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Dear friends,

I would firstly like to thank the Cyprus Centre of the London Metropolitan University as well as - the association of British Cypriot Professionals Episteme - for their kind invitation to me to speak on the subject of “The need for a solution to the Cyprus problem and related current developments”.
In my speech I shall attempt to draw a clear picture of what constitutes the Cyprus problem. I shall also try to describe what could be its solution and what this solution should secure.

Allow me to start by broadly referring to certain historical events which have adversely affected the political state of affairs in Cyprus but also the whole region.

In July 1974, Cyprus met with a great tragedy. The Junta which was at the time ruling Athens, in cooperation with  the extreme right wing and ultra nationalist organization EOKA B’ staged a coup against the  government of Archbishop Makarios. Five days later Turkey invaded Cyprus on the pretext of restoring constitutional order and the protection of the Turkish Cypriots.

The coup and the invasion constituted the climax of conspiracies and interventions in the internal affairs of the independent Republic of Cyprus which aimed at keeping Cyprus in NATO’s sphere of influence.
Since 1974, the Republic of Cyprus has remained de facto divided due to the continuing occupation of a large part of its territory by Turkey who, through this illegal occupation, blatantly violates the UN Charter and International Law. 

The Cyprus problem is, in effect, a problem of the invasion and illegal occupation by Turkey of a large part of the territory of the Republic of Cyprus. It is a problem of violation, on the part of Turkey, of the principles of international law but also of the human rights and basic freedoms of the Cypriot people.
The illegal presence of Turkish troops in Cyprus and the presence of British military Bases have turned the island into one of the most heavily militarised parts of the planet as well as into a constant source of danger and abnormality in the region.

It is doubtless true that normality, stability and peace in the region which is already beset by a multitude of other problems, not the least of which is the problem of the Middle East, can only be served through the viable and functional solution of the Cyprus problem. 

A solution that will lead to the termination of the Turkish occupation and colonization and to the reunification of Cyprus in the framework of a bizonal, bicommunal federation as well as lead  to the demilitarization of the unified, federal Cyprus Republic.

The solution of the Cyprus problem is one of the great wagers the international community is called upon to win. And by the term international community we refer to the United Nations Organization and the European Union itself to which Cyprus acceded as a full and equal member on May 1st, 2004. 

Certainly, the solution of the Cyprus problem is the main goal of the Cypriot people themselves and particularly of the two larger communities, the Greek Cypriot and the Turkish Cypriot.

The solution of the Cyprus problem on the basis of principles is absolutely necessary for Cyprus itself, the region of the eastern Mediterranean and the European Union too.

Partition does not constitute a real or acceptable solution for Cyprus because it preserves and deepens all those problems to which I have already referred above and which are a threat for peace and stability in the region but also a source of problems for the internal cohesion and functionality of the European Union itself.

The international community, if it is to serve the cause of stability and security, is obliged to continue to work towards a solution to the Cyprus problem which will do away with the occupation, restore the integrity and the unity of the Republic of Cyprus, as well as the basic freedoms and the human rights of the Cypriot people as a whole, Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots.

Past experience in the sphere of solving international problems teaches us that those solutions which overlook the principles of international law, or those which do not serve the reasonable and lawful interests of peoples but on the contrary violate freedoms and human rights, do not stand the test of time. It is in such cases that problems are exacerbated and become explosive, leading, unavoidably, to tragedies.

Dear friends,

For more than thirty four years, the Cyprus problem remains unresolved and pending, due to the constant refusal of the Turkish side over time to respect the resolutions of the UNO and international law so that the way to solving the problem will be opened. Turkey’s insistence on the creation of two sovereign states in Cyprus flies in the face of the resolutions and decisions of the UN which expressly condemn the invasion and occupation and urge all states, and the interested parties themselves, to refrain from any attempt to achieve partition or union with any other country. The resolutions also consider illegal, as well as null and void, the secessionist action of Turkey to declare the establishment of the so called “Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus” in 1983.

When discussing the Cyprus problem the following question begs to be asked: Why should Turkey cooperate towards a solution now since she has not done so for many years and since she is taking advantage of the passing of time to consolidate the faits accomplis of the invasion?

The answer is that the prospect of change of the negative and intransigent stance of Turkey lies in her European aspirations. It is to be found in the momentum which may be created, under certain conditions and situations, in the framework of her accession process and the obligations Turkey has undertaken vis a vis the European Union and the member states of the union including Cyprus.

Such a momentum was created also before 2004, as a result of the accession process of the Cyprus Republic in conjunction with the European aspirations of Turkey.

Unfortunately at that time the utilization of this opportunity and the undertaking of initiatives for a solution were not grounded in the correct framework of negotiations but in a departure from it.
The incorrect grounding of the push for a solution at that time was a negative development which, to a great extent defined the failure of the initiative undertaken by the international community for the solution of the Cyprus problem. 
Through the imposition of tight time limits and the arbitration procedure, a procedure not envisaged by any of the resolutions defining the mandate for Cyprus of the Secretary General of the UN, the Cyprus people were led to a referendum for the approval of a solution plan which was unjust for the Greek Cypriot side. A plan, it has to be told, of doubtful viability which did not meet the basic expectations and concerns of the people. This is why it was only to be expected that the people would reject it at referendum.

The whole procedure which was followed as well as the final formulation of the plan can easily lead one to the conclusion that the aim at the time was merely to be rid of the Cyprus problem instead of actually solving it in a satisfactory way. The goal was to serve the geostrategic and political interests of Turkey and its powerful allies at the expense of the interests of the entire Cyprus people.

Dear friends,

The solution of regional and international problems must certainly be based on the UN Charter and International law. This must be the starting point and the cornerstone. On the other hand, it is also true that the solution of problems makes it imperative to seek compromises which are founded on principles but which also satisfy the needs and the reasonable interests of the parties involved.
In the case of Cyprus, as things stand today, there is an adequate foundation for a solution that will be, under the circumstances, just, as well as viable and functional. A solution that will first and foremost satisfy the reasonable interests of the Cyprus people, restore and safeguard their human rights and basic freedoms and allow them to set the course of their own future without interventions from outside.

This basis for a solution is formulated by the UN resolutions on Cyprus, as well as the principles of international law and European law given that Cyprus has been a member state of the European Union since 2004.
Furthermore, the High Level Agreements between the leaders of the two communities, signed in 1977, between Makarios and Denktash, and 1979, between Kyprianou and Denktash, also form part of the basis of the solution.
What was agreed in these accords was, in fact, the solution of a bizonal, bicommunal federation in the framework of which the territory and the people of Cyprus will be reunited. The federal solution is a great compromise on the part of the Greek Cypriot community which constitutes the majority of the population of Cyprus, at approximately 80%. This compromise was made in an attempt to rid the island of the faits accomplis created by the Turkish invasion and occupation. 

If the truth be told, federation was not exactly suitable to the geographical and demographic characteristics of Cyprus. This is so because of her small size but also due to the fact that the Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cypriot populations were intermixed and dispersed all over the island. 
This notwithstanding, federation became the only choice and nothing less than a necessity in Cyprus, in order to evade partition when Turkey, through the force or arms, ousted the Greek Cypriots from the northern part of the island and exerted pressure on the Turkish Cypriots to move to the north of the island. Thus, Turkey achieved the geographic and population segregation which she has since exploited in order to further her goal to create and have recognised two separate states on the island.
Since there is a lot of discussion on federation, we need to clarify that it constitutes a form of state structure, in other words a state, one state. Federation has nothing to do with confederation which is not a state structure but a loose union of two separate states. Federation constitutes one state whereas confederation is not considered a state at all. It is rather the case that the constituent parts of the confederation are states.
There are two ways in which a federation can be formed. One is the joining together of two pre-existing, independent, states and the other is the transformation of unified states into federal ones. The case of Cyprus falls into the second category, since the Republic of Cyprus, when reunified, will evolve into the Unified Federal Cyprus Republic, consisting of the Greek-Cypriot and the Turkish-Cypriot communities. 

The type of federation intended to be established in Cyprus is described in various resolutions of the United Nations Organization as bizonal, bicommunal with political equality which will have one citizenship, one sovereignty and one international personality.  
But what do these terms mean, exactly? I shall come to this at once. 

 Bizonality means that the federation will be made up of two regions one of which will be under Greek Cypriot administration and one of which will be under Turkish Cypriot administration. Each of these regions will rule its own affairs but the powers it will have in order to do so, will actually be ceded to it by the federal constitution or, in other words the constitution of the central government of Cyprus.
Bicommunality means that both communities will have effective participation in the organs/ bodies as well as the decisions of the central government.

Political equality as it is defined in the relevant UN resolutions does not mean equality in numbers nor does it mean equal participation in all organs/bodies or even that all decisions will have to be unanimous. What political equality does mean is: effective participation in the organs and the decision taking process, equal competences of the two regions and equal representation in the Upper House.
What one is stressing by using the terms one sovereignty, one citizenship and one international personality is that Federal Cyprus will be a unified state in which sovereignty will be exercised only by the central government which and only which will represent the country internationally.  The use of the term one citizenship makes it clear that all lawful inhabitants will be citizens of the state.

We have said above that the prospect of solution is grounded in Turkey’s European aspirations. The key to the solution is in the hands of Ankara and the solution needs her cooperation and consent to be achieved. The solution, apart from serving the vital interests of the Cypriots, can also serve the vital need of the pro European forces in Turkey to have Turkey accede to the Union. Turkey’s accession is an important factor in the political survival of the ruling party in Turkey but also of Mr Erdogan himself. Consequently, there is a serious motive for Mr Erdogan and his party to cooperate in the solution of the Cyprus problem.
In this sense, the solution of the Cyprus problem can be a win win situation. In her accession course then, Turkey can find the motive to differentiate her position on Cyprus which up to now has been intransigent and involving delaying tactics.
It is obvious that this differentiation cannot just happen by itself in view of the realities pertaining in Turkey and the control exercised by the deep state structures particularly in matters considered to be of national importance.

It is necessary for the international community and particularly the EU to exert their influence and pressure on Turkey to change her stance in return for the facilitation of her European prospects and an added impetus to her accession process. This is what the Republic of Cyprus is asking the international Community to do.

The Republic of Cyprus supports Turkey’s accession to the EU. Accession, though, cannot be subject simply to the whims and wishes of Turkey herself. To use a metaphor often used in this instance, it cannot be a la carte.  It has to proceed in tandem with the fulfilment by Turkey of her obligations emanating from the Decisions of the European Council of 2006, the additional Ankara Protocol and the Common statement of EU member states of September 2005.

An important landmark on the road of Turkey’s accession process is December 2009 when the country will be assessed on the basis of the steps she has taken to fulfill her obligations.

Up to now the results have not been satisfactory, as the European Union itself notes. Furthermore, in reference to Turkey’s obligations towards the Republic of Cyprus, Turkey has not budged an inch. She has not opened her ports and airports to the ships and aeroplanes of the Republic of Cyprus and she continues to veto Cyprus’ participation in international organizations as she continues not to recognize the Republic and not to show willingness to cooperate in the solution of the Cyprus problem.

In actual fact, Turkey pays only lip service to the solution efforts and she refrains from taking a stance on substantial issues.

Without fulfilment of her obligations, Turkey cannot hope to a continuation of her accession process. Without the termination of occupation and the withdrawal of her troops from Cyprus she cannot hope to accede to the European Union.
Dear friends,

The role of Turkey is definitive in the solution of the Cyprus problem. This, however, does not mean that the role of the two communities is insignificant. On the contrary it is important. The two communities are called upon to find a solution to the internal aspects of the Cyprus problem. This is what is aimed at in the course of the intercommunal talks which have been taking place intermittently since 1976.
A new round of direct negotiations between the two communities began last September. This became feasible when the President of the Republic Mr Demetris Christofias undertook an initiative, immediately after his election, for a meeting with Mr Talat. The meeting, which took place on March 21, 2008 led to an agreement for the preparation of negotiations by Working Groups and Technical Committees which dealt with substantial matters and daily life issues and confidence building measures respectively. 
During this preparatory period Christofias and Talat met a few times and as a result of these meetings the basis of the solution of the Cyprus problem was reaffirmed. In other words, it was reaffirmed that the basis of the solution is bizonal, bicommunal federation with political equality as it is described in the relevant resolutions of the UN, for one state with one sovereignty, one citizenship and one international personality.

It was also reaffirmed that the talks are not to be subject to strict time frames and that no kind of arbitration is to be envisaged. The process is of Cypriot ownership and the UN under the aegis of which the talks are taking place, support and encourage the two communities to reach a mutually acceptable solution which will be approved by parallel referenda.

Until today, there have been 24 meetings between the leaders of the two communities. The chapters discussed so far were the chapter dealing with governance and the power sharing, the chapter of properties and we are now at the chapter of European affairs.
The progress achieved so far cannot, in all honesty, be said to be satisfactory. The negotiations present many difficulties and, often, the Turkish side brings proposals to the table that are very far from the agreed basis for a solution.

The complete picture of the negotiations is not particularly encouraging. Nevertheless, the Greek side is determined to press on and exhaust all possibilities for a solution. If, finally, we do not reach the desired goal which is the solution, then the international community must put the blame squarely where it belongs. It must blame the side whose positions at the table do not serve the solution of bizonal, bicommunal federation. It must put the blame on Turkey, if the occupying power continues to obstruct a solution with her negative stance.

Dear friends,

With all we have said here, I hope that it has become clear that the Cyprus problem has not been resolved and remains open not due to the absence of a satisfactory basis and framework but due to the lack of political will on the part of the Turkish side. If the Turkish side decides to implement the resolutions on Cyprus and the agreements between the two communities, if Turkey decides to end her unlawful behaviour in Cyprus, the Cyprus problem will be solved.
While the Cyprus problem remains unresolved, the dangers for Cyprus and the region persist. While the problem remains unresolved, the international community has to answer to history because it is tolerating an illegality and an anachronism- the Turkish occupation and de facto partition of the island- to annul international law and undermine peace and normality in the region and the world.

The President of the Republic, Mr. Demetris Christofias will continue to work hard for the achievement of a solution remaining committed to principles, exhibiting decisiveness but also the  lexibility necessary in the negotiations. His vision is that Cyprus and her people be reunited in conditions of permanent peace and security and for the country to become a bridge of cooperation in the region.

Thank you for your attention.
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