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The Chairma11 rec<.·.llec' that, at; their 265th meeting, the Dem.cties 
had taJ:mnnote of t;w intention of the Turkish government to 
present on 17 T'lc'\'f 19?7 a Mcnoorial on this matter. He tho.nkcd the 
Re:Jresenta:i;ive of Turkey for having handed over on the set elate 
the lengtly r-Iemorial contained in Cl1 ( 77) ll?. 

In re•1ly to a question by the Chairman, the Representatives of 
Greece. ancl_ 9YJF2,-':Il. as1wd for their interventions to be re>ro<l.uced 
verbatim in ·the conclusions. 

The Re:oresentetti ve oX _Turke;y made the follmving statement;: 

"l"'r Chairman , as agreed, the Turkish government prepared a 
report enti tlecl 'I1emorial by the government of the Turkish 
Republic on 'che question of human rights in Cyprus' an.cJ. 
instructed me to ,,resent it to you on the date set by t;w 
Committee oZ llinisters. 

You very courteousl~· received me on 17 May 1977 at 6 t1m, <mcJ. 
I presented you 1·1itl1 a Hemorial on that occasion. 

In February, when I requested the Committee of Ministers to 
allow at lc8.st three months for the nreparation of the Hemorial, 
the Turkish generetl elections were schectuled for October 19?'?. 
'l'he Turkish govermnent later decided to hold the electionD early 
and to orga::J.ise them on 5 June 1977. Practically SJ?eakine;, 
therefore, the re:Jor-1; is the work of an outgoing government 
which h2.s n01·1 ·· in ,1resenting it to the Committee of ~Tinisters ·· 
given a further exmrrole of conscientiousness and loyalt~r ·i;oHards 
the Conncil of :~tcro·,,e. 

Some :cJeo;Jle 111ill )erhaps find the Memorial rather long, but it 
is also acctcra:l;e am: uncompromising, both on the defensive r1.ncl 
on the offensive; it is not one-sided but is, on ·i;he con:i;rary, 
objective and com,>rehensive, and describes both sides of ·t;ho 
existing probl emr; o 

The Memorial, 're··w.red ,Jartly in Ankara and oartly in Cy·Jl'US 1-.ri th 
the co-o··>eration of lawyers and technicians, is not an a,J·Jlication 
for enquiry ,,roceecli11gs, but a :frank explanation anc;. a statement 
in Turkey's cl.efencc. 

Conseq;_'_G~~,_t-~.-- · ~ t::1c Lk~Ir<ri:d. cn.rmo·:~ l)(; B2icl to in:~.ril1(je ,~:..::~-.. -
proceclnral or other regulations. It speaks with imoartiality 
of the past, discusses the present realistically and envisages 
the future in 2. constructive frame of mind. 

It md!.. - , -~-:_-) __ ...:;:(·· __ c·:;ivc.: ~,,~~-C.:n c"~iscussi:ng 
conclhsions an<:. accus2.tions, but is surely 
long· -term solntionro to be found. 
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l'1r Chairma"L, the IleJTlorial of the Turkish Sovernment on tho 
question o::· ~Iuma'l Riglrt;s in Cy(Jrus contains ll chanters an.c .. 
20 an:aexos, tho lirst two of which are of crucial iillJortc-.nco; 
the other amexes consist of official documoilt.s as exru;ules of 
evidence in support o:o the assertions made in the I1emorial; 
further excJWlles may be added at any time during the cleb2:co o 

The chapters of t:;:_le llemorial are as follows: 

L Introc~1.:ctio: .. 1 

II 0 Briel his"corical survey of tho Cyprus question 

IIL J~egal oosel"VL'_tioi1S on the acillssibility of the a::JDlico.tion 
submitted by tho Greek Cyoriot Administration 

IV 0 Tvrke~r' ~~ a-Gti cuc:.e during the admissibility ste.ge 

Vo Turkey's lego.l observations on tho Commission's 
aclmi~;sibilit=r c~_ecision 

VL ''ogal observrrl:ioc1s by Turkey on the re:1ort of tho 
Commi8sior:: 

VIL Goner2.l remarlcc concerning the Jrocedure and practice 
adoptecl b2,- the Commission 

VIILHemarks conceL'ni:1g the investigation and errors of 
judgemeut on tho ;1art of the Commis.sion 

IX. Violation of tho Human Rights of Turkish CyQriots by 
the G:.."eok Cy·Jriot Administration 

Xo StancJ:•1oint of the Turkish government on the allegatiOi1.S 
contained in Part II of the Commission 1 s report 

XI.. Conclu~Jion 

JVJy govormnent 1 s •J1E'~_,or3e in placing special em•Jhasis on Cha·)ters 3, 
4 ancl_ 5 1·1hich deal 1·ri th the legal aspects of the procedure .C'ollowecl 
by the Commissiol1, ir.3 to show the Connittee, by means m· c:.etailecl 
ex:-9lanationn ~ the reo .. sons for its uncom~promising ru1d resolute 
attitude before the Commissiono 

Annex I to the Memorial is the historical section and o.escribes 
the backgrou:Jcl to the events in detail 0 

Annex 2 to tho I1emorial concerns the written observatiom; o i 
l'1r Rau:.:· llenl{to.s ., Presic1.ent of the Turkish v'ederatecl. State o .• ~ 
Cy,)rus, on tho Commission 1 s report o 
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l"'r Chair-wo.n, I tClJ:o tbis ongortunity to thank and congrc•.Clclv:te 
the Secl'etariCl.t o_;_-- ·i;lle Cmwcil of Europe for the zealous \IC\;)' 

in which it has rlre,)ared the texts of our Memorial in both 
languages in rocorce- time. As you can see, our Secretari[o.l; ca_n 
do the ii:.1!_)o:::siblo Hb.en it wishes" This is an encouraging .sign 
for the future. 

The tex·i;s have boon in 3'0Ur possession for two da;ys. Please 
reacl them 1-li-ch the c'_t·t;ention they deserve, after which you uill, 
I am sure, Hish to have them examined by your governments. 

I do not L1.tenr1_ at thi.s stage of the proceedings to a·i;tempt c, 

summary of tho contents of the various cha•)ters of the Homorial. 
The Hemorii'.l so.ys '.That it has to say, and says it very clearly. 
I do not \Ja'tt to run the risk of giving you the imprcssioil that 
I attach mOl'e importance to some chapters than to others, as 
this is no·c ·che case. One cannot summarise a long legal am~ 
technical ro 'OFc ui'~llout running some risk. Nor do I Hish 'co 
make any ,Jersono.l comments on <LTJ.Y of the sections of the 
Memorial. 

1-Jhen your gove:e:nments have examined these texts and you are 
rea<'\Y to begin considering the details of the report, I shall 
be very ha,TtJY to CO· -o Jerate with you, I hope that a 
government 11ill, mca:•Mhile, have been formed in Anlmra a:i:te:o: 
the e.lectiom; of 5 Jtme, and that I shall have its instructions. 
I shall than hear your observations and be able to ansi"/Or ;your 
questions uith better authority and greater confidence." 
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"I :1ave carefully rc2d ·::l-..2 LeL~ori.al sub-e:i t·,':ed by the Turkis:1 Governr·.;e:-tt 
on 17 :.:ay 1?77, only a :~m"T ~JL-~utes before the D::piry of tl1e titile liL·.i·:: 
crnntecl by l:~~is Cm~ .. hlittee.. I have also listened ~lith erea·:.: interes:: 
to t;1e oral stnter_~.ent Oy t_:le Perc:.~n.ent Repr'2senta::ive of Turkey today. 

Fir~t of all I t-rish to coneratulate the ::::ecre:.:ariat for doing e'reryt;_~irq;; 
possible .'=or the circula·t.:ion of ·t:he LierD.or:tc:.l ar~:o-.."!8 cleleea·;::ions and 
for ·;:he e:::peclitious r;wy in vr:1ic:1 tl1cy ha·1e tra:.'lsla·Led and produced 
a docU:."..•3l:t. of sue:-" ler~c;t.:!. In doing so ·::1e 82cretariat has follovJed 
-:.:he instructions eivei.1 t.o it by this Cor."1t~iti:e.e of t~inisters. 

Ly stater:1eat of ~oday is an interi:: reply to the Turkish I-~e·(ii.Orial; 
it is a ::irst reactior.~ I·;: is r.~nde in order ·::ha·~.: the v2rious GoV"errr,:.e:1"l:S 
r::a7 ~lave ·::he oppor·i:unity to consider and uein:-. t~:e Liecorial in cor.junction 
vit:~ LY present stater.1e::·::. 1 e::rpect to ·be able in a fevJ clays to sub-c,i-:: 
a written ai.1d "£.~:ore cor::prellcasi·vc reply~~" 

The Ler;.orial that tl"e T'..l:r!ds~;, Gover~1I;le.l:..t, as presen·Led, ~1as the follo-w"i.;.1e 
title: ntlmaorial by ·::he Gover;u:.'.er.t of tl1-2 Tur!::ish Republic on ·t:le 
c;,uestior.. cf HULLttn Rigl'lto in Cyprus11 • Tl:is ·.:itlc. is partly -::rue .. 
For c:-~e subject r:.atte.r o~ this Co:.n.::"tittee'3 del:i.Je.ratim:s is the Report 
of t.:-~2 I·Zum.an Ric:1ts Cur.::-~d.s.sim:. in Applice::ions l!os. 6730/74 and 6950/7!:: 
filed ~J:.~ Cyprus v Tur!::e:;.r. Co:.1sequently -:.:he title g:i..vsn by the Turkis~:. 
Govern.::.te·~1t to t:1is L:eLorial s:-10uld :~ave bse:-.. 11 i~erc:.orial of 1::1e Govcrrn:,~c.!"'~t 

of t~:e Turlds~1 Republic. oa th-3 Report of ·:::1e ilttr~1an Riehts Cotl':r~lission 

in Applica·i:io~:ls Hos 6700/71:. and 6950/75 ::ilecl b~:r Cyprus v Turlceyt. 
Of course the Turkisb Go7er:lr:~~:1t can choose ·;:~1~ i:itle of its O't<m Lcuorial 
but it is r..:y duty to drau ::!.1e Co<:.J.,_ittee's E:.··.:tention to t~1is iElportant 
point. T:~e Turkish Gove::-m,,c·n.~ :-..an to -z ;ake U::> its ·._ incl and infon.:. 
the Cm . ..::~Jit·::ee t:-l-,ether 'i.:~lC sub._-:is:::;ion of ::u~i= Le~;.torial is indicative 
of their i:1.tention to co ... operate in the deli~JG:rations of t:i.is Corr~:.ittae 
to ad~·,:inister justice and .Zi:1d out ti-le trtr:::·~ c:-. ti.1e bc2sis e.nd vdthi:'l 
the fra:.J.:.euorlc. of t~1e Co~:::.::lic:::;ion's Report~ !~5 ~::1is is not the case 
then the Turkish GovernL~en·:: sl1ould e~:plair~ ·.:.:c ·::he Cm.·mittee of Einisters 
~he £ra;,-.; .. c ir1 \·-~hich -;:he;" pl2C·3 their i:;.tei:1tia:.1 of. co-opGrating at this 
stage hy S'lbE~ittlne t~1e 1~m:orial \<ri1ic:: is OeZore us. It is clear 
~0 every:,ody prasent of r.o:Jrse :':.~:12t :::or ::;·:=_a·::eL"l..311tS r:.ade OY l:·6t.J.Orials 
subr::itted ·:.:o be relevar!·;: ·::1:ey -~ . .-_ust be b2sed c::. t~1e subject r;~a tter 
of this Co:·,-:ir!.i ~tee 1 s c~eli'~JeTa ~ions ie ~:1e Report of t~~e r:unan Rights 
Cor~1Etisnioa. ;,!hatever in ou::sic.le ::l1e ~eport ~ar.:.not be considered rele··:_rnnt.,. 
Alleeations "t:rhic:·L ha·'J2 :..ot Oee<.: t:1e sub5ec·: oi t~1e Ccri::rrt.ission's deliberations, 

scrutiny nr:d iE~partial anC. objective juda::._,::;nt. nrc not relevar,t 2or 
·the purpose of 1:~1is Co~·.:r:~it-:: .. :.s's dclibera·c.ions. 

3ECi:ET 
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I suppose ~hat. severnl cleleca::.ions L·ay r..o-:: :,.ave 1. anaeed so Ear to 
go throug~1 the L~eEori~l in ;~~uestion. nu~: if one looks at t~1e T2ble 
of Contants or or~c. reads ::~13 Conclusions i.~1. C~::aptcr 1~1 it 1-Jould b~ 
sufficiel-:.·c. to forr.: an :.:~-:presnion of ~-~1a~ it is all abouto 

Let us -;:a:~e the T,.ble o;;: Con-tents. I 'i: co:~tn.ir~s 11 Chapters: 

CLapte::­
Cc1apter 
Chapter 

Chapter 
Chapter 

Chapter 
Ci1apter 

I "Introductio:·,.n 
II 
III 

IV 
v 

VI 
VII 

11 Short his~or:!.cal analysis of the C~rprus "iuestion" 
11Leeal obser"?a·::i.ons on th~ .e.d~-.~_is::ibility of the application 
by the Greek C;rpriot Adr:d.nistrationtt 

11A·;:titude o2 Turlcey durir-~g t:1e ach;.issi~ility stage11 
"Legal observations of Turkey o::. the CO'.-.;raisrion's decisio:~ 

on admi:ssibility" 
"Legal obser7a ~ions by Turkey on 

"General re·,·!.1ark::.: concerninc th0 
followed by t:1e Con:aissionH 

the Cor...Imis:::don' s R:eportn 
procedure and practice 

Chapter VIII "Observations concerning ·the investigation and errors 

Chapter 
Chapter 

of judrJ:.len1: 0!1 the part of ·::~~.e Conunis::ior:." 
IX "Hur,wn Rir;Lts violations by tlle Greek Cypriot Adm.inistra·::ion11 

~~ "Points of 7icH o~ t~·1e Turkish Governh<ent on the allegations 
contained in Pa:rt. II of t:1e Ccrt_:-.:ission' s Report" and 

Chapter XI 11Conclusiorisn,. 

If I thous}1t i:: neces~nry ~o read out the ~Jarious Cl1apter5 it was 
simply to indicate tha-:: practically all of then lrith th2 exception 
of Chapter II and IX rsEer ~:o t:-:.e Cor:!L~is!3ioa, to ::~1e Cor,uniscion' s 
task under the Cm:ventiar, and to the Cor~!r.lissio;.-:' s £indinzs,. 

At this sta~e I shall only read one niwr-:: se:-::.tence fror.: poge 93 of 
the iCeE.ori~l. I·t is e. sentence lik~ van7 other sentences thet refer 
to t:1e Iiut·tan R.ig::-1ts CoLL,_ission. It reads a.s ~r:cllows: 11lt is quite 
obvious :Erori:. ~he e;~plann t.ior:.s given by t:-.s ':urlcis:: Goverru..tent in its 
state~:c:.en·;_: -::hat the itcpor-:: 't·Jhich t~-:.e Cm'l.r.:issio:1 preser~ted to the Cm~traittee 
of Linis--.:ers "1as :-.ot draln-. up in conforr:·.iL7 vit!::. t:1c Convention on 
Hurr.an Rig:1ts. That is vrhy t:~e Cor;TJ.i.Scim-.' s Report does not provide 
a suitable basis for nc·::ion to be taken by the Cor::anittee of l.~inisters 
under Article 3 2 of t::e Cm:7entionn, 

T!:"~e orga>-1 that is se:: up by t:1e Convention on Htli.Itan Rights to apply 
the Ccnver:.:::ion for U:.e J_JTotection and saEe.3uard of l':.t.t1:~.ar: rights, ie 
the Co-:s.1i3.:;ion is beit:z accused for :u:tvinz itself violated the Convention. 
I cars~ot think of a L:.ore serious accusation against the Cor.!tnis::.ion .. 

SECRE'I' 
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If, Er P!.::esident encl clear collear;ues, t:1c serioun criticisr~l t-rhich 
is over a;::.d over e.gein beL1g repeated t!.~rour):.out :.:~~is l~er~~orial 'Here 
-::rue, t:1e:1 ti.-1e Cor:.nrl.ssio:1. 1·1ould ~lave to su1x~ii: its resienation ... 

I£, ~1owever, :'::~1ese accusa·::io;.1s v1ere false 2.nd ·:.:~~e attack unjustified, 
then the accuser should ~-:.2-~Je ·::o dra't·J -;::1e co~sequm1ces. To these c.ccusations 
r·:,y Goverru::1ent is one of t~:c D3Ve.nteen ot~1cr Goverm;·:entc 'tt7l:-dch are 
ans"mra ble. 

Tlte CotJL:d.ttee. of F.inisters is ·uell conscious of the fact that the 
HuE:an Rie;::ts Convention is t:-:.e foundation of ·::::1is Cour:cil and that 
the intezrity of ·chose Oree.r~s net up by t:1e Colrn=!ntio:c. should be preserved 
at all costs.. Criticis::; of the Cor.ll~~iscioc in e Y.:.at~er of £:Uch ir.1porta:1ce 
under.:;:ines ·the founda't:ion of ·;:his Council a11.d re:ulers it vulnerable 
to wider and_ furthe~ p::>litical C}'ploitation .. 

Ey Govern:.:1ent, bcine one c-E the 17 others, :;.as instruct~d r.~e to s t:ate 
in t:1is rer;ard and at ::!.:is s,;:ace tl1at t:~e all-?.3ations contain,zd in 
the l~er~torial, relatir.g to t~~e CoL1.:issio:1 are cr..tirely false, unfounded, 
unjustifi~d and evea r, __ aliciouso Tlw -.: .. ere f:act thnt the CoE1mission 
had rejected all Turkis~: objections at t~:e ad:_-.issibility stage and 
had r .. i_adc a Report in whicl-: serious viola ·;:ions of HuLan Riel:ts by Turkey 
are found does not ei-g~ Tt1rk0.y the rigl-.t tc attc-.ck the CorJm.is:;ion. · 

T'ne Commisnion, frOi.,~ t~·~e beeinning to ·::he end, carried out its task 
uit~1 its usual objectivity and iLpartialit:.r.. Turkey refused i:o co­
operate uith the Cor_rrfdssio:""! siL\ply because D~:c kae\'r that she had no 
case., TLis is sho"t.n:: also by t!te fact tlln"i.: s::e co--operated e..t t::-te 
ech.i~issi~Jilitj~ s·t.age Hiti_ a tlelegation of ;:uelve persons na1~1ely seven 
Profes.sors of La\tr~ tHo Li~1isters ar:.cl .3 o-::::er Ciplcr~::e ts. But frort 
the r;:or.·en~: whetl the Cor~r.1i.s::;io-:.1 unar!ii:.:ously rejected ;:l1e T:!rkish objections, 
Turkey, i~--. viol.~~ tion o£ Article 2B o~ ::.~1e Co~-~-'l~Ltion, refused 'c:.o co­
operate. 

The ~uen::ion, Lr Preside;·,t, t:1at I put las': tirz,2 to ~he Turkish Delegation 
l1as no~ as yet been re;>liad ·:::.:. I asltecl :.:~1.e:.~:. to tell us :·10l'.T they e:rplair: 
their re~usal to co-opGre.::e. 1 .. :-ith t::.e Cor,"!l::.is!:iio:::~, and their co ... opera::ion 
in this respec~ in t:~3 Cou.-.. it::eG of l:iniz·::crs.. I put ti1is question 
tvice in February and I ar11 pu~ting it aenin. 

II: is not r .. !y intentio::. to u:1dertal~e novJ ·;:i;.e 3ecreteriattn '!:ask ir. 
replyinn ir: detail to -::~-..e. v.r.rious allega::ioua r:oncerr~il:£ the Cornr.1issioi.1, 
I thi~~1k, L:r Presid~:;nt, t~~..a:..: it v:ould be uzeful in our deliberations 
if t:1e S~cretariat were -::o prepare a short cloctt:,ent which si.Iould contain 
on one side tll-a allege·::ions o-2 Turkey ancl m.--, t~:.e otl1er t~·le vie¥m and 
findir.gs c:: tl:e COi.""!T'is~~ioi.-t. 

:JECPJ!:T 
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Before I so on to Ch2pter I~~, I 'tlould like ·::o :read out to you anotl-.er 
short se:.-::-::ence fror:- par:;2 9:... 1·:.: reads: n1~ 2ction vrere -;:o be tah::e;:1 
by the Coorr:.rl.ttee of Lini!':;·:.:e:LC on a Report. of ~:!::is kind, it would not 
only "ue. contrary to ·the principles of latJ :.r1t ·cGuld clso lead ::o certain 
unavoida0le resul t!J c-:!.: i:~t::le!""~se political sienL~icance",. This sort 
of black.:.mil, t.:r Prcnidc:m·.'::., :::. s c.lso co:--"t.ni.r!·2.d ~n ot:1er parts of the 
Leti.1orial. 

t:r Presidc:-~t, I "·roultl like r:o~;r to refer ·::0 Che.p·::er IX titled "Violations 
of !:m~~e:-1 ~ights of Turkisl-:. Cypricts b~,r the G::eel:: Cypriot Ad·cinistratiozt11 , 

1\part 2roL- the fact that these allegations nrc cor,:;pletely irreleva-:.1':: 
to tl1e present case I t;rould 1-..evertheless li~::e ·::0 refute and reject 
rtost cater;orically sue:~ alleeations as being :'.:else, unfounded and 
r.1alicious. Turkey alleges violations ov·er ~--.2:ay years. I an asking 
Turkey wl:y s!:e did no·:: £:ile an application agai;1st Cyprus. Surely 
she canno·:: reply tha ·i: the obstacle \o1as i-.oer argt.n:,_t.ent of non-reco,gr .. i tion 
beceuse tl-ol1 period durinr:; l~·bicl1 t~1e 2-lleced viola.tions \'Jere supposed 
to ~~a-ve tal.:en place '\~JUS a period of diplG:: . ..atic relations bet1i7een T~ . .n:l.:e:r 
end Cyprus tv:ten the ::;,ues~ion of 1·~on-recoer..itim·1 did not arise .. 

But even for alleged violations aft-=r the Turkish ir~vasion in 197L~, 
Turkey could have filed an applica ticn aeainst Cyprus wit:1 a reserve tion 
as to ~:~1-e question of recos'l:itiot:. .. 

In nny cr.se, alleeatior~.s 1:~:icl': heve o.1ot beer: .. t:~e subject of the Cc:."!·,lis::ion's 
delihzratior.s, scruti:.1:r and irLpartial a~1.d objective inquiry are not 
relevm:1-:: for the purpose c-f t(.ic C01.".r,").i-::~:e0-'S deliberatior.s .. 

For ;:l;ese reasons, t:r Przsida.-,t., I respec·~zully submit that Chapter 
IX on alleged violationn b:r Greek Cypric::s eer.i:1st Turkish Cypriots 
s:1ould "ue cocpletel7 Cisresarded as ':hey ar~ ·~:otally irrelevant to 
the prene:1t casz.. The sar:-:.e C~.pplies ;:o -::he l:J:1e lu-.nex I and indeed 
to a 11 ::~~e Annc::te s. 

On paee 268 of Annex I of t!1e t-;eLorial, t:~1G Turkish Governr.~ent O.ra~rs 

certair. 11 conclusionsn e;.1d ::inds th.at the G:Co32l: C:yprj_ots have violated 
the Hu:-.:ar! Rig:-~t.s Conver::::::.m;,.. IE otl1er 't:ror..-:ls, Turkey carried out .2.r:. 
inc:'uiry o::: its o~rrl and ic: itG O'tffi vre.y or. -;:~:ei:: O't·m nllegations f:or 
violations of i-!ur.~an Rights 2;.-:.d caE~e to its .:.vm conclusions. Tl1us 
Turkey ::as played t.No rolesr the rol2 o:C ·;::~.e co~~·-.plainant and. the role 
of tl:e judge. I regre-:: to say, such LCt.::cds of adLir..istration of 
justice a:re not kno"'m ·i:o t~:-'::: cou11tries rcprese1:ted around t:1is table .. 
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In paragrap~-~ :: of pace 91 of: t:1e Ler.1orial, Tu:rlcey elleg,;s that if 
th2y heel not ~-:.ave invadcc1 C~rprus t~:-~ Tur:cis:~ Cypriots would :1ave bee::: 
tlle victi;:-,-. of n nterri~le cer.ocide11 b It is t:v3 't70rcl 11 ger:.ocideH that 
I find rat:!.er darir~e ccpecially ul'~e~. it is uc2d by n country lik~ 

Turkey ·wit:l certain expc'X'ie~)ce 2nd a record i:.: suc.L t··ai:ters. If I 
\~ere in t~12 position of ~:~1e Turlds~1 Gov0r-;.:r·,c:1~ I would :·:a•Je carefully 
avoided and deli ;Jera ::-.el7 :.·e:::1:'ained .frcr.-:L usine; tL.:=. word "eenocide". 

No'\o:r, L:r Presideat, be:::ore 1 conclude r~y orel s ::.cteuent today I ·Fould 
like ~-=o nay sor.::.ethine abou·:.: t~1e l>Titnesces in.te:r~Jie.,.,Jed by the Cor.1r~~.iscion4-

As 1:11e Turkish L\enortul disputes the credibilit~r of the 'Jitr,est>es 
interJiet..Ted by the Cor:n:.J.s:;ioEll in reply I Pis?.1 ~o read out t!1e Comr~isr.ion 1 s 

acsessnent. Pare.grapL Cl c:<. paze 31 reac1G as .':oll·::rt•7S: 

ttl-Jevert~:..eless, the 0vide~1ce Defore ;J.•e Cc:.~::.:;_::;~~ioi.1, end the facts e3ta'0lis:1ed 
on the basis of tl~is e·vic1m·,ce, can:tot be see:~ as presenting a _Viet•! 
of the events and inci.tler:.ts cor.:plained of : .. 8i~.ly fror.~ the Greek Cypriot 
s-ide. T:1e Corrr:.~is::;iot! obseTve.s i:-: tb.is co:1nectio:1 that: 

certain events ar.d incidents referred o i:-t t~-.e a)?plice tior:s 
are in r;reat part a l:,c:'.,::t:~r- of public l<:.--~m-7l~~dsc~ 1:-t particulcx, th~ 
r:.assiva ::.·:overttent of popula:::ion fro; t~~-s ~:.or::.:::.~rn ·to :.::-,e southern pert 
of Cypru~ after 20 J:.1ly 197'-~ is an '.lr..di:;puta".Jle fact t-!:liC~l 1 as sucl·!, 
calls for ao particular i1~.-;catisatiorq 

tl:e Cor.:;r,:_is::-io:..:. :·;_.::s h2.secl its i:ir:.c\iucs in p-2rt on reports of 
ot:L.er international or;:;c.r.isn~ions, i:..~ pcrtir:ular ;::he u~.ited Nations;; 

t::e ;.Jitnes:::;es ~-:card ~}y ~~1e Cor::rr.is:-:ioi:'~' s Dcleeation iL CypruB 
testified, ":Jit:-:. little ~sxccption, wit:1 a rcs~:-z.int a;.~d objectivity 
t:~at gavG credibility to ~:~;.eir testiKon:n so;:.:::: of. thcllJ. confirr.~ed 
a nurr.ber of s::atcmer:,ts L-._ t:~0 }'larticula~s o::: ·::~-1~ 14pplications about 
,.:-:de:~ ·::>c:.r could not ~:;.c·;.rc :-:C~.d ar:y clirect :;:~-J.O'tTlcdge; 

ir. ·.:.!.J.e evalua.':io;: .. o£ -::~· .. e evidenc~ be.':ore it, the Corr:rais::ion 
l'laS reZrai:1ed frm:, clr.?.'\':-il•E any cor:clusio~-..s fra~.o :::he fact that the 
rasponden~ Goverm11ent, c1e~pi·~e every opportu:-"i~:y being offered to 
t::1em, Zailed to :,:_ake: any sta i:er.:.ents, or to propose cour:ter-evide11ce, 
on tl:e applicant Go7ernce;."lt'::; nllcgn ·::ions." 
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You ~~ill notice yourselv:;G ::lmt t~1e i:er.~criel does r1ot constitute a 
reply ~:o tbe CorJr).issio:-,.ts Cof:.clusions~ I·:: cm:.tains as 1 have already 
stated irrelevant Y:.et.erial, :..~"os·tl7 political stat.ement:::> ir .. an obvious 
e..tte1np·;: to J?Ol:iticise ·::~te issue, -:.:l1e onl:;.r course I suppocc t:-:.at is 
left -::o Tuikey. Altl10'-l£~:~ Turkey i:: t:"1e introduction of :.1er Ler.:torial 
tries ·::c.' appear as s::~ouinr; great concerr. for j_:~~':! respect of ;.:he Hur:~nn 

Rights Cor:.vei.1tion, yet cl·:e nho'tnJ t."ore ir::.teres:: i::. t:·!e non .. recocnition 
of t::e Cypru::; Govern-_·.cr~t r'E!.ther ·:::1an ti:e protectior:. of Hu.;.a~! Richt:s. 
Ir~ e.·.:q cat:e cour.ter Ellecatio:1s for -Jiola-:.:ions of Hur.1an Riehts canr:.o·:.:., 
either lesally or r",orally, be considered ac <?- justification for ·;:he 
violations of HU1:;.an Ric;:·:ts especially of suc:1 la1·ce scale and conti~-:ui:•c 
nature as found by t~1e Cor:""1·.:is3im:: in thi:J case .. 

I clo not tl1ir..k I could :~inis:: E·.y sta ~:ement ~7itl1out referring to the 
problerr.:. o:C continuing ~.~iolations. You will reraet:tber t~1a~: clurir.g our 
discuscio;;t in February, I s';:ressed t:!e ur3en.cy of t:1e cast2 and I subr.1.itted 
that if the Cor,lfaittee \Jere -~o act as a de·~errcct to ;:hese continuinc 
violetions it hed to aci: expeditiously t::it:lOu"t allo"rine delaying tactics 
to protract the proceGdi~-:e;s. I ar:: nolr r;Leld:.:.s ·;:::e same subr;tission 
to the Co:.~:1ittee .. 

Durir,s t:-:.e lac;: days, a 1"~..1rlds:J. newspaper liLilliyet" has been publinhing 
in 2 series of articles, I ~:llink C, exi.:rac"i:.s frv~· .. ~ ·;:he Eer .. ~orial ,,-rhicl:. 
has be~:1 orally prese;:~·tad :_o t::.is Cor.:;r.:.ittce, today. I r.:e-..1tioc this 
simply ~or t~1e C orcJ.i.:i t ·:.:e8' c i nf on,;a ::.1 on .. 

I ::ave ·:::cr.:"./2. to t:"lc cEd o;: r.· ~r i nterie s ta tet.:ent :.oday. Ir~ ths cotJrse 
of our :-;·.ee':ir:.r, at -:::~12 erd of Jur.e I tds~:.. to ~1e give:-;. the opportunit~r 
to ca,::.plc~~ r· y state:.:J:c:.:.~·i..:, tal-:i:-~g into consiclera·:::ion the fact that 
the l.~e.:-J.oTial raacLed us o-..1l:r e fe't·l days a3c.,. As I ~1ave already saicl 
r2.y Goverrtr~:.ent l-lill be f.7Jbr~:i.tting e 5:·wrt 1.·eply ii.1 Hriting .. It is 
for tl1is Cor..rJ.ittee ~:o decide or:. ·i.:ha procedure ::o be follo"t;.red". 

SECRET 

--------------------------------



CI1/Del/Conci(77)27'1 
Ad(.enc1um II 

- 10 -

The Representative of Gz~e_ce made the following statement: 

"Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, I should first like to 
associate myself with those who have praised the Secretariat 
for its technical feat in preparing for us this voluminous 
documentation i;1 an extremely and, indeed, exceptionally 
short time. It is really an outstanding achievement and I 
should like to express my thanks and most sincere gratitude. 

I should also like to thank my colleague from Turkey for 
presenting his Memorial within the time laid down. In fact 
the limits were strictly observed and today we have before 
us a lengthy document on whose contents I should like to 
make a number of comments. 

Flrst, I should like to say that my delegation associates 
itself completely cmd u11resc:rvcdly with all that has 1wen said 
by the Representative of Cyprus on the comments made and 
concerning the Memorial presented by the Turkish gover·nment. 
Having said that, Mr Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I should 
now like to make a few comments and observations of a general 
nature concerning certain precise legal points. 

The case first needs to be put in a general context: it is 
in fact unprecedented, because never before has one member 
state of the Council of Europe invaded another member state 
by means of aggression along traditional lines, or indulged 
in the systematic violation of human rights during and 
after the occupation of territory belonging to a Council of 
Europe memoer state, indeed, such violation is still going 
on. I believe that there is no precedent for this in the 
history of our Organisation although hundreds of applications 
have been lodged and many cases have been examined by the 
bodies of this institution. That is the first point which 
I think should be borne in mind when the governments 
represented here consider the case before us. 

SECRET . I. 
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The Memorial presented to us is a voluminous concoction 
which I could call a legal artifice, and at the same time 
a tendentious political presentation in support of an 
argument which has always been rejected in this body. 
By that I mean the recognition and representative nature 
of democracy in Cyprus. This argument has often been 
debated here, and has always been rejected and, in this 
case, I feel that the arguments put forward in the 
Turkish r,qemorial to justify the attitude adopted by that 
government as soon as the case had been declared admissible 
are completely ill-founded and should be rejected yet 
again. Mr Chairman, I do not want to go into legal details 
here, since it is well known that all th~ international 
organisations and not, as is said in the Turkish Memorial, 
only the Council of Europe, have recognised the representative 
reality of the Cyprus government. It has been recognised 
everywhere whenever Cyprus, or the Cypriot democracy has 
presented itself as a party and a state. Therefore, no· 
further argument is possible. Accordingly, I feel that 
from the international point of view, even if I wanted to 
give my colleague from Turkey and his government the 
benefit of the doubt, during the brief period of the 
invasion constitutional order was nonetheless upset, its 
operation paralysed and the Zurich and London agreements 
not observed. The period was one of confusion, of 
troubles, following the aggression. But what happened 
then? Order was restored afterwards, and confirmed by the 
elections which followed. The Cypriot government duly 
took over and subsequently recognition of the state of 
Cyprus was reaffirmed. From the point of view of 
international law, the reaffirmation of its recognition 
is not attributive, it was merelv affirmative. It is one 
of the rules of international la~ which-cannot be disputed. 
All the elements are there for the recognition of the state 
of Cyprus to be maintained, ie the territory, the exercise 
of power and the population. From the point of view of 
international law there is no problem. But the Turkish 
delegation has always insisted on repeating that there 
is no legal Cypriot government, but that there is a 
Turkish Federated State of Cyprus, an entirely artificial 
creation shored up by the Turkish occupying forces. 
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I have allowed myself this digression, since the matter is 
one that has exercised this Committee considerably in the 
past. Moreover, an explanation is needed, and it must be 
possible to judge the situation in a strictly international 
legal order, since the Turkish government claims that the 
recognition of the Cypriot government is due to solely 
political considerations. 

Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, you will have noted that 
one of the main arguments in the document, which I would 
venture to describe as a monumental artifice, is the 
non---validity of the Commission's opinion. Claiming that 
there has been failure to apply strictly Article 28 of the 
Convention on Human Rights, with both sides being heard, 
the Turkish government concludes that the findings of the 
enquiry cannot be taken into consideration and that the 
Commission should purely and simply have referred the case 
with a provisional opinion to the Committee of Ministers, 
saying 'Gentlemen, we are unable to deal with this case, 
and consequently you yourselves must study it and tell us 
what we can do in this field' . That is the argument 
developed by the Turkish delegates who have presented us 
with this report. Furthermore, by presenting this argument 
they are also alluding to the 'Greek case', the second 
application on 10 April 1970 by the governments of Denmark 
Norway and Sweden, when those governments seized the 
Commission by telex of a further application against the 
Greek government. The application had a limited aim at that 
time. I wis!1 to make that clear De cause I do not want this 
argumen4 presented surreptitiously, to result in an 
incorrect interpretation and any similarit~· between the 
two cases being estabUshed. The aim of the application of 
10 April 1970 was limited to the protection of a specific 
group. The applicants were alleging violations of 
Articles 3 and 6 of the Convention committed during the 
preliminary investigations and conduct of a trial in 
progress in Athens before an emergency military tribunal. 
The aim of the application was to prevent the trial from 
having irreparable repercussions. The applicants confirmed 
their humanitarian intention by asking the President-in-office 
of the Commission to approach the Greek government to ensure 
that there was a stay of execution, in the event of capital 
punishment being pronounced. This was a case of applying 
the practice of preventive or emergency measures which the 
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Commission introduced without any statutory text during the 
first years of its operation. As you will see, Mr Chairman, 
I,adies and Gentlemen, the primary nature of the application 
was dissuasive, Its aim was preventive or dissuasive. 
It was lodged at a time when Greece was no longer a member 
of the Council of Europe, but when, under the provisions 
of the Convention itself, Greece continued to be a member 
of the Council of Europe for a further six months, 
.:J:'.:~ti_o~. :Lcm]C!_:t:_i.s. It vras on thin f:::.ct that the 
Commission had to rule and it did so by saying that it had 
'Jeen given no opportunity at an of conducting enquiries. 
It realised tl~t it was impossible for it to obtain the 
slightest evidence which could have led to any conclusion 
on the alleged violations of the Convention. 11/hl. t is the 
position in the case before us now? We have had lengthy 
proceedings concerning admissibility; the Commission 
despatched a group to Cyprus and witnesses were examined. 
They made statements and their testimonies were regarded 
by an overwhelming majority of the Commission, almost 
unanimously, as valid and pertinent, I should like to 
remind you that the Commission in exercising its functions 
in the field of establishing facts and when laying down 
its procedure is completely sovereign. I repeat that when 
the Commission has to establish the facts it is completely 
sovereign, and the procedure it introduces always varies 
with tre circumstances, with the possibilities open to it. 
There is no fixed r~le that it has to follow in every case. 
It determines its procedure and establishes it in the light 
of possibilities, and judges whether it is able to express 
an opinion vr not. That is a rt;le wllich has been observed 
and which has constituted case law in the context of our 
institution. ~1r Chairman, in support of what I mve just 
said, I should like to refer to a very recent decision 
taken by the Court of Human Rights in the Irish case, and 
I think that my British colleagues should be informed 
about th:is • In connection with the evidence presented in 
London on 20 February 1975 by witnesses Gl, G2 and G), the 
applicant government repeatedly objected to the procedure 
adopted when hearing the witnesses. According to that 
government, the evidence should not have been admissible 
because under the terms of Article 28 the investigation carried 
out by the Commission has to be undertaken with the 
representatives of the parties, There was an objection to the 
'!alidity of the evidence because it was provided by civil 
servants, and so its credibility 1r.s.s open to quec:tion. 
These objections created a problem for the Court, namely 
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whether and to what sxt~nt th8 Commission could rul~ in 
· aiJsolute ly sove,··eign manner and i tGe lf pa"'" judgement, or 
whether tl1c conclu~ions it had r·~ached n2eded to be recon·­
sidcred. The Question on which a de cisi )il \vas asked for was as 
follows: Is the Court c0mpetent? I ~uot0, 'Has the Court 
jurisdiction to review the procedural decisions of the 
Commission as such and/ol' should the Coul·t, when assessing 
the conclusions of the Commission, have r·egard to the pr-o­
cedure followed by the latter body?' The reply which 
concerns us, because other questions were raised which do 
concern us, was that~ crhe Cour·t found, and I quote, that 
it did not have ju1isdiction, I repeat, it did not have 
jurisdiction, 'to rule on the correctness of the procedure 
followed by the Commission for hearing the witnesses Gl, 
G2 and G3, in London on 20 February 1975, but that 
it is empowered to assess the relevance and probative value 
of the evidence so obtained.' Ladi.es and Gentlemen, this is 
a case of a higher Court declaring itself incompetent, (the 
Court of Human Rights) to examine the procedure follo•.-red by 
the Commission. But according to Turkey, we should here and 
now reject outright everything that has ueen established 
by the Commission. It is r'eally absurd. I would have 
nothing further to say without fearing to diminish the impor­
tance of what I have just read out to you. 

Reference has also been made in the Memorial to the nature 
of the Commission. It has been asked whether it is a judicial 
body, a quasi-judicial body, an administrative body. I would 
have you know that according to case law observed hitherto, 
the Commission is a quasi-·· judicial body ini ti.ally, when it 
examines admissibi.lity. When it establishes the 
facts, it then becom8s a seni-political body e;i! 
and it seeks to bring a~Jout a fricmdly settlement. v/.'c<:cn it 
.clcceeds in obtaining a satisfactor'Y Y."esult by means of this 
procedure, it can pronounce on the findlngs without taking 
action on the proceedings that have been started. If it 
docs not succeed in reaching a friendly s"l'ctlernent, it con­
tinues in its original quasi··· judicial form and expresses an 
opinion. Accordingly, there are thi'CC phases. Of these 
three phases Turkey has accepted only the first. Following the 
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admissibility phase, Turkey was not willing to co-operate with 
the Commission. It did not wish to co-operate when it came to 
establishing the facts, for reasons of its own. But since . 
Turkey shows so much concern over ::t;\'1"\'J .. political problem of 
Cyp'd.ls and is seeking to bring it·-rnt·o this case by a variety 
of expedients, why did it not take the opportunity, at the 
friendly settlement stage, of putting forward concrete 
proposals? It thvmrted all attempts to reach a friendly 
settlement, so demonstrating its intransigence and immo­
bilism in the political area as well. 

And then we have the final phase, the Commission's 
conclusions, that is the opinion. In support of these state­
ments, I should like to quote from a distinguished British 
lawyer, Mr Lauterpacht, who has this to say in International 
Law and Human Rights (page 447) about the competence and 
functions of the Commission. I quote: 

'At the same time, it must remain axiomatic that the purpose 
of that procedure cannot be properly the sacrifice of funda­
mental human rights to the convenience of governments and, 
in the absence of most compelling considerations, even to the 
necessities of the state. The ultimate end of the state is 
to secure the rights and freedoms of the individual though 
it is also true, and this is a relevant factor in the situation, 
that the state is at present an essential condition for securing 
these rights. For that reason insofar as 'conciliation' is 
described as the principle task of the Commission, that task 
cannot properly be interpreted as implying a political compromise, 
to be invariably achieved at the expense of the individual, 
between human rights and the susceptibilities of the sovereign 
state. There cannot properly be any question of 'conciliation' 
th~JS .. conceived when fundamental rtll'hts of the individual are 
flagrantly violated. 'Conciliation consists in attempts to 
remove, by non-judicial means and by direct approach to the 
government concerned, the ascertained cause of the injury.' 

. I. 
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I think this passage is clear and that no comments are needed. 
It bears out the remarks I made just now on the limits to the 
Commission's action and its nature. Had the respondent state so 
v1ished, it could have talcen the opportunity of demonstrating its 
good-will and negotiating with the Commission a friendly settlement, 
especially as it v-ras at a time of stability for the Turkish 
government, when it had every opportunity of initiating a dialogue 
with the Commission. 

As the_Representative of Cyprus emphasised just now, 
Mr Chalrman, the Turkish Memorial is an indictment of the 
Commission. It is not deLensive in character as would 
have been logical. It is a deliberate attack on the 
Commission. (Interruption by the Representative of Turkey: 
"You are making out that I said we were attacking the 
Commission. I did not use the word 'attack'.) You have 
openly criticised the Commission's work, which is tru1tamount 
to an attack. There is no reason lor you to lose your 
temper. Everything you have said will appear in black and 
white, and if, by chance, I have made a mistake, it is I 
who will have been at fault, and not you. Let us remain 
calm. I have listened to you calmly as I do to everyone, 
and I think I deserve the same consideration. 

If what I say upsets one of the delegations, then the 
events and not myself are to blame. The Commission has been 
violently criticised, ciespite having done a good job of 
work. We must be grateful to, Mr Chairman, and indeed its 
members are selected by us, by our governments. It is 
unthinkable that we who have appointed these judges, these 
members of the Commission, should reproach them in this way. 

There is indeed another factor referred to in the Turkish Memorial. 
I shall not dwell on it at length because it seems to me of minor 
importance, but it is a point worth noting. The Turkish Memorial 
alleges that Article 15 of the Convention on Human Rights should 
not have been applied in this case. Why not? Because a state of 
war existed, it was claimed that Article 15 was not applicable. 
The Commission's report contains a long explanation on the 
applicability of that article and I refer you that interpretation. 
But I should like to add, that Article 15 (3) is quite explicit •. 
Prior notification of any derogation is essential, and if Turkey 
failed to comply when the attack on Cyprus was being prepared, 
it could have done so later. It preferred to disregard this 
provision in 'che Convention, although it is clear and unambiguous. 
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And now, Mr Chairman, 1vi th your permission and appealing to my 
colleagues for patience, I should like to refer to two or three 
paragraphs from the conclusions of the Memorial presented by the 
Turkish delegation. On page 93 it is stated that 'If action were 
to be taken by the Committee of Ministers on a report of this 
kind, it would not only be contrary to the principles of law, but 
would also lead to certain unavoidable results of immense 
political significance'. I should have liked my Turkish colleague 
to ·provide an explanation, Mr Cbairma·n. What does his government 
mean by 'unavoidable results of immense political significance'? 
The text contains, does it not, a veiled threat? I feel that we 
cannot allow threats of this kind to go unexplained in this body. 
That is my first comment. It is also stated (page 93) that 'the 
real object of the application submitted to the Commission by the 
Greek Cypriot Administration is to create an opportunity for impeding 
the settlement of the Cyprus question' . Could the Turkish 
government substantiate this claim? Remembering that we stand 
together when human rights are violated, is it conceivable that 
we should all be accomplices in having thereby impeded the 
settlement of the Cyprus question? It is stated in the same 
paragraph that 'if the Committee of Ministers were to take action 
on the Commission's report, this would signify that it supported 
the conduct of the Greek Cypriots and would assuredly delay the 
settlement of the Cyprus question'. Mr Chairman, it is no longer 
a question of accusing the Commission. The member states 
represented here are simply being warned that if action were taken 
in this case, the settlement of the Cyprus problem would be delayed. 
Is such a declaration conceivable? 

On page 94 it is stated that: 'It is therefore essential that the 
Committee of Ministers should make its contribution to the search 
for a solution through the intercommunal negotiations that have 
been started' • If I am right, Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, 
if I interpret this statement correctly, it means that if the Committee 
of Ministers talces no action on the case, if it pays such a price 
at the expense of human rights, there would be some hope that progress 
could be made VIi th the intercommunal negotiations. That is the 
thinking behind the proposal made in the text. Everything is now 
clear. No other interpretation is possible. Further on it is 
stated, on the same page, that 'Unfortunately the report of the 
Commission of Human Rights is of an entirely negative character 
which could prejudice that search. The Turkish government hopes 
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that the Committee of Ministers will be particularly alive to 
this aspect of the question' • He are asked to be alive to this 
aspect, Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen. Have we by chance not 
been alive in the past to the problems concerning us, particularly 
the protection of human rights? 

I continue. Page 911 of the Memorial states that 'Turkey is a 
loyal member of the Council of Europe, which is devc/c:':'d to its 
principles and has end8avoured to make a sincere contribution to 
its aims and ideals from the very beginning, but if the Committee 
of Ministers adopts an attitude which in one way or another amounts 
to lending support to the unjust, unfounded accusations made by 
an illegal administration which, unilaterally and by the use of 
force, has abolished a constitutional system based on international 
treaties, the Turkish government I·JOuld be compelled to consider 
very seriously the consequences of such an attitude' • I ask 
myself the same question again, as I am sure you do, Ladies and 
Gentleman, namely what are the significance and scope of this 
paragraph? To consider very seriously the consequences of such 
an attitude, should the Committee of Ministers not comply with 
its obligations under the Statuto and the Rome Convention. This 
warning is a naked threat. It means that if, by chance, 1~e tried 
to accomplish our task, the Turkish government would be compelled 
to consider very seriously the consequences of such an attitude! 
In other words; the proper functioning of our institutions, within 
the framework of human rights would be a hostile act vis-~·-vis 
Turkey! 

And then, after saying all that, the Turkish government goes on to 
express the hope (page 95) 'that the Committee of Ministers will 
consider the matter in the light of the legal and political 
truths •.... ' . Jlfter receiving the warnings referred to earlier, 
do we have to examine the case before us from a political angle? 
And what angle? Turkey had every opportunity to do so, if it had 
co-operated with the Commission. It had the opportunity. It chose 
to ignore it, attaching scant importance to the affair at the time. 

My last comment concerns the text on page 95. I find it quite 
impossible to understand this paragraph, but maybe I shall grasp 
its meaning if all of you help me. It is fantastic. I quote 
'Finally the Turkish government hopes that by not taking action 
on the report, the Committee will contribute equitably and 
impartially, in an indirect but efficacious way, to safeguarding 
human rights by preventing exploitation of the Convention and its 
organs for political ends, to the strengthening of European unity 
by forestalling possible disintegration and to the settlement 
of the Cyprus question by encouraging the two communities to 
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negotiate seriously within a very. short time'. It is double 
Dutch. It is hard to imagine what went on in the mind of the 
author of that paragraph, and indeed, I wonder whether it went 
through the competent and responsible Turkish administrative 
channels. I have my doubts, and that is an advantage .for tbe 
respondent state. I find this te:x.t memorable. It is. indicative 
of the Turkish government's conception of the principle of · 
protecting human rights. 

Mr Chairman, I now come to the end of my statement and I apologise 
for its possibly excessive length. I have ventured to take up 
your time because I am anxious to provide you wi.th details that 
will enable the situation to be correctly assessed, and because 
I want to draw the Committee's attention to certain salient 
features of the Turkish government's Memorial. 

In my view it is tho right and duty of each delegation, during 
this moment of ~eflection, to stress the points it feels are 
important in connection with the outcome of the affair. We are 
all anxious that this shall be done, and I felt it incumbent upon 
me to express that anxiety so far as we are concerned; 

Lastly, if a just and lasting solution is to be found speedily 
for the political question of Cyprus - and here I turn to the 
respondent state ·· the settlement of the present case can only 
facilitate this task.· To take the opposite attitude would be to 
put a spoke in the wheels. Only when'the faults·committed on 
both sides have been·weighed up Nill it be possible to conduct 
frank and open negotiations. It is with this prospect in view 
that we ought to 'considc~ the responsibilities and powers of our 
Committeein dealing with the affair. The decision to be reached 
will indirectly but certainly ~ake it easier to reach a negotiated 
solution of the Cyprus problem, 3Ild to ensure its acceptance. 

In conclusion, Mr Chairman, I should like to say that the future 
of our institutions depends on the outcome of this case. The case 
is one without precedent, as I said when I began my remarks. 
In the matter before us, the future of the Council of Europe and 
the democratic institutions is at stake. Above all we must bear 
in mind the order of priorities for tackling our well-defined 
and jointly guaranteed tasks. 

Mr Chairman, it is with this 
conclude today and thank you 
colleagues here have shown. 

appeal that I should like 
for the patience which you 
Thank you, Mr Chairman". 

SECRET 

to 
and my 



Cm/Del/Cc,ncl(77)271 
Addendum II 

SECRET 

- 20 -

The Representative of the United Kingdom said he did not at this 
stage want to comment on the substance of the case, but had two 
remarks on the proceedings so far. 

First, he Hould vmlcome the advice of the Head of the Directorate 
of Human Rights on whether it would be appropriate to include in 
the conclusions the material cited by the Representative of 
Greece from a case •·1hich was sub judice before the Court of 
Human Rights. 

Secondly, he h2.d been somewhat embarrassed, as probably had been 
other delegations, by the way in which earlier interventions had 
raised the question of the integrity and objectivity of the 
Commission and the role of the Committee of Ministers. On the 
one hand, it had been suggested that the Turkish Memorial cast 
aspersions on the integrity of the Commission. On the other, 
it had been suggested that the findings of the Commission and 
the procedures by which they had been reached were beyond 
challenge. 

Such a polarisation of the discussion could hardly be helpful to 
a balru1ced discussion of the case or to the proper discharge of 
the responsibilities which the convention placed upon the various 
organs concerned. He hoped therefore that the committee could 
maintain a balanced "middle of the road" approach, based on its 
own experience and on the widely accepted interpretations of its 
role under the convention which had been given from time to time 
by the human rights experts and the Directorate of Human Hights. 

Clearly the casting of aspersions on the integrity and 
objectivity of the Commission could have damaging consequences. 
Equally clearly, delegations could not be debarred from 
challenging the Commission's findings, questioning the evidence 
on which they vJere based or drawing attention to wider issues 
including the political background. As for the role of the 
Committee as a whole when exercising its quasi-judicial functions 
under Article 32 of the convention, it had a duty to review the 
case in the light of all the circumstances which might include 
not only the fin(lings of the Commission, but also other considera­
tions such as political factors. The Committee had to use its 
judgement and was free to disagree with the Commission. It was 
a self-evident over-simplification, therefore, to suggest that 
the issues before the committee were purely legal or that the 
Commission's findings must be endorsed automatically. 

The Representative of Greece had also quoted a distinguished 
legal authority for the view that political compromises 
should not be made at the expense of individual human rights. 
But political compromises could also protect or restore human 
rights. 

The Representative of the United Kingdom concluded that he 
hoped that future discussions could be guided by such a "middle 
of the road" approach, on the formulation of which he would be 
glad to have the comments of the Human Rights Director. 
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'rhe ll_EL.a_C\.. _o_f __ i21£..)l),_r_c_ct.9_:r:_~i;_"L_o.f. IJ:.l{Gla_n_J~ights stated that he had no 
observations to arld to the pertinent comments made by the Repre,Anta-
tive of the United Kingdom concerni.ng the role of the Europeal! . 
Commission and the Committee ·of Ministers. With regard to the text 
quoted by the Representative of Greece concerning the Ireland 
versus the United Kingdom case which was at present before the 
European Court iw said tJ:;at tho divergence of opi!1iol1 between 
the Hepresontativo of tho United Kinc;dom and the Hepresentative 
of Greece arose from differences that existed betueen the legal 
system of the United Kingdm:a and continental legul systems. 
In fact in t11e Uni·ced Xin{~dom it Hew forbidden to refer to 
information relatinc; to a case which was pending before a 
court whereas on tl1e continent information concerning an 
affair being dealt vrith by a court could be revealed. However, 
in the ove:1t, the inforc;Jettion given by the Reprosentati ve of 
Greece was, in his opinion, of il public nature and vas c;iven 
merely as an illustration. 

The Secretary General, referring to.the proposal by the 
ReprGse'i:ltative ·of C'JYj)rus concerning a S<;Joretariat comparative 
document, did not -thi~ that the Secretariat should prepare such 
a docu~ent in this caseo 

The Represent8.tive of Cyprus made the following statement: 

"JVJy statement is readyo I read it ou';o I have not adcl.ed or 
omitted one Hord and, for this reason, I hope it will not be 
affected by any technical difficultie&, I would like my 
statement to be given - I ask my colleagues to help in this -
to their ministries together with the 'lurkish Memorial. I 
mentioned this in my statement at the b~ginning of my statement 
this morningo I Hish, l"lr Chairman, to reply to a fevJ pointso 
First of all, I Hish to take the last po~nt that Has made by 
the Secretary Gener2.l o He said I had mer..tioned in my statement 
that the Secretariat could probably prepa::-e a document L1 i·Thich 
the allegations by Turkey should be set o~t on one side, and 
the findings of the Commission should be set out on the other 
side as a kind o:: e3.SY referenceo This is just for the purpose 
of facilitating first of all the technical aspect and of 
facilitating delegations in the volume of paper which is before 
us. But the otber aspect which is more important is the 
political aspecto As I said before, and I shall come to the 
point raised by the British Ambassador, the Secretariat has the 
responsibility ancl., of course, the Committee of l"!inisters has a 
collective respoEsibility to defend the Commission -v;hen it feels 
that the Commission is criticised beyond the limits 111hich I 
shall come back too For this reason, the Secretariat coulll 
prepare its documeat o The Secretary General said that he 
would not, but he did not give any reasons. I wish to have 
reasonso 11 
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The Head of_ th_(L_D_i_:r_e~c_tor_~te _o_i_lLl.llll~J:Lllir,ll_t.§. did not consider 
it advisable for various reasons that a comparative docuaent 
should be prepared by the Secretariat in order to make an 
analysis of the Commission's report and of' the Hemorial of 
the Turkish &overnr.Jent. . Furthermore, in this case, wl'lich ~ras 
pending before the Com,ni ttee of l!Iinisters, both parties concerned 
had the opportunity to put their arguments forward, and the 
Commission's report, the Turkish e;overnment's liemorial and the 
statements made by tc,e various delegations already gave to the 
Committee of r-;inisters the information which it needed. 

The Representative of ~u[l_ made t}w follovrinc statement: 

"Mr Chairman, I would like to take up the point which 11as made 
by the British Ambassador because I think he put his finger on 
an important poin_t. He said that the Cm~ission has been 
criticised by one side for lack of objectivity and integrity. 
In fact, I read out an extract· from the Memorial in ·,rhicll it vras 
stated ·· it is very Bhort: 'If action were to be talcen _by the 
Committee of Ylinisters on a report ·of this kind, it 1-10uld not· 
only be contrary to the principles of lavr' • It is quite obvious 
from the explanations given by the Turkish governnent in its 
statement that the re1)ort which the Commission presentecl to the 
Committee of Ylinisters was not drawn up in conformity Hith the 
Convention_ on Hume:n Eights. This is one of the points; there 
are many others. As I have mentioned, there are nine cha:L)ters 
which deal with the Commission, and if you take any t11o l)ar;es of 
the l1emorial, yoc! vlill find similar accusations being macce. This 
means that ·i:;he Commission has- not acted in conformit;y· with the 
Convention 1-rhich is supposed to apply and see that it i·s l'espected. 
Now, vrhere clo ue clral-l the limits? The British Ambassador said, 
'\fuere does one drau the line?'. This is for the Committee of 

Ministers to decide; it is not for me to tell you. I can tell 
you my opinion, and it is for every delegation to make its own 
assessment where the line is drawn concerning the Commission'o 
performs:nce and the execution of its task. 

Mention vras also made of 'the heat of debate '. vJhat I s2.icl was 
not in the heat of debate, it was a weighed statement after 
reflection Wld study of the Memorial which is before us. I do 
not lmol\f iZ the British Ambassador has had the time to read it, 
but I have found the time to read the whole 600 pages and m;y 
government too, and lve came to the conclusions that I have 
presented before you, and I would like to repeat the reqv.est 
for its early proc~uction and distribution. Thank you, 
l'1r Chairman. 

It may be that delegates VTho have asked for the floor v1ill not 
speak on this ver:r point, and I would just like to say one uord 
only if I may. I have understanding for the reasons that the 
acting Director of Human Rights has presented to us. I realise 
the clelica·i;e i)OSi tion in which the Secretariat finds itself and 
for this reason 2.ncl being sure that all delegations realise 
themselves the sensitivity in 1\lhich the Secretariat finds 
itself in this matter, I am not insisting on the pc>J)er. Thank 
you." 
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Tho Ret)rcso~-~-~<:'.tivc o.~-~ the Netherlands exDrcssecl his o.gl""'8(;L1C~-YC 
with t~_-,_c "Unitoc!. :;:~ingcl_oLl Re~jr(tsentatlve" 

11 The Tie·qreson.JvC1.t:;_ve o:L the J?eder?-l_Repl.:lblic o~: --~_ETI¥'-9". ex:;Jrossed 
his gratj:c•~('c :tor U1e remark of tii:e 'tfnltec\ "hingclom lienrecocl·cative. 
In fact~ tho cleliberz;:~_tions and the decision on this caso required 
wisdom~ mocler::':Cion J.:xl. a sense ol res:;o:nsibili ty on tho :r}a:t.,-C of 
the Cornr,Uttoe to Zinc' a fair and just sol-:.ltion in this case 
which ~ras o:~· c;rcat :)o1itical im:Qortance" Therefore~ i·C uou1cl 
leaO. to nothing i:C -~;'1c:3e concerned. vrere to challenge the 
integrity or in_larticJ.i ty of the Commission for Huma~1 Rights or 
allege that tlw :cute oi' the Council of Luro;Je or its boclies 
resrJOr.siblo ~"or ·cj_;e ::~uJ:la.."l Rights Convention would be at stalce. 
As to the :cut1cre :·Jl'Ocedure, he said that the com•Jrehensi ve 
docume•rt m.'esez,_tocl. !.)~·- the Representative o:Z Turkey as 1,rell as the 
announce( nri tten reply of tho C;ypru.s delegation required 
careful stnl.v b7 ·che competent ministries of his government. He 
supposed tiw.~c, ;,t tlle June meeting, both parties would attach 
value to a seccmc'. oral .Jlea. As his authorities would cel'tainly 
not be i,.1 a !)osi·tion ·t;o te.ke a stand on this matter before the 
summer brevJ.: .. anc'. -~:he same might be true for other govorl1TJce;.1tS, 
in Se:Yi;embor tb.G Hi:·listers 1 Denuties •doulcl. :Jroceed to care.(ul 
and thorough ueliboration in v1hich all member st2.tes re:Jrosellted 
in the Committee HOlclc' take :)art 0 He was sure that all jlar·cies 
concerned vrere interested in an atmosphere appro•Jriate to the 
subject and in avoi<li:-Lg animosity and emotiono" 

The Re•>resont ... tive oi' ~~urkq;r made the follm1ing statemer{c; 

"I have list;enm: ui e1 interest to the statements of 
Mr Pilavo.chi Q-,_-:lc}_ Aru.be.GS(.1_dor ICambalouris o 

I wish to re:serve my::::elf the right to re•Jly in writing in clue 
course to the,so tuo statements anc~ to the 1c1ri tten ansvrer to be 
pre·)arecl, according to Mr Pilavo.chi, by his authorities, uhich 
r· Will ~laVe exruni210c'. b~r IT.l,JT govc;rnment u 

At this stage, I uiJ.l confine myself t::J stating that, in 
association, ·che ·cuo speakers have endeavoured, for un.clorstanclable 
reason.s, to give the Committee a false picture of the T'clrkish 
government 1 s atti tlcde tovmrds the Commission of Human Rightc> and 
the Colill'nttee o.~ !1inisters. 

l'1y govermne:J.t never thought of questioning the integrity aml 
stancli.'lg o:C ·che Cm:1IT,ission of Human Rights. It is the uorl: 
methods ,_,secl_ be:··ore a:1d after the investigation and. the conclusions 
to which they led c:hich are criticised in our Memorial. In 
:)rinciDle, tho Cormnittee of l'Iinisters is not com:)ellecl to i."ollmv 
the Commission's ac1.vice' it can confirm this advice, gua.sh it 
or ame:cxl i·i;. Our critic isms are nortinent and are aimec'. at 
revealing :cea.lities. 
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Adm.i ttecll:y, so11e members o:f the Commission hmre nu·l; :~·orHo.:;_nc~ 
criticisn;::::;, in tl1ei~c se.:->arate or dissident O')iniOns, o::=· -c~lc 
CollliniEsio:,.. 1:1ho, c:~!l., therefore, deny Turl,ey ·the right to c~efenc'. 
itself uhon che l~c-mtcrcion and digHity of the 'I'J.rkish sto.co are 
at st.C~.ke, 1:hen tho lJ:.'icl.e and honour of the 'I'urkish e.rr!lJ ·· u'.wso 
traditi01l2.1 clisci1line is known to all aHcl to whom is Cllt:,~ustecl 
the task o~~~ clefc· .. :.cling the south-easterr_~_ fla:rl·( of wester:<L 
llirone and uho sholl.ld, therefore~ be considered in a CCl."'"Cai:·1 
measi:1re us yoUl' ~'.J:.'Iil;f · · are unjustly questionecL 

To be D.blc ·co give sc:rCisfaction to rtr Pilavachi ,Jj1.C~ 
AmbassaC::.or ~~~;:utlbaloeris ~ I should 1 perhaf)S"~ insteacJ. ol' 3UlYi.Jl:L·~-;ting 
a com~·;>rehe:;\si vc: a~l_c:. ,·_otailccl memorandum'~ have signed D. ohoJ'_-.·;; 
·::aper o~:_ L"!.:;_1CQj_~ditional surrendero 

In their statel<!Cl'.ts 1 the tv-ro speakers avoic!.ecl carefcclly touc:.1ing 
on the :(\.lJ·_~clar:1eE-l;al qt1e.stions causing them concer:~_,_ a~"J_c;_ cluel·C? 
intentionally 1 on sor,w formal asnects of the l'lemorial uho::;e 
sense they <}_istor·(;e(]_., Unfortunately, they used some excessive 
and regrettable J.a,cgnago and made inadmissible 1loli tical allusions. 

Mr i'ilavaclli tool: the liberty of refuting co.tego:cicalJ.:>·, in a 
single sonte:cl.CO 1 tlte chole content of Aj)')enclix I to our llo;norial 
in vrhich c.re clesc.o:ibecl authentic facts 11hich are g(mero.ll;y .known 
and con:C'ir:.~1e6. in some reports ancl memoranda of com~JctcJxC 
internatio:_:aJ. n.·Llthorities.. It is ·easy to refute rce.lit-ics) but 
impossibl.o to C:'.iFJC u11e,t ha·);;Jene(l_ to be iorgotten by · Jerscms 
Hho unde:t."'Hc~n.t .sn~::·:~~eriY1g for over ll years" 11 

The Ren:ce:~entativo o:C Cy,,ru_iJ. mac1_e the following scatement; 

"On the gtcostion or :,n~oceoure, I have no objection, W3 ·chc 
German c~_elcg(;_te saicl_, to having a .further discussion in j-Ln:c aJJ.d 
leaving the CJUe.<TcioP o:C decision to 8ej)tember. I realise ·chat 
it 1:1ill be mnch ·i;oo short .for the govern1uents to come to a 
final c:_ecisio:n'j h2.vi~1g to.ken account of the fact that -c~:le go . .-;)Ors 
have just re2.cl1cci_ 1.1s .. Therefore, in June" I ex:)ect' to IusJ.;.:c cJ. very 
short sto_tement, )robo.bly mccch shorter than the one I have made 
today, 

l'1y na'Jer, \lhich is ready, if it 1'iould facilitate the task o;: the 
Secretariat, I uot!lcl just have it photoco)iecl and clistri1Jl1_ted 
to the delegations :Jo that it would cause no extra v10rl~ to the 
Secreto.riat; J:or the translation, it is a different r~at·cel". It 
is in Engli:Jh, but it is simL)le ::Onglish; I think everyboc1:,y Hill 
understand what ·r run talking about. 

The secane'. ].JOint I uoul(:_ like to make .,. the clistinguishecc 
Turkish iuabassetdor ~la3 saic1. in his short intervention tho:t; l1o 
reserves the right to re•)ly to the questions that I have 1111L 
I realise ·i;J:crxc it n:.w be difficult for him to reply amr; I am 
looking :foruar6. to the replies in due course. The seco!.lc' --'Oint 1 

he said thc:C He hnve no intention of attacking the Commis.sioj1., 
I .vas ver~' glac:_ to hear this oral statement, but I am a:i:raic~. 
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that it cloes no·c rGfloct the 1r1ri tten statemm1t, It is alj:-ig!:1t 
to say o:..'all;" ew.c cle c:,re not ctttacking, that we do n.ot intend 
to attac:c tho Cowilli.ssio;1" \;fell, this should be reflected i:1 the 
vrri tten · Ja >er o 7~ithc:..' they wi thC.ra"' certain statements tho:!; 
they have maclc a.bou); the Com.rn.i.ssion in 1vhich we C£U1. acce::xC ·their 
intentiol1 of i'O attcc.ck on the Corrmrission, othervvise I really do 
not knm1 uhoc:1er· to 1:oJ.y on their Hri tten l1emorial or on the or2.l 
statement j·t).st ~.le_c~_e ver~;;r briefly" 11 

The llc·,~resent,:ltive o; Greece made the follo1·1ing statement,: 

"I have follouecl uitll interest the various S\)eeches madc 1 perhaps 
as a result of certain observations both by the deleg2.tion of 
Cyprus o..:r:tcl b:y rn~r Oi'JJ:l clolegationo I should like in the first 
instance to aL·.c:.rcss m;yself to my Turkish colleague and sa~' to 
him, becmwc he connlo.ic::l8c1. of the terms I used, that m;:;·· Horci.s 
were not (.ircctec!. o:c his l'erson, f'or 1·1hich I have much esteem, 
l'fy observations are ao.ceressed directly to the text Hllich I read 
and which you have all received, Let him be assurecl ther·e:~ore 
once ago.i:.::t tho.t nothiug of whilt I said was R.cldressed. to his 
person,. 

The He'-)reselc.ts:cive oc~ Turkey referred ;just now to the criticisms 
made by cm:taLl membcl'S who exoressec: a dissident O:Jinio;l i:1 
relation to tho o,Ji.nio;l of the large majority; in these 
dissiden:t; o-()inion~ ·Chere are TlO criticisms made in tl1e mo8J.li:ag 
and S,Jirit o? ymcr nerJorandumo It is sim~Jly a question of a 
legal as;.)ect uhich ·i:;he l1al tese member ancl the Italian menbcr 
presented, The Itv.lio.n member, v1i th regard to the a:cnJlico:cion 
of Article 1'), forr,mlc<.tecl. a separate oninion Ewcl that iEi all; 
there i.s TI_:J :L:nvcctivo and no C_irect criticism Iorrm _ _,_J_iJ_ted ~-g~1inst 
the proceclP.:·:e :Collo-dcll by the Commission ancc the assessment of 
the evicl_c:tLCG" Co:_;_seql_lo::"tly, it 1111-as a remark v,rithout foullclo.tiono 

No111 I retur;"l ·co the S·le$ch made by our British colle<'.e;u.e, sxopor··· 
ted by the cleJ.eg::rciol'. of the ~'ederal Rmmblic and backocc cc' also 
by our colleague o:~ tho l\fetherlami.so I am com•lleteJ.;;· in 
agreeme;1t 1.:i cJ::t them ·- ue should make ancl we are entitled to make 
a certo.il1 ovo.llw.tio ··" But, as is saic~ in the text \·Jhich I read 
out to -~·ou j·cw·i:; nmr, H:c Chairman, we cannot raise clonbts about 
the ;Jro'cec1.c~-:_c__J"ollm;:.ecl b;z_the Commission:, ·-~------···· ···--

\·Je are not "' COccrt of human rights, In examirring this case, vve 
are a jurisdictional body which at all events does not have the 
same pOi:Jers as the Court" VJe are not em:?OVlered to cxnres.s aT.J..;y 
opinion on ·Jrocedure, This -point must be clearly esto.blished. 
before 1:JC LllXlej_"'toJ:.:e ~:s.1 examination of the substance of this caseo 
l'fy British colleo.gcce 11as a1=>pealed to logic and commoa sen:::o o 
The Cou:ct o:~ r;,_·c:uan Ilig]lts, the mnreme legal body, is not 
em_[lo1rJe:C'C'} to c".o so o '.ll1y and how should we? That is J.ogic" 
Should He ]_ool: lor o. ::riddle road, r1r Chairman? Imagine the 
time th<d; that 1w1..clcl take, and hmv many O·)inions uoulcl reveal 
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themsel vcs 'wre in finc~~ing a middle road and settling occ 
approach. It uoulc~ lead ~1s to total confusion. Happily, uc 
have a jJreci.se ancl recent text which helos us out of this 
difficulty. J;_wt nmr, I clicl not ss.y that we have no :)0\Jel'S o I 
said tho.t uj~th _J~'_eJ:>.:".rcl to procedure as followed by the Comm.i.c:sion, 
,;e are not ennovroroif to ·Jlace 111 d:oubt the justification of that 
l•roced~L'~re. L' thoro is a delegation with a disr;idont oJi;~ion on 
this <J.1.1estiox~., I f)_lonlcl be grateful if it v.-ov.ld ·nrcsent i·l.:;. 
But" to coL~.tcst something that is precise and. to set l"\.3 to 
steer in ~cllo clarl; bet11een 11 ,Scylla and Charibdis 11

, uoulcl~ be 
tuntamov .. nt to ccrL"'cGint; confusion a::1d I believe that t~1~ .. t i:--; ~·-lot 
our tack .. 

I sim:;ly 1,.rant to ~~ay tHo thing.s on a point of -·_Jrocec'tLl.re.. ~~:lirstly, 
,)recisel~I ~ thrd:; the~ 'l"J_rkish Representative said ju.st noi-r ·Chat 
cer·Gain sta·Cement.s '.-rcre being made com_i)letely i:.ri thout a:-:1:;--- tc::ct 
and that micht caP.sc (::_ :-_1roblem for those who read the mi~:JJ.:.tcs, 
At the begi m'li:.lg, the ;Oecrotariat, you yourself, Nr C:haiTIJacl, 
invited BJ~l delegations which wished their S~)eeches to oo 
reprorl.vcecl ve:c'be:cin to say so" I 1·mnder 11hethor there <U'e :c.ny 
delogatioEs \cb.icJ1., noc having Rt the outset :foreseo~1 the co•.crse 
which tho c~o0atc t'lOl'..ll~ take~ d.id not make this v.rish l:.nu~ n_l o..ncl_ 
yet c·rot:c·lcl nmr lil(e their speeches to apvear vcrbatiru. ·a:;,' l'V 
part, I sil01clcl~ 1i1ce [:.-(; least the s 1Jeechos of the ·:mrtie;:; directly 
concerned to o.,-'·.lear :L.1 their entirety" That 1/0\.tlcl e:J)c.blo ,,~, to 
achieve bE.1lance ill ·t;ho minutes 0 As regards the other cle1ogc:tions, 
I woulcl say that t"1e situation is somewhat cciffere:-1t. :::·ur~;;lwrm.ore, 
the Turkish He:)resercl;ati ve said just now that, in thi.s c'cobo.te, 
he was ahmys s:•Joa~;:ing on behalf of his government o I vronc1~or 
therefore 11~1et~1cr '> •.rhenever -..vc discuss here., we should ~-,1c:0::c it 
clear a~t; tho outr3ot Hhich delegations are sDealcing on bohc'.li o:C: 
their goverJ.blenc, cl:ld 'Jhich are ;1ot speaking on behC~li o:C their 
government. There is the case of the British Re•)re.sente.tivo Hho 
made a remar~: concor:,;i:Ig procedure 0 He assured u.s th;orc he uas 
§pealsing JpciJ v_icb .. ~~=-l,;t-l-.2ersonally o Thus, the question ~c:dc;es 
constEclTGJ.y a.s to the ca>JaCl ty ln Nhich each ropresenta·i:;l ve lS 
addressiJl_g lc3. It .seems to me that, in a debate such as tho 
present on.e, it \!Occlcl. be very diificul t to d::..ssociate the 
nersoil from uha·c he re1)resents <> It even arYoeo..rs to me to be 
practic2.ll3r l..cnt;lillka~Jle" I should be vei"'J-grate:ful to yon, 
therefore, if this ,Joint could be cleared Uc) for our :Cuturo 
debates .. 11 

The Re-.-,resenta.tivc of 'l'urkey recalled that he spoke onl:J" Oll 
behalf o i' hiio govor;u~ent, and added that, if he he~d refc:ereJ to 
the cri ticim;Js ~~mt forvrard by some members of the COJ;mrisGi,m of 
Human Right:_;, i{; ~L<·c1~ wver been his intention to imnly t1~w:c 
these cricicism:~~ uere similar to those ;nade by his govo:c·nmento 
He had uishecl, r.1erel;y, to emphasise that the work metltOfl.G o,;K~ the 
conclusio.ns o~c· tl1c Cormnission vlere not sacrosanct, and conlc:. be 
criticisecl ulwn ~e;he~r called for criticism" 
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The Re,Jre.sent;'.Ci vc o .•. Aust:cia, Denmark ami porvL._8X con.sic'erecl 
that it uo .. s 1mlilcely t'iut a final attitude in this case could 
be acJ.o:yCec'. bJ ·Chc n~YTCh of June" 

The Eccret_B,.ry-_ _o~:~ J;ll2._o_o]I1Iili i;tee recalled that the interventions of the 
Representatives of Civru,s- 81ld G:r:ecoce would be reproduced verbatim 
in the record of the discusr;j_on, as they had requested. Other 
interventions would be sw:,narisecl. The record would be distributed 
as a secret Addendur1 to the Conclusions. 

The Representative of Greece made the following statement: 

"I understand what Mr Leuprecht has just explained to us but 
I said that when the debate began today and certain delegations 
were asked to say whether they wished their words to be repro­
duced in extenso, I thought perhaps certain delegations might 
not have fores'een the course the debate was to take. As for 
the parties directly concerned, the minutes will show an 
imbalance with regard to the length and importance of the 
speeches. This is an omission which it would be desirable to 
remedy. Would it require an additional effort by the Secretariat? 
Certainly it would. I think that we have every reason to ask 
such an effort of it and that from its paint of view I can 
conceive of no serious objection. I think that I am at the 
moment also speaking for my Turkish colleague who would like 
what he has said today to appear verbatim in the minutes. 

I consider important the point of view which I have just put 
forward, quite apart from the general rules governing the 
preparation of this Committee's minutes. After all it is we 
ourselves who drew up these rules." 

Following a brief summing up by the Chairman, the Representative 
of Cyprus spoke as follows: 

"On this point, Mr Chairman, a slight modification of the way 
you have summarised my position if I may. \'ie would very much 
have wished a decision in June. I have mentioned in my state­
ment the reasons for the urgency. However, we realise the 
difficulty in which the Committee finds itself given the time 
when this Memorandum and our reply are being circulated, For 
these reasons, we would have no alternative but to leave the 
matter for decision at the meeting after the one in June. But, 
of course, I wish to repeat that we would very much have wished 
if possible a decision in June." 
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