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IHHEPIAHYH

H Evponaikn ZOppfoacn tov Atkooudtov tov AvOpodmov mpootatevel, UETOED TOAAGDV GAA®V
dkoopdToV 10 dkaiopo Tov 6efacoy TG KATOKIoG CORP®V e To GpBpo 8 Kot To diKaimpa TG
okoiag copemva pe to apbpo 1 tov IpwtokdAiov 1. Ta 6vo avtd dpbpa Exovv epunvevdet
EVPEMG LLE TPOTO TOL VO EIVOL GOUP®VO UE TIG TPOTIUNGELS OA®V TV cLpUPoridpevav kpatdv. To
dkaimpo TG 1010KTNCI0G KAAVTTEL £V PAGLLO OTKOVOUIKOV CUUPEPOVTI®V, OTTMG 1| KVt N aKiv
neplovcio, N GAAC cop@épovia. Amd v GAAN TAgLpd, TO OKaiopo cefacuod TG KOTOKIoG
npocpato £xel emektobel ®ote vo meplhapfdver Oyt uévo TNV KOplo KoTowkio, oAAG Ko o
devtepehlovca KaToKior otV omoio €vol GTOHO TEPVA oNUavTIKO ¥pdvo g Cmng tov. Avti 1
EPEVVNTIKY €PYOCio €XEl WG OTOYXO VO AMOKAAVYEL TO 1010KTNOKO (NTNuo mov oyetileTon pe 10
Kateyopevo tunpa tng Kdmpov kot 1o moto emnpedletl mepiocdtepo amd 1o £va Tpito Tov TANBVGHO
mg Kbdmpov, kot to omolo opeileton ommv mapdvoun tovpkikn €cfoin tov 1974, AvOpomot
AVOYKAOTNKOV Vo YIVOUV EKTOTICUEVOL OTNV 13l TV TOTPida TOVG, Y®PIC va EYOVV TO JIKOImULOL
TPOGPACNS KO ATOANVOTG TOV CTLTIMV TOVS OOV Evat VIO TOVPKIKN Katoy Yo 42 ypdvia HETA TV
KOTATOLGoN TOV TLpos. Avtov tov avlpdnwv vo onuembel 0Tl Ta OIKOIOUATO TOVG OKOWOL
e&axorovBovv va mapafidlovror and v Tovpkia kot a@od ot STPOYUATELGELS Y10, ETIAVGT TOL
npoPAnuatog pe v Tovpkia eivor avamoteleopotikéc, mpocpevyovy 610 Evponaikd Awaoctiplo
AvBpornivov Awoiopdtov o kdbe Evag Eexmplotd yio va d1EKIIKNCGOVY TO SIKAIOUOTA TOVG KOl TIG
mEPLOVGieg TOVG. Méca amd TV avdAvon ™S £Vvolag TOV OKIVITOV Kot TV omitidv Oa vrdpiel pio
napovcioot, eE€tact Kot eneSyNon TOV MO £YKLPOV TEPIMTOCEDV KOTPL®V WOOKTNTOV and TV
apyn Tov voukov aymva péxpt topa. EmmAéov, Oa vrapEel o Babdid cvlnton ywo v Emitpomn
Axivnng Ieprovoiog, évav ecmtepkd UNYovVIGUO TPOGPLYNG, 0 0moiog cuatddnke amd v Tovpkia
petd omd oamopdcelc tov EAAA. Méow g ovinmong Oo eEetaoctel m vopupdmmto kot 1M
AELTOVPYIKOTNTO TOV UNYXOVIGHOD 0vToV, pall pe T0 OKENTIKO ToLv AkaoTnpiov yio TNV amrodoy Tov
®G W0 TPAYUATIKY Kot omoteAecpotikny Oepaneia; ayvomvtog to 01e0vEG koo Kot To TPONYOLLEVQ
CLUTEPACULATA TOV.

ABSTRACT

The European Convention on Human Rights protects among many other rights the right to respect a
home under Article 8 and the right of possession under Article 1 of Protocol No.1. These two Articles
were interpreted very broadly in a way to accord all Contracting States preferences. The right of
possession covers a range of economic interests such as movable or immovable property, tangible or
intangible interests. On the other hand, the right to respect of home recently has been extended to
include not only the principal house but also a secondary house of which a person is passing a
substantial time in it. This research paper aims to uncover the proprietary issue related with the
occupied part of Cyprus which affects more than a third of the Cypriot population, which due to the
illegal Turkish invasion in 1974 forced them to become internally displaced within their country
without having a right to have access and enjoyment of their homes and possession for 42 years after
the ceasefire. These people noting that their rights are still infringed by Turkey and bearing that the
Republic of Cyprus negotiations with Turkey and Turkey-Cypriots leaders are ineffective they
proceed to the European Court of Human Rights individually to claim their rights. Through an analysis
of the property and home concepts there would be a presentation, examination and explanation of the
most authoritative Cypriot proprietary cases from the beginning of the legal fight up to the current
position. Moreover, there will be a deep discussion about the Immovable Property Commission, an
internal remedy mechanism, which was set up by Turkey following the European Court of Human
Rights judgments. Through the discussion there will be an examination of the legality and the
workability of this mechanism along with the Court’s reasoning for accepting it as a genuine and
effective remedy; disregarding the international law and its previous findings.



