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l.l International catalogues of human rights (ECHR, UDHR and ICCPR) 
In your country, what is the constitutional position/characteristic/legal 
force of international treaties protecting human rights? 
What mechanism is used to invoke the international treaties in national 
court decision-making? 
Is it possible to invoke the direct effect of the international catalogues 
of human rights? If so, please describe the mechanism. 
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The legislature has to exercise its powers within the limits laid down by the 

supreme law that is the Constitution.  Constitutional provisions are the 

paramount law and supersede and prevail every other legal provision or 

regulation inconsistent with them .The genesis of laws, rules and regulations 

is dependent on observance of the Constitution and laws made thereunder. 

There is no room for legitimacy outside that framework or authority. 

International treaties properly become part of the domestic law and have 

superior force to any other domestic law enacted by Parliament. This, in 

effect, means that no other domestic law enacted by Parliament can be 

contrary to the provisions of international treaties and no act of any organ 

of the administration can violate their provisions. A detailed list of the 

constitutionally safeguarded fundamental rights is included in Part II of the 

Constitution of Cyprus (Articles 6-35) under the Heading: “Fundamental 

Rights and Liberties”. It should be noted that Part II of the Constitution is 

modelled on the European Convention for the protection of human rights. 

Legislative measures which contravene any provisions of the Constitution 

safeguarding human rights may be declared unconstitutional by the courts.  

It has been held that the fundamental rights and liberties safeguarded by the 

Constitution have to be narrowly construed and in case of doubt, they 

should always be interpreted in favour of the individual protected rather 

than in favour of the state. 1 It is a general principle of our law that courts 

will seek, where possible, to interpret domestic legislation as compatible 

with the international obligations into which the Republic has entered. This 

is based upon the reasonable assumption that Parliament is not lightly to be 

taken to have legislated so as to place our country in breach of those 

                                            
1 Fina (Cyprus Ltd v Republic (1962) 3 RSCC 26.  
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obligations. The jurisprudence of the national constitutional courts confirms 

an extensive application of the provisions of the Convention in the domestic 

law and the recognition of the jurisprudence of the European Court of 

Human Rights as an important source of the interpretation of human rights.  

 
 
 
 
I.ll Supranational catalogues of human rights (the Charter) 
 

 

• Is the Charter a point of reference to review the constitutionality of 
legal rules and/or decisions of public authorities, be it directly (a formal 
point of reference in some EU member states) or indirectly by 
"radiating" through the national catalogues (a substantive point of 
reference in other states)? 
 
•Does the human rights case law of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union serve as guidance for the interpretation and 
application of the national catalogue in your country by general courts, 
or as a source for judicial law-making? 
 
•Is the national impact of the Charter conditioned, in constitutional 
terms, by its essentially equivalent degree of protection afforded, or as 
the case may be in the EU member states, is conditioned by making a 
request for preliminary ruling with the Court of Justice of the EU? 

 
 

Fundamental rights enshrined in the Charter can have an impact in many 

areas of our domestic law. The Charter of Fundamental Rights potentially 

constitutes an important additional tool for legal practitioners as long as the 

case falls within the scope of EU law. In several cases, the provisions of the 

Charter on the prohibition of discrimination were used to stop 

discrimination based on age and sex. As a consequence, legal practitioners 

take the provisions of the Charter into consideration in arguing cases with a 

nexus to EU law.  
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I.III National human rights catalogues 
 
 
 
•Is the catalogue of human rights part of the constitution of your 
country? If so, how is it incorporated (a separate constitutional 
charter, a part of the Constitution, a part of the constitutional order)? 
What is its structure? 
 
•What is the historical background of the creation of the national 
catalogue of human rights in your country? Is the respective 
legislation in your country based on other legislation (previous or 
foreign), or is it original? 
 
•What has been the development of your national catalogue of human 
rights over time? Is it undergoing a change? Are new rights included? 
Is there a constitutional procedure for its modification or amendment? 

 

From the very early stage of the establishment of the Republic of Cyprus 

emphasis was given to the protection of Human Rights.  In the Treaty 

concerning the establishment of the Republic of Cyprus signed on 16 August 

1960 in Article 5, it is provided that the Republic of Cyprus shall secure to 

everyone within its jurisdiction human rights and fundamental freedoms 

comparable to those set out in the European Convention for the Protection 

of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and to the Protocol to that 

Convention.   

 

In Cyprus human rights are entrenched in the Constitution. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the Cyprus Constitution has been amended 

several times, its deep commitment towards human rights has remained 

unchanged. The Constitution of The Republic of Cyprus safeguard 

fundamental rights and liberties. Human rights are entrenched in a separate 

part of the constitution, Part II, extending from Article 6 to Article 35 which 

bears the heading “Fundamental Rights and Liberties”. There are three types 
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of rights in the constitution the first one includes personal rights and 

freedoms, the second economic, social and cultural rights and the third 

political rights and freedoms. Certain rights are particularized in laws. 

 

Article 35 of the Constitution expressly provides that the three powers of the 

state shall secure within the limits of their competences the efficient 

application of the rights safeguarded by Part II of the Constitution. 

 

The Constitutional Charter of Human Rights is modelled on the European 

Convention on Human Rights. Cyprus acceded to the European Convention 

on human rights on 16th December 1961. Soon afterwards the House of 

Representatives ratified the Convention thus becoming part of domestic law.  

 

 

I.IV The mutual relationship between different catalogues of human 
rights 

 
 Can you give examples from the case law of your court related to the 

use of any of the international catalogues? 
 

 Has your court considered the relationship/hierarchy/competition of 
the catalogues of human rights in light of the protection afforded? 

 
 Is there an established procedure for choosing a specific catalogue 

of human rights in cases where the right is protected under more 
catalogues (NB: The application of the Charter is binding in EU 
member states subject to compliance with Article 51(1), i.e. its 
application is not discretionary. 

 

Until EU accession, the Constitution of Cyprus was the supreme law of the 

country, capable of annulling national laws if these were deemed by the 

courts to be ‘unconstitutional’. In July 2006, the Cyprus Constitution was 

amended giving supremacy to all European Union Law (primary as well as 
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derivative) (fifth amendment of the Constitution, Law ( 127(I)/06). 

 

Under Article 1A of the Constitution and 179 as amended by Law 127 (I) 2006 

(Sixth Amendment), supremacy is given to EU Law and Under Article 169.3 

of the Constitution, International Treaties, Conventions and Agreements 

have a superior force of Law on the basis of reciprocity. Article 1A of the 

Constitution of Cyprus provides that no provision in the Constitution can 

be deemed as overriding any legislation, acts or measures enacted or taken 

by the Republic which are obligatory as a member state of the European 

Union, nor does it hinder Regulations, Directives or other binding 

provisions or measures of a legislative nature enacted by the European 

Union from having legal force in the Republic.  

 

According to Article 179, the Constitution constitutes the supreme Law of 

the Republic, subject to the provisions of Article 1A. In Reference of the 

President of the Republic 2, it was emphasised that subject to the provisions 

of Article 1A, the Constitution is the superior law of the Republic and no 

law, action or decision should contravene or be in conflict with it. In 

Michaelides v. AG3, it was held that the amendment of the Constitution laid 

the foundation for the supremacy of EU law over the Constitution.  

 

Under Article 169 of the Constitution, international conventions, treaties are 

of superior status to any other law either prior or consequent. They are 

inferior to the Constitution and are subject to judicial review in the sense 

that the Constitutional provisions prevail in case of any inconsistency 

                                            
22 (2009)3 CLR 648 
3 Civil Appeal 221/13,2.September 2013, 
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between them and the provision of the Constitution. 

 

The courts often make reference in their judgments to European 

Convention on Human Rights and to the Charter of Fundamental Rights. 

 

For example in Republic v. Symianou4, reference was made to article 8 of 

the European Convention on Human Rights. In the case Kaoulas 

v.Republic 5 , which concerned an application for a preliminary ruling, 

reference was made to Articles 20 and 21 of the Charter on the principle of 

equality.  

 

In Christodoulou v. Central Bank of Cyprus6, reference was made to both 

article 17 of the Charter and article 1 of the First Protocol of the Convention 

on Human Rights. 

 

In A-G v Elia7, the court made reference to the Rome Convention and the 

International Convention on Civil and Political Rights. 

 

 
II. SPECIAL PART - SPECIFIC ISSUES RELATED TO SELECTED 
FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS 
 
 
II.I Right to life 

• What is the original wording of the provision protecting 
this right in your national catalogue? 

• Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 
what conditions? 

• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 

                                            
4 (1999) 2 CLR 537 
5 Civil Appeal 77/2012, 13.2.2013 
6 Cases 551/2013, 7.6.2013 
7 (1996) 2 CLR 79 
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enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 
Is there a difference between the case law of your court 

and the case law of international courts with respect to the 
protection of this right? 

 
II.II Freedom of expression 

• What is the original wording of the provision protecting 
this right in your national catalogue? 

• Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 
what conditions? 

• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 
enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 

• Is there a difference between the case law of your court 
and the case law of international courts with respect to 
the protection of this right? 

 
 
 
II.Ill Right to privacy/right to respect for private life/right to private life 

• What is the original wording of the provision protecting 
this right in your national catalogue? 

•  Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 
what conditions? 

• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 
enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 

• Is there a difference between the case law of your court 
and the case law of international courts with respect to 
the protection of this right? 

 

II.IV Freedom of religion 

• What is the original wording of the provision protecting 
this right in your national catalogue? 

•  Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 
what conditions? 

• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 
enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 

• Is there a difference between the case law of your court 
and the case law of international courts with respect to 
the protection of this right? 
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II.V Prohibition of discrimination 
 
 
What is the original wording of the provision protecting this right in your 
national catalogue? 

•  Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 
what conditions? 

• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 
enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 

• Is there a difference between the case law of your court 
and the case law of international courts with respect to 
the protection of this right? 

II.VI Right to liberty 
• What is the original wording of the provision protecting 

this right in your national catalogue? 
• Is it possible to restrict the right? If so, how and under 

what conditions? 
• Has your court considered this right/its interpretation or 

enshrinement in more detail? If so, please provide 
practical details and list the catalogues of human rights 
applied. 
 

• Is there a difference between the case law of your court 
and the case law of international courts with respect to 
the protection of this right? 

 

 

 

 

Article 6 Right to life 

"1.Every person has the right to life and corporal integrity.  

2. No person shall be deprived of his life except in the execution of a sentence of a compe-
tent court following his conviction of an offence for which this penalty is provided by 
law. A law may provide for such penalty only in cases of premeditated murder, high trea-
son, and piracy jure gentium and capital offences under military law.  
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3. Deprivation of life shall not be regarded as inflicted in contravention of this Article 
when it results from the use of force which is no more than absolutely necessary   

(a) in defence of person or property against the infliction of a proportionate and 
otherwise unavoidable and irreparable evil;  

(b) in order to effect an arrest or to prevent the escape of a person lawfully de-
tained;  

(c) in action taken for the purpose of quelling a riot or insurrection when and as 
provided by law.” 

 

The right to life is subject to such limitations and restrictions referable to above. 

These limitations may justifiably be regarded as safeguards for the efficacy of 

the guaranteed rights. Limitations of human rights in this connection are 

nothing more than a reflection of the duty to respect the rights of others.  

 

 Article 11 Right to liberty 

 

“1. Every person has the right to liberty and security of person.  

2. No person shall be deprived of his liberty save in the following cases when and as pro-
vided by law:  

(a) the detention of a person after conviction by a competent court;  

(b) the arrest or detention of a person for noncompliance with the lawful order of a 
court;  

(c) the arrest or detention of a person effected for the purpose of bringing him be-
fore the competent legal authority on reasonable suspicion of having committed an 
offence or when it is reasonably considered necessary to prevent his committing an 
offence or fleeing after having done so;  

(d) the detention of a minor by a lawful order for the purpose of educational super-
vision or his lawful detention for the purpose of bringing him before the competent 
legal authority;  



11 

 

(e) the detention of persons for the prevention of spreading of infectious diseases, of 
persons of unsound mind, alcoholics or drug addicts or vagrants;  

(f) the arrest or detention of a person to prevent him effecting an unauthorised en-
try into the territory of the Republic or of an alien against whom action is being 
taken with a view to deportation or extradition. 

3. Save when and as provided by law in case of a flagrant offence punishable with death 
or imprisonment, no person shall be arrested save under the authority of a reasoned judi-
cial warrant issued according to the formalities prescribed by the law.  

4. Every person arrested shall be informed at the time of his arrest in a language which he 
understands of the reasons for his arrest and shall be allowed to have the services of a 
lawyer of his own choosing.  

5. The person arrested shall, as soon as is practicable after his arrest, and in any event 
not later than twenty four hours after the arrest, be brought before a judge, if not earlier 
released.  

6. The judge before whom the person arrested is brought shall promptly proceed to in-
quire into the grounds of the arrest in a language understandable by the person arrested 
and shall, as soon as possible and in any event not later than three days from such ap-
pearance, either release the person arrested on such terms as he may deem fit or where the 
investigation into the commission of the offence for which he has been arrested has not 
been completed remand him in custody and may remand him in custody from time to 
time for a period not exceeding eight days at any one time:  
Provided that the total period of such remand in custody shall not exceed three months of 
the date of the arrest on the expiration of which every person or authority having the cus-
tody of the person arrested shall forthwith set him free.  

Any decision of the judge under this paragraph shall be subject to appeal.  

7. Every person who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention shall be entitled to 
take proceedings by which the lawfulness of his detention shall be decided speedily by a 
court and his release ordered if the detention is not lawful.  

8. Every person who has been the victim of arrest or detention in contravention of the 
provisions of this Article shall have an enforceable right to compensation.” 

 

 

Article 15 Right to privacy/right to respect for private life/right to private life  
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"1. Every person has the right to respect for his private and family life.  
 

2. There shall be no interference with the exercise of this right except such as is in 

accordance with the law and is necessary only in the interests of the security of the Republic 

or the constitutional order or the public safety or the public order or the public health or 

the public morals or for the protection of the rights and liberties guaranteed by this 

Constitution to any person."  

 

Article 17 Right to privacy/right to respect for correspondence and other 
communication 

"1. Every person has the right to respect for, and to the secrecy of, his correspondence and 

other communication if such other communication is made through means not prohibited 

by law.  

2. There shall be no interference with the exercise of this right except in accordance with 

the law and only in cases of convicted and unconvicted prisoners and business 

correspondence and communication of bankrupts during the bankruptcy administration." 

 

Article 18 Freedom or religion 

 

"1. Every person has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion.  

2. All religions whose doctrines or rites are not secret are free.  

3. All religions are equal before the law. Without prejudice to the competence of the Com-
munal Chambers under this Constitution, no legislative, executive or administrative act 
of the Republic shall discriminate against any religious institution or religion.  
4. Every person is free and has the right to profess his faith and to manifest his religion or 
belief, in worship, teaching, practice or observance, either individually or collectively, in 
private or in public, and to change his religion or belief.  
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5. The use of physical or moral compulsion for the purpose of making a person change or 
preventing him from changing his religion is prohibited.  

6. Freedom to manifest one's religion or belief shall be subject only to such limitations as 
are prescribed by law and are necessary in the interests of the security of the Republic or 
the constitutional order or the public safety or the public order or the public health or the 
public morals or for the protection of the rights and liberties guaranteed by this Constitu-
tion to any person.  

7. Until a person attains the age of sixteen the decision as to the religion to be professed 
by him shall be taken by the person having the lawful guardianship of such person.  

8. No person shall be compelled to pay any tax or duty the proceeds of which are specially 
allocated in whole or in part for the purposes of a religion other than his own" 

 

In the case Minister of Interior v.The Jehovah΄s Witnessed Congregation (Cyprus ) 

Limited 8, the Court stated that Article 18 of the Constitution proclaims and safeguards the 

right to religious freedom All religions whose doctrines and rites are not secret are free, 

while all religions are equal before the law. The Court stressed that rreligious freedom is a 

broader concept of freedom of religion and is an individual right whose exercise, beyond 

any constitutionally restricted exercise, cannot be impeded by legislative or administrative 

acts. 

 

Constitutional protection of the right of every citizen to profess the faith he wishes and to 

manifest his religion and religious beliefs by worshiping and practicing or observing the 

formulas, either individually or collectively, would leave a blank letter if members were 

deprived of it. Every citizen has the right to claim "as not to be disturbed by his religious 

beliefs", and failure to recognize such an important manifestation of the right to religious 

freedom would in fact constitute in reality "Interference”. Freedom of conscience is 

protected and the only effective way of protecting it is the effectiveness of the provisions 

protecting that right. 

                                            
88 (1995) 3CLR 78 
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Article 19: Freedom of expression 

"1. Every person has the right to freedom of speech and expression in any form.  

2. This right includes freedom to hold opinions and receive and impart information and 
ideas without interference by any public authority and regardless of frontiers.  

3. The exercise of the rights provided in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article may be subject 
to such formalities, conditions, restrictions or penalties as are prescribed by law and are 
necessary only in the interests of the security of the Republic or the constitutional order 
or the public safety or the public order or the public health or the public morals or for the 
protection of the reputation or rights of others or for preventing the disclosure of infor-
mation received in confidence or for maintaining the authority and impartiality of the ju-
diciary.  

4. Seizure of newspapers or other printed matter is not allowed without the written per-
mission of the Attorney General of the Republic, which must be confirmed by the decision 
of a competent court within a period not exceeding seventy two hours, failing which the 
seizure shall be lifted.  

5. Nothing in this Article contained shall prevent the Republic from requiring the licensing 
of sound and vision broadcasting or cinema enterprises."  

 

In Arktinos Publications v Papaefstathiou 9which involved a defamation case 

against a newspaper, the court noted that two human rights needed to be 

protected and balanced: the right of freedom of speech and expression, guaranteed 

by Article 19 of the Constitution and Article 10 Of the European Convention of 

Human Rights and the right to the protection of human dignity and reputation, 

protected by Article 2 of the Convention. This right may also be included in the 

wider privacy right protected by article 15 of the constitution. 

 

The court noted that protection of reputation is explicitly recognized as one of the 

                                            
9 (2007)1CLR 856 
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reasons why the right to freedom of expression can be restricted under Article 10 

of the Convention and Article 19 of the Constitution. The court observed that 

freedom of expression is one of the essential foundation of a democratic society 

and one of the essential conditions for the progress and satisfaction of people. Any 

restriction of one right must be proportionate and necessary for the protection of 

the other right. 

 
 
In Arktinos Publications v. Koulia,10 the Supreme Court outlined the principles 

adopted in defamation cases and the need to balance the constitutional right of 

freedom of speech and expression and the defense of human dignity and 

reputation were recorded. The need for a democratic society to become a society 

of issues of public or general interest has been emphasized, however, on the basis 

of valid information, which in no way has to be based on false facts or misleading 

exposure. 

Persons holding political or other public office should more easily tolerate public 

criticism, even if there is an exaggeration or even provocation on the part of the 

journalistic family.  

 

Freedom of expression may be limited, in addition to the reasons set out above, 
for maintaining the authority and impartiality of the judiciary. 

 

 

Article 28 Prohibition of discrimination 

 

                                            
10 Civil Appeal 125/13, 4.6.2019, 



16 

 

“1. All persons are equal before the law, the administration and justice and are entitled to 
equal protection thereof and treatment thereby.  

2. Every person shall enjoy all the rights and liberties provided for in this Constitution 
without any direct or indirect discrimination against any person on the ground of his 
community, race, religion, language, sex, political or other convictions, national or social 
descent, birth, color, wealth, social class, or on any ground whatsoever, unless there is 
express provision to the contrary in this Constitution.  

3. No citizen shall be entitled to use or enjoy any privilege of any title of nobility or of so-
cial distinction within the territorial limits of the Republic.  

4. No title or nobility or other social distinction shall be conferred by or recognised in the 
Republic. “ 

 

 

Limitation of the rights is prohibited except for the purpose expressly laid down 

in the Articles of the Constitution. Limitations that have the effect of neutralizing 

a right would amount to an abuse in that they would tend to displace it. The causes 

for which these rights may be limited in their application is  restricted to the 

necessitous circumstances envisaged in the Constitution and the ECHR and they 

include national security, public safety, the prevention of disorder of crime, the 

protection of health and moral and the protection of the rights and freedoms of 

others including their reputation. 

In the leading Cyprus authority on human rights Police v. Georghiades11, the 

Court concluded that respect for human rights is owed by the State as well as 

everybody else. They are universal in character. They operate erga omnes 

horizontally across the social board. As indicated in Police v. Ekdotiki Eteria 12, 

any restrictions imposed by law must refer to and serve exclusively the purpose 

for which the Constitution permits limitations or restrictions of the rights 

                                            
11 (1983)2 CLR 33 
12 (1982)2 CLR 63 
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protected. 

Any limitation of the constitutionally guaranteed human rights must be 

justified before the court, the guardians of the constitutional order. In President 

of the Republic v. House of Representatives13, the Supreme Court underlined 

that the judges are the final arbiters of the existence of the need to limit or restrict 

human rights as well as the extent to which such necessity warrants limitation.  

 It must be demonstrated that a pressing need emerges to restrict or limit the extent 

of a right or its exercise in order to avert a danger to a cause for the protection of 

which restrictions or limitations are permissible. Only to the extent strictly 

warranted it is acceptable to restrict or limit a human right.  

 

There must be a real and pressing need, assessed within the framework of a democratic 

society, for the introduction of a limitation to a human right.  This principle was enunciated 

by case. 

 

Therefore, the prerequisites for the limitation of human rights are provided in the article of 

the Constitution which safeguards the particular right.  For example the right to respect for 

one´s private and family life, which is safeguarded by Article 15(1) of the Constitution, 

can be limited in the manner provided by Article 15(2) of the Constitution which runs as 

follows: 

 

“There shall be no interference with the exercise of this right except 

such as is in accordance with the law and is necessary only in the in-

terests of the security of the Republic or the constitutional order or the 

public safety or the public order or the public health or the public mor-

als or for the protection of the rights and liberties guaranteed by this 

Constitution to any person.” 

 

                                            
13( 2000)3 CLR 238 
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The arbiter for the ascertainment of the existence of the necessity or need put forward in 

justification of the measure is the House of Representatives.  The facts invoked by the 

House of Representatives and the need that arises must be included in the preamble of the 

law.  Both the lower Courts and the Supreme Court are vested with jurisdiction to 

adjudicate upon the existence of the necessity or need for the limitation provided that there 

is a right of appeal to the Supreme Court from any judgment of the lower Courts. 

 

 

In Article 33 of the Constitution, it is provided that: 

1. Subject to the provisions of this Constitution relating to a state of emergency, the fun-
damental rights and liberties guaranteed by this Part shall not be subjected to any other 
limitations or restrictions than those in this Part provided.  

2. The provisions of this Part relating to such limitations or restrictions shall be interpreted 
strictly and shall not be applied for any purpose other than those for which they have been 
prescribed 

 

 

There is power to suspend, as opposed to limiting, a human right.  The power is 

given by Article 183 of the Constitution which runs as follows: 

  

“Article 183 
 
1.   In case of war or other public danger threatening the life of the Republic 
or any part thereof, the Council of Ministers shall have power, by a decision 
taken in this respect, to issue a Proclamation of Emergency:  
 
………………………………………………………………… 
 
2.  Any such Proclamation shall specify the Articles of the Constitution 
which shall be suspended for the duration of such Emergency:  

 
Provided that only the following Articles of the Constitution may be sus-

pended by any such Proclamation that is to say: 
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Article 7, only in so far as it relates to death inflicted by a permissible 
act of war; Article 10, paragraphs 2 and 3; Article 11; Article 13; Article 
16; Article 17; Article 19; Article 21; Article 23; paragraph 8, sub-para-
graph (d); Article 25 and  
Article 27. 
 
…………………………………………………………… 
 

4. A Proclamation promulgated under the foregoing provisions of this Arti-
cle shall be laid forthwith before the House of Representatives.  If the 
House of Representatives is not sitting it must be convened as soon as 
possible for this purpose. 

     
5. The House of Representatives shall have the right to reject or confirm 
such Proclamation of Emergency.  In the case of rejection the Proclama-
tion of Emergency shall have no legal effect.  In the case of confirmation 
the President and the Vice-President of the Republic shall promulgate 
forthwith such decision of the House of Representatives by publication in 
the official Gazette of the Republic.  
 
6. The Proclamation of Emergency shall cease to operate at the expiration 
of two months from the date of confirmation by the House of Representa-
tives unless the House, at the request of the Council of Ministers, decides 
to prolong the duration of the state of emergency, whereupon the Presi-
dent and the Vice-President of the Republic, separately or conjointly, shall 
have a right of veto against such decision of prolongation to be exercised 
in accordance with Article 50. 

 
7. (1) While a Proclamation is in operation, notwithstanding anything in this 
Constitution, the Council of Ministers if satisfied that immediate action is 
required may, subject to the right of veto of the President and the Vice-
President of the Republic under Article 57 to be exercised, separately or 
conjointly, make any ordinance strictly connected with the state of emer-
gency having the force of law.” 

 

 

 

The power to suspend human rights is by virtue of Article 183 of the Constitution, vested 

in the Council of Ministers and the House of Representatives.  The criteria for suspension 

are specified in the Constitution (see Article 183 which is quoted above).  Decisions for 

suspension are not subject to judicial control provided that the Articles of the Constitution 

that are suspended are those enumerated in Article 183(2).  

 

It should be stressed that no state of emergency has ever been proclaimed in Cyprus.  

Not even in 1974, when our country was invaded by Turkey.  The invader occupied 

approximately 37% of the territory of the island, causing the displacement of a 
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corresponding percentage of the population from their homes and ancestral land.  The 

occupation continues thirty years after the invasion.  An iron boundary has been erected 

between the two parts of the country.  We have experienced massive violation of human 

rights.   As a result of the Turkish occupation citizens are denied fundamental human 

rights, as the European Court of Human Rights has judicially acknowledged in the Case 

Loizidou v. Turkey judgment of 18 December, 1996, 1996-VI, No. 26 and the Case of 

Loizidou v. Turkey judgment of 20th July 1998. Also relevant to the effects of the 

Turkish occupation is the decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Seventh Circuit No. 89-2809, Autocephalous Greek-Orthodox Church of Cyprus 

and The Republic of Cyprus v. Goldberg and Feldman Fine Arts, Inc. and Peg 

Goldberg, October 24, 1990. 

 

 

 

 

 

Explanatory notes: 

- European Convention on Human Rights 
- Charter of Fundamental Rights of the EU 
- Universal Declaration of Human Rights –  
- International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

 
 
 

ECHR 

Charter 

UDHR 

ICCPR 


