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Topic | Cyprus v. Turkey 

Overview 

 For the purpose of this conference, the ECHR will assume that Turkey 

recognizes the legitimacy of the Greek Administration, so that it may try it in this court of 

law and offer a defense to its charges. Furthermore, despite not occurring in the actual 

case, this case will have Turkey charging Greece for its actions prior to the invasion as 

well. This means that Greece will be offering a defense in response to Turkey’s 

charges. It will also assume that Turkey has not suspended its membership to the 

ECHR, so that it may take part in the case and its jurisdiction.  

More importantly, this case is an opportunity to compile your own evidence and 

analysis to see what it was like to come to the decision made by the court years ago. 

The information and analysis contained in the actual court case may certainly be 

leveraged, but it is highly discouraged to copy that verbatim, and will be noted. 

As a delegate, you will have the chance to be a judge on the European Court of 

Human Rights. As a judge, you will be debating the case and charges at hand alongside 

the other delegates to ultimately come to a verdict on the chosen charges against 

Turkey and Greece. When arguing legal matters, it must not be forgotten that anything 

held against a nation must be proven true beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Flow of Committee 

 As a court committee, one of the main goals unique to the ECHR is its approach 

to the resolution process. Rather than drafting a typical resolution, delegates will instead 

offer verdicts - guilty or not guilty - to specific charges held against both Turkey and 
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Greece. This makes you, the delegates, judges. The deliberation that occurs throughout 

committee will be for the purpose of helping you decide your verdict for each charge at 

hand. Formal caucus will be formatted so that each judge can state their judgment for 

each charge and explain how they reached that conclusion. As judges, you will decide 

overall verdicts for each charge. While officially judges on the European Court of 

Human Rights are expected to be independent of the state from which they were 

elected, for the purpose of this committee they will try to incorporate their state’s 

viewpoints into the proceedings. 

 As a specialized committee, the ECHR still follows the rules and processes of 

Parliamentary Procedure. However, it introduces a few key differences, the main being 

the inclusion of witnesses. Throughout the entirety of committee, there will be 12 

witnesses brought in - six representing the Turkish side, six representing the Greek 

side. These witnesses will emulate actual figures involved in the conflict. When each 

witness is brought in, there will be witness testimony, cross examination, and a 

deliberation period. Members of the dais will represent the counsels for Turkey and 

Cyprus. Delegates will have a chance to observe and take notes on the testimony and 

cross-examination, whereas the deliberation will serve as a Q&A session between the 

delegates and the witness. These twelve witnesses have the power to shape your 

stance on relevant charges, and are to be treated as scrutinizable pieces of evidence 

that fit into your analysis as a whole. These witnesses will be spread out throughout 

conference, and in between, normal Parliamentary Procedure, such as unmoderated 

and moderated caucuses, will occur. 

ECHR and its Jurisdiction 
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Established in 1959 by the European Convention on Human Rights, the ECHR is 

an international court that hears cases over violations of the Convention itself and is 

independent from the United Nations. The ECHR is closely related to the Council of 

Europe, a body whose Parliamentary Assembly elects judges for nonrenewable nine-

year terms. All 47 members of the Council of Europe are signatories and members of 

the ECHR, and judgments on state actors are binding. Charges can be brought to the 

court by an individual, a group, or sovereign state. Only members of the ECHR are 

eligible to file charges or be charged in the court. Guilty parties are most often required 

to pay compensation for their crimes; for example, in 2014 Russia paid over $2 billion to 

compensate former shareholders in an oil company found guilty of violating Protocols 1 

and 7 of the Convention. The Convention itself sets parameters for various human 

rights issues including the right to a fair trial, right to privacy, and right to freedom of 

religion.  
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Timeline and Context for Conflict 

The Turkish invasion of Cyprus is a complex and multilayered issue, with many 

factors to be considered. The purpose of this synopsis is not to describe the conflict in 

its entirety, but to offer both a starting point on the issues being addressed during trial, 

as well as a detailed summary of the important events that occurred. Some of the key 

events are as follows: 

1914 – Cyprus is annexed by Britain following over 300 years of Ottoman rule. 

1925 – Cyprus becomes a crown colony. 

1955 – The rise of the guerilla movement, the National Organization of Cypriot 

Combatants – EOKA – begins warfare against British rule. Headed by ex-colonel 

George Grivas, their goal is enosis, or the political union of Greece and Cyprus. British 

authorities respond by arming a paramilitary police force comprised of Turkish Cypriots, 

and eventually deport pro-enosis Archbishop Makarios III to the Seychelles. 

1960 – At the London and Zurich Agreements, the British, Greek, and Turkish 

governments draft and sign the Treaty of Alliance and Treaty of Guarantee. The Treaty 

of Alliance divides governmental representation proportionally between Greek and 

Turkish Cypriots, which led to Greek Cypriot Makarios becoming president and Turkish 

Cypriot Dr. Kutchuk becoming vice president. The proportional representation applied to 

all facets of Cypriot government. Under the Treaty of Guarantee (Article IV), each power 

obtained the right to take military action in response to any threat to dismantle the 

current state of affairs set up by Cyprus’ Constitution and the Treaty of Alliance. 
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1963 – Greek Cypriot dissatisfaction with the constitution led to proposals by 

Makarios to abolish all veto rights and include multiple ethnic clauses. The Turkish 

government and Cypriots strongly rejected these proposals, and the resulting tension 

evolved into inter-communal fighting. Napalm bombings forced a UN Peace Keeping 

Force to intervene, but it proved to be powerless as fighting continued. The Turkish side 

eventually withdrew from power sharing. 

 The violence reached a peak on what is referred to as “Bloody Christmas”; a 

Greek Cypriot police patrol that ostensibly checked a Turkish Cypriot couple’s 

identification documents resulted in the formation of a hostile crowd that eventually 

turned violent and killed two Turkish Cypriots. Between December 21 and 31, violence 

escalated dramatically as 133 Turkish Cypriots were killed by Greek Cypriots and 270 

Turkish Cypriot mosques, shrines, and other places of worship were desecrated. 

1964 – In the following year, 103 Turkish Cypriot villages were attacked, forcing 

18,667 Turkish Cypriots to abandoned their homes and retreat to enclaves where Greek 

Cypriots embargoed them. The United Nations attempted to supply them with food and 

medicine under the Akritas Plan. Furthermore, 700 Turkish Cypriots were taken hostage 

in the northern region of Nicosia. Greek Cypriot forces then storm the Turkish enclave, 

Kokkina, prompting Turkish military intervention and airstrikes that were halted only 

after Soviet pressure. 

1967 – A military junta overthrew the democratic government of Greece, and 

began applying pressure on Makarios to achieve enosis. Concurrently, George Grivas 

and his National Guard increased its patrolling presence in the Turkish enclaves. On 

November 15th, the National Guard attacked two of these villages, killing 26 Turkish 
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Cypriots. Near intervention by Turkey was mitigated by the United States and the UN, 

followed by four years of peace. 

1971 – George Grivas secretly forms the EOKA-B, a radical pro-enosis group in 

Cyprus. 

1974 – Coup and Invasion: 

July 15 – The Cypriot National Guard and EOKA-B, led by the Greek 

Junta, launch a coup and overthrow Archbishop Makarios, with the aim of 

annexing Cyprus into Greece (enosis). 

July 20 – After a lack of international support against the coup, Turkey 

invaded Cyprus, and fighting between Turkish forces and the Cypriot National 

Guard commenced. The UN Security Council passed Resolution 353 demanding 

the withdrawal of foreign military personnel, but it goes ignored. 

July 23 – The Greek installed president Nikos Sampson is removed from 

office, and the coup regime is ended. A ceasefire is declared, but is also largely 

ignored. 

July 29 – The Council of Europe passes Resolution 573, which condemns 

the Greek coup and acknowledges Turkey’s right to invade and restore the prior 

democratic regime in accordance with Article IV of the Treaty of Guarantee. 

August 14 – EOKA-B men invade the Turkish Cypriot villages of Maratha, 

Santalaris, and Aloda, committing a massacre that resulted in the death of 126 

Turkish Cypriots. 

August 16 – Turkish forces advance to claim 37% of the island’s territory 

under its control, stopping at what is known as the “Green Line.” 
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1975 – Rauf Denktash is appointed as president of the independent Turkish 

Cypriot administration 

 1983 - The Turkish Cypriot assembly declared independence of the Turkish 

Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC). However, Turkey is the only country that 

recognized this state, following Resolution 541 of the UN Security Council that 

considered its declaration as legally invalid and called for nations not to recognize it as 

a state. 

1990s – This was a period of failed UN mediated peace talks between Greek and 

Turkish Cypriot leaders, as well as tensions in the buffer zone surrounding the Green 

Line. 
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Key Background Issues 

Sovereignty 

To be a state, or an entity at the very least, it must have a definite territory, a 

permanent population and a government exercising control and authority over the 

population in that territory. The entity must also possess the capacity to enter into 

international relations and be independent of other states and be recognized by other 

states (Crawford). A key issue that arises in Turkey’s defense is whether or not the 

TRNC can be cited as a sovereign state. Using these criteria, it is up to the Grand 

Chamber to decide if the TRNC is indeed a legitimate state or not, for it is a detail that 

could very well impact the decisions made. 

Treaty Legitimacy 

 In many of Cyprus’ charges against Turkey, it cites the nation in violation of 

multiple treaties and their specific clauses in question. However, a concept worth noting 

is whether or not Greek/Greek Cypriot actions before the invasion constitute similar 

violations of the same treaties, and if those potential prior violations render said treaties 

void when held against Turkey (Blay). 
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UN and ECHR Involvement 

1964 - first involvement (peacekeepers) 

Violence came about after Cyprus gained its independence from the United 

Kingdom post 1960. These tensions between the Greek and Turkish Cypriots led to the 

involvement of the United Nations Peacekeeping Forces in Cyprus (UNFICYP). This 

period of unrest lasting until 1970 led to the internal displacement of many Turkish 

Cypriots and some Greek Cypriots. 

1974 - extension of peacekeepers 

In 1974, Greek Cypriot President Makarios III was overthrown via a coup d’état 

by Greece in an attempt to gain control over the island. Makarios addressed the UN 

Security Council several days later, and was declared the rightful president of Cyprus. 

However, Turkey had already begun its invasion of the island, controlling about one 

third of Cyprus in the north. As the violence continued, many Turkish Cypriots moved to 

the northern part of the island. When the ceasefire was declared, the UNFICYP helped 

to establish a buffer zone. The UN Security Council then passed Resolution 361, urging 

Cypriots and all parties involved to come to a peaceful understanding in order to ensure 

the safety of those who were displaced from their homes. 

 In November 1974, UN General Assembly Resolution 3212 once again called for 

all the parties involved to undertake measures so that refugees could return safely to 

their homes. No return action was taken. 

 By 1998 UNFICYP troops dwindled down to 1,225 men, having mostly reported 

truce violations or violations of treaty limits. 
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 There are currently 926 UNFICYP stationed in Cyprus, as well as other foreign 

military units running under the command of the UNFICYP. In 2011, UN Secretary 

General Ban Ki-Moon had that talks regarding a “UN presence in Cyprus.” In July of 

2016, the Security Council voted unanimously to extend the mandate of UNFICYP until 

January 31st 2017, urging both Turkish and Greek Cypriots to work together to continue 

attempting to unify the island (UNFICYP Facts and Figures). 

ECHR Involvement  

In 1994, Cyprus citizens presented the case against Turkey to the Grand 

Chamber of the ECHR. In 2001, The Grand Chamber judged that Turkey was 

responsible for the human rights violations specifically regarding the right of life (Article 

2), prohibition of torture (Article 3) and right to liberty and security (Article 5). In 2014, 

the Grand Chamber would then decide that Turkey would have to pay 90,000,000 Euros 

as a result of damages (Human Rights Europe). 
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Turkey’s Side 

Turkey’s Charges Against Greece 

 Turkey will be focusing on Greece’s actions prior to its invasion of Cyprus in its 

charges, mainly two significant occasions. 

 The first event in question of the violation of the rights of Turkish Cypriots is 

Bloody Christmas. This event in 1963 began with a Greek Cypriot police patrol 

extensively checking identification documents of a Turkish Cypriot couple stopped on 

the edge of the Turkish quarter. A hostile crowd then gathered around the car, gunshots 

were heard, and two Turkish Cypriots ended up dead. In the days that followed, 270 

Turkish Cypriot mosques and shrines were demolished, and between December 21s 

and 31st, nearly 133 Turkish Cypriots were killed by Greek Cypriots. Furthermore, 364 

Turkish Cypriots and 174 Greek Cypriots were killed in the following years, along with 

18,667 Turkish Cypriots from 103 villages abandoning their homes. 7000 Turkish 

Cypriots were taken as hostage from the northern suburbs of Nicosia, becoming 

refugees in their own nation (Keser). 

 The other incident in question is the Crisis of 1967, where a military junta 

overthrew the democratic government of Greece with the goal of pressuring Makarios to 

achieve enosis. National Guard leader George Grivas escalated the conflict with the 

instatement of armed units patrolling the Turkish Cypriot enclaves of Ayios, 

Theodhoros, and Kophinou. Heavy fighting ensued on November 15th, and by the time 

of his withdrawal, 27 unarmed civilians, with the majority being Turkish Cypriots, had 

been killed (Bora). 
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The Turkish side cites both events as a clear violation of Article 2’s right to life for 

the Greek’s/Greek Cypriots’ murderous actions, and the resultant forced abandonment 

following Bloody Christmas as a breach of Article 8’s protection against the 

displacement of persons. It is up to the court to decide whether there is significant 

enough evidence beyond a reasonable doubt to legitimize these charges, and if the 

evidence brought to the court constitutes said infringements or can be defended. 

Turkey’s Defense Against Cyprus 

 With respect to Greece’s charges in response to Turkey’s invasion, Turkey brings 

up three main defenses to those accusations. 

 The first lies in Article IV of the Treaty of Guarantee, which states, “In the event 

of a breach of the provisions . . . Greece, Turkey and the United Kingdom undertake to 

consult together with respect to the representations or measures necessary to ensure 

observance of those provisions. Insofar as common or concerted action may prove 

impossible, each of the three Guaranteeing Powers reserves the right to take action 

with the sole aim of reestablishing the state of affairs created by the present Treaty.” 

Therefore, if Greece’s actions before the invasion are decidedly a breach of the treaty’s 

provisions, then Turkey should retain the right to take action in order to preserve its role 

in the state of Cyprus. 

 A similar argument is outlined in Article II of the Treaty of Alliance, which 

declares, “The High Contracting Parties undertake to resist any attack or aggression, 

direct or indirect, directed against the independence or the territorial integrity of the 

Republic of Cyprus.” This follows the same premises as above, and according to 
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Turkey, Greece’s/Greek Cypriots’ actions during events such as Bloody Christmas, the 

Crisis of 1967, and the coup d’état surely constitute a violation of these treaties (Blay). 

 The last main defense is Greece’s seemingly contradictory ruling to its charges in 

Case 2658/79 of the Athens Court of Appeal. In its decision in March 21, 1979, it ruled 

that the intervention of Turkey in Cyprus was legal. More specifically, the court said, “On 

15th July 1974, General Yoannidis, together with General Yorgitsis, the Commander of 

the Greek Regiment in Cyprus and General Yanakomidis organized a coup d'etat 

against Makarios with 102 other Greek officers. The President's Palace in Nicosia was 

kept under fire by heavy weapons but President Makarios survived this attack through a 

miracle. After Greek officers violated the Cyprus Constitution, Nikos Sampson was 

appointed as the new president of Cyprus Republic. Turkey intervened (sic) to Cyprus 

using its legal right, on 20th July 1974” (Demades). 

 Another defense worth mentioning is the connection between the charges 

against Turkey, and the question of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus’ (TRNC) 

sovereignty. If the TRNC is a de facto state, it can argue that it isn't governed by the 

ECHR since it has never been a party to the convention, and therefore cannot be sued. 

Turkey can simultaneously argue that it has no authority over the TRNC because 

Turkey recognizes TRNC as an independent state and cannot be sued for something 

outside of its control. 

 Even if it is decided that Turkey can be properly accused of any violations, it 

should be noted that Cyprus was in a state of civil war and crisis at the time and that, 

according to Turkey’s allegations, Greece also committed human rights violations. 

Therefore, traditional rules of warfare can justify their actions, as found in Article 51 of 
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the United Nations Charter, which explains how the right of individual or collective self-

defense can be exercised in the event of an “armed attack” against a member of the 

United Nations (Charter of the United Nations). Turkey believes the events outlined in 

its charges against Greece demonstrate an instance of an initial armed attack. 
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Greece / Cyprus’ Side 

Cyprus’ Charges Against Turkey 

The 8th Article of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) provides 

everyone with the right to his or her home, private and family life and correspondence. 

During the Turkish invasion, many Greek Cypriots were forced out of their homes and 

allegedly never allowed to return. The ECHR urges that a difference should be 

recognized between people who have been displaced as a result of Turkish military 

actions, displacement that is not linked to these military actions, refusals to allow 

refugees and expellees to return, and families that have been separated as a result of 

the displacements. 

 Displacement caused by the actions of the Turkish armed forces presented 

themselves in various ways. The first was complete removal of people from the island. 

Second was forced transport - primarily women, children, and older men. Over 1,000 

people were forcibly removed from their homes in this manner, and expulsed to areas 

controlled by the government. Refusal to leave areas controlled by Turkish armed 

forces meant forcibly being placed in “concentration camps” under deplorable 

conditions. There, the citizens would stay or apply to move to areas controlled by the 

applicant Government. Lastly, displacement came in the form of threats and terrible 

conditions forcing applicants to voluntarily sign up for transportation. In addition to these 

methods, Turkish forces continually prevented Greek Cypriots from returning to their 

original homes. The total number of Greek Cypriots affected by these displacements 

adds up to an estimated 180,000. 
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The 5th Article of the European Convention on Human Rights provides everyone 

with the right to liberty and security of person. It sets the legal parameters for detention 

of a person and the lawful orders of court. As discussed previously, during 

displacement, many Greek Cypriots were forcibly detained in the north of Cyprus. As 

these hostages were held by Turkish forces, and not allowed freedom of movement, the 

Commission considers these actions as restrictions placed upon the Cypriots’ liberties. 

The applicant Government views this as placing those involved under detention. 

Various UN Documents have recorded the conditions of the Greek Cypriots who 

lived in northern Cypriot during Turkish invasion. Witness evidence and letters written 

by people who were in enclaves reflect the difficult conditions of being forced to stay in 

their homes under strict curfews, often feeling terrified (Cyprus v Turkey). 

 The 2nd Article of the European Convention on Human Rights provides 

protection for everyone’s right of life by the law. Multiple accounts have been recorded 

of both civilians and soldiers being killed. One such being the executing of twelve 

civilians in front of their families on July 21,1974. There have also been eyewitness 

sightings of soldiers surrendering to Turkish troops and being executed. All statements 

were made by alleged eyewitnesses, who were chosen at random and not given time to 

prepare statements (Cyprus v Turkey). 

Greece’s Defense against Turkey 

 Up until today, no investigation has been done to find those responsible for the 

events of Bloody Christmas or the Crisis of 1967. In order for charges to be made 

towards Greece, it must first be proven that Greece was in control of those behind the 

actions. Whether or not the charges being brought upon Greece can be legitimized will 
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depend upon if the court can bring absolute evidence of Greece’s control over both the 

government and the Greek Cypriots being accused of this crime beyond a reasonable 

doubt. 
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Disputes in Matter/Charges 

The court will be charging Turkey for the following crimes under the European 

Convention on Human Rights for its actions during and following its invasion of Cyprus 

in 1974: 

• Deprivation of Life (Article 2) 

• Deprivation of Liberty (Article 5) 

• Displacement of Persons (Article 8) 

 

The court will be charging Greece for the following crimes under the European 

Convention on Human Rights for its action between 1963 – 1974: 

• Deprivation of Life (Article 2) 

• Displacement of Persons (Article 8) 

 

For reference, below are the full contents of the articles of the European Convention 

on Human Rights in question: 

Article 2 - Right to Life 

• Everyone’s right to life shall be protected by law. No one shall be deprived of 

his life intentionally save in the execution of a sentence of a court following 

his conviction of a crime for which this penalty is provided by law. 

• 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: 

o In defense of any person from unlawful violence 
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o In order to effect a lawful arrest or to prevent the escape of a person 

lawfully detained 

o In action lawfully taken for the purpose of quelling a riot or insurrection 

Article 5 – Right to Liberty and Security 

• Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be 

deprived of his liberty save in the following cases and in accordance with a 

procedure prescribed by law: 

o The lawful detention of a person after conviction by a competent court 

o The lawful arrest or detention of a person for noncompliance with the 

lawful order of a court or in order to secure the fulfillment of any 

obligation prescribed by law 

o The lawful arrest or detention of a person effected for the purpose of 

bringing him before 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 

o The detention of a minor by lawful order for the purpose of educational 

supervision or his lawful detention for the purpose of bringing him 

before the competent legal authority 

o The lawful detention of persons for the prevention of the spreading of 

infectious diseases, of persons of unsound mind, alcoholics or drug 

addicts or vagrants 
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o The lawful arrest or detention of a person to prevent his effecting an 

unauthorized entry into the country or of a person against whom action 

is being taken with a view to deportation or extradition 

• Everyone who is arrested shall be informed promptly, in a language that he 

understands, of the reasons for his arrest and of any charge against him. 

• Everyone arrested or detained in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 

1 (c) of this Article shall be brought promptly before a judge or other officer 

authorized by law to exercise judicial power and shall be entitled to trial within 

a reasonable time or to release pending trial. Release may be conditioned by 

guarantees to appear for trial. 

• Everyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention shall be entitled 

to take proceedings by which a court shall decide the lawfulness of his 

detention speedily and his release ordered if the detention is not lawful. 

• Everyone 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 8 – Right to Respect for Private and Family Life 

• Everyone has the right to respect for his private and family life, his home and 

his correspondence. 

• There shall be no interference by a public authority with the exercise of this 

right except such as is in accordance with the law and is necessary in a 

democratic society in the interests of national security, public safety or the 

economic well-being of the country, for the prevention of disorder or crime, for 
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the protection of health or morals, or for the protection of the rights and 

freedoms of others. 
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Questions to Consider 

• How responsible is Greece is for the actions of the EOKA-B and Turkey for the 

actions in the post-invasion TRNC? 

• What dangers did both Greek and Turkish Cypriots face in both the coup and 

Turkish Invasion? 

• How do the treaties and events prior to the invasion influence Turkey’s defense? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 23 

Works Cited 

Blay, S.K.N. Self-Determination in Cyprus: The New I Dimensions of an Old Conflict. 

Australasian Legal Information Institute. 1983. 

http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/AUYrBkIntLaw/1981/2.pdf 

Bora, Ehran. Cyprus in International Law. Ankara University. 2013. 

http://www.ankarabarosu.org.tr/siteler/ankarabarreview/tekmakale/2013-1/1.pdf 

"Court Makes €90 Million Award against Turkey for Cyprus Human Rights Violations." 

Human Rights Europe. N.p., 12 May 2014. Web. 26 Sept. 2016. 

http://www.humanrightseurope.org/2014/05/court-makes-e90-million-award-against-

turkey-for-cyprus-human-rights-violations/  

Crawford, James. The Creation of States in International Law. Oxford: Clarendon, 1979. 

Oxford Scholarship Online. Web. 11 Sept. 2016. 

http://www.oxfordscholarship.com/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199228423.001.000

1/acprof-9780199228423 

Cyprus v. Turkey. European Commission of Human Rights. Commission Report, 10 

July 1976 N.p., 2016. Web. 26 Sept. 2016. http://www.cyprus-

dispute.org/materials/echr/index.html  

Demades V Turkey. European Court of Human Rights. 22 Apr. 2008. N.p., n.d. Web. 

Keser, Ulvi. Bloody Christmas of 1963 in Cyprus in the Light of American Documents. 

N.p.: n.p., n.d. Journal Of Modern Turkish History Studies, 2013. Web. 11 Sept. 

2016. 

http://web.deu.edu.tr/ataturkilkeleri/ai/uploaded_files/file/dergi_26/10%20Ulvi%20Ke

ser.pdf 



 

 24 

 

"UNFICYP Facts and Figures - United Nations Peacekeeping Force in Cyprus." UN 

News Center. UN, n.d. Web. 01 Oct. 2016. 

http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/unficyp/facts.shtml 

United Nations. Charter of the United Nations. N.p., n.d. Web. 26 Sept. 2016. 

http://www.un.org/en/charter-united-nations/  

 

 

 


