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INTRODUCTION: 
f 

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 (1). 

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 thifl!c 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 29111 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-zonal 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). 

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

(2) Lytton Bulver, AnAutwnn in Grece, London, 1826, p.21. 
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The characteristic of federations is bringing together "similar views". So the Cyprus question 

can be solved· if parties" s~aring 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. It 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 or even destroy it utterly with the help of 

Christian minorties 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 2001. 

(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 1959 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 t~e}'. 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.Fazil Kucuk 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 10.000 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)Kibns Tarihi, Dr. Vehbi Zeki Seter, 2001. 

(6)K1bns Tarihi, Dr. Vehbi Zeki Seter, 2001. 
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So the world powers looked upon the intervention with tolerance.jthe 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 

QEOposal' 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 1990 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 Turke)' 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 __ ?ther 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 \urkey, Greece, U.N, 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 Ciller 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 
:f.. 

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 197 4 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 2001. 

(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. Themeaning 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 197 4 and the sharp change in the status quo in 197 4 

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 
I 

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-zonal, 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 1992. 

(9)Cumhuriyetr;:i Turk Partisi, Pro~a1_11-Tilztik, Lefkosa 1998. 
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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: 

1. 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 of 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? 

(IO)Asst.Prf.Dr.Zeliha Sezgin Khaslunan, CYPRUS: WHY NOT A FEDERATION? Near East University, 2000. 
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5.Recently the general opinion 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 Ak:el'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, how 

can the Turks be included in the mehibership? 

6.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. 
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I.THE EMERGENCE OF THE CYPRUS PROBLEM AND THE1 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 11th 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). 

(1 l)TUrkiye'nin Siyasal Antlasmalan 1.Cilt (1920-1925). 
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