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Iepiinyn

H mapovoa epyacia eotialel oty e€étacn tov tovpkorPukol «Mvyuoviov Zovevvonong
oyetika ue v Oprobétnon twv Oolaooiwv Iepioymv Aikorodoaios oty Meooyeio
Odl.ocooy» Vo 10 Tpicpa Tov d1eBvovg dikaiov TG BAAUCCOC Kot TV dEBVOV GUVONKOV.
Ewdwotepa, emyeipeitanr 1 ovvoeon g ev AOY® cupemviog Pe v €£0po1 TOV TOLPKIKOD
avaBempnTIoHoD otV gupvTEPN TTEPLOYN TNG AvatoAkng Meooyeiov. [Tapdiinia,
eEetalovtal To ToKiAo VOLIKA TPOBANUOTO TOV TPOKLITOVY Ot Tr GOVOYT TOV, 101mG 1
VOLUKT TOV GUOT), N TPOPANUATIKY] O1adtKacio chvaymg Tov (Ady®m pn KOP®ONG TOV Ao TO
MPoro KowvoPBovrio), o mapdroyog (amovsio Boaiacsiov cuvopmv peta&d Tovpkiog kot
APONG) Kot TAPAVOLOS YOPAKTNPOS TOV TEPLEYOUEVOD TOV (TapAPAEYT TOV SIKAOUATOV
TOV EMNVIKOV VIIGL®V o€ Baddooieg (dveg) kot 1 avtifeon tov 6toug kavoveg mepi
oprobétnong Boraooiov {ovov. Ewdikd 6cov apopd 1o dikaio optofétnong, exionpaivetot
ot M gpyocio eoTldlEL, KUPIOS, 6TV avdAvon ¢ VTapéng vnoldv, TG apyns ™S Un-
OTOKOTNG KO TNG TALPOLGIOG TPITOV KPATMV MG «GYETIKMOV TEPICTAGEDV» TOV dVVAVTOL VL
emnpedoovy ) dradikacio opoBénong. ['ia Tovg oromole g v Ady® avaAvong,
a&lomomOnkay HEB0d01 TO0TIKNG £PEVVAS, GUUTEPIAAUPAVOLEVIC TNG «OVOAVOTG
KeWEVOV» (XOpupaom g Biévyng yia to Aikaio tov Zuvinkov tov 1969 kot Zopufacn tov
Hvopévov EBvav yua 1o Atkato g Odraccag tov 1982), g «avdivong mepleyouévovy»
(MAextpovikéc myEg, epnuepides, meplodikd, PiPAia dakekpEvemy BewpnTiK®V,
EMGTNUOVIKA ApBpal K.0.) Kot TNG «UEAETNC TepimToN ey (amopdoelg diebvav

KOOSO TIKMV 0pYEvVAV TOV £XO0VV GUUPAAEL GTNV EQOPLOYT], EPUNVEIN KOl KOIKOTOINOoM
Kavovav deBvoug owaiov).

Ag&Eg1g KAeWLd: TovproAPukd Mvnuodvio, S1eBvég dikato cuvinkav, d1eBvEg dikato
Bdraccac, oproBétnon Baracciov (ovav, vparokpnmida, AOZ, vnoid.



Abstract

The present study focuses on the examination of the Turkish-Libyan «Memorandum of
Understanding on Delimitation of the Maritime Jurisdiction Areas in the Mediterranean,

in the light of the international law of the sea and the law of treaties. In particular, it is
attempted to link this Memorandum with the rise of Turkish revisionism in the Eastern
Mediterranean region. At the same time, the study examines the various legal problems
arising from its conclusion, including its legal nature, the problematic process of its
conclusion (given the fact that it was not ratified by the Libyan Parliament), the irrational
(absence of maritime borders between Turkey and Libya) and illegal nature of its content
(disregard for the rights of the Greek islands in maritime zones) and its opposition to the
rules on the delimitation of maritime zones. With regards to the law of maritime delimitation,
the present study focuses on the examination of the existence of islands, the principle of noncut
off and the presence of third states as "relevant circumstances" that may affect the
delimitation process. For the purpose of this analysis, qualitative research methods have been
used, including "text analysis" (Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties of 1969 and
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 1982), "content analysis" (online
sources, newspapers, journals, books of distinguished theorists, scientific articles, etc.) and
"case studies" (decisions of international courts which have contributed to the application,
interpretation and codification of international law).
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