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ONSOZ | §

ON SOZ

luslararasi hukuktan dogan haklarini sonuna kadar

savunan, bolgesindeki terdrizm ve uluslararasi gog

gibi sorunlarin kalici ¢oziimiine katkida bulunan,

komsulariyla karsilikli isbirligine dayali politikalar
iireten bir iilke olarak Tiirkiye, bulundugu cografyada istikrar ve
barisin degismez unsuru olarak varligini siirdiirmektedir.

Tiirkiye’nin bu yaklasimi Ege ve Dogu Akdeniz’de yasadigi sorun-
lar icin de gecerlidir. Tiirkiye, Ege ve Dogu Akdeniz'de yasadigi
uyusmazliklarin ¢oziimiinde hakkaniyet, diyalog ve isbirligini
esas almaktadir. Yunanistan ile iliskilerinde Tiirkiye her zaman
diyaloga acik olan taraf olmus ve bunu her firsatta dile getirmistir.
Yapici ve somut fikirlerle ¢6ziimii desteklemistir. Ege sorunlari-
nin ¢6ziimii de sadece iilkelerin tizerinde mutabakata vardiklari,
mesru hak ve ¢ikarlarina karsilikli saygi gosteren bir ortak payda
iizerine insa edildigi takdirde islevsel ve kalic1 olacaktir.
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Bununla birlikte, Yunanistan Tiirkiye'yi asilsiz ithamlarla suc-
lamakta, Ege sorunlarini sadece kita sahanligina indirgeyerek
uluslararas1 kamuoyunu yaniltmakta ve birbiriyle baglantili so-
runlarin ¢6ziimiinii imkansiz kilmaktadir. Elinizdeki calismanin
amaci, Tiirkiye’nin Yunanistan ile arasindaki sorunlara yonelik
yaklasimini ortaya koymak ve Yunanistan'in Tiirkiye’ye yonelt-
tigi suclamalarin asilsiz ve ¢6ziimii engelleyici nitelikte oldugunu
gostermektir.

Tiirkiye, Yunanistan ile sorunlari iyi komsuluk iliskileri icerisin-
de, hakkaniyetli, adil ve uluslararas1 hukuka uygun bir sekilde,
bariscil yontemlerle ¢oziilmesi icin calismaya devam edecektir.

PROF. FAHRETTIN ALTUN

TURKIYE CUMHURIYETi CUMHURBASKANLIGI iLETiSiM BASKANI
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Uluslararasi hukuka
gore adalarin deniz
yetki alanlarinin
belirlenmesinde 6zel
ve ilgili durumlarin
g6z onuine alinmasi
gerekmektedir.

Kendine 6zgii cografi kosullari
olan yari kapali Ege Denizi’nde
Yunanistan’in karasularini tek
tarafli olarak 6 deniz milinin
Uzerine ¢ikarmasi uluslararasi
hukuka aykiridir. Boyle bir
girisim, Turkiye ve diger tlke
gemilerinin acik denizlere
serbestce erisim haklarinin
ortadan kalkmasi ve Turkiye’nin
acik denizlerden yararlanma
imkaninin kisitlanmasi
anlamina gelecektir.

Turkiye, Ege ve

Dogu Akdeniz’deki
uyusmazliklarin
¢6ziimiinde
hakkaniyet, diyalog
ve ishirligini

esas almakta,
uluslararasi hukuktan
ayrilmamaktadir.
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BMDHS'nin bazi
hikiimlerine gekince
konulmasini saglayacak
bir mekanizma
bulunmadigi igin Turkiye,
sozlesmeye taraf
olmamistir.

Tarkiye’nin Dogu
Akdeniz, Ege ve
Kibris’taki tutum ve
politikalari yapici

ve isbirligi odaklidir.
Tirkiye uluslararasi
hukuktan kaynaklanan
haklarini gignetmemek
konusunda Kararlidir.

Tirkiye, Yunanistan
ile yasanan sorunlarin
birbiriyle ilintili
olduguna ve butinctl
bir yaklasimla ele
alinmasi gerektigine
inanmaktadir.
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Dogu Ege
Adalarinin gayri
askeri statlist
Yunanistan
tarafindan
uluslararasi hukuka
aykiri bir sekilde
esasli sekilde ihlal
edilmektedir.

Egemenligi Tirkiye’nin
Antlagmalarla Akdeniz’deki
Yunanistan’a sismik arastirma

Devredilmemis Ada,  ve kesif faaliyetleri
Adacik ve Kayaliklar  uluslararasi hukuka

(EGAYDAAK) iki uygun olarak,
Ulke arasindaki Tarkiye’nin mesru
deniz sinirlarinin hak ve menfaatleri
belirlenmesinin cercevesinde icra

onlindeki engellerden  edilmektedir.
birisidir.

Dogu Akdeniz’'de
Uglincl taraflarin
mesru hak ve
menfaatlerini
hice sayan
antlasmalar
bolge istikrarina
hizmet
etmeyecektir.
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Tirkiye'nin diizensiz
go¢men Konusunda
bugtine kadar
yaptiklari uluslararasi
kamuoyunun takdirine
mazhar olmustur.

Tirkiye, uluslararasi
alanda sorumluluk
sahibi ve NATO

Uyesi bir lke olarak,
Avrupa agisindan
glivenlik ve istikrarin
saglanmasinda kritik bir
rol oynamaktadir.

Tarkiye’nin

girisimleri bolgesel
ve uluslararasi
diizeyde olumlu ve
somut sonuglara yol
acacak; baris, istikrar
ve surdurilebilir
kalkinmayi
glclendirecek sekilde
yurutilmektedir.
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01

Uluslararasi1 hukuka gore
adalarin deniz yetki alanlarinin
belirlenmesinde 6zel ve ilgili
durumlarin goz 6niine alinmasi
gerekmektedir.

Uluslararasi hukuka gore deniz yetki alanlar1 belirlenmesinde
hakkaniyete uygun sonug ve iciincii taraflarin haklarini ihlal
etmeyen karsilikli mutabakat esastir. Bir cografi formasyonun
ada olmasi ile deniz yetki alanina sahip olmasi bakimindan
dogrudan bir baglant: bulunmamaktadir. Adalarin hangi
kosullarda deniz yetki alanina sahip olacagi ve etki derecesi ise
ilgili hukuki kosullarin varligina baglidir. Adalarin her kosulda
ana karalar ile ayni deniz yetki alanlarina sahip oldugunu ileri
siirmek hukuka aykir1 ve yanlis bir tutumdur.
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Ege denizi ve Akdeniz’e uzanan deniz alanlar1 gibi kendine has
cografi ozellikleri olan denizlerde, karasularinin genisliginin
artirilmasi ve deniz yetki alani belirleme konulari ilgili kiy1
devletlerinin haklarini ihlal etmemelidir.

Yunanistan'in iddiasina gore, Meis adas1 Yunanistan'a yaklasik
40.000 km2 deniz yetki alan1 saglamakta ve Tiirkiye'yi Antalya
Korfezi'ne hapsetmektedir. Meis adas1 Yunan iddialarinin
absiirdliigiinii en ¢arpici sekilde ortaya koymaktadir.
Tiirkiye'ye uzaklig1 yaklasik 2 km, Yunanistan’a ise 580 km
olan Meis adasinin yiizol¢iimii yaklasik 10 km2dir. Bu adanin,
Tiirkiye'yi Antalya Korfezi’'ne hapsedecek sekilde genis bir
deniz yetki alan1 yaratmasi rasyonel ve uluslararasi hukuka
uygun bir tez degildir.

Ayrica, Tiirkiye'nin adalarin durumuna dair hukuki tezlerini
destekleyen ¢ok sayida uluslararasi mahkeme karar1 ve devlet
uygulamasi bulunmaktadir. 1985°teki Libya-Malta, 1977'deki
Fransa-ingiltere, 2009°daki Ukrayna-Romanya, 2012'deki
Nikaragua-Kolombiya bu kararlarin érneklerinden bazilaridir.
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02

Kendine 0zgii cografi kosullari

olan yar1 kapali1 Ege Denizi’'nde
Yunanistan’in karasularini tek
tarafli olarak 6 deniz milinin iizerine
cikarmasi uluslararasi hukuka
aykiridir. Boyle bir girisim, Tiirkiye
ve diger iilke gemilerinin acik
denizlere serbestce erisim haklarinin
ortadan kalkmasi ve Tiirkiye’nin acik
denizlerden yararlanma imkaninin

Kkisitlanmasi anlamina gelecektir.

Lozan Baris Antlasmasina esas teskil eden hususlardan biri,
Ege Denizi'nden esit kosullarda yararlanilmasi ve denge tesis
edilmesidir. Yunanistan, Lozan dengesini bozarak karasular1
genisligini 1936'da 3 deniz milinden 6 deniz miline cikarmustir.
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Uluslararasi hukuka gore devletlerin deniz alanlar1 sinirlari
belirlenirken, 6zel durumlari goz 6niinde bulunduracak
sekilde diger devletlerin acik denizlere erisimini engellememe
ylikiimlilagi bulunmaktadir.

Kendine 6zgii cografi kosullar1 olan yar1 kapali Ege Denizi'nde
Yunanistan'in karasularini tek tarafli olarak 6 deniz milinin
tizerine ¢cikarmasi uluslararasi hukuka aykiridir. Boyle bir
girisim, Tiirkiye ve diger iilke gemilerinin acik denizlere
serbestce erisim haklarinin ortadan kalkmasi ve Tiirkiye’nin
acik denizlerden yararlanma imkaninin kisitlanmasi anlamina
gelecektir.

BMDHS'nin devletlere karasulari genisligini 12 deniz miline
cikarma hakki taniyan hiikiimlerine karsi sozlesmeye taraf
olmayan Tiirkiye siirekli itiraz eden devlet konumunda
oldugundan, bu kural 6rf ve adet hukuku olarak Tiirkiye’ye
karsi ileri siiriilemez.

Yunanistan'in haksiz ithamlarinin aksine, Tiirkiye herhangi
bir iilkeyi haklarindan mahrum birakmak cabasinda degildir.
Tam tersine uluslararasi hukuktan kaynaklanan haklarini
Yunanistan'in miitecaviz girisimlerine kars1 savunmaktadir.




16 | TURKIYE'NiN DOGU AKDENIZ ve EGE'DEKi HAKLARI VE IDDIALARI

03

Tiirkiye, Ege ve

Dogu Akdeniz’deki
uyusmazliklarin ¢coziimiinde
hakkaniyet, diyalog ve
isbirligini esas almakta,
uluslararasi hukuktan
ayrilmamaktadiar.

Tiirkiye, Ege ve Dogu Akdeniz'deki uyusmazliklarin
¢Oziimiinde hakkaniyet, diyalog ve isbirligini esas almaktadir.
Ege ve Dogu Akdeniz'deki uyusmazliklarin ¢éziimiinde,
Tiirkiye kendisinin ve Kibris Tiirklerinin hak ve menfaatlerinin
savunulmasi baglaminda hicbir zaman uluslararasi hukuktan
ayrilmamistir. Bu noktada, Yunanistan tarafindan ortaya atilan
Tiirkiye’nin uluslararas1t mahkemelere basvurmaktan ka¢indigi
iddialarinin haksizlig1 asikardir.
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i o

Dogu Akdeniz'deki deniz yetki alanlarimizin sinirlari,
Karadeniz'de oldugu gibi, gelecekte ilgili kiyidas devletler
arasinda hakkaniyet ilkesine uygun sekilde yapilacak ikili veya
cok tarafli deniz yetki alanlar1 sinirlandirma antlasmalariyla,
bu miimkiin olamadig1 takdirde uluslararasi yargi organlari
gibi ticiincii taraf ¢oziim yontemleriyle belirlenecektir.

Tiirkiye hakkaniyetli bir ¢c6ziime ulasmak iizere Yunanistan
ile masaya oturmak icin kararliligint her firsatta dile
getirmektedir. Bu nedenle, Yunanistan’a istisari gériismeleri
baslatmay1 onermektedir. Yunanistan hiikiimeti bu
goriismeleri yeniden baslatmay1 kabul etmemistir.
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04

BMDHS’nin bazi hiikiimlerine
cekince konulmasini saglayacak
bir mekanizma bulunmadig:
icin Tiirkiye, sozlesmeye taraf
olmamustir.

Uluslararasi hukukun kaynaklari; hukukun genel ilkeleri,
sozlesmeler, Orf-adet (yapilagelis) hukuku ve mahkeme
kararlaridir. Girisimci ve insani nitelikleri ile on plana ¢cikan
Tiirk dis politikasinda uluslararasi hukuka riayet ¢cok énemli bir
yere sahiptir. Tiirkiye, Yunanistan ve bazi ¢evreler tarafindan
haksiz bir sekilde uluslararasi hukuka riayet etmemekle
suclanmakta ve bunun kanit1 olarak BMDHS ni imzalamamasi
gosterilmektedir.

Mesru hak ve iddialarini1 savunurken bile uluslararasi hukuka
bagli kalan bir devlet olarak Tiirkiye, pek cok uluslararasi
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sozlesmenin tarafidir. BMDHS nin bazi hiikiimlerine ¢ekince
konulmasini saglayacak bir mekanizma bulunmadigi icin
Tiirkiye, sozlesmeye taraf olmamuistir. Ayrica BMDHSyi
imzalamayan tek iilke Tiirkiye degildir.

Tiirkiye'nin hakkaniyet vurgusu uluslararasi hukuka
dayanmaktadir. Uciincii taraflarin hak ve menfaatlerini
cigneyen antlasmalar hakkaniyetli bir durum yaratmaz.
Yunanistan'in uluslararasi hukukun dar ve yanlis bir
yorumuyla Tiirkiye'yi Ege ve Akdeniz’de dar bir kiy1 seridine
mahkim etme arayis1 hakkaniyetli bir tutum degildir.
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05 Tiirkiye’nin Dogu Akdeniz,

Ege ve Kibris’taki tutum ve
politikalar1 yapici ve isbirligi
odaklidir. Tiirkiye uluslararasi
hukuktan kaynaklanan haklarim
cignetmemek konusunda
kararhdar.

Tiirkiye, Yunanistan ile arasindaki 6zellikle Ege Denizindeki
anlasmazliklarin diyalog ve diplomasi yoluyla bariscil bir
sekilde ¢oziilmesini istemektedir. Bunun tersine, Dogu
Akdeniz'de maksimalist politika izleyen, Tiirkiye’nin en uzun
kiy1 seridine sahip olmasini ve Kibrish Tiirklerin varligini

yok sayarak tek tarafli politikalar benimseyen Yunanistan'dir.
Tiirkiye’nin provokatif ve kiskirtict oldugu ithami biiyiik

bir haksizliktir. Yunanistan Dogu Akdeniz'de benimsedigi
maksimalist politikalarin1 gdzden gecirmelidir. iki iilke
arasindaki esas gerilim kaynagi, Yunanistan’in uluslararasi
hukuku g6z ard1 eden tutumudur. Yunanistan bolgede isbirligi
gelistirmekten ziyade Tiirkiye’nin 6niinii ttkamay1 ve haklarini
gasp etmeyi 6nceleyen bir politika takip etmektedir.
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Tiirkiye ve Kibrish Tiirkler her zaman isbirliginden ve ¢oziimden
yana oldugunu gostermistir. Ornegin Annan Planini reddeden ve
Kibris’ta kalici ¢oziimii engelleyen de Kibrisli Rumlardir.

Kibris Sorununun temelinde, Rum tarafinin kendisini adanin
tek temsilcisi olarak gorerek KKTC’nin egemen ve esit
haklarini yok saymasi yer almaktadir. Kibris Rum tarafi ayrica
uluslararasi kamuoyunda “Cyprus” ile GKRY’yi 6zdeslestirmeye
calismaktadir. Kibris Tiirk tarafi, Kibris Sorununun adil, kalict
ve siirdiiriilebilir bir ¢6ziime kavusturulmasi icin bugiine kadar
yapici bir bicimde her tiirlii cabay1 gostermistir. Ancak bu
olumlu anlayis hi¢bir donemde Kibris Rum tarafindan karsilik
gormemistir. Bugiin gelinen noktada Kibris’ta egemen esitlige
dayali iki devletli ¢c6ziim artik tek yoldur.

KKTC makamlari Kibris Rum tarafina 2011, 2012 yillarinda

ve son olarak 13 Temmuz 2019 tarihinde yapici 6nerilerde
bulunmuslardir. KKTC’nin Tiirkiye tarafindan da desteklenen
bu Onerileri, Tiirk tarafinin kararl bir bicimde caba gosterdigini
ortaya koyarken, bu ¢abalar Giiney Kibris Rum Yonetimi
tarafindan karsilik gormemektedir.

Giiney Kibris Rum Yonetimi Kibris Tiirk halkina her
platformda haksiz bir izolasyon uygulanmasini istemekte ve
Avrupa Birligi'ni bu amaclar1 dogrultusunda kullanmaktadir.
Halen uygulanmakta olan bu izolasyon, iki halk ve iki taraf
arasindaki derin giiven bunalimini koriiklemekte ve Ada'da
onemli alanlarda isbirligini engellemektedir.

Kibris Adasr'nda denenmis ve basarisiz olmus ¢6ziim 6nerileri
yerine egemen esitlik temelinde iki devletli ¢coziim artik

tek alternatiftir. Kibris Tiirk halkini yok sayan ve Ada’nin
tamaminda sz sahibi olmak isteyen bir anlayisa karsi, garantor
devlet olarak Tiirkiye’nin sessiz kalmasi ve bunu kabul etmesi
diisiiniilemez.

Tiirkiye'nin kendisinin ve Kibrish Tiirklerin uluslararasi
hukuktan kaynaklanan haklarinin korunmasindaki
kararliligini provokasyon olarak nitelemek Yunanistan ve ona
miizahir cevrelerin etkisiz bir manipiilasyon girisiminden
ibaret kalmaktadir.
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06

Tiirkiye, Yunanistan ile yasanan
sorunlarin birbiriyle ilintili
olduguna ve biitiinciil bir
yaklasimla ele alinmasi gerektigine
inanmaktadir.

Yunanistan Ege'de iki iilke arasinda Uluslararasi Adalet Divanina
gidilerek ¢oziilebilecek olan “kita sahanliginin sinirlarinin
belirlenmesi” sorunundan baska bir sorun olmadigini ve Tiirkiye’nin
bircok baska konuyu miizakerelere dahil ederek, coziimsiizliigii
tercih ettigini iddia etmektedir. Yunanistan'in bu “tek sorun-tek
¢Oziim” tutumu gercekleri hicbir sekilde yansitmamaktadir.

Tiirkiye, BM Sartr'min 33. maddesinde zikredilen hicbir bariscil
cOziim yontemini dislamamaktadir.

Tiirkiye ile Yunanistan arasinda; Egemenligi Antlasmalar ile
Yunanistan’a Devredilmemis Ada, Adacik ve Kayaliklarin aidiyeti,
karasular1 genisliginin belirlenmesi, kita sahanligt sinirlandirilmast,
Yunanistan'in uluslararasi hukuka aykir1 olarak ulusal hava
sahasinin 10 deniz mili genisliginde oldugunu iddia etmesi,
Gayriaskeri Statiideki Adalarin statiisiinii asindiran faaliyetler,
Ucus Malumat Bolgesi (FIR) ve Arama-Kurtarma (SAR) Bolgesi
sorumluluklarinin Yunanistan tarafindan istismar edilmesi ve
Yunanistan’in Dogu Akdeniz'de deniz yetki alanlarinin paylasimina
yonelik maksimalist talepleri basta olmak tizere birbiri ile baglantili
olarak ¢oziilmesi gereken bircok sorun alan1 bulunmaktadir.

Zira bu sorunlar, Yunanistan'in iyi komsuluk iliskilerine sigmayan
maksimalist tutumundan kaynaklanmaktadir.

Gelinen noktada, Yunanistan ile Ege’de yasanan sorunlar, Dogu
Akdeniz ve Kibris konulariyla yakindan baglantili hale gelmistir.
Tiirkiye Yunanistan ile cesitli karmasik konular1 gériismeye hazirdir
ancak Yunan hiikiimeti Tiirkiye ile samimi diyalog ve miizakereye
yanasmamaktadir.
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07 Dogu Ege Adalarinin gayri
askeri statiisii Yunanistan
tarafindan uluslararasi hukuka
aykar1 bir sekilde esash sekilde
ihlal edilmektedir.

1923 Lozan Antlasmasi ve 1947 Paris Antlasmasi da dahil olmak tizere
birtakim uluslararasi antlasmalarla Dogu Ege Adalarr’na gayriaskeri
statii tesis edilmistir. Yunanistan uluslararasi hukuk cercevesinde
ahdi taahhiitlerini ve antlasmalardan dogan yiikiimliiliiklerini esaslt
sekilde ihlal ederek 1960’lardan beri adalar1 silahlandirarak Dogu Ege
Adalarinin gayri-askeri statiisiine aykir1 hareket etmektedir.

Tiirkiye’'nin GASAlarin statiilerinin Yunanistan tarafindan
asidirildigina iliskin 02 Nisan 1969 tarihli Notasi’na cevaben
Yunanistan, 10 Mayis 1969 tarihli Notasi ile gayriaskeri statiideki
adalarin statiisiinii bozmadigini beyan etmistir. Bu tarihten giiniimiize
kadar GASA ihlalleri nota yontemi ve muhtelif kanallar vasitasiyla
uluslararas1 kamuoyunda giindeme getirilmistir. Tiirkiye BM Daimi
Temsilciligi tarafindan BM’ye sunulan 30 Eyliil 2021 tarihli Mektup



TURKIYE’NIN DOGU AKDENIZ ve EGE’'DEKi HAKLARI VE IDDIALARI | 2§

i

ile Yunanistan'in 1923 Lozan ve 1947 Paris Baris Antlasmalarinin
gayriaskeri statiiye iliskin hiikiimlerini esasli ihlale (material breach)
devam ettigi belirtilmis, bu durumun Yunanistan’a gayriaskeri statii
tesis edilerek bahse konu statiide kalmasi sartiyla devredilen 23
adanin egemenliginin tartismal1 hale geldigi vurgulanmustir.

Tiirkiye gerek Yunanistan'in gerekse {iciincii iilkelerin gayri-askeri
statiiyii ihlal eden eylemlerini baslangicindan itibaren diizenli ve
siirekli olarak protesto etmis ve gerekli girisimlerde bulunmustur.
Diger taraftan, Yunanistan 1993’te Uluslararasi Adalet Divaninin
zorunlu yarg yetkisini kabul ederken, “ulusal giivenlik ¢ikarlar1” ile
ilgili askeri 6nlemlerden kaynakli hususlara iliskin olarak Divanin
zorunlu yarg yetkisine ¢ekince koymustur. Yunanistan bu sekilde
adalarin silahlandirilmasina iliskin bir tartismanin Uluslararasi
Adalet Divanr'na gitmesini engellemeyi hedeflemistir. Bu durum,
Yunanistan'in antlasma yiikiimliiliiklerini ihlal ettiginin Yunanistan
tarafindan zimnen kabul edilmesidir.

Yunanistan bazi cevrelerin tesvik ve telkini sonucunda Tiirkiye
ile olan iliskilerini hukuksuzluk ve husumet iizerine kurgulamaya
calismakta, diyalog ve isbirligini geri plana atmaktadir.
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08

Egemenligi Antlasmalarla
Yunanistan’a Devredilmemis

Ada, Adacik ve Kayaliklar
(EGAYDAAK) iki iilke arasindaki
deniz sinirlarinin belirlenmesinin
oniindeki engellerden birisidir.

Ege’de uluslararasi antlasmalarla isimleri acikca belirtilerek,

1923 Lozan Antlasmasi ile Yunanistan'a ve Italya’ya devredilen

ve miiteakiben 1947 Paris Antlagmasi ile italya tarafindan
Yunanistan'a devredilen ada, adacik ve kayaliklarin disinda kalan
biitiin cografi formasyonlar hakkinda s6z konusu antlasmalarin
farkli yorumlanmasindan kaynaklanan bir uyusmazlik
bulunmaktadir.



Tartisma, ilgili ve gecerli uluslararasi enstriimanlarin egemenlik ile
ilgili hiikiimlerinin anlami, kapsami ve hukuki sonuglarina iliskin
taraflarin birbirinden farkli yorumlarindan dogan iddialarin bir
iiriinii olarak ortaya cikmustir.

Tiirkiye, uluslararasi alanda gecerliligi olan enstriimanlarla agik
bir bicimde Yunanistan’a birakilmis olan adalar, adaciklar ya da bu
tiir formasyonlar iizerinde herhangi bir hak iddia etmemektedir.
Ancak Ege Denizi'nde egemenligi antlasmalarla Yunanistana
devredilmeyen bir¢ok ada, adacik ve kayalik oldugu da tartismasiz
bir gercektir. Bu tartismali cografi formasyonlardan bazilari
Tiirkiye'nin Ege Denizi sahillerine ¢cok yakindir. Bu mesele, iki iilke
arasindaki deniz sinirlarinin belirlenmesinin 6niindeki engellerden
biridir. Daha da 6nemlisi, Ege’deki basta karasular1 sorunu olmak
tizere diger tiim sorunlarin ¢oziimiinii etkileyecek pozisyondadir.

EGAYDAAK iizerinde; Yunanistan’in hukuka aykiri, fiili devlet
uygulamalar1 yaptigi tespit edilmektedir. Ancak Yunanistan’in s6z
konusu tek tarafli devlet uygulamalari, uluslararasi hukuka gore bu
adalar tizerindeki egemenligin tesisine iliskin belirleyici bir unsur
teskil etmemektedir.
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09 Tiurkiye’nin Akdeniz’deki
sismik arastirma ve kesif
faaliyetleri uluslararasi hukuka
uygun olarak, Tiirkiye’nin
mesru hak ve menfaatleri
cercevesinde icra edilmektedir.

Tiirkiye, BM’ye bildirdigi kita sahanlig1 sinirlari icinde sismik
arastirma faaliyetlerinde bulunmaktadir. Yunanistan, Dogu
Akdeniz'de resmi bir kita sahanlig1 bildirimi/miinhasir
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ekonomik boélge ilaninda bulunmamasina ragmen
Tiirkiye'nin sismik arastirma faaliyetlerinin kendi kita
sahanliginda gerceklestirdigini iddia etmektedir. Yunanistan
iddiasini1 basta Meis olmak iizere, kendi ana karasindan
uzaktaki adalarinin varligina ve adalara da ana karayla aym
statiiniin taninmasi gerektigi diisiincesine dayandirmaktadir.
Yunanistan'a gore yiizol¢timii 10 kilometrekare olan,
Anadolu’ya yaklasik 2 km, Yunan ana karasina ise 580 km
uzaklikta olan bir adanin 40.000 kilometrekare genisliginde
kita sahanligina sahip olmasi gerekir. Boylesi bir durum
hakkaniyete uygun olmadigi gibi hakkin kotiiye kullaniminin
en acik ornegidir.
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TURKIYE

10 Dogu Akdeniz’de iiciincii
taraflarin mesru hak ve
menfaatlerini hice sayan
antlasmalar bolge istikrarina
hizmet etmeyecektir.

Yunanistan ve Giiney Kibris Rum Yonetimi, Dogu Akdeniz'de
deniz yetki alanlar1 konusunda hukuksuz ve yetkisiz olarak
bazi iilkelerle antlasmalar imzalamaktadir. Bu girisimler,
Tiirkiye ve Kibris Tiirklerinin haklarini yok saymakta ve
Kibris'taki ¢oziim miizakerelerini olumsuz etkilemektedir.
Tiirk arastirma gemileri Tiirkiye'nin BM’ye bildirdigi deniz
alanlarinda varlik gostermektedir. Yunan tarafi Tiirk gemilerinin
Dogu Akdeniz'deki mevcudiyetini gerginligi artirici bir tutum
olarak nitelemekte ve diyalog imkanini bu gemilerin cekilmesi
kosuluna baglamaktadir. Oysa Tiirkiye, BM’ye bildirilen deniz
alanlarinda mesru hak ve menfaatleri cercevesinde faaliyet
yiirtitmektedir. Yunanistan'in diyalogun baslamasini bir 6n
kosula baglamasi yapici bir tutum degildir.Yunanistan-Misir
antlasmasi, Tiirkiye'nin Almanya’nin arabuluculugunda
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diplomasiye sans verdigi bir siirecte korsanca bir gayretle
imzalanmistir. Ayni zamanda, bu antlasma BM’ye bildirdigimiz
kita sahanligr sinirlarimizi, TPAQO’ya verdigimiz ruhsat sahalarini
ihlal etmektedir. Misir ise, Tiirkiye ana karasiyla ortay hat esas
alinarak imzalanacak bir antlasmaya nazaran 6 bin kilometrekare
alan kaybina ugramistir. Ayrica, Libya'nin da hakki ¢ignenmistir.
Hakkaniyetli bir sekilde kurgulanmayan bu antlasmanin sagladigi
faydadan cok daha fazla sorun c¢ikardig asikardir.

Dogu Akdeniz'de hakkaniyete dayanan ve {i¢iincii taraflarin
hukukunu ihlal etmeyen sinirlandirma antlasmalari yapildigi
takdirde bolge devletleri mevcut durumdan daha biiyiik
kazanimlar elde edilecek ve bolgesel istikrar ile refaha hizmet
edilmis olacaktir.
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11 Tiirkiye’nin diizensiz go¢cmen
Kkonusunda bugiine kadar
yaptiklari uluslararasi
Kamuoyunun takdirine
mazhar olmustur.

Tiirkiye Dogu Akdeniz'deki uyusmazliklarin ¢6ziimii ile
kendisinin ve Kibris Tiirklerinin hak ve menfaatlerinin
savunulmasi noktasinda hi¢bir zaman uluslararast hukuk ve
diyalogdan ayrilmayacaktir.

Yunanistan tarafinin haksiz birtakim itham ve manipiilasyon
girisimlerinin aksine, Tiirkiye’nin Meis adasini tehdit etmesi
hicbir sekilde s6z konusu degildir. Yillarca Meis’te ikamet
edenler saglik vb. ihtiyaclari i¢in Tiirkiye'ye gelmislerdir.
Bununla birlikte, adada haber yapmak isteyen Tiirk
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mubhabirleri adaya sokmayan ve basin 6zgiirliigiinii hice sayan
Yunanistandir.

Tiirkiye’nin go¢ konusunda Yunanistan’a Meri¢ tizerinden
santaj yaptigi seklindeki haksiz ithamlarin aksine 18 Mart
Mutabakati ¢ercevesinde yiikiimliiliiklerini yerine getiren
Tiirkiye sayesinde Avrupa’ya yasadisi gecisler % 92 oraninda
azalmistir. Bu kapsamda yiikiimliiliiklerini yerine getirmeyen
ise, Avrupa Birligi ve Yunanistan'dir.

18 Mart Mutabakati cercevesinde, Tiirkiye, Yunanistan
adalarina ulasan siginmacilardan sadece uluslararasi koruma
basvurusu reddedilenler veya uluslararasi korumaya ihtiyaci
olmayanlarin geri doniisiinii kabul etmektedir. Bugiine
kadar (Nisan 2020) bu sartlara uygun 2.139 diizensiz go¢men
Yunanistan'dan geri alinmistir. Yunanistan ise AB kurucu
antlasmalarina ve uluslararasi yiikiimliiliiklerine aykir1
olarak siginma basvurularini 1 ay siireyle askiya almistir ve
siginmacilari kayit altina almadan ve iltica basvurularini
dahi degerlendirmeden 18 Mart Mutabakatina aykir1 olarak
tilkemize gondermeye calismaktadir.

Yunanistan'in yeni iltica yasasinin uluslararasi standartlara
ve AB direktiflerine uygun olmadigi yoniindeki elestiriler
uluslararasi orgiitler tarafindan da acik¢a ortaya koyulmustur.

Ote yandan, tiim diinyada COVID-19 salgini nedeniyle kamu
saghigini ve giivenligini korumak iizere tedbirler alinmaktadir.
Nitekim, AB 18 Mart Mutabakatinin énemli bir unsuru olan
yeniden yerlestirme programini kamu sagligin1 korumak icin
gecici siireyle askiya almistir. Ulkemiz de ayn1 gerekceyle 18
Mart Mutabakatinda 6ngoriilen geri alimlar1 gecici olarak
durdurmus ve bunu Yunan makamlarina bildirmistir.

Yunanistan'daki siginmaci kamplarinin icler acist durumu ve
bu konuda Tiirkiye’yi 6rnek almasi gerektigi kamplarimizi
inceleyen Yunan basini tarafindan da dile getirilmistir.

Yunanistan’a tavsiyemiz, siginmaci kamplarinda salgin
nedeniyle insani felaket yasanmamasi icin acil tedbir almasi1 ve
siginmacilarin yasam ve saglik hakkina saygi gostermesidir.
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12 Tiirkiye, uluslararasi alanda
sorumluluk sahibi ve NATO
ityesi bir iilke olarak, Avrupa
acisindan giivenlik ve istikrarin
saglanmasinda Kkritik bir rol
oynamaktadir.

Tiirkiye, dis politika giindemindeki tiim konulara sorumluluk
sahibi bir iilke olarak insan odakli, vicdani ve ilkeli bir anlayisla
yaklasmaktadir. NATO harekat ve misyonlarina en ¢cok katki
saglayan ilk bes iilke arasinda yer alan Tiirkiye, Avrupa
Konseyi, AGIT gibi Avrupa kurumlarinin kurucu iiyesidir. Bu
baglamda, Yunanistan'in Tiirkiye’nin NATOQ’ya zarar verdigi ve
AB iilkelerinin giivenligini riske attig1 ithamlari kabul edilemez.

NATO Genel Sekreteri Jens Stoltenberg’in Dogu Akdeniz'de
istenmeyen “kaza ve olay” riskini azaltmaya yonelik Tiirkiye ile
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Yunanistan'in teknik goriismelere hazir oldugunu agiklamasina
Tiirkiye destek vermis fakat Yunanistan reddetmistir.
Yunanistan, NATO Genel Sekreterinin gerilimi azaltma
girisimine bile olumsuz yaklasmustir.

Yunanistan Rumlarla birlikte her firsatta NATO ve AB’yi
kullanarak maksimalist politikalarini gerceklestirmeye
ve bu kapsamda Tiirkiye’yi saldirganlikla itham etmeye
calismaktadir. Bu iddialarini dayatmak icin AB'deki
pozisyonlarini kotiiye kullanmakta ve Tiirkiye ile AB
arasindaki isbirligi ve stratejik baglar1 engellemeye
calismaktadirlar.

AB’nin simirlar1 Yunanistan'dan degil, giineyde Tiirkiye
sinirlartyla baslamaktadir. Tiirkiye, acik kap1 politikasina
ragmen Avrupa’ya yonelen diizensiz gocii durdurmaktadir.
Suriye’de yasanan insanlik draminda kapilarini acarak, bu
insanlara siginak olmus, Avrupa’ya yonelecek bir go¢ akinini
kesmistir. Bu nedenle, AB’nin giivenligi konusunda Tiirkiye bir
tehdit degil aksine giivenligini giiclendiren bir aktér olmustur.

Bununla birlikte, AB’nin iilkemizin kendi kita sahanlig1 icinde
yaptig1 hidrokarbon faaliyetlerini elestirmesi ve bunlari
durdurmamizi talep etmesi sinirlari ve sabirlar1 zorlamaktan
baska bir sey degildir. Zira, AB Adalet Divanr'nin da teyit ettigi
iizere, AB’'nin bu konuda bir yetkisi yoktur. Bu talep AB’nin hem
kendi miiktesebatina hem de uluslararasi hukuka aykiridir.

AB ve AB iiyesi iilkeler, birlik dayanismas1 bahanesiyle
Yunanistan'in uluslararasi hukuka aykirt maksimalist
taleplerine destek olmamalidirlar. Tiirkiye her zaman diyalog
ve diplomasiye vurgu yaparken AB’nin yaptirim diline
basvurmasi mevcut sorunlarin ¢oziimiine yardimei olmadigi
gibi iilkemizin kararliligint daha da artirmaktadir. Meseleye
samimiyetle bir ¢6ziim bulunmasi isteniyorsa, Yunanistan

ve Gliney Kibris Rum Yonetimi’nin bu durumun artik
siirdiiriilemez oldugunu gérmesi gerekmektedir. Sonuc olarak,
AB Dogu Akdeniz'de ¢6ziim arzu ediyorsa tarafsiz davranmali
ve diiriist bir arabulucu olmalidir.
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13 Tiirkiye’nin girisimleri bolgesel
ve uluslararasi diizeyde olumlu
ve somut sonuclara yol acacak;
baris, istikrar ve siirdiiriilebilir
kalkinmayi giiclendirecek
sekilde yiiriitiilmektedir.

Tiirkiye uyusmazliklarin hakkaniyete dayali ¢oziimii icin
diyalog ve isbirligini savunmaktadir. Ancak kararliligini
sahada somut bir sekilde desteklemek suretiyle hak ve
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menfaatlerinin ¢ignenmesinin 6niine ge¢cmektedir. Bunun
ornekleri yakin gecmiste Kibris’'ta, giiniimiizde Suriye ve
Dogu Akdeniz baglaminda gozlemlenmektedir. Dost ve
miittefik cevreler dahi Tiirkiyenin giivenlik endiselerini ve
uluslararast hukuktan kaynaklanan haklarini yok sayma
egilimine girmektedir. Dahasi, Tiirkiye’nin politikalarinin
bolgesel istikrarsizliga sebep olduguna dair haksiz iddialar
dile getirilmektedir.

Suriye’de onuncu yilina yaklasan kriz ve i¢ savas Tiirkiye icin
pek cok sinamay1 beraberinde getirmistir. Tiirkiye’nin Suriye
krizine dair temel politikasi catismalarin durdurulmasi,
insani krizin dnlenmesi, teror orgiitleri ile miicadele ve
Suriye halkinin siyasi iradesinin yonetime yansiyacagi bir
siyasi ¢oziim siirecinin baslatilmasi yoniindedir. 4 milyona
yakin Suriyeliyi iilkesinde misafir eden Tiirkiye, sahada
teror orgiitleri ve rejimle aktif miicadele ederek Suriyelilerin
siginabilecegi giivenli bir bolge olusmasina hizmet etmistir.
Siyasi ve diplomatik siirecler ilerlerken Suriyeli siviller ile teror
orgiitleri ve rejim siddeti arasinda duran tek iilke Tiirkiye'dir.

Libyada gayrimesru Hafter giiclerinin Trablus taarruzunun
durdurulmasi icin BM tarafindan taninan mesru yonetimin
yaninda yer alan Tiirkiye, sahada yasanan insani trajedinin
derinlesmesini Onlemis ve uyusmazligin siyasi goriismeler
yoluyla ¢oziilebilmesinin yolunu agmustir. Tiirkiye, dost

ve kardes Libya halkinin korunmasi icin Libya’nin mesru
hiikiimetini ve kurumlarini desteklemeye devam edecektir.

Tiirkiye'nin politika ve tutumuna haksiz ithamlar yonelten
tilkelerin, Hafter’e askeri, mali ve siyasi destek vermek
suretiyle Libya halkinin maruz kaldig1 mezalimde ve iilkenin
siiriiklendigi kaos ve istikrarsizlikta sorumluluklarinin
bulundugu unutulmamalidir.

Tiirkiye'nin bu yaklasimi ortadayken, onu bolgesel
istikrarsizliga yol acmakla suclamak kimsenin haddine
degildir.
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PREFACE

tirkiye has been maintaining its existence as an indispens-

able element of stability and peace in the geography where

it is located, as a country, which vigorously defends its

rights arising from international law and treaties, makes
contributions to a permanent solution to problems such as terrorism
and international migration in its region and also produces policies
based on mutual cooperation with its neighbours.

This approach of Tiirkiye also applies to the problems it encounters
in the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean. Tiirkiye grounds the
resolution of disputes it faces in the Aegean and Eastern Mediterra-
nean on equity, dialogue, and cooperation. Tiirkiye has always been
open to dialogue in its relations with Greece and mentioned it at ev-
ery opportunity. It has supported the solution with constructive and
concrete ideas. The solution to the Aegean issues will be functional
and permanent only if it is built on a common denominator on which
the countries agree and which mutually respects their legitimate
rights and interests.
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Nevertheless, Greece blames Tiirkiye with unfounded accusations,
misleads the international public opinion by reducing the Aegean is-
sues only to the continental shelf, and makes the solution of problems
associated with each other impossible. The purpose of this document
is to put forward Tiirkiye’s stance on its problems with Greece and to
reveal that the accusations made by Greece against Tiirkiye are base-
less and that they are hindering a solution.

Tiirkiye will continue to strive to ensure that the problems with
Greece are solved in good neighbourly relations, equitably and fairly
and under international law.

PROF. FAHRETTIN ALTUN

PRESIDENCY OF THE REPUBLIC OF TURKiYE COMMUNICATIONS DIRECTOR
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02

03

According to
international law, islands
cannot be regarded as
having full jurisdiction
without any conditions
for determining maritime
jurisdiction.

Greece’s increase of the
territorial waters to 12
nautical miles without
Tiirkiye’s consent
violates international
law. This step
significantly narrows
Tiirkiye’s continental
shelf, which in return
substantially restricts
our country’s opportunity
to benefit from the seas.

In the resolution of
disputes in Aegean
and the Eastern
Mediterranean,
Tirkiye grounds on
equity, dialogue, and
cooperation, and does
not stray away from
international law.
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Tirkiye has not become a
party to UNCLOS due to
the lack of a mechanism
that would allow it to
put reservations on
certain provisions.

Tirkiye’s stance and
policies regarding the
Eastern Mediterranean,
Aegean, and Cyprus
are constructive and
cooperation-based.
Tirkiye is committed
not to have its rights
under international law
infringed.

Turkiye holds that the
problems experienced
with Greece are of
interrelated nature
and require a holistic
approach for their
address.
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10

The demilitarized
status of the
Eastern Aegean
Islands is
compromised

by Greece in a
clear breach of
international law.

The disputed islets
and geographical
formations in

the Aegean Sea
are one of the
obstacles between
the two countries
in the delineation
of maritime
boundaries.

Tirkiye’s seismic
survey and
exploration
activities in the
Mediterranean Sea
are conducted in
compliance with
international law
and within the
framework of
Tlrkiye’s legitimate
rights and
interests.

Agreements that
disregard the
legitimate rights
and interests

of third parties

in the Eastern
Mediterranean
will not serve
regional stability.
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Tirkiye’s efforts on
the refugees so far
have been honoured
by the international
community. The
accusation that the
island of Meis was
used as a threat is
unacceptable.

Tirkiye plays a critical
role in ensuring security
and stability for Europe
as a responsible country
in the international
arena and as a NATO
member country.

Turkiye’s initiatives
are being carried out
in such a manner
that they will lead
to favourable and
concrete results

at the regional

and international
levels; consolidate
peace, stability,
and sustainable
development.
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01 According to international
law, islands cannot be
regarded as having full
jurisdiction without any
conditions for determining
maritime jurisdiction.

UNCLOS does not prioritize any method of determining
maritime jurisdiction. In determining maritime jurisdiction
areas under international law, an equitable result and mutual
consensus that does not violate the rights of third parties

are essential. It is a wrong attitude to accept that the islands
automatically designate maritime jurisdiction at the same
level as the main lands under all circumstances. The Greek
government relies on this attitude to increase tension in line
with its political ambitions.

Increasing the width of territorial waters and determining
maritime jurisdiction areas in seas with unique geographical
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features such as the Aegean Sea and bodies of water
extending into the Mediterranean should not violate the
rights of the relevant coastal states.

According to the allegation made by Greece, the island of
Meis provides Greece with an approximately 40,000 km2
of maritime jurisdiction and imprisons Tiirkiye into the
Gulf of Antalya. The island of Meis reveals the absurdity
of Greek claims most strikingly. The island of Meis covers
an area of approximately 10 km2 with a distance of 2 km
from Tiirkiye and nearly 600 km from Greece. The fact
that this island creates a continental shelf area of 40,000
km2 is not a rational argument and is in violation of
international law.

Besides, there are many court decisions and state
practices in support of Tiirkiye’s legal arguments on the
legal status of islands. Among them are some examples of
these decisions such as Libya-Malta in 1985, France-UK in
1977, Ukraine-Romania in 2009, and Nicaragua-Colombia
in 2012.
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GREECE

02 Greece’s increase of the
territorial waters to 12

nautical miles without
Tiirkiye’s consent violates
international law. This step
significantly narrows Tiirkiye’s
continental shelf, which in
return substantially restricts
our country’s opportunity to
benefit from the seas.

Greece justifies Article 3 of the UNCLOS to increase the
territorial waters of the islands to 12 nautical miles. The article
in question contains general provisions designed for large sea
areas such as oceans and sets the upper limit.
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Islands owned by Greece provide this country with a large
area in the Aegean Sea. Furthermore, since the islands that
belong to Greece are located in front of the Anatolian shores,
they substantially restrict the area to be benefited by Tiirkiye
in the Aegean Sea. The slightest increase in the coastal waters
of Greece’s islands means the wide-open sea areas to turn into
Greek coastal waters, thus resulting in a substantial restriction
in Tiirkiye’s opportunity to benefit from the Aegean Sea. In
this case, Tiirkiye’s continental shelf in these regions will be
narrowed down in the same manner.

This situation that will result in the violation of the rights of
Tiirkiye is not in compliance with international law. Such an
application means the abuse of right according to article 300 of
the same convention.

Unlike Greece’s unfair accusations, Tiirkiye does not attempt
to deprive any country of its rights. On the contrary, it defends
its rights arising from international law against the aggressive
attempts of Greece.
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03

In the resolution of disputes
in Aegean and the Eastern
Mediterranean, Tiirkiye
grounds on equity, dialogue,
and cooperation, and does not
stray away from international
law.

In the resolution of disputes in the Aegean and the Eastern
Mediterranean, Tiirkiye grounds on equity, dialogue, and
cooperation. While defending the rights and interests of
Tiirkiye and the Turkish Cypriots, Tiirkiye has never deviated
from international law in the resolution of disputes in the
Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean. At this point, Greece’s
allegations that Tiirkiye avoids resorting to the international
courts are evidently unfair.
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e,

All of the outer borders of our maritime jurisdictions in Eastern
Mediterranean, as in the Black Sea, will be determined in the
future by bilateral or multilateral delimitation agreements

with the relevant riparian states based on the principle of an
equitable solution, if this is not possible, by the third-party
solution methods (court, arbitration, etc.).

Tiirkiye expresses its resolution to sit at the table with Greece
to reach an equitable solution at every opportunity. Therefore,
it proposes to start exploratory talks with Greece. The Greek
government has not agreed to resume these talks.
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04 Tiirkiye has not become a party
to UNCLOS due to thelack of a
mechanism that would allow it
to put reservations on certain
provisions.

The sources of international law are the general principles

of law, conventions, customary law (precedent), and court
decisions. Compliance with international law has a very
important place in Turkish foreign policy, which stands out
with its entrepreneurial and humanitarian qualities. Greece and
certain circles unjustly accuse Tiirkiye of violating international
law and show the absence of its signature on UNCLOS as
evidence of this.

Tiirkiye, as a state adhering to international law even in the
course of defending its legitimate rights and claims, is a party
to many international conventions. Tiirkiye has not become
a party to the UNCLOS due to the lack of a mechanism that
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would allow it to put reservations on certain provisions that it
objects to. Besides, Tiirkiye is not the only country which has not
signed the UNCLOS.

Greece bases its claims regarding the islands on some articles

of UNCLOS. Even if the mentioned article provisions turn into a
universal rule of precedent that is binding to all states, they will not
be binding to Tiirkiye, because Tiirkiye has the position of a state
that “constantly objects to” the UNCLOS articles that it refuses.

Furthermore, the fact that Tiirkiye is not a party to the convention
does not mean that it will not respect it. Tiirkiye adopts and
implements many elements of UNCLOS as the common law.
Tiirkiye will be able to become a party to the convention after the
solution of the problems in the Aegean and the Mediterranean.
Tiirkiye’s emphasis on equity is based on international law

and this convention. The agreements that infringe the rights

and interests of the third parties do not create an equitable
situation. Greece’s pursuit of condemning Tiirkiye to a narrow
coastal strip in the Aegean and the Mediterranean with a narrow
misinterpretation of international law is not an equitable stance.
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0SS Tiirkiye’s stance and policies
regarding the Eastern
Mediterranean, Aegean, and
Cyprus are constructive and
cooperation-based. Tiirkiye
is committed not to have its
rights under international
law infringed.

Tiirkiye seeks a peaceful resolution of disputes with

Greece, particularly in the Aegean Sea, through dialogue

and diplomacy. On the contrary, it is Greece that pursues

a maximalist policy in the Eastern Mediterranean, follows
unilateral policies by ignoring Tiirkiye’s position as the country
with the longest coastal strip as well as the presence of Turkish
Cypriots. It is a major injustice to accuse Tiirkiye of being
provocative and agitative.

Greece should review its maximalist policies in the Eastern
Mediterranean. The main source of tension between the two
countries is the attitude of Greece that ignores international law.
Rather than enhancing cooperation in the region, Greece pursues
a policy that prioritizes blocking Tiirkiye and usurping its rights.
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Tiirkiye and the Turkish Cypriots have always shown that
they favour cooperation and resolution. For example, it
was the Greek Cypriots who rejected the Annan Plan and
prevented a permanent solution in Cyprus.

The real reason for the Cyprus issue is the reluctance of the
Greek Cypriot side to share political power and wealth with
the Turkish Cypriots, who are the co-owners of the island.
Unless this situation changes and common ground and a
vision of a solution based on political equality is found, it will
never be possible to initiate a fruitful and genuine negotiation
process between the two sides. The TRNC authorities made
constructive suggestions to the Greek Cypriot side in 2011,
2012, and finally on July 13, 2019. While TRNC’s proposal,
which was also supported by Tiirkiye, reveals that the
Turkish side showed an earnest effort, these efforts are
unrequited by the Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern
Cyprus.

The Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern Cyprus
demands unfair isolation of the Turkish Cypriots in every
platform and uses the European Union for these purposes.
This on-going isolation fuels the deep trust crisis between the
two peoples and the two sides and prevents cooperation on
important fields on the Island.

What is essential for Tiirkiye is to reach a solution that will
ensure the prosperity and safety of the Turkish Cypriots
through political equality and effective participation in
decision-making mechanisms, and meet the safety concerns
of the Turkish Cypriot society. As the guarantor country,
Tiirkiye cannot be expected to remain silent and agree with
an understanding that ignores the Turkish society on Cyprus
and aspires to have a voice on the entire Island.

Characterizing Tiirkiye’s resolution to protect its own and
the Turkish Cypriots’ rights arising from international law as
provocation remains as an ineffective manipulation attempt
by Greece and its supporting circles.
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06

Tiirkiye holds that the problems
experienced with Greece are of
interrelated nature and require a
holistic approach for their address.

Greece claims that the only outstanding dispute between the
two countries in the Aegean that can be settled through the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) is the issue of “delimitation
of the continental shelf”, and that Tiirkiye opts for a
constructive ambiguity approach by means of introducing a
variety of other topics into the negotiations. This approach of
‘single issue - single solution’ adopted by Greece does not in any
way resonate with the facts.

Tiirkiye does not disregard any of the peaceful means set out in
Article 33 of the UN Charter for the settlement of disputes.

It is not possible to deal separately and individually with such
primary areas of conflict with Greece as maritime jurisdiction
areas (territorial waters, continental shelf), the demilitarized
status of Eastern Aegean Islands, a great number of islets/
geographical formations, the sovereignty rights over which
have not been ceded to Greece, air space, and search-rescue
efforts. These issues are due, in fact, to Greece’s maximalist
approaches that do not befit ‘good neighbour’ relations.

The disputes experienced with Greece in the Aegean at this
point have become closely related to the issues of the Eastern
Mediterranean and Cyprus. Tiirkiye is ready to negotiate
various complex issues with Greece; however, the Greek
government does not employ any approach to establish friendly
dialogue and negotiations.
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07 The demilitarized status of
the Eastern Aegean Islands is
compromised by Greeceina
clear breach of international
law.

The Eastern Aegean Islands are demilitarized pursuant to

a number of international agreements including the 1923
Lausanne Treaty and the 1947 Paris Treaty. Greece has been
militarizing the subject islands since the 1960s and thereby
acting in contradiction of the demilitarized status of the
Eastern Aegean Islands through clear breach of obligations and
commitments incumbent upon it that arises out of agreements
to which it is a party within the framework of international law.

Tiirkiye, from the beginning, regularly and permanently
protested and took necessary steps against acts of Greece and
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any third country alike that violate the demilitarized
status of the islands.

Greece, on the other hand, recognized the compulsory
jurisdiction of the ICJ as of 1993 but placed a reservation
on compulsory jurisdiction of the ICJ for considerations
pertaining to “national security interests” and military
measures. Thus, Greece aimed to prevent the referral of a
dispute on the militarization of the subject islands to the
ICJ. This is a tacit acceptance, by Greece, of breach of its
obligations arising from agreements to which it is a party.

Greece tries to design its relations with Tiirkiye as based
on lawlessness and animosity, and thus deprioritizes
dialogue and cooperation, as a consequence of certain
circle’s incentives and encouragement.
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08

The disputed islets and geographical
formations in the Aegean Sea are
one of the obstacles between the

two countries in the delineation of
maritime boundaries.

There is a dispute regarding all geographical formations
except for the islands, islets, and rocks in the Aegean Sea, with
their names expressly stated, handed over to Greece and Italy
pursuant to the 1923 Lausanne Treaty and thereafter to Italy
pursuant to the 1947 Paris Treaty, arising from differences in
interpretation of the said agreements.



The dispute emerges as a product of claims caused by
differences in interpretation of the definition, scope, and legal
consequences related to provisions on sovereignty in relevant
and binding international instruments.

Tiirkiye does not claim any right over the islands, islets, or such
formations, which have been explicitly given to Greece by the
international instruments bearing validity. However, it is an
indisputable fact that there are many islets and geographical
formations in the Aegean Sea that are not openly ceded to
Greece. Some of these controversial geographical formations
are very close to Tiirkiye’s Aegean Sea coast. This issue is one
of the obstacles before the delimitation of maritime boundaries
between the two countries. More importantly, it is in a position
to affect the solution of all other problems in the Aegean,
especially the territorial water problem.
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09 Tiirkiye’s seismic survey

and exploration activities in
the Mediterranean Sea are
conducted in compliance with
international law and within
the framework of Tiirkiye’s
legitimate rights and interests.

Tiirkiye carries out seismic survey activities within the limits
of the continental shelf that it has reported to the UN. Although
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Greece has not made an official announcement regarding
the continental shelf in the Eastern Mediterranean, it claims
that Tiirkiye makes seismic surveys in Greece’s continental
shelf. Greece bases its claim upon the existence of islands
far from its mainland, especially Meis, and the idea that
the islands should be given the same status as the main
land. According to Greece, an island with a surface area

of 10 square kilometres, 2 km from Anatolia, and 580 km
from the Greek main land should have a continental shelf
of 40,000 square kilometres. Such a situation does not fit
the equity and is also the clearest example of the abuse of
rights.
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10 Agreements that disregard the
legitimate rights and interests
of third parties in the Eastern
Mediterranean will not serve
regional stability.

Greece and the Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern
Cyprus have signed agreements with some countries on
maritime jurisdiction areas in the Eastern Mediterranean
without law and authority. These initiatives, in which Tiirkiye
and Cyprus are ignored, adversely affect the rights of Turkish
settlement talks in Cyprus. Turkish research ships have a
presence in the maritime area reported to the UN by Tiirkiye.
The Greek party defines the presence of Turkish ships in

the Eastern Mediterranean as an attitude that increases the
tension, and conditions the opportunity for dialogue to the
withdrawal of these ships. However, Tiirkiye is engaged in the
activities in the maritime areas within the framework of the



legitimate rights and interests reported to the UN. It is not a
constructive attitude for Greece to condition the start of the
dialogue to a prerequisite. The Greece-Egypt agreement was
signed in a piratical manner in a period when Tiirkiye gave a
chance to diplomacy in the mediation of Germany. At the same
time, this agreement violates the continental shelf boundaries
we have reported to the UN and the license areas we have
granted to TPIC. And Egypt has suffered a loss of 6 thousand
square kilometres compared to an agreement to be signed
with Tiirkiye on the basis of a median line from the mainland.
Furthermore, Libya’s right has been violated as well. It is clear
that this agreement, which is not structured fairly, creates more
problems than the benefits that it would provide.

If the delimitation agreements based on equity and not
violating the laws of third parties are concluded in the Eastern
Mediterranean, the states in the region will achieve greater
gains than the current situation and it will serve regional
stability and welfare.
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11 Tiirkiye’s efforts on the refugees
so far have been honoured by
the international community.
The accusation that the island
of Meis was used as a threat is
unacceptable.

Tiirkiye will never give up its adherence to the international
law and dialogue in the settlement of disputes in the Eastern
Mediterranean and in the advocate of the rights and interests of
Tiirkiye itself and the Turkish Cypriots.

Unlike the Greek party’s initiative of a number of false
accusations and unfair manipulation, the accusation that
Tiirkiye threatens the island of Meis is not a matter of question
in any way. Those who have resided in Meis for years came to
Tiirkiye for their needs, such as health and so on. On the other
hand, it is Greece that does not let Turkish reporters who want
to conduct their job on the island and disregard the freedom of
the press.
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Contrary to the unfair accusations that Tiirkiye blackmailed
Greece over Evros on migration, the illegal migration to
Europe has decreased by 92% thanks to Tiirkiye that fulfils its
obligations under the March 18 Consensus. It is the European
Union and Greece that do not fulfil their obligations in this
context.

Within the framework of the March 18 Consensus, Tiirkiye
only accepts the return of those asylum seekers reaching the
Greek islands whose applications for international protection
has been rejected or who do not need international protection.
To date (April 2020), 2,139 irregular immigrants who meet
these conditions have been taken back from Greece. Greece,
on the other hand, suspended asylum applications for 1 month
in violation of the EU founding treaties and international
obligations and tries to send asylum seekers to our country in
violation of the March 18 Consensus without registering and
even evaluating their asylum applications.

The criticism that Greece’s new asylum law is not in line with
international standards and EU directives has also been made
clear by international organizations.

On the other hand, measures are being taken to protect public
health and safety due to the COVID-19 pandemic all over

the world. In fact, the EU has temporarily suspended the
resettlement program, which is an important element of the
March 18 Consensus, in order to protect public health. For

the same reason, our country has also temporarily halted the
readmissions foreseen in the March 18 Consensus and notified
the Greek authorities.

The deplorable condition of refugee camps in Greece and that
they have to take Tiirkiye as an example in this regard has also
been raised by the Greek press, which examined our camps.

Our recommendation to Greece is to take urgent measures to
prevent a humanitarian disaster from happening in the refugee
camps due to the pandemic and to respect the right to life and
health of asylum seekers.
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12 Tiirkiye plays a critical role in
ensuring security and stability for
Europe as aresponsible country
in the international arenaand as a
NATO member country.

Tiirkiye as a responsible country has a people-oriented,
conscientious, and principled approach for all issues in the
foreign policy agenda. Tiirkiye, which is among the top five
countries that contribute most to NATO operations and
missions, is a founding member of the European institutions
such as the OSCE and the Council of Europe. In this context,
Greece’s accusations that Tiirkiye is undermining NATO and
jeopardizing the security of EU countries are unacceptable.

Tiirkiye has supported yet Greece has refused the statement
of NATO Secretary-General Jens Stoltenberg that Tiirkiye
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and Greece are ready for technical negotiations for reducing
the risk of unwanted “accidents and incidents” in the Eastern
Mediterranean. Greece even approached the NATO Secretary
General’s attempt to ease tensions negatively.

At every opportunity, Greece, alongside Greeks, tries to achieve its
maximalist policy by using NATO and the EU and tries to accuse
Tiirkiye with aggression in this context. To impose these claims
Greece is abusing its position in the EU and is trying to hinder
cooperation and strategic ties between Tiirkiye and the EU.

EU’s borders begin not from Greece but with the borders of
Tiirkiye in the south. Tiirkiye, despite its open-door policy,
stops irregular migration towards Europe. By opening its doors
to the humanitarian tragedy in Syria, Tiirkiye has become

a shelter for these people and stopped a migration flow to
Europe. Therefore regarding the EU’s security, Tiirkiye has been
an actor strengthening its security, not a threat.

Besides, the way the EU criticizes the hydrocarbon exploration
activities that we are carrying out within our country’s
continental shelf and demanding us to stop is merely

pushing the limits and trying our patience. Likewise, the
Court of Justice of the EU (CJEU) has confirmed that the EU
has no jurisdiction over this issue. This demand is against
international law and the EU’s own acquis.

The EU and the EU member states should not support Greece’s
maximalist demands that are contrary to international law
under the pretext of union solidarity. The fact that the EU is
resorting to the language of sanctions while Tiirkiye keeps
emphasizing dialogue and diplomacy is not only not helping
the resolution of the current issues but is also increasing our
level of determination. If a settlement to the issue is sincerely
wanted, Greece and the Greek Cypriot Administration

of Southern Cyprus must realize that this situation is
unsustainable. In conclusion, if the EU wants a settlement in
the East Mediterranean, it should act impartial and be a fair
mediator.
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13 Tiirkiye’s initiatives are being
carried out in such a manner
that they will lead to favourable
and concrete results at the
regional and international
levels; consolidate peace,
stability, and sustainable
development.

Tiirkiye advocates dialogue and cooperation for settling
disputes on the basis of equity. Nevertheless, Tiirkiye
prohibits the infringement of her rights and interests by
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means of tangibly supporting her determination on the field.
Examples of that can be observed in Cyprus in the recent past,
and currently in the Syrian and East Mediterranean context.
Even friendly and allied circles tend to ignore Tiirkiye’s security
concerns and her rights deriving from international law.
Moreover, unjustified claims are voiced asserting that Tiirkiye’s
policies are causing regional instability.

Almost a decade-year-old crisis and civil war in Syria have
brought along numerous challenges for Tiirkiye. Tiirkiye’s
main policy regarding the Syrian crisis is ceasing the conflict,
preventing a humanitarian crisis, fight against terrorist
organizations, and initiating a political solution process in
which the Syrian people’s political will is reflected upon the
administration. Hosting almost 4 million Syrians, Tiirkiye

has served to constitute a safe zone in which Syrians could
take sanctuary by actively fighting the regime and the terror
organizations on the field. Tiirkiye is the only country that has
stood between the Syrian civilians and the terror organizations
along with the regime violence during the progress of the
political and diplomatic process.

Siding with the legitimate administration recognized by the

UN to stop the attack on Tripoli carried out by the illegitimate
Haftar forces, Tiirkiye prevented the deepening of the
humanitarian tragedy taking place on the field and paved the
way for the conflict to be settled through political meetings.
Tiirkiye will continue to support the legitimate government and
institutions of Libya for the protection of friendly and brotherly
Libyan people.

It should not be neglected that the countries that are making
inequitable accusations towards Tiirkiye’s policy and stance are
responsible for the atrocities Libyan people had to endure and
the chaos and instability the country was dragged into through
allocating military, financial, and political support to Haftar.

While this approach of Tiirkiye is evident, no one has the right
to accuse Tiirkiye of causing instability.
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