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IS THERE A WΙN-WΙN SITUATION?
In August 1922, the waves of the beloved Aegean Sea became red with blood.  They marked the end of 2000 years of hellenism, for more than one million Greeks of Asia Minor.  This was preceded by huge errors of the Greeks.  A few people were severely punished.  The friends and the allies in the east and the west were watching with indifference.
In July 1974, the waves of the Kyrenia Sea, “the beloved sea of Kyrenia”, as the poet lamented, became red with blood.  They probably marked the end of a history of 3000 years for 160.000 Greek Cypriots in the north of Cyprus.  This was preceded by a series of huge errors.  Almost nobody was punished.  The friends and the allies in the east and the west were watching with indifference.  

History repeats itself.  We have proved incorrigible.  We commit the same mistakes again and again and we pay the bitter price.  
Thirty eight years after 1974, the Cyprus problem is nowhere.  There is almost no rational voice around.  One silly statement follows another.  Populism prevents all over.  Almost everything goes for party interests, nothing for the country itself.

I shiver when I follow the events.  And I recall what I wrote in my letter of resignation from the post of Foreign Minister in 1983:  “With this mentality of ours, we shall be left at the end of the day with the UN resolutions and the occupation”.  Unfortunately it looks as if the occupation of our country is here to stay.   
We have ended up going to “Greentree”, Long Island, with three “Nos” in our luggage, which constitute the apogee of inconsistency and stupidity:

· “No” to an International Conference, which we were seeking with passion a few years ago, under the same circumstances.  I recall our jubilation in Moscow in October 1982, when we included it in the joint communiqué.
· “No” to arbitration, which is included in Article 33 of Chapter 6 of the U.N. Charter, as an obligation of the member-states for peaceful settlements of disputes.  Through this stand of ours we contravene the provisions of the Charter.

· “No” to “asphyxiating timeframes” (“Asphyxiating” indeed, after 38 years!).  In other words we are after an open-ended dialogue, which is the perfect recipe for partition and eventual occupation of Cyprus by Turkey.  A few years ago we pleaded for “a solution yesterday” and we declared time and again that “we, the victims of aggression, are after a solution as fast as possible”.

We now have the natural gas issue as well.  When I started the process back in 1998, amongst a lot of irony and derision, I never thought that 10-12 years later we would have in Cyprus so many “wise” men “fully conversant” with all the aspects of the subject, financial, technical and political.  I have made some reasonable proposals in connection with the gas which would address, inter alia, the Turkish threats, either in the form of “hot” incidents, or through the pumping by Turkey of Cyprus’ hydrocarbon reserves.  At this moment however, when we think again that we are at the centre of the universe, some people tend to forget how dangerous Turkey could be, when there exist serious disputes with her.   They forget that Turkey was threatening to invade Cyprus since 1965 and she eventually did it in 1974.  
In the present imbroglio, with the Cyprus problem at a standstill, the economy rated as junk, and the hydrocarbons under the Damocles Sword of Turkey,  I thought, in case the efforts of the U.N. Secretary-General take us nowhere in the weeks to  come and the U.N. are ready to strike the stage curtain and pull out of Cyprus, to put forward the proposals which follow, which might lead to a win-win situation for all players:

1.  For the solution of the Cyprus problem to have all parties adopt and endorse the Anglo-American-Canadian Plan of November 1978, which was viewed at that time positively by almost all concerned.  One might ask whether we can go as far as so many years backwards.  The answer is “yes”.  Nothing much has changed on Cyprus in all these years – some adjustments will be necessary on issues like properties, the settlers (who did not exist at that time) etc.  The Plan was quite comprehensive, it was based on the federal system of government and it addressed the basic concerns of the two communities.  The inhabitants of Varosha would go back to their homes, upon the commencement of the talks and would stay there, irrespective of the outcome of the negotiations.  On the territorial aspect the Gobbi map of 1981 might be adopted.  The above plan was accepted at that time by the DISY Party and it was clear that AKEL would have endorsed it as well, had it not been rejected by the Soviet Union on the grounds of its “imperialist” origin (I trust that now, after the accession of Cyprus to Europe and the relations with Israel the “imperialist” element is gone).  President Kyprianou was rather negative, but if the stand of  AKEL, with which he was in close cooperation was positive, he might have approved of it as well.  Furthermore, according to the U.S. Assistant Secretary of State Matthew Nimetz, who was handling the issue, the Turkish side was not negative either.  So, in case there is no exit from the labyrinth of today, probably a Plan of the old days might open the way.  Of course it should be noted that a solution under the above plan should be agreed within a reasonable timeframe (6-12 months).
2. Natural gas could be used as consideration for the above solution, which is better for the Greek Cypriots compared to what is on the table today.  Natural gas, beyond our needs for electricity generation  (at present approximately 45 billion cubic feet per year) could be sold and pumped to Greece and/or to Europe through Turkey.  There is already a pipeline (296 kilometres long) running from Karacabey, Turkey to Komotini, Greece, which was commissioned in 2007.  This pipeline can carry up to 385 billion cubic feet of gas per year.  There is also an agreement for the extension of this pipeline to Bulgaria and probably to Europe.  If this pipeline cannot be used for any reason, then another pipeline of those crossing Turkish territory to Europe might be used.  It should be noted that the transportation of gas by pipelines rather than through liquefaction is considered to be by far the most economic method.  Liquefaction (which will of course be used if there is no other solution) needs an investment of more than US$10 billion and consequently the cost per unit becomes very high (That is why Gazprom uses pipelines whenever possible).  Transportation directly to Greece by undersea pipeline (1000 kilometres) is extremely difficult and expensive and should be excluded.
3. The Turkish demands in respect of the Cyprus Exclusive Economic Zone should be withdrawn, as part of the agreement.  
What makes the above a win-win situation?
(A)  The Greek Cypriots solve the national problem.  The solution is the best ever offered after 1974.  They also secure the most economic and profitable solution for their gas and they settle the issue of the Turkish demands and threats.
(B) The Turkish Cypriots solve the problem of Cyprus and they become European citizens.  They also participate in the hydrocarbon bonanza.   
(C) Greece has the best possible solution of a major national problem and furthermore she secures another source of supply and/or profitable transportation to Europe of natural gas.

(D) For Turkey the solution of the Cyprus problem opens the gates of Europe.  She will also have important financial benefits from the transportation of the gas through her territory.

(E) Europe and the International Community settle a problem, which has been a bleeding wound for the past decades.

Somebody may ask:  Can we trust Turkey and arrange for the passage of our gas through her territory, even after the solution of the Cyprus problem?

My answer is as follows:   If we do not trust Turkey after the solution of the Cyprus problem for the safe transportation of our natural gas through her territory, then why do we negotiate with the Turkish Cypriots for the past 35 years a federal solution of our problem?  Under the federal system the Turkish Cypriots (and by extension Turkey) will have an «effective participation» in all major decisions of Cyprus.  This is provided in the UN and the European resolutions on Cyprus.  So, if we do not trust the Turks after a federal settlement, then let us speak clearly.  Let us support a two-states arrangement – the Greeks on one side and the Turks on the other. Because there is no other solution left, which can be negotiated.  And God help us all.   
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