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Abstract
On April 23rd 2003 for the first time in twenty-nine years of Turkish occupation in Cyprus, Greek and Turkish Cypriots were able to cross, the dividing green line and walk towards the opposite, and, until then forbidden, direction.

More than thirty years of myths, stereotypes and negative perceptions about each other had been demolished in only the first couple of days after the partial lifting of the restrictions in free movement. The roads that kept alive the communication between Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots remained visible. Cypriots managed to open wide holes in the dividing wall. These developments were only the peak of a course through the thirty years of the Cyprus problem.

There is strong evidence that during this course, the European Union acted as the catalyst for the re-establishment of the communication and redefining the perceptions of each community for each other. The EU offered new points of reference and prospects in the relations of the two communities by projecting a common goal - a feature  which was missing for years in the search for a solution of the problem.



Introduction

The origins of the interaction between the European Union and Cyprus are traced much earlier than the date Cyprus submitted its application for full membership. Europe, as a whole, but also individual European states, expressed their interest on the island even before 1974. Furthermore, for more than two decades since 1974, Europe has been involved in the Cyprus problem but, for various reasons was not able to take the lead role in the negotiations for the solution of the problem.

When Cyprus applied for a full membership to the European Union this
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European interest grew even bigger since the reality of accepting a divided island, accelerated the effort of the united European countries towards a solution of the Problem.

At the same time a whole new dynamic developed through the harmonisation process and the European ideals of peace, multiculturism, coexistence, and human rights, which appealed to both communities who worked for a common goal: accession to the European Union.

Europe and the Cyprus Problem

Invasion: The Aftermath
The Turkish invasion signalled the first concrete involvement of the European Economic Community (EEC) in Cyprus, even though official relations with the island had been established in 1972 with the Association Agreement. The newly created European Political Cooperation (EPC) was faced with one of the very first cases of conflict which needed to be handled collectively, by the coordinated actions of the then nine member-states of the EEC. The EPC position was nevertheless limited to common statements and declarations above all supporting the UN's resolutions.1 As was reiterated since, the EEC and later the European Union (EU) never attempted to substitute the UN's role on the Cyprus problem, but offered additional and complementary efforts for the solution of the problem.2 Hence, the EEC was limited to dispatching immediate financial and food aid; while at the same time it 'reaffirmed their attachment to the independence and territorial integrity of Cyprus'.3

However, the EEC's economic bonds with Greece and Turkey attributed importance to a region the EEC 'could not ignore'.4 Hence, the EEC attempted to mediate for the solution of the problem in order to avoid the danger of escalation of friction into war, using precisely these economic ties, to exercise political pressure. Particularly, France5 and Britain took up an intensive diplomatic effort in order to persuade the conflicting parties to reach a truce.6

The EPC' s involvement to the Cyprus problem was even institutionalised with the meetings of the ad hoc group of specialists which was set up especially for the Cyprus problem within the Mediterranean framework.7 The intensive initial involvement of the EEC, during the first months of the crisis, faded by 1976, and at the same time the USA reactivated its interest in the area.8 During the critical two summer months of 1974 the EEC efforts were limited to crisis management which failed, since the hostilities in Cyprus continued in August with the second phase of the Turkish invasion on the island and Greece announced her withdrawal from the military wing of NATO.
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Soon enough, the first frictions appeared among the member-states since their different historical background and their own interests conflicted. From that period onwards and during the 1980s the nine EEC members were struggling to reconcile the different positions on the matter while keeping a balanced equation with Greece and Turkey.9

While freezing the association agreement with Turkey to exert political pressure, the EEC proceeded with an economic association with Greece, resulting in Turkey rejecting the EEC as a credible mediator.10 Nevertheless, the EEC was only attempting to support the restoration of democracy in Greece but without offering a concrete solution to the Cyprus problem, distancing Greece too. This pattern of behaviour, trying to keep equal distance from both Turkey and Greece, continued all through the 1980s, slowly being put aside by all. By the end of the decade, the EEC was completely ignored, by the conflicting parties which turned, instead, toward Washington.

Furthermore the EEC failed to project the image of a reliable mediator to the parties due to the EEC's confusion in dealing with the Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots, opting for the easy way out, by freezing Cyprus' Economic agreement. In an attempt to keep equal distance from both communities the EEC refused to proceed in any economic transaction with Cyprus unless both communities were to profit, leaving Cyprus without economic recourses, at a time when the island, especially after the war was looking for much needed trade and assistance.11 This attitude was yet another factor that pushed the Cyprus Republic to turn to different directions especially towards the USA, for help.12

The EEC was unable to project a common foreign policy due to different historical experiences and interests of the member-states which could not be consolidated, not even within the UN voting procedures where at times all nine did not cast the same vote.13

The USA Reappears
Where the EEC's influence was failing to demonstrate a concrete position on the problem, the USA's interest was reactivated filling the gap. The reason for the USA's re-involvement was the need of the American government to lift the arms embargo imposed on Turkey in 1975 by the American congress, until 'a substantial progress towards an agreement had been made' in Cyprus.14 Hence, the American government was searching for ways to reactivate the dialogue for the solution on the Cyprus Problem. Furthermore, the threat of a Greco-Turkish war that was considered then imminent, because of the crises of 1976 in the Aegean, demonstrated the need to deal with the tension in the Mediterranean wing of NATO. Hence, with the intense involvement of the American government there was an
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agreement between the Greek- and Turkish-Cypriot communities, in 1977 and later in 1979. These agreements set the basic principles of the solution to the Cyprus problem.15

The USA's reaction to the internationalisation of the Cyprus problem was negative since it believed that the problem was part of the Greco-Turkish relations and especially a western problem. Furthermore the involvement of the UN or even worse the Soviet Union and the Third World would only worsen Turkey's intransigence.1s

Nevertheless during the 1980s Cyprus and Greece intensified their diplomatic efforts towards internationalising the problem and especially using the UN to at least avoid the mishandling of the problem by the USA and to prevent Turkey from exploiting her alliance with the USA.

In 1981, when Andreas Papandreou and his socialist government was in power, the situation changed not only vis-a-vis the EEC's attitude towards Turkey and Cyprus, but also the very accession of Greece to the EEC and later of more Mediterranean countries, changed the balance within the EEC itself.17 Furthermore, Papandreou's charismatic leadership and dynamic politics, not being afraid to challenge the great powers and especially Europe and the USA, were appealing not only in Greece but in Cyprus too. His famous warning of 'casus belli', if Turkey would threaten Cyprus, remained in history and was imprinted in the perceptions of all Greek-Cypriots.18 It also laid the foundations for the Joint Defence Dogma between Greece and Cyprus, enhancing the cooperation of the two countries in all fields. Papanoreou gave the respect, confidence and self­esteem that the Greek-Cypriots lacked ever since the invasion whilst preserving the historical memory and strengthening morale.

Papandreou's government soon enough learned how to work within the EEC and using the institutions to strengthen its position vis-a-vis Turkey.19 Kranidiotis underlines that the EEC 'provided Greece with a strong negotiating tool, which is imperative to be used correctly so that Turkey review its policy towards Greece and Cyprus'.20

Greece used every means available to prevent any further association between the EEC and Turkey unless there was a significant development towards settlement in Cyprus. Hence, the efforts of reviving the EEC-Turkey's relations during the late 1980s were at a standstill, due to the Greek position, while any economic assistance to Turkey was frozen.21

By the end of the 1980s the foundations for the application of Cyprus to the
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European Community (EC) were in place, since with the fall of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold War, the changed international conditions allowed a different approach.22

1990s: New Perspectives

Towards Europe
The 1980s were not fruitful for the negotiations between the two communities in Cyprus. There were serious problems due in particular to Turkey's intransigence, while the USA's position was evidently more favourable to Turkey than Greece.23

After the failure of the talks in 1980 and the unilateral declaration of the independence of the occupied north as 'TRNC', the efforts for the reactivation of the talks from 1985 to 1988, collapsed due to Turkey's intransigence.24

At the same time, the EC was restructuring itself, since the collapse, of the Soviet Block demonstrated the need to economically assist and politically strengthen the institutions of the countries of the eastern frontier of the EC, while the progress in economic integration within the EC demanded integration in other areas too.

Europe posed as a very good option for Cyprus and Greece at the time, not only because of the dynamic evolution of the EU but also because of its democratic values and respect for human rights, that would guarantee the just solution of the Cyprus problem.25

Furthermore, both Greece and Cyprus believed that the EU accession would be a catalyst for actively promoting the negotiations between the two communities which later led to awareness that the prospect of accession would indeed encourage the intensification of the efforts for a solution.26 Cyprus and Greece believed that bringing in to the negotiations another international factor such as the EU would balance the USA's influence on the matter. Hence in 1990 Cyprus decides to submit its application for full accession to the EU.

In 1993 the EU accepted Cyprus' application thus engaging in a complex political problem, but believing that the result of Cyprus' accession to the Community would be 'increased security and prosperity' while it would help 'bring the two communities on the island closer together'.27 Nevertheless, the EU's decision caused a major headache for Europe, in dealing with the possibility of accepting as a full member a divided island. '[... ] The Commission and the Council wrestled with diplomatic niceties' to deal with various problems concerning Cyprus' application'.28
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Apart from the possibility of accepting a divided island, the EU was in danger of importing the Greco-Turkish hostilities within its ranks, while the European Council had to deal with the European states' individual interests and which at times contradicted each other.29

Turkey reacted negatively to the possible EU enlargement towards Cyprus, when at the same time the Europeans rejected its own candidacy. And Turkey embarked on a new, intensified campaign to prevent the island's accession to the EU. The campaign varied from diplomatic efforts to threats of annexation of the occupied north and also direct threats to confront militarily Cyprus.30

However, Greece foresaw the possibilities in the prospects of Turkey's own candidacy to the EU and by 1999 changed its attitude towards the neighbouring country, slowly becoming Turkey's EU bid best supporter. Along with the idea of bringing Cyprus within the EU, Greece thought that Turkey should be encouraged to access the Union too.31 This derived from the fact that harmonisation with the Copenhagen criteria set in 1993 would unavoidably pressure Turkey to be more democratic and demonstrate respect for human rights. If Turkey wanted to join the EU then it should respect human rights and her military occupation of Cyprus was part of the human rights record that had to improve. The UN efforts for the solution of the Cyprus problem were not fruitful until the last months of 1997, in spite of the intense activity to reactivate the peace process by the UN but also by individual European governments and the Americans. This is demonstrated by the fact that individually nearly all European governments appointed their special representative to follow developments.32

Apparently the fact that different individuals were speaking on behalf of the European states and there wasn't a European common position on the matter was something that caused political ambiguities, in the European position. There were 'different approaches by the member-states and the Union itself',33 which as Green illustrates 'fed and nurtured the war of words between the regional political elites (in Cyprus) and in the media in particular' which had as an evident consequence the undermining of confidence amongst both the Greek-Cypriot and Turkish-Cypriot people about the long-term prospects for both EU membership and a solution to the Cyprus problem'.34 Evidently the inability of the EU to project  a common position on the Cyprus problem was not only damaging the EU's credibility as a mediator or at least as a facilitator of a solution of the problem, but added problems in the communication between the two communities rather than being a catalyst.

Only during the last two years before the final decision was taken for the accession of Cyprus to the EU (that is from 2000 to 2002), the EU institutions organised and worked intensively in accommodating the possible solution to the
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Cyprus problem. But again, these initiatives were purely financial and cultural and the EU seemed unable to transform them in to political pressure on the two sides.

Green underlines that as Cyprus 'moved towards membership of the EU, the logic of the twinning of a solution to the political problem with membership of the EU demanded that the EU should be, if not a full participating party, at least an observer to the UN talks. [...] If the UN was to have any potential for success in its future rounds of inter-communal talks, then it had to be sure that the proposed detail of any solution would fit with membership of the EU'.35 Hence, from 1994 onwards the EU appointed an observer to the bi-communal talks for the solution of the problem, reporting back to the Commission but without being able to intervene in any way in the talks. The EU still handled secondary issues concerning the problem in Cyprus and was not dealing with the essence of the political problem.

During this period and until 1999 the EU had to deal with other problems and issues since the War in Yugoslavia threatened the peace and stability of Europe itself. The inability to deal with the matter effectively and the USA's intervention demonstrated the insufficiency of the EU's Common Foreign and Security Policy. The war in Kosovo was only an addition on many insufficiencies that the EU faced with its foreign policy, as it was unable to project a valid political position or appear as a credible mediator in the Middle East problem too.36

The same scenario was occurring in Greco-Turkish relations, in 1996, when the tension between the neighbouring countries escalated in the Aegean37 while at the same time the tension in Cyprus was high, after the murder of two Greek-Cypriots across the buffer zone. Once more it was the intervention of the USA that stabilised the region. Once again the EU was absent in the efforts to effectively manage the situation.

Changing Perceptions
At about the same time when Cyprus' application was submitted the conditions were maturing for the reestablishment of communication between the two communities. Various initiatives for the rapprochement of the two communities came from individual European countries but did not compose a collective and organised effort by Europe as a whole. In 1989, the International Peace Research Institute of Oslo which launched the projects for the Middle East launched similar projects for the reactivation of a dialogue between ordinary people by the two communities at Ledra Palace, the hotel in the buffer zone that became the symbol of the reunification of the island.38

Another initiative from Europe emerged around the same time with the Oslo project but as a more permanent attempt to bring the two communities together.
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This time the initiative came from the then Czechoslovak Republic's ambassador in Cyprus, who arranged for the two communities' political parties to institutionalise meetings at Ledra Hotel in the Buffer Zone.39 The initiatives of the former Czechoslovak Republic, which continued throughout the 1990s by the Slovak Embassy, were based on the idea of bringing the civil society into the efforts to solve the problem. Similar initiatives, inviting together individuals from both communities to the USA, were undertaken by the Fulbright Commission in Cyprus.

Throughout the 1990s the efforts were intensified by non-governmental organisations and also civil society movements from the two communities that attempted to communicate despite the evident efforts by Rauf Denktash to prevent the meetings.40 Nevertheless, Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots found another way to communicate. The internet became the basic tool of communication between generations of Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots who had never met before, and which Rauf Denktash could not control. The conditions were slowly but steadily moulding together for the creation of the right context for Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots to communicate again.

The situation in the north since the 1980s was becoming unbearable for the Turkish-Cypriots, who under the oppressive administration of the Turkish army, were imprisoned in their own land and deprived of their rights.41 According to the CNA network, since 1974 'there has been more than thirty-one bombings, ten arsons, four gun firings and one murder with political motivations in the northern part of Cyprus'.42 Similarly the Turkish-Cypriot opposition newspaper 'Africa' has been bombed twice during the late 1990s and the beginning of '2000 while the political terror on the Turkish-Cypriots opposed to the presence of the Turkish military, had been a regular phenomenon in the north.

While the oppression continued through the 1990s and early 2000 the economic situation deteriorated as Turkey's economy worsened. The tip of the iceberg was seen in February 2001 when the Turkish lira was devalued by nearly 50%. This worsened conditions for the Turkish-Cypriots in the occupied north leading to massive protests, calling on Denktash to resign and demanding the reunification of the island and accession to the EU.43

In 2002 'the economic situation in the northern part of Cyprus was still very weak and the population was undergoing severe hardships more than a year after the economic and banking crises in Turkey had damaged economic activity in the north'.44 The poor economic conditions led to massive emigration of Turkish­ Cypriots and especially of the younger generation of Turkish-Cypriot with a 'higher education'.45
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The illegal 'TRNC' dealt with the massive emigration by importing further Turkish settlers to the northern part of the island. By 2001 the number of settlers reached the figure of 115.000 threatening the demographic balances on the island.46

Although, the Turkish-Cypriots were subjected to the Turkish media and Denktash's propaganda daily, and the Turkish curriculum was imposed on Turkish­ Cypriot schools, the Turkish-Cypriot's identity was not diluted. The interaction with the Turks of Anatolia made the 'differences more apparent and at times has created tensions between Turkish immigrants and native Turkish-Cypriots.47 The cultural, linguistic and religious differences among the Turkish-Cypriot and Turkish settlers clearly differentiated them,48 demonstrating the common culture that Turkish­ Cypriots share with Greek-Cypriots.

The poor economic situation, the oppression and ongoing colonisation by the Turks from Anatolia, and also the changing of perceptions for the Greek-Cypriot community by the ongoing communication, nurtured the opposition to Denktash and Turkey's rule.

The EU was still unable to reach out to the Turkish-Cypriots, partially due to the myths that Rauf Denktash had created about the organisation, and partially due to the fact that the EU was unable to inform and reach the Turkish-Cypriots due to restrictions posed by Rauf Denktash. Hence until 1998, Denktash was accusing the EU of being partial, by openly supporting the Greek-Cypriots, who 'were not interested anymore in finding a solution to the problem', while leaving the Turkish­
Cypriots outside of the accession negotiations.49

Denktash' propaganda was demolished soon enough by President Glavkos Clerides' proposal for the Turkish-Cypriots to participate in the negotiating team on behalf of Cyprus with the EU in 1998 but the proposal remained unanswered.50 In addition the EU was making an effort to reach the Turkish-Cypriots by inviting businessmen and other social groups to Brussels along with Greek-Cypriots in order to create the basis of bi-communal projects in Cyprus.51

The Helsinki EU summit, in December 1999, proved to be a turning point for Cyprus' accession and also for the Cyprus problem. The historical decision at Helsinki signalled not only the fact that the island would join the EU, regardless of whether a solution of the Cyprus problem was found or not, but it also, finalised Turkey's candidacy and road map, changing attitudes on the island too.

European Dynamics
By the year 2000 other European - EU and non EU - institutions had, contributed to
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the creation of a new dynamic in efforts to promote a settlement, which in the end offered a legal context for the solution of the Cyprus problem. The European Court of Justice (ECJ) with a landmark decision offered a definite solution to the imports of illegal goods from the occupied areas in the European markets. The ECJ on 3rd July 1994 decided in favour of the Cypriot businessmen who were suing the British government for importing goods of the 'TRNC'.52 This decision was based on the acquis whereby products imported from a third country must fulfil the set standards; at the same time recognising that the government of Cyprus as the only legal representative of the island was unable to control the north due to the Turkish occupation.53 This decision was a milestone in the direction the EU was going to take, as far as the Cyprus problem was concerned, clearing the confusion of how to deal with a divided island.

Two other major decisions that emerged from the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) at this time, but nevertheless are milestones towards the solution of the problem are those in favour of refugee Titina Loizidou in 1998 and in the case of Cyprus vs. Turkey in 2001. In both cases the ECHR found Turkey guilty of a number of violations of the Convention of Human Rights. In the first case concerning the violation of property rights and in the second case of missing persons, the home and property rights of the displaced persons, the rights of the enslaved in the occupied areas, and the rights of Turkish-Cypriots living in northern Cyprus.54

These decisions of the ECHR paved the way not only for Greek-Cypriots to apply against Turkey55 but also Turkish-Cypriots. The widow of the murdered Turkish-Cypriot journalist Kutlu Adali is awaiting the ECHR judgement, while the Court has already found Turkey guilty, in the case of the Turkish-Cypriot doctor Ahmet Cavit An, about the violation of his right to cross to the free areas of the Republic of Cyprus.56 The latest case is the recourse of the Turkish-Cypriot 'Unified Cyprus' Party against Turkey about the illegal participation of the Turkish settlers in the upcoming elections in the 'TRNC', with the argument that the settlers are changing the demography of the island and the outcome of the elections.57

It is quite obvious from the above illustrations that all Cypriots, Turkish and Greek, view the ECHR as the ideal European institution to guarantee their human rights violated by Turkey. This demonstrated that both communities have found a common goal, thrusting aside Denktash's myths.

Turning Point
The Helsinki summit in 1999 was not only the turning point for a different approach by the EU towards Cyprus but also for the two communities on the island, since its decision to accept the island with or without a solution initiated a whole new
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dynamism in the efforts for a solution. The UN launched a new initiative for the solution and throughout 1999 and 2000 the leaders of the two communities took part in two rounds of proximity talks. These talks failed again since Rauf Denktash refused to engage into negotiations about the core issues of the Cyprus problem unless there was an 'acknowledgement of the realities' in Cyprus and therefore refused to attend the talks.58

The next meeting of the Cypriot leaders took place in December 2001 when Rauf Denktash and Glavkos Clerides arranged to start direct negotiations in Cyprus from January 2002.59 The deadline which was set for the conclusion of the talks in June 2002 when the Commission's report on the countries ready for accession would be announced was not met. Nevertheless in November 2002 the Secretary General Kofi Annan presented a detailed plan for a comprehensive settlement of the Cyprus problem requesting the two leaders to give their initial response to the plan within a week.60

On 10th December, just a few days before the Copenhagen announcement of the acceding countries was made by the European Council, the Secretary General presented a revised plan for the solution of the problem. Yet again the Turkish­ Cypriot leader did not respond to the pleas of the Secretary General for a comprehensive solution of the Cyprus problem before the accession. Rauf Denktash's attitude provoked massive reactions by the Turkish-Cypriots who had been continuing their protests since September 2002; and subsequently organised a massive rally on 26th December. More than 30,000 Turkish-Cypriots holding European flags demanded the reunification of the island and accession to the EU and rejected Denktash's policies.61

By that time more than 2,000 Turkish-Cypriots had applied to be issued with a Cyprus Republic passport.62 This was tantamount to treason for Rauf Denktash. The dynamics of the accession, and the fear of a complete isolation in the north because of the intransigence of their leader pushed the Turkish-Cypriots towards not only accession but also reunification. Rauf Denktash rejected the proposal of Kofi Annan to submit the plan to a referendum leading the efforts once again to a dead end. On 16th April the Republic of Cyprus signed in Athens the Treaty of Accession to the EU, but newly elected President Tassos Papadopoulos in his statement following the signature expressed 'regret that the artificial walls of division and the line of separation that was imposed by force, prevent our Turkish­ Cypriot compatriots from proceeding with us within the framework of a reunited Cyprus on the way to Europe'63 He nevertheless reiterated the will of the Republic of Cyprus to do all that is necessary to help the Turkish-Cypriots and resolve the Cyprus problem.
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On 23rd April Rauf Denktash announced the opening of the ceasefire line checkpoints, allowing Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots to cross the dividing line. This gesture was justified by Rauf Denktash as a 'test to see if the two communities could live together'.64

The experiment apparently worked and obviously was a blow to Denktash's propaganda that Greek- and Turkish-Cypriots cannot live together. Almost all Greek- and Turkish-Cypriots have since crossed the divide, without any incident. On the contrary, this newly ground rapprochement seems to have demolished the last of the Turkish pretexts and proved that the ordinary Greek- and Turkish­ Cypriots are mature enough and ready for a settlement that would reunify their country.

Conclusions

Relations between the two communities in Cyprus have been through a lot of stages since the island was a British colony. The year 2003 seems to be the landmark that signifies the change towards new dimensions and paths. Historically the aims of the two communities have been different. The Turkish-Cypriot community, whose nationalism developed much later than the Greek-Cypriot one, supported Taxim (partition), while the Greek-Cypriot community supported Enosis (Union with Greece).

The influence of foreign countries and especially those involved in the Cyprus problem –not necessarily Turkey and Greece directly, the so called motherlands– more specifically Britain and the USA had agitated the Cypriots in two diverse directions. The constitution of 1960 with its divisive elements worsened the situation, especially since the Greek-Cypriots never stopped hoping for Enosis with Greece while blaming the Turkish-Cypriots for preventing the realisation of their aspirations. At the same time the Turkish-Cypriots, were insecure, unsafe and felt the Greek-Cypriots' anger, while being under the constant –either through terrorism or any other means– nationalist propaganda, emanating from the cores of the Turkish armed forces.65 Under these circumstances the Turkish-Cypriots turned towards Turkey for their safety net.

Events between 1963 and 1974, kept the two communities partially separated. In 1974 Greek-Cypriot nationalism was shattered, abandoning the idea of Enosis with Greece and also' realisingthe potential of an independent state. At the same time Turkish-Cypriot nationalism was running high along with their growing dependence on Turkey.

Vamik Volkan when visiting the Turkish-Cypriot enclaves in Cyprus in 1963
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characterised the Turkish-Cypriots as prisoners in their own land.66 The Turkish­ Cypriots were in fact prisoners much longer than just the period Dr. Volkan describes. The violation of their freedom of movement, free speech and democratic elections, along with the constant Turkish efforts to change their culture and the demography of the island by importing settlers from Turkey, were violations that affected all Cypriots.

With the prospect of accession to the EU the two communities soon enough found a common goal. The European institutions, especially the ECHR even though it is not part of the EU, guarantee the rights of all Cypriots, evidence of which are the hundreds of cases submitted by Turkish- and Greek Cypriots for violations of their rights by Turkey. The EU, as a context was also the guarantee for the strong sense of security that both communities were lacking, while particularly for the Turkish-Cypriots the economic prosperity posed an ideal situation for the island.67

In addition European values, especially those of respect for human rights, democracy and multiculturism, composed a new model for Cyprus. The tolerances of diversity but with the aim of cohesion are notions that were transferred to Cyprus along with the acquis communautaire.

Perceptions were changing slowly during the first two decades after the invasion but accelerated dramatically in the early years of the twenty-first century. The dynamics of EU accession led to the partial lifting of the restrictions on the freedom of movement and the mutual creation of new channels of communication and understanding between Turkish- and Greek-Cypriots.

The intense sense of working together for a federation with an effective central government has become an eager desire and a common vision for both communities for the first time since the birth of the Republic of Cyprus.

Even before the lifting of restrictions, the government of the Republic had prepared special measures for the economic support of the T/c,68 while recently the Ministerial Council decided to introduce the Turkish language into schools.69 At the same time there is a new effort to change the history textbooks of both sides. A gesture which even though caused opposition, aims at creating the sense of common citations and reports, building up the sense of a common state.70 In addition the massive number of applications for passports of the Cyprus Republic by Turkish-Cypriots, demonstrate the belief of belonging to this state and not to any other entity.71

The will for a common vision is evident and the social and cultural reconciliation is also demonstrated by the very behaviour of the people in Cyprus, while the UN
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plan for the solution remains on the table. Nevertheless there are problems that if not considered carefully and addressed properly might be the cause of future friction between the two communities. There are basic differences in approaches on the core issues of the Cyprus problem by Greek- and Turkish-Cypriots, such as the fate of the Turkish settlers and the properties.72

Additionally, there is the problem of the collaboration of the two communities under the proposed solution in order to negotiate and secure Cyprus' rights within the EU. The UN plan proposes a complex and idiomorphic common entity whose ability to function effectively within the EU is doubtful.73 The negotiating position of the future federal state of Cyprus within the EU could be the source of friction between the two communities. At the same time the period of complicated and multiple processing among the different levels of governments (as is suggested by the UN Plan)74 hinders the danger of preparing a final position quickly enough for the Cyprus Government to be able to negotiate it within the EU structures, elusive, if not impossible to achieve.

The EU's role, vis-a-vis not only the Cyprus problem but also the reconciliation of the two communities, has been vital, but not direct. The context of the harmonisation with the acquis and the projection of values have certainly been the major mobilisation factor for the rapprochement of Greek- and Turkish-Cypriots in different levels and fields, except in the political and most important one. The EU as an international factor has once again, as in the cases of Middle East and Kosovo assumed the role of the economic benefactor and the humanitarian role. Only in the first couple of years after the Turkish invasion on the island had the EU attempted without any result to undertake the mission of conflict resolution, but had no credibility among the parties and no political and military power to enforce its efforts on the parties. Nevertheless in the Cyprus problem the UN has always played the primary role in the negotiations while the EU has been an observer.

In 2002 the EU announced the special budget for Cyprus after the solution for bi-communal projects in an effort to motivate the Turkish-Cypriots to reach a solution.75 In another endeavour it invited international donors to support the solution of the Cyprus  problem.76 These actions demonstrated the deeper involvement of the EU in the Cyprus problem, which is attributed to the real possibility of accepting a, divided island within the EU, but fail to be translated into political pressure or power vis-a-vis the political problem.

However, with Cyprus accession to the EU in 2004, a new parameter is created vis-à-vis the solution of the Cyprus problem, and that is the acquis communautaire. Cyprus will have to abide by the acquis and this will certainly have a positive consequence to the solution of the problem.
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Nevertheless, the prospect of accession to the EU has created a whole new dynamic to the possibility of a solution of the Cyprus problem. It has demolished old myths, stereotypes and perceptions for each community. It has opened new channels of communication between the communities of Cyprus and also new pathways to the realisation of a common state and a common feeling of working jointly for this state.

The demolition of the last dividing wall in Europe has not yet occurred in spite of the latest developments but it is certain that this wall is collapsing under the weight of the European flag.
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