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The Secretary-General’s report of 10 September 196422 clarified the
term “return to hormal conditions” as ot being the restoration of the cons
titutional situation, as interpreted by the Turkish Cypriots. Nor could the
Force, under the terms of jts mandate, act as an instrument of the Govern-
ment in helping it to extend its authority by force over the Turkisk
Cypriots. 28 However, the then Secretary-General of the United Nations,

contribute to an agreed settlement of the Cyprus dispute,

Commenting on the Security Council’s resolution of 4 March 1964,
Archbishop Makarios declared:
“We have secured a resolution in the first phase of our struggle in

the international field. Turkey cannot in future threaten inter-
vention in Cyprus invoking the Treaty of Guarantee 24

II. THE TURKISH ADMINISTRATION

On the Turkish side, as from 1964, one can witness a process of political

evolution from administration to statehood.

On the Greek side of Cyprus, in line with the 13-point proposals of
Archbishop Makarios, the Greek Cypriot House of Representatives, in the
absence of the Turkish members, amended several of the fundamental articles
of the 1960 Constitution by ordinary iegislation. For instance, a law of 1964
provided for the vesting of the jurisdiction and functions of the two superior

courts of the Republic, which had been established by the Constitution, in

a single Supreme Court. A law of 1965 abolished the Greek Communal

Chamber, a creation of the Constitution. Great Britain and Turkey, two of

the Guarantor Powers of the Constitution, sent protest notes about the

———

22. 8/5950.

23. S/6228, Report of 11 March 1965,

24. Cyprus Mail, 5 March 1964.
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