accepted.Anotherreasonwhy the

fidence .: bulding>pc1.c~a.ge··was turned. downwastbedelay and unwillingness exhibit by

ktash.

ugh parts.Qftlıep~ç~a.ge.were accepted by.'1:.tıı-Icey and Çiller.the PM of Turkey at that

~' Denktaşlı too~jt yery.. slowly and reluctantly. This package was prepared by technical

ple · in. Gtmeva.. wifü .th.eitıitiative of the U.S .A. l\4rJ)enktash did. not express openly his

.eptance and the IJ;Jııl/qeneral Secretary prepared his report to the Security Council. Just

e hour before the. Cot111çil meeting Denktash sent a message to the General Secretary that he

epted the package butjtwas too late.

ere cannot . be last minute changes in

riot listento Denktash.
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he main organs of the. state are taking the wrQng steps in the settlement of the Cyprus

oblem and as a result these are strongly criticised. ~

reported to the Security CounciJtthaf Denktash turned down the package although the

rks were ready to accept it with certaifrreservations.

üs Denktash saved the Greeks and the confidence building measures went down the drain.

P still believes that füıd Denktash accepted he package in due time, the Cyprus problem

i.ıld be solved for the?b@efıt of the Turkish side and a federation could be formed just as

NC wanted(40).Th~\~~priot Greeks would have to be moere leninent about the recognition

the TRNC, for.examplethe.Nicosia International Airport would havetwo gates, one to the

rth andone to the Soııth:>]?a.sşengers wouldbe.able.togqtO<tlıe"N"orth.or to the South and

is would show that the/~~clera.tionwas functionahfüırther, tourists would be able to pass

ely to TRNC at Varoşha.<anclJlıeTurks would ableJo.sellitheir.gqods.there, whether they

re produced in TRN(.J()riJlllp()rfecl from Turkey.

nfortunately, Denktaslıfüpıed this down as well. Denktash keeps shouting that he wants all

bargos to be Iifted,b~~<~Tpbelieves that.all oflbisjs not sincere but a show-off, because
had his chance in .. tlıetpast and he turned it down (41). He himself together with UBP

övoked the Internati<fö~lJÇourtofJustice to take deçisionsagainstTRNC. The reason why

ith the decision of the International Court of Justice, TRNC would be unable to export its

ricultural and textile goods to Europe, and thus Turkey would have to open all its doors to

C. This would lead to integration of North Cyprus to Turkey.

ere Denktash and UBP treated the Turkish Cypriots rather cruelly. So it is obvious that the

proaches of Denktash towards the settlement of the Cyprus question at the confidence

'lding measures are not sincere. As for AKEL's views on these matters, it may appear on

per that AKEL and CTP do not differ much, but especially on the confidence buiİding

easures, the differences of opinion have been large in the past.

P) Talat, interview, December 200 l.
l) Talat, interview, December 200 l.
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is arguing that the problem.ı:nuşt.l>~solved, otherwise the Turkish Cypriots will come

to face with the most serious disast~r in their history. If Cyprus becomes a member of EU

re a settlement, the Turkish Cypriots.will' acquire the right of travel to any country of the

ppe with the passport\Qfthe Cyprus Republic.

this time when econoinic.difficulties prevail in the Turkish quarter, it is interesting to find

how many Turkish .. Çypri()ts will leave the island .

Turkish Cypriots are not in a bargaining position because they have lost their cards due to

new international atmosphere and the economic crisis (42).

y were in the stroriğ~sf:p9şiti<>riin I 992, the periQd of Denktash-Vasşiliou talkswhen

Fs set ofideas were pu(ôıfthefable. The most desired form of settlement lies in Gali's set

ideas presented in 1994;<-Which iterated the agreements reached in the 1977-1979 Summit

eetings, namely a bi-zq#al,(bi-communal federal settlement based on the political equality

the· two communitiesF\Fof this to be achieved there is need to go back to the inter­

munal talks underJh.~(c1.µspicesof the U.N. The/Turkish Cypriots should not pull out of

negotiations becausefüFdoing so they have lostafftheir cards.

n the Cyprus Problem, AKEL considers that this should be solved on the basis of the UN

solutions and the High-level agreements, within the framework of the UN. And about the

ali's set of ideas, AKEL pointed out that Cyprus should be a bizonal, bicommunal

eration, with a single sovereignty, single international personality, and a sinle citizenship,

ith the human rights and freedoms of all Cypriots guaranteed (43). AKEL supports the

ismantling of the foreign bases in Cyprus and the demilitarization of the island, through the

rimary objective now is the end of occupation (28). AKEL has been and remains a fighter

ainst nationalism and chauvinism, for friendship, cooperation mutual understanding and

spect among all Cypriots, irrespective of national origin. This consolidated the brotherhood

f Greek and Turkish Cypriots in the framework of of the left movement.

2) e-mail, AKEL, deceınber 2001.'

3)Jalal, interview, December 2001.
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.Alternatives to unilateral membership.ofGreek Cypriots in the EU

is said that Cyprus will become EU member whether or not there is a settlement, with or

ithout the Turkish Çypriots. If this •. lıl:lppens Turkish officials point out that North Cypus

'I'urkey. According to CTP such a development will be bad and

.Çyprus will become a rrı~rrıber of the EU, whether a settlement is reahed or not. The wrong

:urkish policies have.cqntri§µted. to this inevitl:lpl~.d~yelopnıent.Jn 19.95 Turkey did not raise

bjections to .: a .çalend(lre>fdişc.µssionfor Cyprus rnenıbershipto the .EU to be drawn, because

ğfher own acceptance t()Jpç(Çustonı's Union. Wheııthe n~gotiatiotJs.for membership started

ıh I 998, it was evidenttlll:lfJşorrıehow a conclusion. would be · reached and when the finak ·
ecision was taken in J-Ielsinl<Lin 1999, Turkey had no choice but to give her consent to

embership of Cyprus inJhe.EU.

Şo there is no reason why/Turkey should raise her voice now. Instead according to CTP she

should evaluate welt her international relations and see the dangers in her wrong external

olicies, and take mesµr~s accordingly. CTP still stresses that the Turkish Cypriots should

~xpress their willingnesSijnparticipating in the EU talks as an equal partner in Cyprus.

formula mustbe(otıtJd to include Cypriot Turks in the EU talks, there is no other way to

top the present prggf@SS but alternations can be .made to take into account the Turkish

interventionş to the IB:?\nıembership.Suppose that nothing was done and Cyprus become an

12:U memberwit.houtJh~/'furkish Cypriots and Turkey annexed North Cyprus.

~ill the world natiorıs/seçognize such an act? Is it possible for a country to annex another

çourıtry by militaryforce i.n the 21 st century?

'I'his is out of questioııand against the UN charter..Especially after 1990 when the cold war

was over, this sort ofactions will not be accepted in the world community.

'I'urkey is against the formation of a Kurdish

urkey, Syria and Iran will try to follow in

of



other hand she is talking North Cyprus as in case of Hatay. This is an

just as Israel annexed Golan Heights, Turkey will find herself

to face the same fate as Israel. Furthermore when Hatay was

was Syria, but annexing part of Cyprus, a member of EU, will

terrible results" (44 ).

CTP believes

for Turkey.

said that if need be Turkey integrate North

because it would be a complete fiasco and

strongest ally, will not tolerate this either, since

countries in the world. This is a dream which will

rnf,,rni,•uı December 200 I.
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CTP & AKEL unite into a single party in case of a settlement in Cyprus?

tresponding the vie\V .: of federal solution lies the idea of common action of the political

ies to suit the nati()Q~Linterests.But before expanding this topic, it is necessary to define

"national. coınıno~jrt2rest". In Europe. when we say "national", this covers (applies to)

whole country .. :Bu.tyyfı~nwe say "national" here in Cyprus, the implication for Turkish

priots is "the Turkishfı'1tjotı'.'and for the Gree]; Cypriots .it is "the Greek nation".

hen the Turks talk of "defending their national interests" they have in mind the national

erests of motherland Turkey. This idea overshadows the "communal interests" of the

rkish Cypriots, The same thing applies to the Greek Cypriots. When the question arises:

at are the "national common interests" for Cyprus as a whole that will make the political .

rties take common action in the foundation of a federal system?

ehmet Ali Talat doubts that CTP and AKEL can unite in the near future(45). He believes

ere are many reasons for this. Firstly, in the Cypriot Turkish quarter also in the Cypriot

eek the "ethnic origin" is of utmost importance. We are "Turkish" Cypriots and they are

reek" Cypriots. There is an intercommunal competition due to this discrimination .

case of a union of AKEL and CTP, this discriminating attitude and competition will persist

nd so Talat does not consider such a union very plausible.

· · e goes on to support this idea by saying that the leftist parties (or even the right parties)

hich share similar political views (or many times identical views) prefer to stay separate due

"nuance". So, according to CTP, it is not plausible for parties, having different views, to

nite just because a "Federal Cyprus" is founded (46). Even though CTP and AKEL may

efend the same views in Cyprus, there are other factors of ethnic origin which will continue

eeping them separate. The Turkish Cypriots speak Turkish and the Greek Cypriots speak

reek and this plays an important part in the separation.

S)Talat, interview, 1.3.02.
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at says that in future these parties 111ay promote their relationships or may come together

er a federal roof but it is not correctto make interpretations about the future like a fortune

(47). Futher he believes that there are enough reasons to keep CTP and AKEL

parts must be evaluated within its historical background. Both CTP and AKEL have

rent historical backgrounds. At first it appears as if there are similarities between them

at close look it can be seen that they act differently. For example, in the days when

mmunism" was banned among the Turkish Cypriots and even considered "disgraceful",

EL existed in the South and could openly say "we are communists". It is quite natural in

South for labourers to be communists and if you ask them why they are communists, often

y will not give ideological reasons because they are not deeply involved in the "ideology".

y say "we are communists because we are workers". But at the same time they go to

re". In the Marxistjc:l~qlogy•·· "religion" has a .• different meaning-it is like "narcotics".

igion is of less import~ijç~.inthe north, so the let1:isrpeopleare more at ease here.

nsequently there are basic differences of views arising from cultural differences between

two communities, in addition to ideological differences between CTP and AKEL. An

mple is how they look upon the EU. CTP began supporting the EU in 1990 but AKEL

pted a positive attitude only a few years ago. Further the administrative staff of AKEL

e had their education in the Soviet Union or the Socialist countries like Poland, Bulgaria

Romania. "However on our side" says Talat, "those who have graduated from the USSR

,wit is Russian Federation) are anti-communist like Doğan Harman and Şener Levent(49).

he Greek quarter the graduates of the Soviet Union are the key staff of AKEL. It is just the

osite in the Turkish quarter. The Soviet graduates are neither on the staff of CTP nor they

resentatives in the assembly. So there are many differences between CTP and AKEL

ich makes one ask "is it really necessary for these two parties to unite?" .

Talat, interview, 1.3.02.
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ase of a solution in Cyprus them is.poreaşon why, even though two separate parties, CTP

AKEL should share the same yiy\VS on the topics concenning the whole of the island.

be it will be better for these parties.Jo stay separate but continue to have a close
unication and coordination.

re may be dangers of sharing different views, risks of separating again or efforts of one

trying to build up authority over the other if these parties were to unite. In addition there

e problem of "majority" and CTP finds it hard to understand why they should unite with

L (50). Many examples can be given in support of keeping these parties separate. A

lei example is that The prime minister Dr.Derviş Eroğlu's views are not very different

those of Salih Coşar.These two worked together many years in the same party but are

lead of separate parties, mostly for personal reasons.Similarly CTP and YBH (Partiotic

Movement) have certain deviations most of which originate from the way they express

selves, but still they are separate. When compared with YBH, AKEL has many more

rences with CTP. For example AKEL says "the way for a settlement passes through

nia" (51) and promotes the argument that all immigrant should return to their homes.

, does not support this policy. Another political deviation of AKEL from CTP is that this

assumes the Cyprus problem started in 1974, even though it will admit when pressed

that there were serious problems many years earlier. However CTP believes that the

us problem was escalated by the Greeks in 1963 when they captured the administration

sovereignty, pushing the Turks out of the government. "CTP always supported this
ent" says Mehmet Ali Talat and he continues:

· is a Cypriots have a representation in the so called Cyprus

" in the assembly? Or did they have any participation or

1974? Of course not" (52). But the Greek Cypriots kept

from the administration and even though AKEL had a

too kept saying that "Turks have rebelled" and let us solve
roblem(53). 

news, deceınber 2001.

alat, interview, 1.3.02.
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they did not do much in the way of returning the Turkish Cypriots their rights in 1960.

these reasons Talat believes thatüTP and AKEL deviate from each other in many ways

nd it will be very difficult to unite them under the same roof He points out that he can not

will happen in the future or what the future generations will do, and he

Unification may reali~eiıı, future"(54).For example there are unified European parties (they

re not unified partiesl>ı.ıf(Partieshave only found a common association of parties) in the EI..J

t present, like;.. the E:urc:>p~*nil,iberal Party andthe Eı.ıropean••ChristianDemocratic Party.

hey represent ·• groups iıi)>tJ1e European Parliameritf Ir}. fact these a(e so-called parties with

toup leaders acting lik~itp~ı-tyJleadersbut they don't have<paıtY organs which continually

nction among the peopl~./>lrt every country they havetheir own' activities which are , so to
. . .... • .. ·· .. · ... ·· .. l

ay, coordinated by thf çentral group. But even then these parties are not completely

11involved in ethnic topiqs.i For example, the Greek members will follow a line which suits

he state policy of Greec~<'\¥hell a topic is discussed concerning Turkey but the other members

f the same party maYftjtlow a different line.

ccording to Talat, members of these so-called parties behave in the same way as above

hen the Cyprus question is discussed. The European Socialist Party usually wants the

arliament to be more rigid towards the Turks while the other side · argues the opposite. So

hese parties are not yet a true party in the European sense. "May be" says Talat, "a federal

party system is started after the Cyprus question is settled" (55).But CTP does not think this is

ery plausible. If in future the new Cyprus Constitution requires certain governmental posts to

e elected jointly by the two communities, only theri such a party federation may be possible.

ut there is a long time for this to realize and many obstacles must be overcome, according to

TP(56). At present there are certain items in the proposals ofDe Soto and the Cypriot Greeks,

hich may require the Turks and Greeks to decide jointly like the election of the president. If

he president of Cyprus is to be elected by a general election in which both communities will

articipate, then a cooperation among Cypriot Turkish and Cypriot Greek parties will be

ecessary even if they unite.But even then the ethnic factor will play a role.

Talat.interview, I .3.02.
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r example, even though all the candidates for the presidency are Greeks, CTP and other

rkish parties will support the one they consider to be more close to the Turkish population.

h cooperations between the Greek and Turkis political parties will be for short intervals in

opinion of CTP.

ôugh they differ in rn()J'lyways, CTP an AKEL have certain common benefits. If they don't

te how will they CqntinµçJo promote and support these common benefits? "The way they

doing now'' says Taİ<1J(57}.In case of a solution the national interests of Cyprus will be

ermined by the twOfedenıl states which will draw up an.external policy and represent

prus in the intematioıic1.l ~t~11a.>Itı a simillar manner, the pOliticafJ>a.rties will cooperate in

moting the national·int~ı-~set~(ıbroad.Even today,iırthe<existing situation, political parties

;etimes form alliancesJ>Mt~yenthem and come togetherin committees to discuss common
pplems and make plansfqıocogrclinated behaviour. For example CTP and AKEL organised

ivity recently. They fo[füeclan organising commetteeconsisting of two CTP members and

<J AKEL members. Tlıişiçqmmittee met and decided on the criteria of the activity. Mehmet

tTalat believes thatthişYWiıid· of cooperation isJık.ely to take place in future in a federal
tem to promote the 11c1.t~gnahinterests of Cyprus; a.ut.to think that one day CTP and AKEL

lf come together in c1./}çoalition to form a government,/ is only an exercise of the brain,

ause the exact of a;ş~lµtion is not known at the\rngment Cf8). It could be that the new

prn.vide for the election of>c1.t1Y authority by the votes of both

munities together.

other question of interest is whether CTP and AKEL share the same views on the national

erests of Cyprus. Do they agree on what these interests or benefits are? Today, there is no

is to evaluate and answer this queation of "national benefits and interests". First of all the

tional benefits of Cyprus must be identified and defined to cover the interests of both

mmunities. At the momment there are two disagreeable elements trying to solve the Cyprus

blem. When the essence of a possible settlement is determined, the basis and the

mework of "national benefits and interests" will officially be ready (59). At the moment

re is no such basis. The benefits of Noth Cyprus do not pverlap those of South.

ntPrtriPuı J.3.02.

1.3.02.
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Cypriot Greek side continue tq qµY• b.ea,vy armaments for national defence-against the

kish side, assumed to be the ene111y..').'b.e same thin applies for the Turks. Or we can also

tion the trade sanctions (embargoesj.impçsed on the Turkish side. So it is not possible to

e a common "nati9ıılqenefıt" at .present, But in case of a settlement there will be marked

nges in political vie,vs and interests. As a "united Cyprus" takes her place in the world

·ıy and.especi;ılly inith~>I{lJ, both communities • will share the samebenefits and interests .

.ybe then we sb.altb.;ıy~i.iç§mmon benefitd .and(iııterests" in trade, industry, tourism etc., or

n in international relatiôn.s.

ay take some time to agree on mutual interests in international relations but when Cyprus

ers the competition in the EU, it wiH not be possible for oneside to be.opposing efforts
·... . .....•....................... ,.,· ..:·.. :,.:,:·:·.··.·.·.·.·,··: .. · .. :·.·.:··.:· .. ···:· : ... · .. ·..

. eh will promote the interests of Cyprus as a whole. Any decision of the Greek Cypriots

·ıı also be against the Turks, or an action which will affect the Turkish side negatively will

ect the Greek side in the same way.

it is inevitable that both sides will have to act together in the EU and the world community.

present comon interests and benefits connot be defined because the Tırkish Cypriots think

at "what is good for Turkey is good for us". The Greek Cypriots have the same opinion

ut these views will have to change in case of a federal solution. Today, Turkey and Grece

e in dialogue and cooperation in certain ares, but in Cyprus we (60), the Cypriots of different

hnic origin, fail to do. even this. If the Greek side is admitted to the EU as "Cyprus", it will

very stiff towards Turkey and will probably do everything to make Turkey suffer. Further,

reece also will be ıncomfortable because she will be under the close watch of Cyprus. Under

e existing circumstances such behaviour in the EU will be inevitable. But if Cyprus is united

n a Federal Republic, then the national interests and benefits of the Turkish Cypriots will be

ontradictory to those of Turkey. This is exactly what worries Turkey and this is why she

oesn't leave Turkish Cyprits alone. Even there are contradictory benefits e.g the economy of

RNC is in the hands of Turkey, almost all the hotels in the North are now ownedby non­

ypriots or the Higher Education Council in Turkey (YÖK) is controlling all the universities

the North.

ôO)Talat,interview, December 2002.
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o one can argue that the benefits ofTurkish Cytpriots do not contradict with thoose of

rkey it also not be denied thatwithout. the Turkish military presence the safety of the

C would be in jeopardy (61). So,for security reasons, the Turkish Cypriots apparently

re the same benefits as/those of Turkey.

cently Şükrü Sina Giir~l,Jhe Turkish Minister of State responsible for Cyprus, paid a visit

TRNC and br9ııghtiwifü<him a member of Turkish businessmen. The aim was to induce

~se people and nôttije'l'µ'[~ish Cypriots to make<investmentsin North Cyprus.

n the other hand Turkey is still closed for Turkish Cypriot trade and goods of export from

RNC. Tade Agreement (Kıyı Ticareti Antlaşması) was signed with Turkey in 1996 when

coalition governemnt. But since then this agreement has not been properly

ut into practice. During its term in the government CTP had also made efforts to open the

stoms for TRNC goods but the Turkish ministers declined, giving the excuse that they did

t wish to compel the businessmen of Mersin into unjust competition. One can go on giving

ore examples to show that the interests and benefits of the Turkish Cypriots are not exactly

paralel with those of Turkey, but these contradictions wer enever voiced loudly for a

mber of reasons, the main one being that of security.

o far the studies carried out about CTP and AKEL clearly point out the following:

case of a federal settlement in Cyprus, i.e. a biz-onat, bi-communaş solution based on the

olitical equality of both communities, it appears that it is not absolutely essential for CTP

d AKEL to unite under the same roof in order to promote the national interests of a united

yprus. For these two parties, the chances of amalgamation are indeed very weak due to

ultural, ethnic and religious differences between the people they represent. But isn't these an

lternative to this unification? Before 1960 the two communities lived together and by the

dden intercommunal fighting in 1963 they were compelled to separate.

ssuming that a setthmıent is reached, and they began. to live · together again, who can

arantee that such an agreement will be longfasting.

l)Talat interview, December 2()02.
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She answer lies in the education of the· young generations of the both communities. Since

olitical parties always have in mind elections, votes and public opinion, they may have a

isadvantage in their efforts to bring the two communities together, education is the other

oice which can be .e:tiective in bringing out into the open the common characteristics and

tures of the twocoll11lit.ınities,helpingthem to share things as they did half a century ago.

Si the two people apprôijc:h each other by cultural and social activities with the aid of a

ommon education, i[\vilr\bfeasi.er for politicalparties Iike CTP and AKEL to unite under a

deration. It. will noth~ y.~ry easy to built up.a corum.oneducational system and it may not

necessary to choose a.s{~?t~rrıples the bi-communaLsçh9ols that .existed before 1963. Pilot

chools can be started u11g~fJlıeaı.1spicesof the UNandTµrkish and Greek teachers who are o

~rve in these schools ca.rı p.~tgiyyn-: special ecucational: training to . enable them acquire the

ecessary professional exp~rif.))1ce. These teachers. will have a difficult task in promoting the

elationship and mutualJ111ş.fpetweenyoun oeople ofthe.two communities.

Before the communal füslıtfüg started, there existed educatioal institutions in Cyprus which

eved both communitieş, ,Nrıong these, the best kno-wn are the English School ,The American

cademy, Terra Santa,>.Şaint Joseph and The Higpertfechnical Institute. Though some of

hese were rrıissi9naf)l)şc~ools,both communities .sent.thyir children to these institutions and

he graduates frorn.tp~ş~şcpools occupied the high~stgovemmental positions in the country.

r. boy of The English School. Most of these schools still exist in

educational system and applications have somewhat changed.

play a very important role in narrowing the social and cultural
raps

urkish and Greek.-c.fü1lgr~.tı sharing the same education, competing with each other under the

ame conditions,.liviııgriııJhe.same dormitories, playing in the same teams and sports clubs

have so much in cqnırn.onthat the social differences will diminish in time. Even though

schools listed here were private (except the 1-Iigher Technical Institute), new public
can be established to serve both t'nmmı
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i\lso the syllabuses of all public schools of both communities can be revised, text books can

l:>ere-written in order to erase any antagonistic feelings between the Turkish and Greek young

nerations. I believe that the world community is ready to contribute towards this end. If we

young people a common Cypriot ideology, a feeling of being

Greeks, then a unified Cyprus will be Jong Jived. Of course

process not to hurt the national and religious feelings. The

and delicately.
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PENDICES:

endix l

ker Özgür was elected chairman of CTP in 1976 and he held this position for 20 years,

il 1996 Mehmet Alj 'falat · pointed out that the dispute in Cyprus was agitated by the

perialist powers, butla.t~r)the disputing sides were the Turkish Cypriots and the Greek

priots. Özker Ôzgüf/Sha.reşthis view with M.A.Talat. In the first place Greece requested

t Cyprus shouldthe/gi\ı'srttO her and she tried to achieve this end by orginisirıg the

derground E:QI<.A, .which}sta.f'ted< a guerilla·fight aga.instthe British/<While Greece and the

advantage to pull the>'ftJJl<-s into the dispute and)they tried to include Turkey in the

prus problem. They werç/sı.ıçÇ~şsfulin their efforts. because; though. sornw what delayed,

rkey also realized that\slı~jh~dicertain interests itti.Cyprus. In other words, behind the

ansionist policy of Greı:Iç~, there were other powers and the British took advantage of this

icy and continued their/f~istence in Cyprus by th~iftraditiorıal «divide and rule" policy.

ording to Özgür. 'fh§) 13fitish preserved their/ existe.rıce on the island "by means of

upation"(63).

started fighting against each other and thus Turky become a

forced to intervene in the events in order to

two NATO powers. In order to prevent a war, they found

Turkey. Thus the Cyprus Republic came into existence. But

the existence of ·the British on the island was also

served

en the Cyprus Republic chose to follow a non-aligned policy by grouping with the on­

ed countries, the imperialist powers felt uncomfortable and decided destabilize the new

. Thus they agitated a new dispute and caused the two communities to fight each other

y knew that the inclusion of Turkey and Greece. jn the .prnblemwould .beinevitab.le and

ary wise Cyprus would come under control ofNATO.

')zgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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agaın. Makarios was motivc.ı.tçd by some means to cchange, unilaterally, the

nstitution. This caused a new intercornmunal dispute and brought Turkey and Greece face

m Özgürs point of view, the Turkish and Greek communities are induced to fight each

er since 1963 (64). Meanwhile, with the inclusion of Turkey and Greece in the prolem, the

pute become continous. Because of this England managed to keep her gains in Cyprus,

ce due to the problem among thenselves Greece and Turk~y did not have time to be

cerned with the British bases on the island and this was to the benefit of Britain. This

ation suited Americans as well since the disputing sides would not come together to erase

şmperialist interests on the island.

ith the dispersion of USSR in 1990, a new situation came into existence, a situation where

expansion of the EU and the inclusion of Cyprus in the European community was on the

nda. The results of the negotiations in the new phase are not yet possible. According to

·· r, the non-alignment of Cyprus constituted a danger from the point of view of the West,

cause of the presence of a strong leftist party, AKEL.

ring the period of non-alignment, in case AKEL came into power and called USSR to play

ore active part in Cyprus, this would create a new danger in eastern Mediterranean similar

hat caused by Cuba. For this reason an unstable situation had to be created at all costs in

rus, in order to enable the imperialists to interfere and this was done. At the moment no

er of Russia exists, but now, according to Özgür, instead of a Cyprus issue between West

East, there is a Cyprus problem between the EU and" the USA. The EU is in the process of

uding Cyprus in its own community while it expands but the USA's attitude to this

lopment is negative (65). The USA wishes to see Turkey in the EU together with Cyprus.

at present Turkey is not ready for the EU because she hasn't completed her homework,

if Cyprus is not admitted to the EU as "Cyprus Republic" at the scheduled date, the EU

face the veto of Greece and the expansion will come to a halt.

.gür, interview, 2.2.02.
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owever, due to its structure, the EU.must expand at all costs. So the admission of Cyprus to
e EU before Turkey is inevitable.

t present Özker Özgür is an active member of Yurtsever Birlik Hareketi (YBH), a recently

stablished political party. YBH wants to see an early settlement in Cyprus and both North

nd South Cyprus to enter the EU. But this party believes that Ankara will not give consent

r this kind of solution. According to YBH the strategists in Ankara depend that the balance

etween Turkey and Greece provided by the London and Zurich agreements on the Cyprus

ıssue will be disturbed to the advantage of Athens (66). The London and Zurich Agreements

have given to Turkey and Greece the status of guarantorship on Cyprus. To what extent have
hese countries permitted their duty as guarantors?

ith these agreements both Turkey and Greece gained certain rights in Cyprus and Greece

does not want to leave all her rights to Turkey. If these countries guaranteed the independence

and territorial integrity, why did Greece try to annex the island by a military coup in 1974?

Or why Turkey, taking the coup as an excuse, divide Cyprus into two? Both guarantor

ountries acted contrary to their duties of guarantor ship with their acts in Cyprus. Both

urkey and Greece chose to behave in a way that suits their own interests.

the London and Zurich Agreements, Cyprus cannot

ecome a to which both Greece and Turkey are simultaneously

50 of the constitution of the "Cyprus republic" But the

article only. It has many articles which provide for the

of Cyprus. It is absurd to base the argument on a single

become a member of an organisation unless both Turkey

Özgür states that . the "existence of the TRNC" is also contrary to the whole of the Cyprus

Constitution (67). If the·admission of Cyprus to the EU is against article 50, than the status-quo

in Cyprus (the de facto situation) is also against the Constitution.

(66)()zgilr, interview, 2.2.02.
(67)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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er Özker Özgür was elected chairmanto CTP in 1976, Denktash and Makarios met in

ruary 1977 and signed a 4 paragraph high level (summit) agreement. According to this

eement, the independence, sovereignty. and territorial integrity of Cyprus would be

served by a bi-zonal; bi-communal federal structure.

to date, AKEL has defended the high level agreements. After the death of Makarios

ther high level agreement was signed between Denktas and Kyprianou who replaced

karios after his death. At that time CTP backed up a settlement in Cyprus in accordance

h the high level agreements, just like AKEL.

·cording to Özgür, the CTP administration now appears to support a settlement within the

mework of the high level agreements (68). Howeve, it is well known that after 1977,

nktash has put forward his thesis based on two separate states. In other words, when

rkey was refused as a candidate member to the EU in 1997, the political endeavours of

rkey and Denktash in TRNC changed rails. They started to support confederation instead of

eration. Özgür argues that Mehmet Ali Talat, in his speeches says that "for years they

pported federation but now the name of the system in no longer important. Now there is a

P leadership inclined to aid Denktash and motivated to speak with that inclination"(69).

fore the· most recent general elections in TRNC, CTP experienced a partnership in the

vernment. During this partnership in the government, Özgür and his friends came to a

ersion ideas with the present CTP administrators.Özgür says that while they were in the

vernment they were not really in power (70). He argues that the parties, which win the

ections and form the government do not actually rule TRNC but they simply act as

truments of the Turkish Embassy and the Turkish Army-corps (71)..

lthough the government's administrative program was voted and passed by the Assembly,

P found itself in an environment where it could not apply its governmental policies" says

gür and continues: "We were constantly hindered. The government at our time was like a

oman with seven husbands" (72).

(>zgiir, interview, 2.2.02.

Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.

)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.

)(>zgür, interview, 2.2.02.

)Üzgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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he government could not keep its promises to he people and Özgür was too proud to go on

ith this deceit. So he suggested to his:ftiends to resign fro the government and explain things

the people. His friends were of the opinion that CTP should continue in the government

hatever happens and they refused Özgür' s proposals. So he resigned from the post of

puty Prime Ministef/J.Jpon this CTP' s general assembly met where diversed groups

peared. So, Öz;gi.ira11çl.iljİSfriends continued in the government for some more time. Later

e cornmander, qfthe\<ıı:111Y--.corps, General Kundakçı, asked the removal of CTP from the

ministratiqn.aııdthus@tg~if:'sfriends themselves expelled from the government.

KEL argues that North Cyprus is under occupation and there can be no proper government

n an occupied are. This can only be a satellite government. Indeed this is true. Memhet Ali

alat and his friends were careful not to express this fact openly even they were expelled from

he government, i.e. they took care not to stir up a hornet's nest because they hoped to come

o power again some day. The present CTP administration is attacking Eroğlu and criticizing

erıktash with this idea in mind, but they are careful not to anger the authorities behind
roğlu and Denktash.

.ccording to those in front of the curtain, the ones behind are not my
oncern" (73).

there is a superior Coordination Committee consisting of

Embassado the commander of the army-crops and the

This committee is not legal and is against the constitution,

in Turkey, which is constitutional.This Superior

is a figurative existence which holds all the communal

this superior committee as a miltarist regime

are fighting not to see this military regime and they are

peace anddemocracy given by CTP for years.

(73)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.

(74)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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you have certain expectations and you fail to disclose the authorities, administrative and

wer behind closed doors, you are declining your duties for peace and democracy in the

me of the people, because the people are aware of the authority and pressure of the superior

mmittee in daily life. Thearmy canteens (markets) are a clear example to this. These places

selling duty free.goo.dg.to people and this is illegal. But no government in TRNC had the

urage to take.preverıtiy.e111easures.The-political parties also ·prefer not to interfere. When

l'P was a partnec in&h~}/~pvernmentat the time of Özker Özgür, there was a ptotestation

ong the sttı~ent>oftlıyr~~st~fnMediterraneanUniversity. They wanted to expel the leaders
t of TRNC>.\,\(İth()ut\thy)gı-t()'Yl.edgeof CTP ·and.actuallyJhey did•expel one of them. The

puncil of; l\ıtirıisterS}mefitjıtjı~<.ilatyly and took a decision noLtq .. deport these students.

owever the govermentyv~şiiinaple\to apply this decision.

the opinion of Özkef (}:z:gi.ıf", ]afat and his friends are feigning to see the authority of the

perior Committee and1vitlıfhisacttheyare servingthegovernment.

zgür says that he could not serve the people under these circumstances but Talat and his

iends believe they can do so in spite of the Superior Committee. Naturally they are failing in
e service of peace and democracy (75).

t this are saying: "You can or enter EU before us even if

a mentality they are officially and actually preventing a

do under these circumstances? It appears that South

to the EU. We in the North, have to wait for Turkey to

long will this homework take, 15 years or 20 years? In the

the Turkish Cypriots? YBH has called on the other parties

for the Turkish.Cypriots (77). At present the majority of

in England, Canada, Australia etc. It is a question of

::;uı,;gı;;,::>tıııg a joint action, to make the Turkish Cypriots' voice

ard outside that the world will listen to this voice more seriously,
specially ifYBH together.
5)Ôzgür, interview, 22.02.

p)<Jzgür, interview, 2.2.02.

7)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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owever CTP is refusing this call of YBH and is unwilling to participate in such

rganization, saying: " CTP is he biggest leftist party and we have no need of the support

rom YBH or TKP" (78). Özgür continues to express his views, saying that even though CTP

ay share the views it is unwilling to take joint action because YBH has openly

pposed the doors. CTP doesn't want to annoy the countries behind

e curtain to lose votes and the chance to become a partner in the

arises. Volkan (a right wing newspaper) had in the past

Doğan Harman, in his writings in the paper Kıbrıslı

actions. There are indications that this party is

Özgür believes that the time has come for the Turkish Cypriots to think of their future and act

together for their common _ interests. When first founded, YBH gave the impression that it

would grow into a successful party. Unfortunately it failed to become effective because YBH

appeared as a continuation of YKP (Yeni Kıbrıs Partisi-New Cyprus Party)-because members

ofYKP said: "We changed our name. We are now YBH, not YKP" (79).

YKP's is a small, limited party, without very large number of

the prominent figure in the organization and he did not have

will not be very easy to change this image in the

YBH could not become very effective is that it could not

to the top of community. If a party wants to win votes, the

from the smallest units in the community. At this point

Özgür years of development of CTP during his time of service.

a parliamentarian of CTP for seven years. During his term,

to more than 30% in the 1994 general elections. "These

.., •••..•.•• ..,..,. village" said Özgür and he stressed that no matter

there must be people at the base of the community,

supporting the party.

(78)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.

(79)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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eniency of CTP is its policy on the Cyprus question. When CTP become a partner in the

overnment, it began to follow a more flexible policy on the Cyprus issue. The leniency in the

ttitute of CTP during this period can be explained as follows:

hen CTP first entered the government, its first condition was that the Cyprus question

ould be solved by a settlement in accordance with the Summit Agreements. Denktash

cepted this condition and DP-(Democratic Party-party of Denktash)- signed a protocol with

TP. After the DP-CTP coalition was formed, Denktash wanted to change the decision of the

eneral Assemblyon the issue in August 1994.

.- he change in policy from a federal solution to a confederal one was already decided behind

losed doors, but Denktash wanted to support this as the Assembly's decision to the outside

world. CTP refused to give its consent, saying it wa~ against the protocol of the coalition

government. But in spite of CTP's oppositio, DP and UBP acted jointly in the Assembly and

hanged the national policy from a federal settlement to a confederal settlement of the Cyprus

ssue. During the voting in the Assembly, Özker Özgür said the following as chairman of

CTP: "If he protocol is disregarded and this decision is taken in this assembly, the coalition

overnment comes to an end"(80).

head, the decision for a confederal solution was taken with

memoers of CTP, other than Özgür, insisted on staying in the

said he was now convinced that the young generation wing

and their friends, were not insisted on a federal solution.

At the about a federation, talking about it is one thing but to stand

it, to insist on it and struggle for it is another. Özgür

thinks are just talking of a federal solution but are not decisively

standing Mehmet Ali Talat and his friends must stand by what

they say on accordance with the Summit Agreements and thinks that

CTP must be of saying "the name is unimportant".
(80) Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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n case of a settlement in Cyprus, Özgür does not think it is possible for CTP and AKEL to

ome together and form a single political=partybecause he believes that CTP has deviated a

t from the original ideals. During the chairmanship of Özgür, CTP was insistent on a federal

olution based on the sovereignty and· integrity of the state. Further it was a genuine supporter

f the rights of the\workjng people. During·Özgür's term, CTP called itself the party of the

abour class. Nowadays/ there is no mention of the working people in the statements of Talat

and his friends..Qır theyotfü~rhand AKEL is a labour party and it is not possible for it to join

with CTP whiçlıişqiverğjµgçonsiderably frornits principles. A few weeks ago, Talat and his

fiends passyd/ov~rtôC;tlıy(.Çi-reek.sidefor a meeting with AKEL and for the first time no

jnutual. declar(ltiptj-wa.sfü~g~)~ftyfthemeeting.

Özgür's explanation to no declaration being made is that these is a recently huge deviation of

views between the tw:o parties and CTP declined to make a common statement which

included a bi-zonal bi-communal federal solution. In the past the views of the two parties

overlap but nowadays, with the diverge of CTP, AKEL' s policy is more parallel to YBH.

After CTP' s meeting, YBH also had a meeting with AKEL and a common declaration was

made.

ua •.••. ıuı.:. good progress with its party meetings and organizations

It also has a publicity called Yeniçağ (New Age). As for

AKEL in case of a settlement in future, Özgür thinks that this

agreements will render such a union possible. If the new

"""''""' to those of Zurich and London, such a union will not be

possible. saying that Turks and Greeks can come together to form a

the constitution, then it is possible that AKEL and YBH

Özker Özgür is of the opinion that UBP and DP are supporters for partition, envisaging a

Cyprus with two separate, sovereign states. However YBH is stressing the unity and integrity

of the country. In the past, Talat shared the views ofYBH but he and his friends are now more

lenient.
(81) Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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They still keep saying that "Cyprus is a common motherland for both communities", but if

ey reallyıbelieve this, says Özgür, they should not take of separate sovereignties. Akıncı, the

hairman of the other leftist party TKP, argues that the recognition ofTRNC is not contrary to

federal solution, but acçording to Özgür, since the Summit Agreements forsee a bi-zonal, bi­

communal settlement pased on political equality, the idea of two separate sovereign states

must be abandoned,

s Set of Ideas which are also supported by CTP. During

AKEL used to invite each other, discussed various topics

and same way as CTP is doing now. Özgir says that at his

time with all the Greek political parties.

Özker Özghür's question can be settled by a process of inter-

communal Agreements. But first Denktash must abandon

the thesis of two in Cyprus, which is also contrary to the high level agreement

with his own ground will be created for a solution. During the

period side asked for a federal settlement. The Greek side opposed

this accept it, and Makarios and later Kyprianou said "yes" to

candidacy of Cyprus for EU membership was the topic of

\.,11(1,ıı~,;:;u their stand and asked for a confederal settlement in

enable Turkey to use the Cyprus question in her own

supported for twenty years was abandoned, and we

ln a confederation there are two sovereign states with

areas. This is very difficult from a federal system and

existence in the world. The closest example is the EU

votes in the UN but have close relationships and

common between them. If the Turkish side sincerely wants a

solution, the be based on the high level agreements and a federation. The

Cyprus problem can with this approach in intercommunal talks.



~ zgür thinks that the reason why the votes of CTP and its number of representatives in the

ssembly have/gone down is the large difference between what they say to the people and

hat they are obliged to. do when they are in the government. The people believe they are

eing cheated.

TP it promised the people when in opposition and the voters did

say he kept warning the other CTP members, that by

they made to the voters, the party would find itself in a

ifficult uv,:,ıu•uı

ut The others did not listen to him and consequently CTP votes and representatives dropped

ehind those of TKP. But TKP also weakened while in the coalition government with UBP

nd nowadays CTP is trying to inherit the votes of TKP. They think that YBH is a marginal

arty and don't consider it as a rival But Özgür believes that CTP will continue losing votes if

it gets into the mood of "we are the greatest" CTP is exerting effort to succeed in politics

without stating the facts in the TRNC regime, without saying openly that the army and the

Turkish embassy are behind the regime and that the parties may form the government but they

will not be in authority. The people now began asking CTP "What is your difference from

UBP and DP? You, too, have become a party of the regime". The people understand and

· nee in real life more than the things said or promised to them.

by 2004, Özgür says that the Cyprus Republic as it is now

will become an EU member. North will be in the waiting

list until A new status-quo may 'be arranged for the Turkish

Cypriots be TRNC will be given some aid to help prepare it for EU

If the Cyprus P

This status-quo will probably be given to TRNC by an

and South Cyprus, while the military existence of Turkey

How will this status-quo affect the Turkish Cypriot on the

street?

If steps are taken to prepare North Cyprus to the EU, the embargoes are lifted and the

besieged state of TRNC is ended, the people will somewhat be relieved. It may be possible

for the Turkish Cypriots to receive EU passports.
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the moment there are efforts to pass a law to prevent people from obtaining passports of

Cyprus Republic (and eventually EU passports). If such a law-. passed and a TRNC citizen

takes the case to the European Court of Human Rights, he definitely wins the case because

this is a right given to.him by the 1960 London and Zurich Agreements. No Turkish Cypriots

çan be deprived of this.right.

When the EU decided to start membership discussions with South Cyprus whether or not a

settlement is reached, the Foreign Minister of Turkey, İsmail Cem, was asked to comment on

this and he said: "If Cyprus Republic is accepted to EU before a solution, Turkey will take

the necessary steps and is ready to pay for what it may cost" (82).

it is a bluff and he continues: "If South Cyprus is

declare war on EU? Or will she annex North

Cyprus ?" can neither go to war with EU or can she annex
The aim is to make the best bargain with EU while

This is also one of the targets in the Denktash-Klerides

talks. for the independence, sovereignty and integrity of Cyprus

in a says Özgür.

is continuing the talks in order to minimize the losses or maximize

ade to Turkey while Cyprus is accepted as a full member to EU.

NC to shorten her period of entry to EU and induce Europe to make

gür and he shares the same views with Talat on this subject. He

ing to gain advantage by holding TRNC as a hostage.

According t

ideology. "CTP

maın difference between CTP and TKP id in the

al leftist party in the line with the Marxist and Leninist ideology.

in the world but follows a line in parallel with CHP,

Ecevit's
(82)1sı11a.il Cem, TRTNE\VŞ.
(83)tsmail Cem, TRT NEWS:
(84))Üzgür, interview, 2.2.02.

(85)Özgür, interview, 2.2.02.
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TKP is a. pan.ıllel party following in the footsteps of the Kemalist move (Atatürkism) in

Turkey" says Talat (86 ). When Özgür was asked to comment on the difference between CTP

and TKP, he gave the foll9wing explanation:

"Members of are a social democrat party. This implies that they are npt

banning to improve and reform it. On the other hand, CTP can be

judged Ali Talat and his friends. They keep saying "they are the

is the party of the working class (labourers). How can

CTP be a Marxist part say that "they are the part of all-capitalist, labourers,

ploretarians and the bourgeois all at once?" So CTP cannot be a Marxist party"(87).

The may cause a party to make certain modifications in

problem has priority and may ask the support of all

classes in the for the solution of the problem. However this does

not give CTP the its voice when the working class is facing so much

injustice.

was the head of CTP, this party was beside the workers

protest meeting and in all their statements they voiced their

the new CTP policy shows that they have forgotten

party is calling for collective action to behave communal peace

turning its back to the calls of the other leftist parties to cooperate.

democrat part

increased 30%.

s reluctant to join forces with the other leftist parties (TKP and

m the Marxist-Leninist ideology and is becoming more a social

with the aim of getting votes from the right wing as well. Gradually

towards the centre. This was also the case when the votes of CTP

otes did not all come from the left but many from the right as well.

(86)Ö-.ı:gür, interview, 2.2 .. 02.

(87)Talat,,interview, 1 .. 3.02.
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Appendix 2

Interview with Mehmet Ali Talat

According to at dividing up CTP(88). Previously there was YKP and a

to establish YBH. "At present YBH is a maginal part with no

don't have a large group of people behind them toward

and YBH is like the difference

like a

player, the makes,

because he is responsible f< otecting the interests of the mass of people he represents.

The spread his own ideology and there is no group of

people for who will suffer harm as a result of his wrong actions.

Just like a statesman, CTP carries responsibilities

tries to protect the interests and benefit s of the mass of

irresponsibly and jeopardize the advantages of its members

back. However YBH has no such responsibilities, carries

not have to be very careful and can afford to be provactive.no basket

So, it can "ble statements, criticize everyone pitilessly and behave very freely

usations are directed towards CTP, accusing this party of making

the government, with the fear of losing votes. Referring to

says: " CTP is a responsible party, just as it was in the

u~A.,au,)v it knows that such moves will return back like a

represents." (90).

(88)Talat, interview, 1.3.02,

(89)Talat, interview, 1.3.02.

(90)Talat, interview, 1.3.02.



that is written in

illness"

is flexible, unlike ıvıcuu,.ıııcu,

and improve the society.

When mentioning moderate and less radical actions of CTP, Talat refers to the past of this

party. He continues to say that in the past in order to maintain a radical image, CTP avoided

very extreme moves sometimes acted very moderately. He still criticizes the day when

CTP gave "yes" declaration of the TRNC and adds: " CTP gave a "yes" vote

because it any party which opposed the declaration of the TRNC

find itself out of the assembly. "It was under such a

in order not to inflict harm on its members

Özgür lead the party and

TT"'"""'" to the center,

ınf',or,:,,c,f'c, of the

of the

the cold
war conditions of Has CTP been
affected by these. chari has. It would have been dead not to be affected. If this
moderation is for the sake of a dialogue to promote a settlement, yes CTP has moderated.

thought that w

determiriaf
conceptions and

unchanged. It is true

caused CTP t

This is the result

experiences have

in the government it

••..,,,.....•..•.. every fact. It was

right everything it
is not a magician. is limited by what is

.variationsin policy to sui

partner in the coaliti

67



In this process it may be necessary sometimes to be radical, moderate, flexible and even take

a step backwaı-ds. This is politics and many philosophers of the past have clearly expressed it.

Among those criticizing CTP, there are some who are well acquainted with the literature of

Marx or Lenin. be sincere in their criticisms but they are making wrong

interpretations. also those who are provocators, their aim is to provocate. There

is a leftist YBH} who are nearer to the right wing in the political

speetrum. sympathizers. These are not Marxist in origin and not

universal. by Atatürk for the Turkish

nation. In Cyprus (91 ).

(91 )Talat, interview, 1.3.02.
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and differences between CTP and AKEL on the Cyprus

Appendix 3

Questions asked to Mehmet Ali Talat

l . What is the aim in thef9ynding of CTP?

2. Could you give information about the historical background of CTP?

3.What is the policy of CTP in the Cyprus problem?

4. years on the Cyprus Problem?

5. What in the policy of CTP in the Cyprus problem since
the ,o.morcy,o.nr•,o.

6.From CTP's point of view what ideology should the new generation adopt on the problem?

7.According to CTP, what is the policy of the present government on the Cyprus problem and

what should this policy be?

8.Concernin roblem, what are the differences of opinion between the existing

the government in Turkey?governmen

9.Accordin teps should be taken to solve the Cyprus problem?

Question?

reasons behind the objection of Turkey to the membership

ofTRNC Greek Administration?

12.In your opinion, is Turkey using the TRNC to enter the EU? Why?

13.What is your opinion on the demographic structure in the TRNC?
69 
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14.Indications(ıre/that South Cyprus will be accepted to the EU in 2004. Do you think a

solution ca.rı/bereached by that time? If there is no solution, what do you think about the

future oftheTRNC after this date?

15.0n 8-9 May, AKEL, CTP, YKP, KKE, ODP and SYNASPISMOS met in Istanbul and

issued a common declaration of nine articles on the Cyprus issue. In this meeting what

differences of opinion emerged between these parties? What is the general opinion of CTP

about these meeting?

does CTP diverge from UBP, DP and TKP? Can

views of these parties?

17.What common views do AKEL and CTP share on the settlement of the Cyprus problem?

Can you also point out the differences of opinion between them?

18. If CTP and AKEL a.re

are they doing this?

rclinatingand cooperatiıığJljeir views on the Cyprus proble how

of opinion between CTP and AKEL on the

what steps can be taken to build up confidence between
the two ,vu·nmı

19.In your o

in order to

anges are necessary in the views ofR.R.Denktash on the problem,

lement in the Intercommunal negotiations? Can you answer the

revious views ofR.R.Denktash?

reach an agr

uld the procedure be in the intercommunal negotiations in order to

r words, what should be done to induce Turkey and South Cyprus

21.What are

22.What are the common views and differences between CTP and AKEL on the membership

of Cyprus to the EU?
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23.Recerıtlyfü~/gyrıeral opinion is hat South Cyprus will be admitted to the EU at the end of

2002, whyfü~riOf.not a settlement is reached. The reaction of Turkey to this that upon such a

developrrıent,Jhe TRNC can be integrated to Turkey. What is CTP's opinion on this and what

can happyninthe follo'\.YİfütYyar?

AKEL and other Greek political parties attended the most

recent If so, what sort of exchange of views has taken place

between

a single party in case of a settlement in Cyprus?25.Can CTP and AKEL ur .
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Appendix 4

Questions asked to Özker Özgür

1.MehrrietAliTalatsays.tpa.tthe imperialist states agitated the fude in Cyprus but in the end

the fighting was b.~t\VÇ§t1/the Greek and . Tµrkish Cypriots. What do you think on this

argument?

·ties and differences of opinion between CTP and AKEL during your

nces have taken place in AKEL's views up to now?

n the Cyprus issue started becoming more lenient (on the

h the Greek side) ?

4.Do you approve or disapprove the present policy of CTP on the Cyprus issue and why? If

you disapprove, whafÇ should take place in CTP's views?

u think CTP and AKEL could unite in a single party? Can you

resent policies of the parties? Could this be easier with the old

policies

iews on the Cyprus issue differed from those of UBP, TKP and

hat changes have taken irı views of these parties since then?

ideas and foresees a federal

(If the answer is

policy would you

follow?)

ıp how did CTP and AKEL cooperate and coordinate their policies? ·

9.In your opion what should be the procedure in the intercommunal talks in order to reach a

settlement?
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JO.Whatare your views on the membership of Cyprus to the EU?

11.Why do you think CTP is not in the coalition at present?

12.In case of a settlement what do you think about the guarantorship of Turkey?

s will become an EU member by 2004. If a settlement is not

reached

uestion did CTP and AK.ELdiffer in your time?

what wilt bethe fütur

mıtted unilaterally to the EU under the title "Cyprus Republic",

orth Cyprus? Will it integrate with Turkey?

said the necessary steps would be taken in case Greek Cyprus is

solution and Turkey was ready to pay for the consequences. What



Apendix 5

Questions asked to AKEL

1.A short historical background of AKEL.

2.AKEL's views on Ghali's set of ideas (1992).

bership of Cyprus to the European Union Should Cyprus be

rkish Cypriots? Before or after a settlement? If before, how

bership?

Cyprus issue.
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