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TAKDIM

edilen ve ¢6ziime kavusmayan karmasik bir fenomenidir. Tarih boyunca ¢esitli

etnik ve siyasi gerginlikler, jeopolitik ¢ikarlar ve uluslararasi miidahalelerle
sekillenen tarihsel geri planin belgelendirilerek anlatilmasi ve Ada’nin sosyolojik
dokusunun anlasilmasi ¢dziime sunulacak katkinin olmazsa olmazidir.

I <lb1’lS meselesi, uluslararasi iliskiler alaninin belki de en uzun siire miizakere

Ozellikle1960’Iiyillardanitibaren Kibris Adasrndayasanan etnik ve siyasigerginlikler,
bugiine kadar uzanan meselenin temelini olusturmaktadir. Kibris Tiirk halkinin, tarih
boyunca maruz kaldigr haksizliklar ve saldirilar, bugiinkii sorunlarin anlasilmasi
icin kritik bir perspektif sunmaktadir. Adada yasayan Tiirk ve Rum toplumlari
arasinda 1960’h yillarda baslayan ve 1963’te yogunlasarak Tiirk toplumunu hedef
alan saldirilar, Tiirk toplumunun giivenligini tehlikeye atmistir. Elbette Ada’daki
Tiirk varliginin yok edilmesine yonelik faaliyetler, Ada’nin stratejik konumu ve Ada
tizerinde hakimiyet kurma c¢abalariyla yakindan iliskilidir ve bunlardan bagimsiz
diistiniilemez. Adadaki Tiirk toplumuna y6nelik katliamlar, Kibris'in Yunanistan’a
baglanmasi “ENOSIS” hedefiyle birlikte, Kibris’taki Tiirk toplumunun varligini tehdit
eden bir unsur haline gelmistir. Bu donemde, Kibris Tiirk halki, kendi giivenligi ve
varligini koruma miicadelesi vermistir.

Etnik bir temizlik plani cercevesinde Rum saldirilar1 ve ENOSIS hedefi, Kibris Tiirk
toplumunun varhigini tehdit ederek Tiirkiye'nin 1974’teki miidahalesini zorunlu
kilmuistir. Tiirkiye, garantorliik hakkini kullanarak, biitiin siyasi ve diplomatik yollar
denedikten sonra Kibris Tiirk halkin1 korumak ve Ada'da barisi saglamak amaciyla
20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde Kibris Baris Harekati'ni gerceklestirmistir. Bu baglamda,
Kibris meselesini, 20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde baslamis kabul etmek, bu tarihten ¢ok
oncebaslayan sorunlari, 6zellikle 1963-1974 arasi yasanan etnik ve siyasi miicadeleleri,
Kibris Tiirklerine yapilan zuliimleri yok saymak anlamina gelecektir. Bu durum da
gerceklik baglamindan kopartilmis bir meseleye, hakiki ve adil ¢6ziimler bulmay1
zorlastiracaktir.



Kibris meselesinin, sadece 1974 olaylarina indirgenerek Adanin kadim ve asli
unsuru olan Kibris Tiirklerinin diinyadan koparilmasini ve yok sayilmasini hakl
gosterecek hicbir Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi karart bulunmamaktadir.
Hukuki temeli bulunmayan ve tamamen siyasi olan kisitlamalarin kaldirilmasi,
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti devleti olarak arzumuzdur. Bu minvalde siirdiiriilebilir bir baris
ikliminde Ada gerceklerine dayanarak esit iki devletin yan yana ve birlikte yasamasi
idealimi yinelemek istiyorum.

Bu vesileyle 20 Temmuz Kibris Baris Harekatrnin 50. yilinda tiim sehitlerimizi,
gazilerimizi ve kahramanlarimizi rahmetle yad ediyorum. Tarihsel gerceklerin bir kez
dahauluslararasikamuoyunasunulmasinda,iilkemiz ve KKTC nindezenformasyonla
miicadelesinde degerli bir kaynak olduguna inandigim bu calismada, emegi gecenlere
siikranlarimi sunuyorum.

TURKIYE CUMHURIYETi CUMHURBASKANI

RECEP TAYYiP ERDOGAN



ON SO0Z

Londra ve Ziirih Anlagsmalarimi takiben 1960 yilinda kurulan ortaklik

devletinden dislamak yoluyla Kibris Adasrmi birlikte yonetme ve Adada
birlikte yasama mutabakatini terk ederek ele gecirmeye calismasi ile ortaya ¢ikmustir.
Kibris Rum tarafi, Yunanistan ile birlesme (ENOSIS) ideolojileri kapsaminda
Ada’da Kibris Tiirklerine kars1 1963 yilinda vuku bulan Kanli Noel katliami da dahil
olmak tizere teror eylemleri ve katliamlar1 (6zellikle EOKA teror orgiitii tarafindan)
gerceklestirmistir. 15 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde ise EOKA lideri Nikos Sampson,
Ada’yr Yunanistan’a baglamak amaciyla Yunan Cuntasinin destegiyle zamanin
Cumhurbaskani1 Makarios’a kars1 bir darbe gerceklestirerek iktidari ele gecirmistir.

I <lb1’lS meselesi, Kibrisli Rumlarin Kibris Tiirklerini 1959 yilinda imzalanan

Tiirkiye ise 1960 Garanti Antlasmasi ¢cercevesinde ve Ada’daki Tiirklerin giivenligini
de dikkate alarak 20 Temmuz 1974 giinii Kibris Baris Harekatr'n1 baslatmustir.
Boylece Kibris'in Yunanistan’a ilhaki 6nlenmis, Kibris Tiirk halkinin varligi giivence
altina alinmis ve Yunanistan'daki cunta rejiminin yikilmasiyla iilkeye demokrasi
getirilmesine vesile olunmustur. Sonrasinda giindeme gelen iki bolgeli, iki toplumlu
federal ¢6ziim modeline yonelik miizakerelerin sonu¢ vermemesi iizerine de Kibris
Tiirk tarafi, kendi kaderini tayin hakkina (self-determinasyon) dayanarak 15 Kasim
1983 giinii Kuzey Kibris Tiirk Cumhuriyeti'ni (KKTC) ilan etmistir.

Tiim bu gercekler 1s1ginda Kibris meselesi, yasanan zuliim ve buna karsi Kibris
Tiirkii'niin direnisi olarak iki boyutta ele alinmalidir. Bir taraftan Kibris Tiirkiinii
kirma girisimleri diger taraftan Kibris Tiirkiiniin istiklal miicadelesi devam
etmektedir. Kibris meselesinin ¢6ziimii icin Kibris Tiirkleri ve Tiirkiye her tiirli
cabay1 gostermis, miizakerelerden kagmamuis fakat sonuc alinamamastir.

KKTCnin varlig: ile Kibris Tiirklerinin hak ve cikarlart géz ardi edilmektedir.
Kibris Tiirk tarafi ve Tiirkiye ise Kibris Tiirklerinin esit ortak olarak haklarini
kullanamamasina neden olan bu yasa dis1 ve gayrimesru durumu hicbir zaman kabul



etmemistir. Bilindigi tizere Tiirkiye, her bolgede barisin hakim olmasini ve yasanan
sorunlarin diyalog yoluyla ¢6ziilmesini 6onemsemektedir. Tiirkiye, Kibris meselesinde
diyalog ve diplomasiyi merkeze alarak adil, kalic1 ve siirdiiriilebilir ortak bir zeminde
¢oziim bulunmasi gerektigi yoniindeki iradesini korumaktadir. Ulkemiz, Kibris
meselesinde iki devletli coziimiin miizakere edilmesini ve Kibris Tiirk toplumunun
egemen esitliginin ve esit uluslararasi statiiniin taninmasini savunmaktadir.
fletisim Bagkanhigimiz da tiim bu gergekler 1s13inda kamu diplomasisi imkanlarini
kullanarak hem yurt icerisinde, hem KKTC’de hem de diinyanin farkli bolgelerinde
Kibris davasini, Kibris gergeklerini biitiin diinyaya, uluslararasi kamuoyuna anlatma
cabasindadir.

Baskanligimizca hazirlanan “Su¢ Kimde? Bugiin Ge¢cmisten Ayri1 Diisiiniilemez”
adli kitap, 1974 yilinda Fransizca olarak Basin-Yayin Genel Miidiirliigii tarafindan
yayimlanmustir. Kitap, Kibris meselesini, 20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde Tiirk Silahli
Kuvvetleri (TSK) tarafindan diizenlenen Kibris Baris Harekati 6ncesinde, siirecinde
ve sonrasinda Kibris Tiirk toplumuna yasatilan mezalimi ele almaktadir.

Kitap, yasanan gercekleri ve o donemde Tiirkiye'ye yonelik gerceklestirilen “Kibris
meselesinin 20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde Tiirkiye’nin miidahalesinin bir sonucu olarak
basladiginadair”olumsuz propagandalarin arkasindaki gercekleri Birlesmis Milletler
(BM) raporlardan ve diinyanin farklt medya organlarinda yayimlanan haberlerden
ve yazilardan ornekler vererek gozler oniine sermektedir. Ayrica kitapta, o donemde
yasananlara sahitlik etmemizi saglayan fotograflar da yer almaktadir.

Kibris meselesine dair adil, kalict ve siirdiiriilebilir bir ¢6ziim, yasanan gercekleri
temel alan bir ¢cerceveyle miimkiin olacaktir. Bu baglamda 20 Temmuz Kibris Baris
Harekatr'nin 50. yil doéniimiinde Tiirkce ve Ingilizce olarak tekrar hazirlanan bu
kitapla; Kibris meselesinin neden ve nasil ortaya ¢iktigini ulusal ve uluslararasi
kamuoyuna anlatmayi, Kibris meselesi baglaminda Tiirkiye’nin dezenformasyonla
miicadelesini aktarmay1 ve hem {ilkemizin hem de KKTCnin kamu diplomasisine
fayda saglamayr amaclhiyoruz. Bu kitapla birlikte Kibris Tiirk halkina uygulanan
kisitlamalara ve insanlik disi izolasyona son verilmesine yonelik c¢abalarimizin
devam edecegini bir kez daha vurgulamak isterim.

TURKIYE CUMHURIYETIi CUMHURBASKANLIGI iLETiSIM BASKANI

PROF. DR. FAHRETTIN ALTUN
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Turk Silahli Kuvvetleri (TSK) Kibris’1 terk etseydi, o zaman saatler geri
alinabilirdi seklinde bir fikir bazi insanlarin kafasina yerlestirildi.

Bu insanlar, Kibris meselesinin 20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde Tirkiyenin
miidahalesinin bir sonucu olarak bagladigina inaniyorlar.

Rum propagandasi, 1963-1974 donemini herkesin hafizasindan silmeye ca-
lisarak insanlar1 buna inandirmak i¢in elinden geleni yapiyor.

Fakat Birlesmis Milletler (BM) raporlar1 ve diinyanin doért bir yanindaki
farkli medya organlarinin tarafsiz muhabirlerinin raporlar: ortadadar.

HAYIR, KIBRIS SORUNU 20 TEMMUZ 1974 TARIHINDE ORTAYA
CIKMADI.
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KIBRIS’I ISGAL EDENLER KIM?

“Yunan subaylarinin darbesi, siiphesiz disaridan gelen bir isgaldir.”

Bu s6z, Baspiskopos Makarios’un 19 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde 6gleden
sonra Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi (BMGK) toplantisinda sarf
ettigi soz olarak hafizalarda yerini korumaktadir.

Bu isgalin nasil gerceklestigini, Makarios’'un kendi agzindan dinlemek
ozellikle O6gretici olacaktir.

“Yunanistan’in askeri rejimi, Kibris'in bagimsizligini1 acimasizca ihlal etti. Yu-
nan Cuntasi, Kibris halkinin demokratik haklarina ve Kibris Cumhuriyeti’nin
bagimsizligina ve egemenligine en ufak bir saygi gostermeden, Kibris’ta dikta-
torlugini genigletti.”

“... EOKA-B’nin Atina rejiminin bir eklentisi oldugunu a¢ik¢a kanitlayan belge-
ler, Kibris polisinin elinde.”

“Bu orgiitiin sevk ve idaresi i¢cin Atina’dan biitce tahsis edilmis ve faaliyetlerine
iliskin yonergeler de saglanmigtir...”

“Yunan askeri rejiminin neden oldugu Kibris krizinin tiim ayrintilarini heniiz
bilmiyorum. Can kaybinin agir, maddi hasarin ise biiyiik olmasindan korkuyo-

»

rum.

“Bu darbe, sadece Kibrisli Rumlar: ilgilendiren bir i¢ mesele sayilabilecek bir
ortamda gerceklesmemistir. Bunun, Kibris Cumhuriyeti’nin bagimsizligin1 ve
egemenligini acik¢a ihlal eden, yurt disindan gelen bir isgal oldugu acik-
tir... ve ister Rum ister Tiirk olsun, tiim Kibris halki bunun sonuclarina katlan-
maktadir.”

YUNAN SUBAYLARININ DARBESi SUPHESIZ

DISARIDAN GELEN BiR iSGALDIR.
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Aslinda Kibris’in Yunanistan tarafindan isgali, Kibris Cumhuriyeti’ni
meydana getiren antlasmalarin ihlali sirasinda gerceklesmistir. Bu nokta-
da BM raporlar: en iyi delillerdir. S6z konusu raporlarin konu ile ilgili baz
paragraflar: asagidaki gibidir:

41. BM Barig Giicii, Temmuz ay1 boyunca Kibris hitkimetinin biiyiik miktarlar-
da silah ve techizat ithal ettigini ve bunlarin ¢cogunlugunun Limasol rihtim-
larindan gectigini tespit edebildi. Ayrica muhtemelen Yunanistan’dan gelen
5.000 kisilik kuvvet de ayn1 sekilde Ada’ya girdi. Silah ve askeri techizat
ithalatinin 3.000 tonluk bir gemi yikiine tekabiil ettigi ve yaklagik 1.000
tirlik yiikiin Limasol rihtimindan ayrildig: tahmin ediliyor...

(S/5950, Eyliil 1964)

37. Ozellikle stratejik 6neme sahip biiyiikk miktardaki baska malzemeler, Gazi-
magusa’nin yaklagik 25 kilometre kuzeyindeki yeni Bogaz Limani tizerinden
Ada’ya girdi. S6z konusu malzemelerin bu lokasyona bogsaltilmasi ve disari-
ya tagsinmasi igslemleri, 10 Eyliil 1964 tarihli anlagsmada 6ngoriilmesine rag-
men BM Baris Giicii'ne bilgi verilmeden gerceklesti. (S/6228, Mart 1965)

24. Hiktmetin silahli kuvvetlerinin toplam giiciine 6nemli sayida Yunan subay1
ve Yunan ulusal birligine ait olmayan ve ulusal muhafizlara dahil olduklar:

diisiiniilen ve Yunanistan’dan gelen diger askeri unsurlar da eklenmelidir.
(S/7191, Mart 1965)

19. ... BM Baris Gici, son rapordan bu yana yapilan komuta yapisiyla ilgili
resmi aciklamalarda da kabul edildigi iizere, Yunan subaylarinin ve ulusal
muhafizlara dahil olan ve Yunanistan’dan gelen diger askeri unsurlarin sa-
yis1 hakkinda kesin bilgiye sahip degildir. (ibid., paragraf 24).

(S/7350, Haziran 1966)

22. Ulusal Birlige mensup olmayan her riitbeden belirli sayida Yunan askeri
halen Ada’da bulunmaktadir. Milli Muhafiz tiniformasi1 giyen bu askerlerin
sayis1 hakkinda BM Baris Giicii herhangi bir bilgiye sahip degildir (S/7611,
parag. 24). Gazimagusa'nin kuzeyindeki kii¢iik Bogaz Limani’'nin, bu Yunan
unsurlarin (subaylar ve erler) nobet degisimi icin cesitli vesilelerle kullanil-
dig1 disuniliyor. (S/7969, Haziran 1967)

24. Temsilciler Meclisi, daha 6nce 11 Temmuz 1967 tarihinde, Kibris’taki Milli
Muhafizlarda gorev yapan ve o zamana kadar varligi gizli tutulan Yunan
subaylarinin ve erlerin statiilerini yasallagtirmay1 amaclayan bir kararna-
meyi kabul etmisti. Bu yeni yasa, Yunanistan hiikiimetinin (Rum) Bakanlar
Kuruluna, Milli Muhafiz Komutani’na, Kibris Cumhuriyeti vatandasi olma-
yan subaylar1 ve erlerini Milli Muhafiz Tegkilatina atama yetkisi veriyor.
Bu yasaya gore, bu subaylar ve erler, idari olarak Milli Muhafiz Komuta-
ni’na karsi sorumludurlar, ancak disiplin su¢lar1 bakimindan Kibris askeri
mahkemelerinin yargi alanina girmemektedirler. (S/8286, Temmuz 1967)

BUGUN GECMiSTEN AYRI DUSUNULEMEZ / 13



Yunanistan’dan ithal edilen “baski malzemeleri”

Bir Kibris Tiirk koyiine yapilan planl saldir: sirasinda cekilen goriinti
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Daha sonraki olaylar, bu subay sayilarinin 2.000’e ulastigini kanitlada.
Baspiskopos Makarios’un Yunanistan’dan geri cekilmesini istedigi 650
subay da bu sayiya dahildir. Bu subaylar, Yunan Ulusal Birliginin de
yardimiyla, Baspiskopos Makarios’a karsi1 diizenlenen komploda aktif
rol oynamislardair.

74. Kibris Rum hiikiimetinin ocak ayinda gerceklestirdigi silah ve miihim-
mat ithalati, iki toplum arasinda giderek artan gerilimin ana nedenle-
rinden biri. Kibris Rum hiiktimeti, bu eylemin Kibris Tiirk toplumuna
yonelik olmadigini beyan etmesine ragmen bu durum endise yaratti.
(S/10664, May1s 1972)

21. Rum Milli Muhafiz Ordusunun egitim faaliyetleri artmis ve normal egi-
tim donemi disindaki hareketlerinde yogunlagma olmus, etkinligi, mo-
rali ve genel hazirlik durumu gelismeye devam etmistir.

(S/11294, May1s 1974)

Tiim bu faaliyetler, taraflara Ada’daki durumu koétiilestirebilecek her
tirli eylemden kacinma cagrisinda bulunan Giivenlik Konseyi karari-
nin ihlalidir.

15 TEMMUZ 1974, MILLI MUHAFAZAYA EGITIM VEREN VE KOMUTA
EDEN YUNAN SUBAYLARININ DARBESI.

MAKARIOS: “BU KUSKUSUZ DISARIDAN GELEN BiR ISTILADIR.”

BU NEDENLE TURK SIiLAHLI KUVVETLERININ
OPERASYONU iSGAL DEGIL, iSGALE KARSI

BIR EYLEMDIR.

BUGUN GECMiSTEN AYRI DUSUNULEMEZ / 15
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25.

Kibris’ta bulunan ve esasen yeni yasaya tabi olan Yunan as-
kerler, Yunan Ulusal Birliginin bir parcasi1 degildir ve bunla-
rin sayilar1 veya konumlar: hakkinda BM Baris Giicii kesin
bir bilgiye sahip degildir. Ancak bu askerler, uzun bir siire
boyunca hiikiimetin silahli kuvvetlerinin 6nemli bir unsuru-
nu olusturdular ve bunlarin nobet degisimlerinin Gazimagu-
sa’nin kuzeyindeki kiiciik Bogaz Limani tizerinden gergekles-
tigi diistiniiliiyor. Bu bolgede karada ve denizde, yine gegmiste
oldugu gibi gizli faaliyetlerin yapildigi, isbu raporun kapsa-
dig1 donemde BM Baris Giicii tarafindan gozlemlenmistir
(bkz. S/7969, paragraf 22).

(S/8286, Aralik 1967)

Tirkiye’yi, Garanti Antlasmasi’ndan dogan yilikimli-

liikleri uyarinca miidahalenin esigine getiren, Yunanistan’in
Ada’y1 isgal etmeye yonelik Kasim 1967 krizine yol acan benzer
bir ortiilii planmiydi. Kriz ancak Yunan askerlerinin Ada’dan
cekilmesi ve General Grivas’in geri cagrilmasiyla onlenebildi.

25.

Yunan Ulusal Birliklerinin iilkelerine geri doniisii, Genel
Sekreter’in 22, 24 Kasim ve 3 Aralik 1967 tarihlerinde yap-
t1g1 cagrilar sonrasinda (S/8248/ek. 3, 5 ve 6) Yunanistan ve
Tirkiye'nin tizerinde mutabakata vardig:r anlagsmaya uygun
olarak 8 Aralik 1967 tarihinden 16 Ocak 1968 tarihine ka-
dar gerceklesti. Geri doniis siirecinin sorumlulugu taraf-
larca tstlenildiginden ve BM Baris Giicii'niin gorev alanina
girmediginden, BM Baris Giicii bu konuda bagimsiz bir
gozlemde bulunmamistir. Ancak Yunan ulusal kuvvetleri-
ne mensup binlerce askerin, tanklar da dahil olmak tizere
onemli miktarda malzeme ve araci yanlarina alarak Ada’y:
terk ettigi belliydi. Tahliye edilen birliklerin ¢ogunun, Kibris
hiitkiimetinin silahli kuvvetlerinde gorevli birliklerden olus-
turulmus oldugu diistuniiliiyor. Yunan Ulusal Birligi subayla-
rinin ve erlerinin bireysel olarak Milli Muhafizlarda ve Genel
Karargah’ta gorev yapmaya devam ettigi biliniyor ancak BM
Barig Gicii bunlarin sayisini1 tahmin edecek durumda degil.”

(S/8446, Mart 1968)



KIBRIS’TAKI
MILLT MUHAFIZ
KARARGAHI



MAKARIOS: “MiLLI MUHAFIZLARA

EGITIM VEREN VE ONLARI KOMUTA
EDEN YUNAN SUBAYLARIN DARBESI.”

“BUNUN DISARIDAN GELEN BIR

ISGAL OLDUGU ACGIKTIR.”
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AKRITAS
PLANI'NI
DUYDUNUZ
MU?

Bu plan, Kibris Cumhuriyeti’ni yok etmeye ve 6nceden belirlenmis
adim ve yontemlerle Kibris’in Yunanistan’a ilhakini saglamaya yonelik
bir komplodur.

Bu plan, 1963 yilinda Kibrisli Rum yo6neticiler tarafindan Yunan
subaylariyla mutabik kalinarak olusturuldu. Planda aciklandig: iize-
re, Tirklerin tim direnigini gii¢ kullanarak ve de miimkiin olan en
kisa siirede bastiracak ve olasi1 bir dig miidahaleden bir veya iki giin
oncesinde Kibrisli Rumlarin durumu kontrol altina almalarini saglaya-
cak gizli bir ordunun kurulmasi 6ngoriiliiyordu. Bu plan “Sef Akritas”
imzasini tasiyordu. Plan, ayrica Baspiskopos Makarios’un Anayasa’nin
degistirilmesi yoniindeki 13 hususun amacin1 da acikliyor. Bu “gok
gizli” belge, ilk kez 21 Nisan 1966 tarihinde Grivas yanlis1 yerel giinlik
gazete “PATRIS” tarafindan, Makarios’un Kibris Rum ulusal davasina
kars1 nasil hareket ettigini acikca gostermek amaciyla yayinlandi. Ayni
gazetede yayinlanan bir dizi makalede Baspiskopos Makarios’'un bu
plan1 uygulama sorumlulugunu iistlendigi ve dénemin I¢isleri Bakani
Polikarpos Yorgacis’i “Akritas Sefi” ve diger hiitkimet tiyelerini de bu
gizli 6rgiutiin memurlar: olarak atadigi ortaya cikti.

Akritas Plani ve konuyla ilgili yayinlanan bir dizi yazi, ne Kibris
Rum Y6netimi ne de planin hazirlanmasinda ve gelistirilmesinde emegi
gecenler tarafindan hicbir zaman inkar edilmemistir. Ayni sekilde Yu-
nan otoriteleri de bu planin gercekligini hicbir zaman sorgulamamagtir.
Aksine, Kibris Rum Temsilciler Meclisi Bagskani1 Glafkos Klerides, 1971
yilinda “Almanya’nin Sesi” muhabiriyle yaptigi roportajda bu planin
varligini1 kabul etti. Hatta bu durum Baspiskopos Makarios tarafindan
18 Eyliil 1974 tarihinde Le Monde gazetesine verilen miilakatta da dog-
rulanmigtar.

Katil Sampson Tiirk bayragini bir ganimetmis gibi sergiliyor.
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SALDIRGANLAR KIMLER?

Makarios’un 19 Temmuz 1975 tarihinde BMGK toplantisinda yapti-
&1 konusmanin bir boliimiine kulak verelim:

“Sozde darbe, Muhafiz Birligi’nin bir parcasi olan ve ona komuta eden Yu-
nan subaylarinin eseriydi. Ittifak Antlagsmas: uyarinca Kibris’ta gérev yapan
950 subay ve erden olusan Yunan birliginin Kibris’a yonelik bu saldir1 olayinda
basrol oynadiginin da altini ¢izmeliyim. Baskentin digindaki havaalaninin ele
gecirilmesi, havaalani yakinlarinda konuslanan Yunan birliginin subay ve erleri
tarafindan gercgeklestirilmistir...”

Bu, hikayenin ne baslangici ne de sonudur.

KIBRIS CUMHURIYETI, COGUNLUGUNU
OLUSTURAN TOPLUMUN (RUM TOPLUMUNUN)

KEND_!Ni YOK ETMEK iCIN HER SEYi YAPTIGI
DUNYADA TEK BAGIMSIZ DEVLETTIR.
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AKRITAS PLANI’NA ATIFLA, MAKARIOS’UN
ENOSiS HAKKINDA YAPTIGI BAZI

ACIKLAMALARA DEGINECEGiZ, EGER
ADALETE HiZMET ETMEK iSTiYORSAK.
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“AMACIM ADIMI ENOSIS’IN

MiMARI OLARAK TARIHE
GECIRMEKTIR.”

“Ulusal ozgurligimiiziin dogusu icin calisacagima ve Kibris’
ana vatanimiz Yunanistan’a ilhak etme politikamizdan asla vaz-
gecmeyecegime yemin ederim.”

- 20 Ekim 1950 tarihinde Baspiskopos olarak secilmesi ve-
silesiyle yaptig1 konusma.

“Micadelemizin amacinin Kibris’s Yunanistan’a ilhak etmek ol-
dugu dogrudur.”

- “Uusi Suomi”nin 5 Eyliil 1963 tarihinde Stockholm’de ya-
yinladig: roportaj.

“Eger bir amacim varsa o da adimin Kibris'in Yunanistan’a il-
haki ile anilmasidir. Baglant1 gorevi gorecek Kibris sayesinde
Yunanistan sinirlarinin Kuzey Afrika kiyilarina kadar genis-
GERGEK SU' letilmesi benim tek istegimdir ve bu miicadeleyi sonuna kadar

stirdiirecegim.”

- 8 Eyliil 1964 tarihinde Apoyevmatini ile yapilan roportaj.

“MUCADELEMIZIN

“Kibris’in gecici Cumhurbagskani’ndan daha fazlasi olmak istiyo-

AMACI KIBRIS,IN rum. Amacim ENOSIS’in mimar1 olarak ismimin tarihe gecme-

sidir.”
YU N AN ISTAN 4 A - 20 Eyliil 1964 tarihinde Washington Post’a verilen réportaj.
iLH AKI D I R : a2 “Yeminimi asla ¢ignemeyecegim ve hedefimden hicbir zaman

sapmayacagim. Her zaman ENOSIS’i arzuladim ve onun gercek-
lesmesi disinda higbir sey i¢cin miicadele etmedim.”

-19 Agustos 1970 tarihinde Atina’da “Eleftheros Kosmos”
ve “Ta Simerina”ya verilen roportaj.
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“KIBRIS’IN YUNANiSTA_N ILE BIRLESMESINI
HER ZAMAN DESTEKLEDIM VE DESTEKLEMEYE

DEVAM EDECEGIM.”

“ENOSIS konusundaki goriislerimi bircok kez acikca ifade ettim ve bunlarin farkl
sekillerde yorumlanabilecegine inanmiyorum. Kibris’in Yunanistan’a ilhakini
her zaman destekledim ve desteklemeye devam ediyorum.”

- “Newsday”den Leslie Payne’e 17 Temmuz 1972 tarihinde verilen miilakat.
“Kibris’in Yunanistan ile birlesmesinden yanayim ve her zaman da 6yle olacagim.”

- Haftalik Alman dergisi “Bunte Illustrierte”’den Karin Kaemmereit ile 19
Nisan 1973 tarihinde yapilan bir roportaj.
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KIBRIS’IN Y_l_JNANiSTAN ILE
BIRLESMESI TURK TOPLUMUNUN

YOK EDILMESINI GEREKTIRIYOR.
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“... Kibrishh Rum fanatikler bir soykirim politikasina yonelmis goriiniyor....”
(Washington Post, 17 Subat 1964)

“... Sirf babalar1 Tirk subay: oldugu i¢in 6ldiirillen bir anne ve ti¢ kiicik
cocugunun kiivette cesetlerini gérdim...”
(Max Clos, Le Figaro, 25/26 Ocak 1964)

“... Kibris’ta terér devam ediyor. An itibariyla Tiirklerin gociine taniklik
ediyoruz. Binlerce kisi evlerini, topraklarini ve siiriilerini terk ediyor. Rum te-
rori amansizca devam ediyor. Bu kez Yunan retorigi ve Platon biistleri onlarin
barbar ve vahsi davranislarim1 6rtmeye yetmiyor. Ogleden sonra 16:30’da Tiirk
koylerinde sokaga ¢ikma yasagi ilan edildi. Gece ¢coker ¢cokmez tehditler, silah
sesleri ve kundaklama girigimleri bagladi. Kadin ve ¢cocuk dinlemeyen Noel kat-
liamindan sonra, herhangi bir direnis girisiminde bulunmak neredeyse imkéansiz...”
(IT Giorno, 14 Ocak 1964)

“... Bu utang verici eylemleri kendi gozlerimle gordiim: Gazimagusa'nin
koylerinde Tiirk camilerini ve Tiirk evlerini yakan, Rumlar. Savunmasiz, silah-
s1z Turk koyliileri, Rum yagmacilarin yarattig: terér atmosferini yasiyor ve ev-
lerini terk ederek ormanlarda ¢adirlarda yasiyor. Rumlarin eylemleri insan-
ik adina utang vericidir. Canlarin1 kurtarmay:1 basaran Tiirkler ise komsu
tepelere kacarak, evlerinin yagmalanmasini ¢aresizce izlemekten baska bir sey
yapamadilar...”

(France-Soir, 24 Temmuz 1974)

Kiiciik bir Kibris Tirk koyi olan Atlilar Kéyii'nde 57 masum insan katle-
dildi. Bu katliam, 19 Agustos 1974 Pazartesi giinii meydana geldi. Katliamdan
sadece 3 kisi kurtuldu. Bunlardan biri olan Berberi Ali Hiiseyin, saklandig:
yerden her seyi gormiis ve duymustu: “Katiller derin bir ¢ukur kazdilar, 6lileri
oraya gomdiiler ve tizerinden buldozerle gecerek cukuru kapattilar. Parcalanan
cesetlerin bulundugu cukur, gazetecilerin ve BM Baris Giicii'niin huzurunda
acildi.” Murataga Koyi’'nde 14 Agustos 1974 Carsamba sabahi1 100 Tirk, Rum
silahlarinin hedefi oldu. Bunlarin arasinda yeni doganlar, kadinlar ve yashlar
da varda.

1 Eylil 1974 tarihinde katliamin dehseti ve acis1 tiim diinyaya gosterildi.
Rumlar ayni katliami Sandall1 Koyii'nde de tekrarladi. Turkler kusatildi, Mura-
taga Koyii'ne goturuldi, katledildi ve toplu mezara atildi. Gerisini bir buldozer
tizerlerinden gecerek tamamladi. Athlar Koyi'nde oldugu gibi, tiim cesetler par-
calara ayrilmisti: kollar, bacaklar ve kafalar! Her sey birbirine girmisti.

Cukur agildiginda gazeteciler ve BM Baris Giicii tiyeleri tanik olarak oradayda.
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DIiGER RAPORLAR:
23 Temmuz 1974: United Press International Ajansi haberi:

“Limasol Cezaevi’nin avlusunda biiyiik bir kalabalik toplan-
mist1 ve birgok ¢cocuk aglhiyordu. Kii¢iik bir Tirk kizi, annesinin kol-
larinda agliyordu. Bir Rum askeri annesine “Ona susmasini soyle
yoksa onu oldiiriiriiz.” dedi. Anne yapabilecegi bir sey olmadigini
soyleyerek yalvardi ama asker cocugu vurdu.”

Gorgi tanigi sozlerine soyle devam etti:

“Rumlar Limasol’da ¢cok sayida cocuk ve kadini 6ldiir-
dii. Sokaklarda 20 cocugun cesedini gordiim. Yaralilar inli-
yordu. Rum askerleri evlere girmek ve kadinlar: 6ldiirmek
icin akbabalar gibi bekliyorlardi.”



KUCUK BiR KIBRIS
TURK KOYU OLAN
ATLILAR’DA 57 MASUM

INSAN KATLEDILDI.
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30 Temmuz 1974: Washington Post soyle yazdi: “Larnaka yakinla-
rindaki Alaminos Koéyii’nde yaslar: 25 ila 53 arasinda degisen 14 Tiirk
oldiiriildii ve bir buldozer yardimiyla topraga gomildi.”

19 Agustos 1974: BM Baris Giicii’'niin raporlarina gore “Rumlar tara-
findan o6ldiirillen Tiirkler arasinda 3 yasinda kiiciik bir cocuk vardai:
Rahmi Salih. Viicudu 30-40 kursunla delik desik edilmisti.”

23 Temmuz 1974: Washington Post’a gore “... Limasol yakinlarindaki
kiiciik bir Turk koyiune yapilan Rum saldirisinda koyiin 200 sakininden 36’s1 61-
diriildi. Rumlar, TSK gelmeden 6nce Tiirk koylerinin sakinlerini 6ldiirme emri
aldiklarini séyliiyorlar.”

23 Temmuz 1974: Belgrad Radyosuna gore: “Kibris’ta Turklerin insa-
ni tutumu Rumlardan haince bir karsilik goriiyor. Rumlar, 6zellikle yabancila-
rin bulundugu bolgelerde sivillere ates aciyor. Hastaneleri ve otelleri karargah
olarak kullanarak Tiirkleri kigkirtmaya ve diinya kamuoyunun goziinde kii¢iik
disiurmeye calisiyorlar.”
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30 Temmuz 1974: Almanya’nin Sesi, bir Alman tu-
rist olan Bayan Ingrid Hebil’in bir gazeteye verdigi répor-
taji yayinladi: “Insan akli Rumlarin katliamlarina anlam
veremiyor. Gazimagusa cevresindeki koylerde Rum Milli
Muhafizlar: benzersiz bir vahsetin o6rneklerini verdiler.
Turklerin evlerine girerek kadin ve c¢ocuklarin iizerine
kursun yagdirdilar. Bircok Tiirk’in bogazini kestiler. Tiirk
kadinlarinin etrafini sardilar ve hepsine tecaviiz ettiler.”

BUGUN GECMISTEN AYRI DUSUNULEMEZ / 29



Ne yagmur ne de soguk engel degildir. Hayat cadirlarda devam ediyor.

Magaralarda ve cadirlarda yasam.
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MULTECILER

Milteci sorunu Kibris i¢in yeni bir sorun degildir.

Bu sorun ilk kez 1958 yilinda, EOKA teroristlerinin silahli saldirilarla
yuzlerce Kibrisli Tirk’d, iki toplumlu kéylerini terk etmeye zorlamasiyla ortaya
citkmagtar.

1963 yilinda 103 Tirk koyu saldiriya ugradi ve yagmalandi, 25.000 Tiirk
bes hafta i¢inde evsiz kald1 ve art arda bes kisi cadirlarda gecirmek zorunda
kalda.

Rum liderler, Tiirk miilteci sorunuyla alay ettiler ve bu sorunun Ada’yi
bolmek amaciyla yapay olarak meydana getirildigini iddia ettiler.

Ancak BM Genel Sekreteri M. U. Thant, 8 Aralik 1967 tarihli ve S/8286
sayill1 raporunda goyle demektedir: “1964 yilinin ilk yarisi boyunca devam eden
huzursuzluk, Aralik 1963’te patlak verdiginde, binlerce Kibrish Tirk yanlarina
sadece tasiyabildikleri veya alabildikleri seyleri alarak evlerini terk etti. Kibris
Tirk koylerine veya daha giivenli gordiikleri bolgelere sigindi.”

Toplam 103 koyde yasayan 25.000 Turk’e ait evler, egyalar, diukkéanlar,
meyve bahceleri ve ¢iftlikler, Rum komsulari tarafindan yagmalanmis ve tah-
rip edilmistir. Kayip ve hasarlar yiiz milyonlarca sterlini buldu. 11 yil boyunca
miiltecileri evlerine ve koylerine yerlestirmek i¢in gosterilen tiim cabalar, Rum
tarafinin izledigi engelleme politikas1 nedeniyle sonugsuz kaldi. Rumlar, kesin
coziime kadar miiltecilerin (bazilarini1 “tehlikeli bolge” ilan ettikleri) koylerine
geri donmelerine izin vermeyeceklerini acikca ilan ettiler. Hatta BM’nin miilte-
cilerin yeniden yerlestirilmesinde daha aktif rol almasini bile engellediler.

Bu nedenle, miidahalenin yapildigi 20 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde 25.000
Tirk multecinin tamami hala evsizdi.
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Kibrisli Rum yetkililer israrla, Kibrishh Tirk miiltecilerin koylerine don-
mek istediklerini fakat Kibrisli Tiirk yetkililerin gelecekteki taksim planina ze-
min hazirlamak amaciyla onlar1 engelledigini iddia etti. BM Genel Sekreteri’nin
raporlarinin yani sira, bu yalan iddiaya en gugcli yalanlama, giineydeki Rum
kesiminde artik Kibrisli Rumlarla birlikte yasamak istemeyen ve kuzeye goc
ederek Ada’nin giineyinde sadece 127 Kibrishh Tiirk birakan Kibrisli Turklerin
kendisinden gelmisgtir.

Boylece Kibrish Tiirkler, niifuslarinin biyiik bir b6élimiiniin son 20 yilda 3
kez miilteci durumuna distiigiini kanitlamig oldu. Kibrislhhi Rumlar ancak 1974
yilinda Kibrish Tiirklerin 11 yil boyunca c¢ektigi bitmek bilmeyen miilteci soru-
nunun bir parcasi oldular.
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200.000 Rum miiltecinin sefil kogullarda yasadigin1 iddia ediyorlar. Ger-
cekte sadece 13.000 miilteci cadirlarda yasiyor.! Kibrisli Rumlar arasinda ye-
rinden edilmis Kkisilerin sayisi, Kibrisli Rum yetkililer tarafindan propaganda
amaciyla her zaman abartilmigtir.

Rum kaynaklarindan edinilen bilgilere gore, su anda Kibris Tiirk Federe
Devleti’nin kontroliinde olan bélgede yasayan Kibrisli Rumlarin sayis1 120.000
civarindaydi. Bu sayinin yaklasik 10.000’i bugiin hala Tirk kesiminde yasiyor.
Dolayisiyla yerinden edilen Kibrisli Rumlarin sayis1 110.000’i gecemez.

Bu durum, Kibris Rum Bagsavcisi Criton Tornaritis’in “Kibris’taki miilteci
sorununun hukuki yoénleri” baslikli raporuyla da dogrulaniyor.

Soz konusu raporda su ifadelere yer veriliyor:

“... Kibris Turk tarafinin hak iddia ettigi bolge... toplamda 183.859 niifusu
olan 1.075,20 mil karelik bir alandir (Kibris’in toplam yiiz 6l¢imi 3.572 mil
karedir ve 1960 yilinda yapilan niifus sayiminda 577.625 kisi sayilmigti). Bu
183.859 kiginin 128.563’1i Kibrisli Rum ve 55.296’s1 Kibrish Tiirk olup, Kibrish
Rumlarin orani1 %69,92 ve Kibrishh Tirklerin orani %30,08°dir.”

I Kibrish Rum Miilteciler Komitesi Genel Sekreteri Papageorghiou, 13 Ekim 1975 tarihli ifade-
sinde, halen cadirlarda yasayan miiltecilerin sayisinin 18.000’i ge¢cmedigini itiraf etmistir.
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1963-1974 YILLARI ARASINDA

KIBRISLI TURKLERIN MUCADELE,
IZDIRAP VE SIKINTI DOLU GUNLERI.

MUCADELE, IZDIRAP VE SIKINTI GUNLERINE ILISKIN DETAYLI
BILGILER VEREN BM RAPORLARI DUSUNMEYE SEVK EDiYOR.
SOZ KONUSU RAPORLARIN KONU ILE ILGILI BAZI PARAGRAFLARI
ASAGIDAKI GIBIDIR:

180. BM Baris Giicii, kargasalar sirasinda ve ozellikle Koccina’da bugiinkii
adiyla Erenkoy’de meydana gelen g¢atismalar esnasinda Ada genelinde
miilklere verilen tiim zararlara iligkin ayrintili bir sorusturma yurttta.
Sorusturmaya gore ¢ogu Kibrish Tiirk veya karma olan 109 kasabada
527 ev yikilmig ve 2.000 ev de yagmalamalar nedeniyle hasar gormiistiir.
Ktima’da 38 ev ve diitkkan tamamen yikilirken, 122 tanesi de kismen y1-
kilmigtir. Omorfita bugiinki adiyla Kiiciikk Kaymakli Mahallesi’'nde 50
ev tamamen yikildi; ayn1 mahallede ve komsu mahallelerdeki diger 200
evde kismi hasar meydana geldi.

(S/5950 Eyliil 1964)

190. Yilinilk yarisinda tarim ve sanayide yasanan kayiplara ek olarak, Tiirk
toplumu diger gelir kaynaklarini da kaybetmisti; ozellikle de Kibris
hitktimeti ve Kibris Rum bolgelerinde bulunan kamu ve 6zel sirketler ta-
rafindan istihdam edilen 4.000’den fazla kisinin 6demeleri... Bu dénem-
de olaylar nedeniyle Tiirk toplumunun ticareti 6nemli 6l¢iide gerilemis
ve yaklagik 25.000 Kibrishh Tirk’in goc etmesiyle igsizlik ¢ok yiiksek
seviyelere ulagsmistir. Kibris Tirk Cemaat Meclisinin bazi projelere ve
ozellikle kalkinma projelerine ayirdig1 meblaglar ve diger harcamalari,
hitktimetin 1964 yilinda kendisine yillik 6denek 6demeyi kesmesi nede-
niyle 6nemli 6l¢iide azalmisti. Meclis ayrica kalan kaynaklarinin buytik
bir kismini, niifusun yaklagik yarisina igsizlik yardimi ve diger tazmi-
natlar1 6demek i¢in kullanmak zorunda kalmisti. Meclisin yayinladi-
g1 rakamlara gore, Kizilaydan yardim alan kisi sayis1 yaklasik 56.000’1
buldu; bunlarin 25.000’i yerinden edilmis, 23.500i issiz ve 7.500’1 ise
daha once kayip veya is goremez durumda olan kigilere muhtac¢ durum-
dayda.

(8/5950 Eyliil 1964)
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161.

192.

48.

67.

Eylil ayinda Kibrishh Tiirk yoneticiler, miiltecilerin barinmasi1 konusunu BM
Barig Gici'niin dikkatine sundular. Kibris Tirk Cemaat Meclisi Bagkan
Vekili, 6zel temsilcime hitaben yazdigi 18 Eyliil 1965 tarihli mektubunda,
miiltecilerin ti¢linci bir kis1 kullanigsiz, hijyenden uzak ve ¢cogu zaman asiri
kalabalik olan cesitli barinaklarda gecirmek zorunda kalmalarini 6nlemek
amaciyla miilteci ailelere su anda yasadiklar1 yerde daha iyi konutlar sag-
lamak icin bir konut insaati projesi hazirlandigini ve gerekli malzemelerin
cogunun Turk hiiktimeti tarafindan saglanacagini ifade etmisti. Fakat insa-
at malzemelerinin Kibrishi Tiirklere ulagsmasi reddedildiginden, Kibris Rum
hiikimetinin bu malzemelerin geligini engelleyen yasagi kaldirmasi i¢gin BM
Barig Giicii’'niin cabalari beklendi. Kibris Tiirk Cemaat Meclisi Bagkan Vekili
ayrica, konut ingaati projesi i¢in ihtiya¢ duyulan malzemelerin yalnizca bu
amacla kullanilmasini saglamak maksadiyla BM Baris Giiciiniin denetim
yapmasinin kabul edilebilir olacagini ifade etti.

(8/7001 Aralik 1965)

Miiltecilerin barinma kogullarinin iyilestirilmesi i¢in Kibrish Tirklere inga-
at malzemeleri saglanmasi konusu, BM Giici tarafindan, Cumhuriyet’in en
yiuksek makamlari (Kibris Rum) ile yapilan goriismelerde defalarca giindeme
getirildi. Kibris Tiirk bolgelerindeki ev ve binalarin genel bakim, onarim ve
ingas1 (bkz.125. paragraf) 6zel ve ayr1 bir sorun olarak konusuldu. Sorunun
ele alinig sekli nasil olursa olsun hiikiimet, miiltecilere yonelik malzemelerin
gonderimine izin vermedi...

(S/1001 Aralik 1965)

Kibris Turk toplumundan yerinden edilmig kisilerin teskil ettigi sorunun
coziminde herhangi bir ilerleme kaydedilmedi. Lefke ilgesindeki Vroisa
bugiinkii adiyla Yagmuralan Koyi'niin yeniden ingas1 talebi (S/10664, pa-
rag. 51), ekonomik acidan kayliiler i¢in kotii olacagini iddia eden Kibris Rum
hiiktimeti tarafindan reddedildi. Bu durum karsisinda Kibrish Tiirk yoneti-
ciler, koyiin bagka bir yerde yeniden insa edilmesi ¢agrisinda bulundu ve bu
rapor yazildigi sirada hiitkiimet hala konuyu degerlendiriyor...

(5/10842 Aralik 1972)

Soz konusu donemde, yerinden edilmis Kibrish Tirkler sorununun ¢oziimiin-
de neredeyse hicbir ilerleme kaydedilmedi (S/10842, parag. 48). Terk edilmis
koylerin yeniden yerlesime acilmasi i¢in zaman zaman ¢aba gosterilse de, iki
yil boyunca bu sorun hi¢bir miizakereye konu olmada...

(S/10940 May1s 1973)
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9 YILLIK MUCADELE, 1ZDIRAP VE SIKINTIDAN SONRA NASIL
OLDU DA “KIBRISLI TURK MULTECILER”, “YERINDEN EDILMi$
KiSILER” HALINE GELDi? YOKSA KIBRISLI RUM MULTECILERE

DE MI “YERINDEN EDILMIS KISILER” DEMEMIZ GEREKIR?

OYUNUN KURALLARI NEDIR?
ESITLIK Mi AYRIMCILIK MI?

“Buna karsilik, (Kibris Rum) hiikiimetinin kontrola altindaki bolgelerde, Kib-
rishh Turklerin hareket 6zgiirliigii, maruz kaldiklar: asir1 kontrol ve aramalar,
kontrol noktalarinda hiikktimet polisi tarafindan kendilerine uygulanan ¢ok sa-
yida gereksiz kisitlamalar, tutuklanma veya kacirilma diisiincesiyle hissettikle-
ri giivensizlik ve endise duygusu nedeniyle kisitlanmaktadir.” Bu ifadeler, BM
Genel Sekreteri'nin Eylil 1964 tarihli raporunda yer almistir (Ref. S/5950, pa-
ragraf 103).
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KIBRIS TURK TOPLUMUNUN HAREKET 0ZGURLUGUNE

GETIRILEN KISITLAMALARIN KAPSAMI NEDIR?

En iyi bilgi kaynaklari her zaman BMGK’'nin resmi belgeleridir.

55. Son raporumda (A/7969, parag. 74) Larnaka’daki gerilimin nedenlerin-
den biri oldugunu belirttigim Hala Sultan Tekke Camii’nin vaziyetin-
den Kibrisli Tiurkler halen sikayetci olmaya devam ediyor. Milli Mu-
hafizlar mevzilerini camiden biraz daha uzaga tasimis olsa da, oraya
gitmek isteyen Kibrish Tiirkler, camiyi ve ¢evresini siki gozetim altinda
tutan Milli Muhafizlarin halen yakinindan ge¢gmek zorunda birakiliyor.
Bu nedenle Kibrishi Tirk yoneticiler, bu Misliiman mabedine erisim
ozgurliiginiin hala tamamlanmadigini beyan ediyor.

(S/8286 Aralik 1967)

87. 31 Ekim 1967 sabahi, 1964 yilindan bu yana Tiirkiye’de yasayan Kibris
Tirk Belediye Meclisinin Kibrishh Tiirk Bagskani Sayin Rauf Denktas,
deniz yoluyla gizlice Kibris’a girmeye calist1 fakat gemiden indikten
kisa bir siire sonra, kendisiyle birlikte Tiirkiye’den gelen diger iki Kib-
rish Tiirk ile beraber tutuklanda.

88. 1964 yil1 basinda Kibris1 terk eden ve daha sonra Kibris konusunda Gii-
venlik Konseyi tarafindan dinlenen Sayin Denktag, Kibris Rum hiiki-
meti tarafindan kendisine dayatilan fiili stirgiiniin magduru oldugunu
iddia etmeye devam etmigtir.

(S/8286 Aralik 1967)
100. Hiiktimet, 1 Haziran’da Lefkosa’nin Tiirk mahallesini ii¢ giin siireyle

kapatarak ve Kibrisli Tiirklerin buraya giris cikiglarini engelleyerek
Kibris Tirk niifusunun hareket 6zgiirliigiina agir bir sekilde kisitlada.

(S/7530, Haziran 1966)
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108. Yurt dis1 seyahatleriyle ilgili olarak, Kibrish Tiirklerin durumu s6z ko-

49.

50.

nusu donemde pek degismedi. Ada’dan ayrilmak konusunda Kibrish
Tirkler, Kibrislhhi Rumlar kadar 6zgiirdiir, ancak Turkiye’'de egitim géren
genc Kibrish Turklerin Kibris’a donmeleri hala yasaktir. Pratikte, kisa
bir siire i¢in bile olsa Turkiye’ye giden herhangi bir Kibrish Tiirk genc,
Ada’ya donmek istediginde ciddi sikintilarla karg: karsiya kalabiliyor.

(5/8286 Aralik 1967)

... Ekonomik nedenlerden otiirii sehirler ve bazi izole kioyler arasinda
gidip gelmek zorunda kalan Kibrisli Tiirkler, Kibris Rum polisi tarafin-
dan kontrol ve aramalara tabi tutuluyor ve dolayisiyla kisisel giivenlik-
lerinden endise ediyorlar.

11 Mayis’ta Gazimagusa’da meydana gelen olay sonrasinda 32 Kibrish
Tirk rehinenin ortadan kaybolmasinin yarattigi korku ve giivensizlik,
Kibrish Tiirklerin Ada yollarindaki dolagiminin tamamen durmasina
neden oldu. O tarihten bu yana Kibris Tiirk toplumunun gerceklestirdi-
gi onemli gidis gelisler BM Baris Giicii'niin nezaretinde yapilmigtir...

(S/5764 Haziran 1964)
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TURKIYE’NiN YARDIM AMACIYLA KIZILHAC KANALI UZERINDEN

KIBRIS TURK CEMAAAT MECLiSi TARAFINDAN DAGITILMAK UZERE
GONDERDIGi MALZEMELER DE BU KISITLAMALARDAN KURTULAMADI.

Gemi, 15 Temmuz 1964 tarihinde vardiginda, hiikiimet yiikiin bosaltilmasiyla
ilgili zorluk ¢ikartta.

192. ... Ancak BM Baris Giicii tarafindan baslatilan bir dizi miizakereden
sonra bazi mallarin gimriiksiiz ithalatina izin verilirken, baz1 mallar
tizerinde de vergi uygulandi. Diger kalemlerin girisi, ya stratejik malze-
me olarak kabul edildikleri ya da ulusal iiretimi siibvanse edilen mallar
olduklar icin yasaklandi. Kibris Tirk toplumu, yardim malzemelerine
vergi 6demeyi reddettigi icin sadece gimriiksiiz mallar indirildi. So-
nuc¢ olarak, 900 tonluk kargodan yalnizca 390 tonu bosaltmak miimkiin
oldu. Hiikiimet ayrica yardim malzemelerinin dagitimiyla ilgili kont-
roller yapmak istedi. BM Baris Giicii ve Uluslararasi Kizilhag Komite-
si tarafindan hiikkiimete yapilan uyarilar dikkate alinmadi. BM Baris
Giuci’'niin iilkeye yardim malzemesi tasiyan Kizilay konvoylarina eslik
etme cabalarina ragmen, bu konvoylarin hareketi siklikla engellendi.

(8/5950 Eylil 1964)
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GIDA URUNLERi VE DIGER YARDIM MALZEMELERININ DAGITIMINA

GETIRILEN KISITLAMALAR KIBRISLI TURKLERIN GUNLUK RUTININiN
BIR PARCASIYDI.

203. ... 3 Eylil 1974 tarihinde Kibris giicleri, anlagmayi ihlal ederek, izin
verilen miktarlarda taze et ve peynir sevkiyatinin Lefkogsanin Kibris
Turk kesimine girmesini engelledi... Hitktimet 5 Eyliil'de Gazimagusa
ve Larnaka Kibris Tiirk kesimlerini de kisitli alanlar listesine eklemeye
karar verdi.

205. ... Kibris Tiirk bolgelerinde herhangi bir kitlik vakasi bildirilmemesine
ragmen, bu kisitlamalara maruz kalan niifus, ciddi sikintilar cekti ve
bazi1 durumlarda kosullar kritik esige dayandi.

22. ... KIBRIS TURK TOPLUMUNA UYGULANAN VE BAZI DURUM-
LARDA ADETA BIR KUSATMA OLUSTURACAK SEKILDE SERT
OLAN EKONOMIK KISITLAMALAR GOZ ONUNDE BULUNDURUL-
DUGUNDA, KIBRIS HUKUMETININ ASKERI EYLEM YERINE iK-
TISADI BASKI YOLUYLA BiR SiYASI COZUM DAYATMAYA CALIS-
TIGI SONUCUNA ULASILMISTIR.

(S5/5950 Eyliil 1964)

111. ... Resmi yasakli maddeler listesinde hala 31 kalem var. Halbuki bun-
larin ¢ogu ingsaat malzemeleri ve otomobil yedek parcalar1 gibi sivil
amaclara yoneliktir. Ayrica resmi listelerde yer almayan ancak benzer
kategorilere giren diger kalemlere de siklikla Kibris Rum polis kontrol
noktalarinda el konuluyor ve bu da sikayetlere yol aciyor.

(S/7350 Haziran 1966)
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Kibris Rum Yonetiminin uyguladig: ekonomik ablukanin getirdigi
acilar yetmezmis gibi, Tiirk toplumu zorbaliklara ve asilsiz suclamala-
ra katlanmak zorunda kaldi. Kiliselerin yikilmasiyla ilgili gazetelerde
yayinlanan suclamalar gibi...

Bu suc¢lamalara Uluslararas: Kilise Konseyi’'nin 19 Subat 1975 tarihli ra-
porundan daha iyi bir yanit bulamazdik:

Yetkililer, Uluslararasi Kilise Konseyi tiyelerinin ve Orta Dogu Kilise Kon-
seyi Dairesi, Peder Peter Cowen’in Ada’nin kuzeyinde diledikleri yere gidebil-
meleri i¢in bir kez daha gerekeni yapti. Bircok caminin yeniden insa edildigini
gordiiler ve birgok kiliseyi ziyaret ettiler. Akanthov’daki Aziz Kurtarici Kilisesi
ve Gazimagusa yakinindaki Aziz Barnabas Manastir: sapasaglam duruyor. Bu
manastirin yagl rahipleri yardimlar aliyor ayrica Kizil Hac¢ tarafindan diizenli
olarak ziyaret ediliyor. Din gorevlisi, elektrik sebekesinin yeniden ac¢ilmas1 ve
kesislerin yaptig:1 ve bedeli 6denmis olan ikonalarin yabanci turistlere gonderil-
mesi konusunda yardim teklifinde bulundu.

Onemli ikona koleksiyonunun yan sira Tremetusa atolyesi de yetkililerin
kontroli altinda. Yorenin Tiirk komutani, bu ikonalarin temsil ettigi “insanlik
mirasinin” bilincinde oldugunu ve biiyiik deger tasiyan bu ikonalarin korunmasi
icin uzmanlarin tiim goriislerini kabul etmeye ve uygulamaya hazir oldugunu

acikladai.

Lapithos yakinindaki Lambusa’da bulunan ve kiliselerin yikilmasiyla il-
gili son zamanlarda basinda yer alan iddialara konu olan iinli ve insan eliyle
insa edilmeyen Aheropiitou Kilisesi’'ne yapilan bir ziyaret vesilesiyle heyet tiye-
leri, 2 sapelin korunmus ve saglam oldugunu gérdii: BU IDDIALARIN NASIL
ORTAYA ATILMIS OLABILECEGINI ANLAMAK MUMKUN DEGIL. Girne
Kalesi'ne yapilan bir ziyaret, ikonalarin burada giivenli bir sekilde muhafaza
edildigini ve yakinda halka sergilenecegini dogrulada.
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Ote yandan Uluslararas: Kiliseler Konseyi Direktér Yardimecis: Dr. John
B. Taylor’in Aralik 1974 tarihli raporundan yapilan alintilar, Rumlarin Kibris
Tirklerine ait bu kutsal yerlere nasil davrandiklar: hakkinda fikir vermeye ye-
terli bir kanittir.

“Yine Lapithos Koyi’'nde iki cami gordiik. Biri 1963’ten bu yana bos ve ha-
sarli durumda kalan cami, 1974’te denize dogru cekilen Rumlarin actig: atesle
tekrar vuruldu. Caminin Rum isgali sirasinda tamamen ihmal edildigi anlagili-
yor. Acik olan yakin caminin minaresinde kirmizi harflerle ENOSIS ve HELLAS
yaziliydi; bu isimlerin iizeri ¢izilmisti fakat hala rahat bir sekilde okunabiliyor-
du...”

“Kibrisli Rum Daisisleri Bakanligi Genel Miidiir Vekili G. Pelaghias, Lima-
sol’daki Misliiman miiltecilerin yakin zamanda namazlarinin yarida kesilmesi
veya Ramazan ayinda yemek yemeye hatta idrar igmeye zorlanmas1 gibi koti
muamelelere maruz kaldiklarini teyit ediyor ve bundan derin tiziinti duyuyor...”

“Su anda BM giiclerinin kontroliinde olan Tirk mahallesindeki, agir bom-
bardiman altinda kalan, neredeyse yikilmis ve terk edilmis durumdaki Larnaka
Camii'ne geldigimizde cok talihsiz bir manzara bizi bekliyordu. Ana kapi kilit-
liydi ama acik bir delikten iceri girdigimizde caminin i¢ kisminin tarif edilemez
bir kaos i¢cinde oldugunu gordiik.”
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SOZDE KAYBOLMUS RUMLAR da bir baska tartisma konusu.

Rumlar, tim tutuklularin takas edilmis olmasina ragmen, Tiirk bolgesinde kay-
boldugu iddia edilen bu kisilerin bulunmasi i¢in siirekli arama yapilmasini talep ediyor.

Kibrisli Rumlarin bu hafiza kaybi, bir kez daha bu tartismanin sebebi olmustur.
Cok sayida Kibrisli Rum’un, liderleri profesyonel bir katil olan Nicos Sampson? bir
grup parali askerin diizenledigi darbe sirasinda hayatini kaybettigi biliniyor.

Bagpiskopos Makarios’un 19 Temmuz 1974 tarihinde Giivenlik Konseyine hitaben
yaptig1 konugsmada belirttigi gibi, “darbe, ¢ok sayida can kaybina ve ¢ok kan dékiilme-
sine neden olmustur.”

Baspiskopos’un agiklamasi, BM Kibris Rum Temsilcisi Xenon Rossides’in ¢atigma-
larin sona erdirilmesi i¢in yaptigi cagrinin ardindan geldi.

“Detaylar ne olursa olsun ve su¢cun A’ya mi, B’ye mi, yoksa C’ye mi yiiklendigi-
ne bakilmaksizin catismalarin durmasi gerekiyor. Catismalar devam ederken toplanan
Guvenlik Konseyinin ilk ve en énemli gorevi budur. Kibris’ta da bu catigsmalar siiriiyor.
Son raporlar bize tanklarin, gii¢clii direnisin oldugu Paphos’a (Baf) dogru ilerledigini
soyliiyor. Bugiin de ¢cok kan dokiilecegini, yeni catigsmalarin yagsanacagini ve ¢ok sayida
can kaybi1 olacagini 6ngoriiyoruz.”

(Giivenlik Konseyi, 16 Temmuz 1974)
(S/PV. 1779)

Aslinda, Kibris Rum gazetesi “Ta Nea” 18 Aralik 1974 tarihli sayisinda, Lefkosa’ya
dondiiginde Baspiskopos Makarios ile konusan dini lider Papatsesto'nun sdylemlerine
dayanarak darbe sirasinda yasanan dehsetin bir tasvirini yayimlamigstir.

Olaylar su sekilde aktariliyor:

“Darbe sirasinda, halen canli olan bir¢ok insan1 gomdiik. Lefkosa’daki yeni mezar-
Iikta 7 metrelik 5 biiyiikk mezar bulunuyordu. Yakinlarda 22 ceset yatiyordu. EOKA nin
bir uyesi yaklasti ve daha biiyik bir mezarin kazilmasini emretti. Kazma islemi 3 saat-
te tamamlandi. 54 Milli Muhafiz, polis memuru ve bir¢ok kisinin cesetleri oraya gomiil-
dii. Daha sonra aralarinda bir bebek, bir gen¢ kiz, asker ve polislerin de bulundugu ¢ok
sayida kamyon dolusu toplam 75 kisi buraya gomiildi.”

“Lakadamya’da 17 ceset daha benzer bir mezara gomiildi. Kamyon icerisinde nay-
lon posetlerle getirildiler.”

Buradan, Kibrisli Rumlarin kayiplarin nerede oldugunu cok iyi bildikleri anlagili-
yor. Rum yonetimi, bu insanlarin akibetini suikast¢i Sampson’a sormali.

2 Sampson, EOKA Suikast Timinin Lefkosa’daki lideriydi. Kendi gazetesi Makhi’de yayimlanan anila-

rinda 27 kigiyi 6ldirmiis olmakla éviiniiyordu. Biitiin kurbanlar: sirtlarindan vurularak 6ldiarilmisti.
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BU KAVGALARIN YENIDEN BASLAMASI IGIN SAATLERI

GERI Mi ALMALIYIZ? HAYIR, _SAA'I_'_LE__Ri GERI ALAMAYIZ.
DOLAYISIYLA SORUNA YENI BIR COZUM BULUNMALIDIR.

Mevcut kosullar altinda ve ge¢cmiste yasanan aci tecriibeler 1s181nda, bu
cozimiin asagidaki ilkelere dayanmas1 gerekmektedir:

1. Iki toplumun temsilcileri, sorunun coziimiine yonelik olarak Kibris
Rum ve Kibris Tiirk toplumlar: arasinda miizakerelerin siirdiriilmesini
tavsiye eden 3212 sayil1 Genel Kurul Karari uyarinca baslattiklar: mii-
zakerelere devam etmelidir. Iki toplumun temsilcilerinin esit kosullar-
da miizakere etme hakkini bozmaya veya katilimcilarin samimiyetine
stiiphe diisirmeye yonelik her tiirlii girisim, bu miizakerelerin siirdi-
rillmesini imkansiz hale getirmekten baska bir sonu¢ dogurmayacaktir.

2. Kibris ihtilafinin son agsamasi, Kibris’in bagimsizligini, toprak butin-
ligiuni ve egemenligini sona erdirmeye calisan ve yurt disindan yone-
tilen bir darbeyle basladi. Ada’nin baglantisizlik politikasinin, her iki
toplumun c¢ikarlarina hizmet etmesi ve Dogu Akdeniz’in baris ve istik-
rarina katki saglamasi nedeniyle korunmasi gerekmektedir.

3. Kibris Anayasasi iki bolgeli bir federasyon ongoérmelidir. Karsilikli gii-
ven ve giivenlige dayali is birliginin kurulabilmesi i¢in pratik ayrinti-
larda Ada’nin ekonomik gercgekleri ve her iki toplumun ihtiyaclar: dik-
kate alinmalidir.

4. Her iki toplum da federal hiilkiimete esit haklarla katilmalidir. Anaya-
say1 korumak ve iki toplumun siyasi ve ekonomik esitligini saglamak
icin federal kurumlar olusturulmalidir.

Eger boyle bir ¢oziime ulasilabilirse Tiirkiye, Kibris’in bagimsizligina ve
hatta Tirk toplumunun varligina yonelik tehdidin ardindan, anlagsmadan dogan
yiukimlilikleri uyarinca Kibris’a gondermek zorunda hissettigi birliklerini geri
cekmeye hazir olacaktir.

Aslinda Tiirkiye zaten Ada’da bulunan asker sayisini, onlarin giivenligi-
ni tehlikeye atmadan miumkiin oldugu kadar azaltti. Tiirkiye, bélgede barigin
korunmasina her daim katkida bulunacak, sorunun adil ve dengeli bir ¢oziime
kavusturulmasi icin BM Sarti’na uygun olarak caba gosterecektir. Turk tarafi
bir kez daha Rum tarafina zeytin dali uzatiyor.

Bu iyi niyetli jest olumlu bir kargilik bulmazsa, KIBRIS SORUNUYLA
ILGILI KiMi SUCLAMALIYIZ?
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WHO IS TO BLAME?

THE PRESENT CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE PAST






PREFACE

relations that has been the subject of extensive negotiation and has yet to be

resolved. In order to contribute to a solution, it is imperative to document and
explain the historical context and comprehend the sociological fabric of the island,
which has been moulded by numerous ethnic and political disputes, geopolitical in-
terests, and foreign interventions throughout history.

The Cyprus issue is a multifaceted phenomenon in the realm of international

This issue endures to this day due to the ethnic and political tensions that have ex-
isted on the Island of Cyprus, particularly since the 1960s. The historical injustices
and attacks that the Turkish Cypriot people suffered offer a critical perspective on
the issues that we confront today. The security of the Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cy-
priot communities on the island was significantly jeopardised by the hostilities that
erupted in the 1960s and further intensified in 1963, with a particular emphasis on
the Turkish community. Certainly, the endeavours to eradicate the Turkish Cypriot
presence on the island are inextricably linked to the island’s strategic location and
the attempts to establish control over it, and they cannot be viewed in isolation. The
massacres committed against the Turkish Cypriot community on the island, the an-
nexation of Cyprus to Greece, and the overarching goal of “Enosis,” threatened the
survival of the Turkish Cypriot community in Cyprus. This period was characterised
by the Turkish Cypriot community’s efforts to preserve their security and existence.

Tiirkiye’s intervention in 1974 was necessary due to the existential threat to the Turk-
ish Cypriot community posed by Greek Cypriot attacks and the objective of Enosis as
part of an ethnic cleansing plan. In order to protect the Turkish Cypriot population
and restore peace on the island, Tiirkiye utilised its guarantor rights to initiate the
Cyprus Peace Operation on July 20, 1974, after having exhausted all political and dip-
lomatic alternatives. In this context, acknowledging that the Cyprus issue emerged
on July 20,1974, would entail disregarding the issues that had been present for an ex-
tended period prior to this date, particularly the persecution of the Turkish Cypriots



and the ethnic and political conflicts that occurred between 1963 and 1974. Detaching
an issue from the context of reality will render it challenging to identify genuine and
equitable solutions.

No resolution of the United Nations Security Council can justify narrowing the Cy-
prus issue to the events of 1974, thereby isolating and ignoring the Turkish Cypriots,
the ancient and fundamental element of the island, from the world. We, the Repub-
lic of Tiirkiye, sincerely hope that these restrictions, which are entirely political and
lack any legal foundation, will be abolished. I would like to reiterate my vision of two
equal states coexisting in a sustainable peace climate, based on the island’s realities.

On this occasion, I commemorate all our martyrs, veterans and heroes with mercy
on the 50th anniversary of the July 20 Cyprus Peace Operation. I would like to ex-
press my gratitude to those who contributed to this book, which I believe is a valu-
able resource in presenting historical facts to the international public and in the fight
against disinformation in our country and the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
(TRNC).

PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF TURKIYE

RECEP TAYYiP ERDOGAN



FOREWORD

land of Cyprus by expelling Turkish Cypriots from the partnership state that

was established in 1960 as a result of the 1959 London and Zurich Agreements.
This action effectively violated the agreement to co-rule and reside on the island. As
part of its ideology of unification with Greece (Enosis), the Greek Cypriot side has
carried out terrorist attacks and killings against the Turkish Cypriots on the island,
particularly through the EOKA terrorist organisation, notably the Bloody Christmas
massacre in 1963. On July 15, 1974, EOKA leader Nikos Sampson, with the help of the
Greek Junta, led a coup against then-President Makarios and took power in order to
annex the island to Greece.

T he Cyprus issue was initiated when Greek Cypriots attempted to seize the Is-

On July 20, 1974, Tiirkiye initiated the Cyprus Peace Operation in accordance with
the 1960 Treaty of Guarantee and taking into account the security of the Turkish
Cypriots on the island. Thus, the annexation of Cyprus to Greece was avoided, the
Turkish Cypriot people’s survival was ensured, and democracy was restored to the
country with the demise of Greece’s junta rule. When subsequent negotiations for a
bi-zonal, bicommunal federal solution model failed to produce results, the Turkish
Cypriot side established the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) on No-
vember 15, 1983, citing the right to self-determination.

Given the aforementioned facts, the Cyprus issue should be examined from two per-
spectives: the persecution against the Turkish Cypriots and their resistance. The
Turkish Cypriots’ struggle for independence persists, despite ongoing efforts to per-
secute them. Despite the fact that the Turkish Cypriots and Tiirkiye made every ef-
fort to resolve the Cyprus issue and did not refrain from engaging in negotiations, no
successful outcome was achieved.

The presence of the TRNC and the rights and interests of the Turkish Cypriots are
disregarded. The Turkish Cypriot side and Tiirkiye, on the other hand, have never



tolerated this illegal and illegitimate status that deprives the Turkish Cypriots of ex-
ercising their rights as equal partners. Tiirkiye places significant emphasis on the
maintenance of peace in all regions and the resolution of conflicts through dialogue.
Tiirkiye is determined to find a solution to the Cyprus issue on fair, lasting, and sus-
tainable common ground by prioritising dialogue and diplomacy. Our country stands
for the negotiation of a two-state solution to the Cyprus issue and the recognition
of the equal sovereignty and equal international status of the Turkish Cypriot com-
munity. In light of these facts, our Directorate of Communications is also engaging
in public diplomacy efforts to communicate the cause of the TRNC and the facts of
Cyprus to the international public and the entire world, both in the TRNC and other
parts of the world.

The book titled “Who Is To Blame? The Present Cannot Be Separated From the Past”
prepared by our Directorate was published in French in 1974 by the Directorate Gen-
eral of Press and Information. The book discusses the Cyprus issue and the atroci-
ties inflicted on the Turkish Cypriot community before, during, and after the Cyprus
Peace Operation carried out by the Turkish Armed Forces (TAF) on July 20, 1974.

Using examples from United Nations (UN) reports, news articles, and media coverage
from around the world, the book presents the realities and facts behind the nega-
tive propaganda against Tiirkiye at the time that “the Cyprus issue began as a result
of Tiirkiye’s intervention on July 20, 1974.” The book also features photographs that
provide a visual account of the events from that period, allowing readers to witness
the historical moments.

A just, lasting, and sustainable solution to the Cyprus issue would be achievable
through a framework that is based on the realities of past experiences. In this respect,
with this book, re-published in Turkish and English on the 50th anniversary of the
July 20 Cyprus Peace Operation, we aim to explain to the national and international
public why and how the Cyprus issue began, to highlight Tiirkiye’s fight against dis-
information in the context of the Cyprus issue, and to support the public diplomacy
efforts of both our country and the TRNC. With this book, I would like to emphasise
once again that our efforts to end the restrictions and inhumane isolation imposed
on the Turkish Cypriot people will continue.

PRESIDENCY’S HEAD OF COMMUNICATIONS OF THE REPUBLIC OF TURKIYE

PROF. FAHRETTIN ALTUN



WHO IS TO BLAME?

THE PRESENT CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE PAST



It is believed by some that time could have been reversed if the Turkish
Armed Forces (TAF) had left Cyprus.

They believe that Tiirkiye’s intervention on July 20, 1974, initiated the
Cyprus issue.

Attempting to erase the 1963-1974 period from collective memory, the
Greek propaganda is working diligently to convince people that this was the root
cause.

However, the United Nations (UN) findings and the reports of objective
journalists from various media outlets around the world are unequivocal.

NO, THE CYPRUS ISSUE DID NOT ARISE ON JULY 20, 1974.

56 / WHO IS TO BLAME?



“The tension between 1 4 from our in-
ili stablish amicable rel the Turks and gain their
trust of the Turks before

trust. We should have gought to gain the
. & to amend the d Zurich Agreements.

961 and 1963 stemme

ations with

London an
the division of the

ed a role in

laid the groundwork. In Greek:

‘nitiate the Eovikn OpY AVOOLS KomnpioV
OKA) struggle?

the London an

, impe

Undonbtediy
put it

two communities,
Did the imperiaiis

Ayo)\/iotd)\/ - Bthniki Organosis Kiprio
Was it the imperialists whi

Zurich Agreements?

We made severe
were negligent. We fail
aused today’

This 18 what €
1erides’ statement

d be our approach towards

(Excer
reek TV at 92:30 on May

in the show
the Turks?” br
29, 1975.)

THE PRESEN
TC
ANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE PAS
T / 57



WHO OCCUPIED CYPRUS?

“It [the coup of the Greek junta] is clearly an invasion from outside.”

This statement by Archbishop Makarios during the United Nations Se-
curity Council (UNSC) meeting on the afternoon of July 19, 1974, is still
well remembered.

It is highly informative to listen to Makarios himself recount the events
that led to the invasion.

“The military regime of Greece has callously violated the independence of Cy-
prus. Without a trace of respect for the democratic rights of the Cypriot people
and the independence and sovereignty of the Republic of Cyprus, the Greek
Junta has extended its dictatorship to Cyprus.”

“...documents came into the hands of the Cyprus police clearly proving that EO-
KA-B was an appendage of the Athens regime.”

“Funds were being remitted from Athens for the upkeep of this organization and
detailed directives regarding its actions were also given to it...”

“I do not know as yet all the details of the Cyprus crisis caused by the Greek
military regime. I am afraid that the number of casualties is large and that the
material destruction is heavy.”

“The coup did not come about under such circumstances as to be considered an
internal matter of the Greek Cypriots. It is clearly an invasion from out-
side, in flagrant violation of the independence and sovereignty of the Republic
of Cyprus.... and from its consequences the whole people of Cyprus suffers, both
Greeks and Turks.”

THE COUP OF THE GREEK JUNTA IS

CLEARLY AN INVASION FROM OUTSIDE.
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Actually, the invasion of Cyprus by Greece occurred concurrently
with violations of the treaties creating the Republic of Cyprus. UN re-
ports provide the best evidence on this. Some paragraphs of the reports
in question regarding the issue are as follows:

41. The UNFICYP observations have established that during the month
of July, the Cyprus Government imported large amounts of arms and
equipment which came in the main through Limassol Docks. In addi-
tion, an estimated 5,000 personnel entered the Island in the same way
presumably from Greece. It is believed that the imports of arms and
military equipment were in excess of 3,000 tons of freight which left
Limassol Docks in some 1,000 lorry-loads...(S8/5950, September 1964)

37. A great deal of additional material, however, much of it of strategic im-
portance, has been introduced through the new Port of Boghaz, some
sixteen miles north of Magusa (Famagusta). Unloading here and inland
transport has taken place without informing UNFICYP as required by
the 10 September 1964 agreement. (S/6228, March 1965)

24. To the effective total strength of Government armed forces must also
be added a substantial number of Greek officers and other categories of
military personnel from Greece - apart from the Greek National Con-
tingent - who are believed to be integrated into the National Guard.
(S/7191, March 1965)

19. ...UNFICYP has no precise information on the strength of Greek officers
and other categories of military personnel from Greece, who, since the
last report, have been confirmed - in public statements concerning the

command structure - as being members of the National Guard (ibid.,
para.24). (S/7350, June 1966)

22. A number of Greek military personnel of all ranks who are not members
of the Greek National Contingent continue to be present in the island.
They wear the uniform of the National Guard, and no precise informa-
tion as to their numbers is available to UNFICYP (S/7611, para. 24). It
is believed that the small Port of Boghaz, north of Magusa (Famagusta),
has been used on several occasions for the purpose of rotating these
Greek officers and men. (S/7969, Haziran 1967)

24. Earlier, on 11 July 1967, the House of Representatives passed a bill
designed to give legal status to the Greek army officers and men serv-
ing, hitherto covertly, with the National Guard in Cyprus. This new law
empowers the Council of Ministers to authorize the Commander of the
National Guard to appoint to the National Guard officers and men who
are not citizens of the Cyprus Republic. Under the new law, such officers
and men are answerable to the Commander of the National Guard for
administrative purposes but are not subject to trial by Cypriot military
tribunals for disciplinary offences. (S/8286, July 1967)
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“Printing materials” imported from Greece

Footage taken during a planned attack on a Turkish Cypriot village
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Later events proved that the number of these officers reached 2000. This
includes the 650 officers that Archbishop Makarios asked Greece to re-
call. These officers, with the assistance of the Greek National Contin-
gent, played an active role in the conspiracy against Archbishop Ma-
karios.

74. The Greek Cypriot government’s importation of arms and ammunition
in January is one of the primary causes of rising tensions between the
two communities. Although the Greek Cypriot administration stated
that this measure was not meant for the Turkish Cypriot community, it
raised concerns. (S/10664, May 1972)

21. The momentum of the Greek Cypriot National Guard training has in-
creased and more activity has been observed outside the normal train-
ing season; the efficiency, morale and personal state of readiness of the
National Guard has continued to improve. (S/11294, May 1974)

All these activities are in violation of the Security Council resolution
calling on the parties to refrain from any action that could worsen the
situation on the Island.

JULY 15, 1974, COUP D’ETAT BY GREEK OFFICERS WHO TRAINED AND
COMMANDED THE NATIONAL GUARD.

MAKARIOS: “THIS IS CLEARLY AN INVASION FROM OUTSIDE.”

THEREFORE, THE OPERATION OF THE TURKISH

ARMED FORCES IS NOT AN OCCUPATION BUT
RATHER A RESPONSE TO THE OCCUPATION.
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62 / WHO IS TO BLAME?

25.

The Greek military personnel in Cyprus to whom the new law
primarily applies are not part of the Greek National Contin-
gent and UNFICYP has no precise information about their
numbers or whereabouts, but they have been an important
element in the Government armed forces for some consider-
able time and are believed to be rotated through the small
Port of Boghaz, north of Magusa (Famagusta), where the
same pattern of secretive land and sea activity as in the past
has been observed by UNFICYP during the period covered by
this report (see S/7969, para. 22). (S/8286, December 1967)

Under its Treaty of Guarantee, Tirkiye was brought to

the verge of intervention by a similar covert Greek plan to
invade the Island that resulted in the November 1967 crisis.
The crisis was only averted by the withdrawal of Greek forces
from the Island and the recall of General Grivas.

25.

The repatriation of the Greek National Troops took place
between 8 December 1967 and 16 January 1968, in pursu-
ance of an agreement between Greece and Tiirkiye arrived
at in response to the Secretary-General’s appeals of 22 No-
vember, 24 November and 3 December 1967 (S/8248/Adds.3,
5 and 6. Since the responsibility for the repatriation opera-
tion was assumed at the time by the parties themselves and
did not, strictly speaking, come within the UNFICYP man-
date, UNFICYP undertook no independent observation in
this connexion. It was evident however that several thousand
Greek National troops had left the Island, taking with them
a considerable amount of equipment and vehicles, including
tanks. It is believed that most of the troops who were em-
barked came from formed units that were serving as part of
the Cyprus government’s armed forces. It is known however
that Greek National Army officers and men are still serving
individually in the National Guard and on the headquarters
staff, but UNFICYP has not been in a position to estimate
their number. (S/8446, March 1968)



NATIONAL GUARD
HEADQUARTERS
IN CYPRUS



MAKARIOS: “COUP D’ETAT BY GREEK
OFFICERS WHO TRAINED AND

COMMANDED THE NATIONAL GUARD.”

“THIS IS CLEARLY AN INVASION

FROM QUTSIDE.”
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HAVE YOU
HEARD
ABOUT THE
AKRITAS
PLAN?

It is the plan of a conspiracy to dissolve the Republic of Cyprus,
in pre-determined stages and methods, and to bring about the union of
Cyprus with Greece.

The plan was drawn up by the Greek Cypriot leadership in agree-
ment with Greek Army officers in 1963. It provides for the creation of
an underground army which, as explained in the “Plan” would suppress
any resistance by the Turks, most forcefully, and in the shortest possi-
ble time, and make the Greek Cypriots masters of the situation within
a day or two, before outside intervention would be possible, probable,
or justifiable.” The Plan was signed by “the Chief, Akritas”. It also ex-
plains the objective of the 13-point proposal put forward by Archbishop
Makarios for the revision of the Constitution. This top secret document
was first published by a local Greek newspaper, “PATRIS”, on 21 April
1966, with the professed intention of exposing the mishandling of the
Greek Cypriot “national cause” by Archbishop Makarios. In a series of
articles published subsequently by the same paper, it was disclosed that
Archbishop Makarios had assumed responsibility for the implementa-
tion of the plan and that he had appointed Polycarpos Yorgadjis, who
was the Minister of the Interior at the time, to be “the Chief Akritas”,
together with other top ranking Greek members of the government as
officers of the secret organization.

The Akritas Plan and the series of articles published on the mat-
ter were never denied, either by the Greek Cypriot Administration or
those who contributed to its preparation and development. Similarly,
the Greek authorities had never questioned the validity of this plan. In
1971, the President of the House of Representatives of the Greek Cypri-
ot administration, Glafcos Clerides, admitted in an interview with the
“Voice of Germany” correspondent that this plan existed. Even Arch-
bishop Makarios confirmed this in an interview with the newspaper Le
Monde on September 18, 1974.

Killer Sampson showcases the Turkish flag like a bounty
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WHO ARE THE AGGRESSORS?

Let’s hear an excerpt from Makarios’ speech at the UNSC meeting
on July 19, 1975:

“The alleged coup d’état was orchestrated by Greek military officers who
were members of the National Guard and held commanding positions within
it. It is important to note that the Greek contingent of 950 officers and enlisted
men serving in Cyprus under the Treaty of Alliance played a crucial role in the
attack on Cyprus. The airport outside the capital was captured by the officers
and serving men of the Greek troops stationed nearby the airport...”

This is neither the beginning nor the end of the story.

THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS IS THE ONLY
INDEPENDENT STATE IN THE WORLD WHERE

THE MAJORITY OF THE COMMUNITY
(THE GREEK CYPRIOT COMMUNITY) IS DOING
EVERYTHING TO DESTROY ITSELF.
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REFERRING TO THE AKRITAS PLAN, WE WILL DISCUSS

CERTAIN STATEMENTS MADE BY MAKARIOS ABOUT
ENOSIS SHOULD WE CHOOSE TO SERVE JUSTICE.
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“MYAMBITIONISTOCONNECT

MY NAME WITH HISTORY AS
THE ARCHITECT OF ENOSIS.”

“I take the Holy Oath that I shall work for the birth of our na-
tional freedom and shall never waiver from our policy of uniting
Cyprus to mother Greece.”

- Speech by Makarios on October 20, 1950, on the occasion
of his enthronement as Archbishop.

“It is true that the ambition of our struggle is annexing Cyprus
to Greece.”

- Interview published by “Uusi Suomi” in Stockholm on
September 5, 1963.

“If I have any ambition, it is to link my name with the annexation
of Cyprus to Greece, with the expansion of Greece’s boundaries up
to the shores of North Africa through the union of Cyprus. This is

ly ambition, for the realization of which I shall continue to
THE TRUTH: “THE Islgu(zgngle till death.”
AMBITION OF OUR - Interview on September 8, 1964, with Apoyevmatini.
“I want something higher than being a temporary President of
STRU G G LE IS Cyprus. My aim is to go down in history as the architect of ENOSIS.”
- Washington Post interview conducted on September 20,

ANNEXING CYPRUS 1964
TO GREECE.”

“I shall never violate my oath, and I shall never deviate from my
goal. I have desired Enosis, and I have never struggled for any-
thing else other than its achievement.”

- Interview with “Eleftheros Kosmos” and “Ta Simerina”
in Athens on August 19, 1970.
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“I ALWAYS SUPPORTED AND | CONTINUE
TO SUPPORT THE UNION OF CYPRUS WITH

GREECE.”

“I have stated my views on ENOSIS numerous times, and I do not believe they can
be interpreted in different ways. I always supported and I continue to sup-
port the Union of Cyprus with Greece.”

- Interview given to Mr. Leslie Payne from “Newsday” on July 17, 1972.
“I am, and always will be, in favour of Cyprus’s unification with Greece.”

- An interview with Karin Kaemmereit for the German weekly magazine
“Bunte Illustrierte” on April 19, 1973.
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THE UNION OF CYPRUS WITH GREECE
REQUIRES THE EXTERMINATION OF THE

TURKISH CYPRIOT COMMUNITY.
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“... Greek Cypriot fanatics appear to be bent on a policy of genocide...”
(Washington Post, February 17, 1964)

“... I saw the bodies of a mother and her three young children in a bathtub,
murdered just because their father was a Turkish army officer...”
(Max Clos, Le Figaro, January 25/26, 1964)

“... In Cyprus, terror continues. Right now, we are witnessing the exodus of
Turks. Thousands of people are abandoning their homes, lands, herds. Greek ter-
rorism is relentless. This time, Greek rhetoric and Platoss busts are insufficient to
conceal their barbaric and savage behaviours. At 16:30 in the afternoon, a curfew
was enforced in Turkish villages. As soon as the night fell, threats, shootings, and
arson attempts began. Following the Bloody Christmas massacre of a woman and
her children, it is nearly impossible to mount any type of resistance...”

(IT Giorno, January 14, 1964)

“...I witnessed these heinous deeds firsthand: Greek Cypriots burning Turkish
mosques and houses in the villages of Magusa (Famagusta). Defenceless, unarmed
Turkish villagers are living in a state of terrorism created by Greek Cypriot looters,
having abandoned their homes to live in tents in the forests. Greek Cypriots’ acts
are disgraceful for humanity. Those Turks who made it out alive fled to neigh-
bouring hills, where they could only watch helplessly as their homes were looted...”
(France-Soir, July 24, 1974)

In the small Turkish Cypriot Village of Athilar, 57 innocent people were mas-
sacred. The massacre happened on Monday, August 19, 1974. There were just three
survivors of the massacre. One of them, a Berber named Ali Hussein, saw and heard
everything from his hiding place: “The killers dug a deep pit, buried the corpses
there, and then bulldozed it to close it. The pit containing the dismembered corps-
es was opened in the presence of journalists and UNFICYP.” On the morning of
Wednesday, August 14, 1974, Greek Cypriot weapons attacked 100 Turks in Mu-
rataga Village. Among them were newborns, women, and the elderly.

On September 1, 1974, the whole world witnessed the horror and pain of the
massacre. The Greek Cypriots repeated the same massacre in the Village of San-
dalli. The Turks were besieged, taken to Murataga Village, massacred, and thrown
into a mass grave. A bulldozer ran over them and took care of the rest. Just like in
the Village of Atlilar, corpses were dismembered: arms, legs, and heads! Everything
was a mess.

Journalists and UNFICYP were present as witnesses when the pit was re-
opened.
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72 / WHO IS TO BLAME?

OTHER REPORTS:
July 23, 1974: United Press International news report:

“A large crowd was standing in the Limassol prison yard, with
many children crying. A little Turkish girl was crying in her moth-
er’s arms. A Greek soldier warned the girl’s mother, “Tell her to
shut up or we will kill her.” The mother begged and said there was
nothing she could do, but the soldier shot the baby.”

The eyewitness added:

“Greek Cypriots killed many children and women in Li-
massol. I saw the corpses of 20 children in the streets. The
wounded were groaning. Greek Cypriot soldiers waited like
vultures to enter the houses and murder the women.”



o/ INNOCENT PEOPLE
WERE MASSACRED IN THE
SMALL TURKISH CYPRIOT

VILLAGE OF ATLILAR.
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July 30, 1974: The Washington Post reported: “In Alaminos Village
near Larnaca, 14 Turks between the ages of 25 and 53 have been killed
and buried in the earth by a bulldozer.”

August 19, 1974: According to UNFICYP reports, “Among the Turks
killed by the Greeks was a three-year-old child named Rahmi Salih. His
body was pierced with 30-40 bullets.”

July 23, 1974: According to the Washington Post, “... In a Greek Cypriot
raid on a small Turkish village near Limassol 36 people out of a population of
200 were killed. The Greek Cypriots said that they had been given orders to kill

the inhabitants of the Turkish villages before the Turkish Armed Forces (TAF)
arrived.

July 23, 1974: According to Radio Belgrade, “The Greeks have reacted
treacherously to the Turks’ humanitarian stance in Cyprus. Greek Cypriots
open fire on civilians, particularly in places where foreigners are present. Using
hospitals and hotels as headquarters, they are attempting to provoke the Turks
and humiliate them in front of the international community.”
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July 30, 1974: Ms. Ingrid Hebil, a German tourist,
gave an interview to a newspaper, which was broadcast
on Voice of Germany, saying, “The human mind fails to
comprehend the Greek Cypriot massacres. In the villages
around Magusa (Famagusta), the Greek Cypriot National
Guard has displayed unsurpassed examples of violence.
Entering Turks’ homes, they rained bullets on women and
children. They slashed the throats of many Turks. They
rounded up Turkish women and raped them all.”
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Neither rain nor cold are an impediment. Life continues in tents.

Life in caves and tents.
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The refugee problem is not new in Cyprus.

This problem first surfaced in 1958, when EOKA terrorists used armed
attacks to force hundreds of Turkish Cypriots to abandon their bicommunal vil-
lages.

In 1963, 103 Turkish villages were attacked and looted, displacing 25,000
Turks within five weeks and forcing them to spend five consecutive winters in
tents.

Greek Cypriot leaders mocked the Turkish refugee problem, stating that it
was contrived purposefully to divide the Island.

However, UN Secretary-General M.U. Thant stated in his report S/8286
dated December 8, 1967, that “when the disturbances broke out in December
1963 and continued during the first part of 1964, thousands of Turkish Cypriots
fled their homes, taking with them only what they could drive or carry. They
sought refuge in safer villages and areas.”

25,000 Turks residing in 103 villages had their homes, belongings, shops,
orchards, and farms looted and destroyed by their Greek Cypriot neighbours.
Losses and damages totalled hundreds of millions of pounds. For 11 years, all
efforts to resettle refugees in their homes and villages have failed due to the
obstructionist policy of the Greek Cypriot side. The Greek Cypriots openly said
that they would not allow refugees to return to their villages (some of which they
designated as “danger zones”) until there was a permanent solution. They even
prevented the UN from being more active in refugee resettlement.

Thus, on July 20, 1974, the day of the intervention, all 25,000 Turkish ref-
ugees remained homeless.
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Greek Cypriot officials insistently claimed that Turkish Cypriot refugees
desired to return to their villages, but Turkish Cypriot officials were preventing
this in order to pave the way for a future division plan. Apart from the UN Secre-
tary-General’s reports, the Turkish Cypriots themselves provided the strongest
refutation of this false claim, stating that they no longer wanted to live with
Greek Cypriots in the Greek Cypriot part of the south and migrated north, leav-
ing only 127 Turkish Cypriots in the Island’s south.

Thus, Turkish Cypriots demonstrated that a significant portion of their
population became refugees three times in the last 20 years. Only in 1974 did
Greek Cypriots become a part of the never-ending refugee crisis that Turkish
Cypriots faced for 11 years.
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They alleged that 200,000 Greek Cypriot refugees were living in deplorable
conditions. In reality, only 13,000 refugees lived in tents.! The Greek Cypriot
authorities consistently overstated the number of displaced Greek Cypriots for
propaganda purposes.

According to Greek Cypriot sources, the number of Greek Cypriots living
in the area now controlled by the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus was around
120,000. About 10,000 of this number still lived in the Turkish part of the is-
land today. Therefore, the number of Greek Cypriots displaced could not exceed
110,000.

This is supported by the Greek Cypriot Attorney General Criton Tornari-
tis’ report, “Legal Aspects of the Problem of Refugees in Cyprus.”

The report includes the following statements:

“... The Turkish Cypriot side claims an area of 1,075.20 square miles with a
total population of 183,859 (the overall area of Cyprus is 3,572 square miles, and
the 1960 census tallied 577,625 inhabitants). Of these 183,859 persons, 128,563
are Greek Cypriots and 55,296 are Turkish Cypriots, making up 69.92% Greek
Cypriots and 30.08% Turkish Cypriots.”

Papageorgiou, Secretary General of the Greek Cypriot Refugees Committee, confirmed in a statement dated

October 13, 1975, that the number of refugees still living in tents did not exceed 18,000.
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THE DAYS OF STRUGGLE, SUFFERING

AND HARDSHIP OF TURKISH CYPRIOTS
BETWEEN 1963 AND 1974

UN REPORTS DETAILING DAYS OF STRUGGLE, SUFFERING AND
HARDSHIP ARE THOUGHT-PROVOKING. SOME PARAGRAPHS OF THE
REPORTS IN QUESTION REGARDING THE ISSUE ARE AS FOLLOWS:

180. The United Nations Peacekeeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP) carried
out a detailed survey of all damage to properties throughout the Island
during the disturbances, including the Tylliria fighting. It shows that
in 109 villages, most of them Turkish Cypriot or mixed villages, 527
houses have been destroyed, while 2,000 others have suffered damage
from looting. In Ktima, 38 houses and shops have been destroyed totally
and 122 partially. In the Omorphita Suburb (current name Kaymakl:
Neighbourhood), 50 houses have been totally destroyed, while a further
240 have been partially destroyed there and in adjacent suburbs.

(S/5950 September 1964)

190. In addition to losses incurred in agriculture and in industry during the
first part of the year, the Turkish community had lost other sources of
its income, including the salaries of over 4,000 people who were em-
ployed by the government of Cyprus and by public and private concerns
located in the Greek Cypriot zones. The trade of the Turkish community
had considerably declined during the period due to the existing situ-
ation, and unemployment reached a very high level as approximately
25,000 Turkish Cypriots had become refugees. Expenditure of the Turk-
ish Communal Chamber on development and other projects, as well as
other expenditure, had dropped considerably as a yearly subsidy for-
merly received from the government had ceased to be granted in 1964.
Furthermore, a large part of its remaining resources had to be used for
unemployment relief and other forms of compensation, as approximately
half of the population came to be on relief. In accordance with figures
published by the Turkish Cypriot Communal Chamber, the number of
persons receiving some kind of assistance from the Red Crescent relief
amounted to about 56,000, including 25,000 displaced persons, 23,500
unemployed, 7,500 dependents of missing persons, disabled and others.

(S/5950 September 1964)

80 / WHO IS TO BLAME?



161

192.

48.

67.

In September 1965 the Turkish Cypriot leadership drew the attention of UN-
FICYP to the general question of housing for refugees. In a letter dated Sep-
tember 18, 1965, addressed to my special representative, the Vice President
of the Turkish Communal Chamber stated that a housing construction proj-
ect was being prepared to provide refugee families with better housing where
they currently live and that most of the necessary materials would be provid-
ed by the Turkish Government in order to prevent the refugees from endur-
ing a third winter in various shelters that were impractical, unhygienic and
often overcrowded. However, because Turkish Cypriots were refused access
to building materials, UNFICYP’s support was sought to make the Greek
Cypriot authorities lift the embargo upon their arrival. The Vice President
of the Turkish Communal Chamber further noted that the UNFICYP might
conduct inspections to guarantee that the materials required for the house
construction project are only used for that purpose.

(S/7001 December 1965)

The question of supplying the Turkish Cypriots with building materials for
improving the accommodation of the refugees was repeatedly taken up by
UNFICYP with the highest authorities of the Republic (Greek Cypriot), both
as part of the general problem of the maintenance, repair and construction of
houses and buildings in Turkish Cypriot areas (see parag. 125) and as a sep-
arate and special problem. Whatever the approach to the problem, the Gov-
ernment did not approve the release of building materials for the refugees...

(S/1001 December 1965)

No progress has been made towards solving the general problem of Turkish
Cypriot displaced persons. The request for resettlement of the Turkish Cypri-
ot Village of Vroisha (current name Yagmuralan) in Lefka district (S/10664,
para. 51), has been rejected by the Government on the basis that it would be
economically unsound for the villagers. In response, Turkish Cypriot leaders
have called for the village to be rebuilt elsewhere and at the time of writing
this report, the government is still considering the matter...

(S/10842 December 1972)

Practically no progress has been made during the period under review to-
wards a solution to the problem of the Turkish Cypriot displaced persons
(S/10842, para. 48). There have been no negotiations on the general question
for two years, but from time to time, efforts are made to resettle abandoned
villages...

(S/10940 May 1973)
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AFTER 9 YEARS OF STRUGGLE, SUFFERING AND HARDSHIP,
HOW DID “TURKISH CYPRIOT REFUGEES” BECOME
“DISPLACED PERSONS?” OR SHOULD WE ALSO CALL GREEK

CYPRIOT REFUGEES “DISPLACED PERSONS?”

WHAT ARE THE RULES OF THE GAME?
EQUALITY OR DISCRIMINATION?

“On the other hand, the freedom of movement of Turkish Cypriots in the areas
under the control of the Government (Greek Cypriot), has in practice been rest-
ricted in those areas by reason of excessive checks and searches and of many
unnecessary obstructions put in their way by the Government police at check
points, as well as ‘by the feeling of insecurity and the fear of arrest or abducti-
on.” These statements were contained in the UN Secretary-General’s report of
September 1964 (Ref. S/5950, para. 103).
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WHAT IS THE SCOPE OF THE RESTRICTIONS ON THE FREEDOM

OF MOVEMENT OF THE TURKISH CYPRIOT COMMUNITY?

The most reliable sources of information are always the UNSC’s official docu-
ments.

595. The situation regarding the Hala Sultan Tekke mosque, which I stated
in my last report (S/7969, para. 74) was one of the sources of tension at
Larnaca, is still the subject of complaints by the Turkish Cypriots. Al-
though the National Guard have moved their posts a little way from the
mosque, Turkish Cypriots wishing to visit the shrine still have to pass
close to the National Guard, who keep the mosque and its grounds un-
der close scrutiny. The Turkish Cypriot leadership therefore maintains
that there is still not complete freedom of access to this Moslem shrine.

(S/8286 December 1967)

87. Early on 31 October 1967, Mr. Rauf Denktas, the Turkish Cypriot Pres-
ident of the Cyprus Turkish Communal Chamber, who had been living
in Tirkiye since 1964, attempted to enter Cyprus secretly by sea and
was apprehended shortly after he had landed, together with two other
Turkish Cypriots who had accompanied him from Tirkiye.

88. Mr. Denktas, who had left Cyprus at the beginning of 1964 and was
subsequently heard by the Security Council on the question of Cyprus
has always contended that he is the victim of de facto banishment by the
Cyprus Government.

(S/8286 December 1967)

100. The government severely restricted the Turkish Cypriot population’s
freedom of movement by closing the Turkish quarter of Nicosia for three
days on June 1 and prohibiting Turkish Cypriots from entering and
leaving it.

(8/7530, June 1966)
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108.

49.

50.

As far as foreign travel is concerned, the situation for Turkish Cypriots
has undergone little change in the period under review. Turkish Cypri-
ots are as free to leave the Island as Greek Cypriots, but the ban on the
return of Turkish Cypriot students from Tiirkiye continues to be enfor-
ced. In practice, any young Turkish Cypriot who goes to Tiirkiye even for
a short time may experience serious difficulties in re-entering Cyprus.

(S/8286 December 1967)

... Turkish Cypriots, compelled for economic reasons to undertake jour-
neys between the towns and outlying villages, are subjected to checks
and searches by Greek Cypriot policemen and have little confidence as
regards their personal safety.

The fear and mistrust that followed the disappearance of the thirty-two
Turkish Cypriot hostages after the incident in Magusa (Famagusta) on
11 May brought all Turkish Cypriot road movement to a halt. Since
then, the only major movement undertaken by the Turkish Cypriot com-
munity has been under UNFICYP escort...

(S/5764 June 1964)
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THE SUPPLIES SENT BY TURKIYE THROUGH THE RED CROSS FOR

DISTRIBUTION BY THE TURKISH CYPRIOT COMMUNAL CHAMBER
WERE NOT EXEMPT FROM THESE RESTRICTIONS.

When the ship arrived on July 15, 1964, obstructions were placed on its unloading
by the government.

192. Only after a series of negotiations initiated by UNFICYP did the Gov-
ernment authorize the free importation of some of the supplies brought
in, while duty had to be paid on others. The remaining items were not
allowed to enter the country at all, because they were considered as stra-
tegic materials, or were items produced in the country under subsidy. As
the Turkish Cypriot community refused to pay duty on relief supplies,
the only supplies unloaded were those which were exempt from duty. As
a result, only 390 tons out of a cargo of 900 tons could be unloaded. The
Government also insisted on control over the distribution over relief sup-
plies. Persistent representations made to the Government by UNFICYP
and the International Committee of the Red Cross were unsuccessful. In
spite of UNFICYP’s effort to escort Red Crescent convoys carrying relief
supplies throughout the country, obstructions were frequently placed on
the movement of those convoys.

(S/5950 September 1964)
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RESTRICTIONS ON THE DISTRIBUTION OF FOOD AND OTHER

RELIEF ITEMS WERE PART OF THE DAILY ROUTINE OF TURKISH
CYPRIOTS.

203. ... on 3 September, 1974 a supply of fresh meat and cheese in authorized
quantities was prevented by Cypriot forces from entering the Turkish
Cypriot sector of Nicosia, in violation of the understanding... The gov-
ernment decided on 5 September to add the Turkish Cypriot sectors of
Magusa (Famagusta) and Larnaca to the list of restricted areas.

205. ... Although no cases of starvation have been noted in the Turkish-Cypri-
ot areas, serious inconveniences have been caused to the people subjected
to these restrictions and in some cases conditions have reached the hard-
ship stage.

22. ... THE CONCLUSION SEEMS WARRANTED THAT THE ECONOM-
IC RESTRICTIONS BEING IMPOSED AGAINST THE TURKISH
COMMUNITIES IN CYPRUS, WHICH IN SOME INSTANCES HAVE
BEEN SO SEVERE AS TO AMOUNT TO VERITABLE SIEGE, INDI-
CATE THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF CYPRUS SEEKS TO FORCE A
POTENTIAL SOLUTION BY ECONOMIC PRESSURE AS A SUBSTI-
TUTE FOR MILITARY ACTION.

(S/5950 September 1964)

111. .. There are still 31 items on the official list of banned substances. How-
ever, the majority of these are for civilian use, such as construction ma-
terials and auto spare parts. In addition, items that are not on the of-
ficial lists but fall into similar categories are frequently confiscated at
Greek Cypriot police checkpoints, resulting in complaints.

(S/7350 June 1966)
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As if the Greek Cypriot Administration’s economic blockade was
not enough, the Turkish community faced bullying and baseless accu-
sations. Like the accusations in the newspapers about the destruction
of churches...

The report of the International Council of Churches of February 19, 1975,
was the most appropriate response to these accusations:

The authorities have once again taken the necessary steps to guarantee
that Father Peter Cowen, a member of the Office of the Middle East Council of
Churches and the International Council of Churches, is able to travel to any
location in the northern region of the Island.” They saw many mosques being re-
built and visited many churches. The Church of St. Savior in Tatlisu (Akanthou)
and the Monastery of St. Barnabas near Magusa (Famagusta) remain intact.
The elderly monks at this monastery receive regular visits and assistance from
the Red Cross. The Mufti has offered assistance in reopening the electricity grid
and sending the icons made by the monks, which have been paid for, to foreign
tourists.

In addition to the valuable icon collection, the Tremetusha workshop is un-
der the authorities’ control. The Turkish commander of the region stated that he
is aware of the “heritage of humanity” represented by these icons and is willing
to accept and adopt any expert advice in order to preserve these highly valued
icons.

During a visit to the landmark Aheropiitou Church in Lambusa, near
Lapithos, which has been the focus of recent media allegations regarding church
destruction, members of the delegation discovered two chapels that have survived
intact: IT IS IMPOSSIBLE TO UNDERSTAND HOW THESE ALLEGATIONS
COULD HAVE BEEN MADE. A visit to Girne (Kyrenia) Castle confirmed that
the icons are carefully stored and will soon be on public display.
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On the other hand, excerpts from Dr. John B. Taylor’s December 1974 re-
port, Deputy Director of the International Council of Churches, provide suffi-
cient information on how the Greeks treated Turkish Cypriot sacred sites.

“We spotted two mosques in the Lapithos Village. The mosque, one of
which had been abandoned and damaged since 1963, was struck again in 1974
by gunfire from Greeks fleeing to the sea. It appears that the mosque was largely
neglected during the Greek occupation. ENOSIS and HELLAS were written in
red letters on the minaret of the nearby mosque, which was open. Although the
names had been crossed out, they could still be read clearly...”

“G. Pelaghias, Acting Director General of the Greek Cypriot Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, acknowledges and expresses profound regret that Muslim refu-
gees in Limassol have recently been subjected to mistreatment, such as having
their prayers interrupted or being forced to eat or even drink urine during Ra-
madan...”

“When we arrived at the Larnaca Mosque in the Turkish neighbourhood,
which was now under the control of UN forces and had been heavily bombarded,
nearly demolished, and abandoned, we were met with a very unfortunate scene.
The main door was locked but when we entered through an open hole, we discov-
ered that the interior of the mosque was in utter chaos.”
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The SO-CALLED LOST GREEK CYPRIOTS are another topic of discussion.

Despite the fact that all detainees had been exchanged, the Greek Cypriots were
demanding an ongoing search for those who were allegedly missing on Turkish territory.

This amnesia among Greek Cypriots is once again the source of this discussion.
Many Greek Cypriots are believed to have died during the coup, which was staged by
a squad of mercenaries led by Nicos Sampson 2, a professional murderer.

As Archbishop Makarios indicated in his July 19, 1974, address to the Security
Council, “the coup d’état resulted in countless casualties and bloodshed.”

The Archbishop’s comments came after Xenon Rossides, the Greek Cypriot Repre-
sentative to the UN, called for an end to the conflicts.

“Whatever the details may be, whether the blame should be put on A or B, the
fighting must be stopped. That is the first and paramount duty of the Security Council
when it meets in a situation where fighting is still going on. And fighting is continuing
in Cyprus. The latest reports are that tanks are moving towards Paphos, where there is
strong resistance. We anticipate more bloodshed and fighting today, with great sacrifice
of life.”

(Security Council, July 16, 1974)
(S/PV. 1779)

In fact, on December 18, 1974, the Greek Cypriot newspaper “Ta Nea” published
an account of the horrors of the coup based on the remarks of religious leader Papatses-
to, who spoke with Archbishop Makarios upon his return to Nicosia.

Here’s how the events unfolded:

“During the coup, we buried many people who were still alive. The new cemetery
in Nicosia had five enormous 7-meter graves. 22 bodies were laying nearby. A member
of the EOKA approached and ordered a larger grave to be dug. The digging was finished
in three hours. 54 National Guardsmen, police officers, and others were buried there.
Afterwards, 75 people were buried here, including a baby, a young girl, and several
truckloads of troops and police officers.”

“Another 17 bodies were buried in a similar grave in Lakadamia. They were trans-
ported in plastic bags on a truck.”

This shows that Greek Cypriots have a good idea of where the missing people are.
The Greek administration should question assassin Sampson about the fate of these
people.

* Sampson led the EOKA Murder Mile in Nicosia. In his memoirs, published in his own newspaper, Makhi, he boasted about
killing 27 people. He shot all of his victims in the back.
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SHOULD WE TURN BACK THE CLOCK SO THAT THESE FIGHTS CAN
BEGIN AGAIN? NO, WE CAN'T TURN BACK THE CLOCK. A NEW

SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM MUST, THEREFORE, BE FOUND.

Given current circumstances and previous bitter experiences, this solution
should be founded on the following principles:

1. The representatives of the two communities should continue the negoti-
ations initiated in accordance with General Assembly Resolution 3212,
which recommends continuing negotiations between the Greek Cypriot
and Turkish Cypriot communities to settle the problem. Any attempt to
undermine the representatives of the two communities’ right to nego-
tiate on equal terms or to cast doubt on the participants’ sincerity will
render these negotiations impossible to continue.

2. The final phase of the Cyprus conflict began with an externally spon-
sored coup d’état aimed at ending Cyprus’ independence, territorial in-
tegrity, and sovereignty. The island’s non-alignment policy should be
preserved because it benefits both communities while also contributing
to Eastern Mediterranean peace and stability.

3. The Constitution of Cyprus should envisage a bi-zonal federation. To
foster cooperation based on mutual trust and security, practical details
must consider the island’s economic realities as well as the needs of
both communities.

4. Both communities should have equal rights to engage in the federal
government. Federal institutions must be established to safeguard the
Constitution and ensure political and economic equality between the
two communities.

If such a solution can be reached, Tiirkiye will be willing to withdraw the
troops it feels obligated to send to Cyprus under treaty obligations, following
the threat to the independence of Cyprus and even the survival of the Turkish
community.

In fact, Tirkiye has already decreased the number of troops on the island
to the extent possible without jeopardising the security of the Turkish commu-
nity. Turkiye will always contribute to the region’s efforts to maintain peace
and strive for a fair and balanced conflict resolution in accordance with the UN
Charter. The Turkish side has once again extended an olive branch to the Greek
side.

If this well-intended gesture does not elicit a positive response, WHO
SHOULD WE BLAME FOR THE CYPRUS ISSUE?

THE PRESENT CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE PAST / 93









SUG KIMDE?

BUGUN GECMISTEN AYRI DUSUNULEMEZ

WHO IS TO BLAME?

THE PRESENT CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE PAST

’/ /// RBASK w\\\/\
j%%
o\ 5
X ‘,:'1*\1’{5*//7






