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Basic Information
HISTORY:  Cyprus gained independence from the UK and was admitted as a UN member 
state in 1960.  In 1974, a military coup favouring enosis – union with Greece – 
prompted an invasion by Turkiye.  Since then the island has been divided between the 
internationally-recognised Government and the self-styled “Turkish Republic of North 
Cyprus” (TRNC), with UN forces policing the border.   The situation within the 
Turkish-occupied area is described in the final section of this report.
POPULATION (November 2022, estimated
)





  1,295,000

(of whom approximately 383,000 or just under 30%) are in the Turkish-occupied area.
Males annually reaching recruitment (approx)
:  
    

                      5,107


(Government controlled area only) 
MILITARY SERVICE:  National Guard Law (No 20/1964) established obligatory military   
service for male citizens aged 18 to 50,  and has since remained in force, amended on 
various occasions, most recently by a Law 19/2011.
DURATION:  Since 2016 this has been 14 months.
MINIMUM AGE
:
 17 (see details in text)
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION: first provisions were included in the 1992 amendment of 
the National Guard Law (No. 2/1992), establishing an “unarmed military service” 
of 
36 months inside the armed forces” and 42 months outside the armed forces.  The 
latter was renamed “alternative social service” and in 2008 set at a maximum duration 
of 9 months longer than the military service which would have been required of the 
individual concerned; in 2016 this difference was reduced to five months.
ARMED FORCES:         Active strength, November 2022
:
            
                   12,000

compared to the available male population reaching recruitment age  
      235%

(in 2020 the number of conscripts was 10,700 – 59% of the then total of 15,000.)
 MILITARY EXPENDITURE: US $ equivalent, estimated 2022

 
                   $478m                                
 
Per capita
   






                                    $47

As % of  GDP 






                                1.5%
MILITARY SERVICE AND CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION
  
The National Guard Law (No 20/1964) established obligatory military service (initially of six months) for male citizens aged 18 to 50, and has since remained in force, amended on various occasions, most recently as Law 19/2011.
Under Article 18.1 of the law, all (male) citizens of the Republic of Cyprus, as well those persons having one of two parents being of Cypriot origin but not being citizens, have military duties (including military service and reserve duties) from the first of January of the year they complete 18 years of age until the 31st of December of the year they complete 50 years of age. (Only reserve duties persist after the age of 45).   As will be discussed in the section below on juvenile recruitment, this is not compatible with the provisions of the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the involvement of children in armed conflict.
Exempted, under Article 23.1 are:

a) Those declared by the relevant health committees as unfit for military service for health 
reasons. 
· b) Those irrevocably convicted and sentenced to life imprisonment, or to a sentence of more than 5 years imprisonment, (which entails deposition for career officers). 

· c) Prisoners of war or hostages of the Turkish invasion of 1974 who hold relevant certificate of the International Red Cross. 

· d) Those having status of permanent residents in another country  - which entails being at least 10 years abroad (See art 2, para. 2) 

· e) Fathers of 3 or more living underage children, as well widowed fathers of 2 living underage children, if they wish so. 

· f) The sole or first-born son or brother of a person disappeared or killed or disabled because of injuries or hardships during military service or during and because of turbulence directly related with the defence or security of the Republic, if he wishes so. 

· g) The sons having both parents deceased, unless they disclaim in writing such right. 

· h) Those who as permanent residents in a foreign country, of which they also have the nationality, have served at least 6 months of military service in the armed forces of that country, without having bought out the service. 

· i) Those having both Cypriot and Greek nationality and have stayed for at least 6 continuous years in Greece and during that period have served their military service in Greece, without having bought out the service. 

· j) Those who are not of Cypriot origin and have served a military service, without having bought it out, in their country of origin before becoming citizens of the Republic of Cyprus. 

· k) Ministers, Members of the Parliament, Members of the European Parliament, the Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General of the Republic. 

· l) The children of parents who reside continuously and permanently in the occupied by the Turkish forces areas of the Republic, unless they disclaim in writing such right. 

The categories in paragraphs (h), (i) and (j) are not exempted from reserve duties.

Shorter periods of service are specified for certain categories of persons in the light of family circumstances
The Republic of Cyprus was one of the last members of the European Union to recognise the right of conscientious objection to military service.  The amended National Guard Law of 9th January 1992 contained the first provisions concerning conscientious objectors to military service.  It set obligatory military service at 26 months, but allowed for unarmed military service within the armed forces of 36 months and “unarmed military service outside the armed forces” (sic) of 42 months.
   These two possibilities have been retained in all subsequent revisions of the law, although the latter was eventually renamed “alternative social service”, perhaps in response to a Council of Europe report in 2001
 which cast doubt on whether anything described as “unarmed military service outside the armed forces” could be in practice a truly civilian option, compatible in all cases with the reasons for conscientious objection.
   In fact, in 2003 the Jehovah’s Witnesses, who had been successfully obtaining recognition as conscientious objectors, reported that the provisions establishing alternative service outside the armed forces had not yet been implemented.at all.
 
In June 2007, a further amended National Guard Law, No. 88(I) 2007, reduced the duration of military service to 25 months, and the duration of the “unarmed military service outside the armed forces” (which apparently had been implemented by then) to a maximum of nine months more than that of military service.   At the same time, the exemptions from military service which had been granted to all members of the Armenian Orthodox, Latin (ie. Roman Catholic) and Maronite churches were abolished.
  These exemptions do not appear to have been related to assumed conscientious objection – Jehovah's Witnesses, whose principled refusal of military service is well known, and who account for most conscientious objectors in Cyprus, had not received this privilege.  
On 17th December 2008 the Ministerial Council reduced the duration from 25 to 24 months.
Article 47, paras 1 and 2 of Law 19/2011 states that “those who, for reasons of conscience, refuse to fulfil the duty of military service in the National Guard, claiming religious or ideological convictions, may be recognised as conscientious objectors” which must be “derived from a general perception of life, based on conscientious religious, philosophical or moral convictions, which are inviolably implemented by the person and are expressed by holding a respective attitude.”  The last words are clarified in para 3: which excludes anyone who:

a)  holds a firearms licence or licence for hunting or has petitioned for such licence and the 
petition is pending, or participates in individual or collective activities of shooting sports, 
hunting or similar activities directly related to the use of guns. 
· b) has been condemned or he is prosecuted for a crime related to arms, ammunitions or illegal use of violence; 

· c) has been in armed service for whatever length of time in the Army or the National Guard or foreign armed forces or in the security forces after adopting the beliefs that prevent him from performing military service for reasons of conscience. 

Apart from arbitrarily denying the possibility of moral reform, (b) has a certain logic, but not (a).  There is no logical reason to suppose that a person who hunts, or practices marksmanship for sport, might not have a conscientious objection to going armed with a view to taking human life.  (c) while making possible applications for release from reserve service from those who have after initial military service developed conscientious objections, would seem to make it very difficult for a currently-serving member of the armed forces, conscript or professional, to seek release on such grounds, in line with the recommendation issued by the Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers in 2010:
“42. Professional members of the armed forces should be able to leave the armed forces for reasons of conscience.

43.
Requests by members of the armed forces to leave the armed forces for reasons of conscience should be examined within a reasonable time. Pending the examination of their requests they should be transferred to non-combat duties, where possible.
44.
Any request to leave the armed forces for reasons of conscience should ultimately, where denied, be examined by an independent and impartial body. 
45.
Members of the armed forces having legally left the armed forces for reasons of conscience should not be subject to discrimination or to any criminal prosecution. No discrimination or prosecution should result from asking to leave the armed forces for reasons of conscience.

46.
Members of the armed forces should be informed of the rights mentioned in paragraphs 41 to 45 above and the procedures available to exercise them.”

having developed  
Under the Law, alternative civilian service is to be performed in posts of the public domain, determined by decision of the Minister of Defence, and consists of serving in services of public utilities or undertaking duties serving the public, prioritising the field of social care and environmental protection.   Not made explicit is that the individual has no say in the placement to which he is allocated, which, although not prohibited, does not follow the best standards, which thereby include a safeguard that the placement will be compatible with the reasons for the objection.
The durations of “special” (ie unarmed) military service and the alternative service had in 2008 been set as equal to that which of the military service the conscript concerned would have served, increased as follows:
a) For special military service:

i) 5 months if he would serve military service of 18 months up to full-scale

service.

ii)  4 months if he would serve military service of 12 months up to less than 18 months

iii) 3 months if he would serve military service less than 12 months
b) For alternative service:

iv) 9 months if he would serve military service of 18 months up to full service

v)  8 months if he would serve military service of 12 months up to less than 18 months

vi) 7 months if he would serve military service less than 12 months
In both cases,  there is also a reserve service liability equal to that of persons who have performed military service.  It will be noted that in many States discrepancies in duration are justified by the fact that those performing alternative service are not required to perform reserve service. 
This discrepancy in duration was, certainly until its 2012 Report,
 criticised by the European Committee of Social Rights as a probable violation of the Article 1.2 of the European Social Charter (“to protect effectively the right of the worker to earn his living in an occupation freely entered upon”).   
A decision of the Council of Ministers in 2016 reduced the duration of military service to fourteen months, and set the extra durations as of alternative service as:
a) For special military service:

i)   4 months if he is liable to full military service

ii)  3 months if he is liable to reduced military service of more than six months

iii) 2 months if he is liable to  military service of less than six months
and for alternative service in the same circumstances 5, 4, and 3 months, respectively.
This “normal” discrepancy between the durations of military and civilian service – 19 months as against 14 months (36% longer) still however would not meet the criterion established by the Human Rights Committee in Foin v France
 that any such discrepancy should be objectively justified in the individual case, and it will be noted that in cases where a shorter period of military service would have been required, the discrepancy is even greater.
Article 50.2 states that Applications are to be “submitted to the competent Recruiting Office of the Force.”
Under sub-paragraph 3: “An application (...) which is not submitted or is not
accompanied by the required documents, within the defined deadline, is considered as not submitted and the conscript has the duty to enlist in the Force”.  Under Decision of the Minister of Defence No 13, of 24th June 2011, this deadline was set at twenty days from the publication of the ministerial decision calling up conscripts. 
Such arbitrary time-limits on application are certainly not in accordance with international standards. 
 
Under Articles 51-53 “The recognition of a conscript as conscientious objector  is done by decision of the Minister” [of Defence], on the advice of a “Special Committee”, appointed by the Minister.   This  consists of two “high officers of the Force”, a law officer of the Law Office of the Republic of Cyprus, and two university professors in philosophy, social or political sciences, or psychology.   As the quorum for the Committee is three members, it may in practice meet with a majority of military officers.   This assessment procedure is clearly not in accordance with the international standards, being within the control of the Ministry of Defence, and the advisory Committee concerned by no means independent and impartial.

Finally, it should be mentioned that Article 59 states that in case of mobilization because of war or other emergency, the provisions for the civilian alternative service can besuspended by decision of the Ministry of Defence, and all conscientious objectors be allocated to unarmed military service. 
This is deeply disturbing, with its suggestion that the full recognition of CO status may not be forthcoming in time of war, when this is most relevant and necessary.
Not included in the above quotations from the Law is that the total remuneration received by those performing alternative civilian service is equal to that received by those performing military service, who also of course receive free clothing and subsistence.  This means that the real pay is substantially lower, even while conscientious objectors have to suffer a longer interruption to their normal career development.
On his visit to Cyprus in April 2012, the UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Religion or Belief was informed that since 2008, between ten and twelve conscientious objectors each year had taken up alternative service placements in public utilities, social services, or environmental protection. These had generally been Jehovah's Witnesses.   The Special Rapporteur recorded his “impression that the topic of conscientious objection does not receive much public attention and that the few existing cases have not led to larger public discussion.”
   He felt it appropriate to issue a firm reminder of the international standards in this field.
 .

The overwhelming majority of persons recognised as conscientious objectors have been Jehovah’s Witnesses – indeed a widespread misapprehension persists that recognition is not available to other objectors, and there is still a tendency to offer only the unarmed military service option to pacifist objectors.  
However in 2016 the Association of Cypriot Conscientious Objectors reported
 that the website of the Ministry of Defence and national Guard was now much more transparent, and even offered the opportunity to submit an application online and that at least two secular pacifist conscientious objectors had commenced alternative service at a hospital. 
In 2002 five Jehovah’s Witnesses went on trial for refusing call up to reservist training.  Some of the five had previously tried and failed to establish conscientious objector status, others had been converted subsequent to performing their military service. The trial was suspended pending a rationalisation of the provisions in the National Service Act, and no more has been heard of these  particular cases.  However conscientious objection to reserve service was subsequently accepted.    In 2013 one person applied to the military authorities to be excused reserve service on grounds of conscientious objection and to substitute alternative social service.  His case was examined, he was called for an interview and after many months he was told that that he had been recognised as a conscientious objector..
   By 2017 three persons were performing “alternative civilian reserve service” and a further ten to twenty were believed to be considering applying.

While providing encouraging evidence of a working appeal system, a case which came before the Administrative Court on 2nd March 2021 revealed some of the procedural irregularities which can arise in the handling of cases in the current system.  It concerned a young man who had been called up at the age of 17 in 2017, but had applied for recognition as a conscientious objector and admission to alternative civilian service, stating that he was born in a family of Jehovah’s Witnesses and that his religious convictions obliged him to refuse to perform armed or unarmed military service.  However the Special Committee had recommended to the Minister of Defence to reject the application, mainly on the grounds that (having not yet been baptised) he had been unable to  provide a document certifying his membership of  the  Jehovah’s Witnesses 
In the appeal to the Administrative Court (Case No. 1117/2017) the lawyer of the
conscientious objector submitted various reasons for annulment of the decision, including
that he was underage at that time, and that he had not been informed of his right to be assisted by a
lawyer during the interview by the Special Committee. The Administrative Court, did not however consider it necessary to examine these arguments, ruling that despite the Special Committee's statement that they have taken into consideration what the applicant had declared, his declaration was not recorded and therefore a judicial review of the decision is impossible.  It  annuled the rejection, and awarded the claimant €1,700 for legal expenses.
On 8th March 2019 the Ministry of Defence supplied, in response to a request from the European Bureau for Conscientious Objection, full statistics of applications, including those from reservists from 2009 to 2018, inclusive,   These were:

Year
Applications on religious grounds
Applications on “ideological” grounds



Total,
of which accepted

Total, 
of which accepted

2009

14
11

2010

12
10



2
2

2011

12
10

2012

14
12

2013

12
11

2014

20
17



1
0

2015

13
10



1
0

2016

18
14



4
2

2017

16
13



1
0

2018

11
  7


TOTALS
142
115 (83.2%)


9
4  (44.4%)

It will be noted that the success rate for “religious” applications was in this period almost twice of that for “ideological” applications.

Figures for subsequent years  have not hitherto been made public.
THE ISSUE IN THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE
Conscientious objection to military service was included in the Concluding Observations on the Second and Third Periodic Reports of Cyprus under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), in 1994 and 1998. 
In 1994, the Human Rights Committee recommended “that the laws concerning conscientious objectors be amended in order to ensure their fair treatment under the law and to reduce the excessively lengthy period of alternative service and the possibility of repeated punishment.”

The 1998 Concluding Observations included the paragraph: “The Committee remains concerned about the discriminatory treatment accorded to conscientious objectors in Cyprus, who may be subject to punishment on one or more occasion for failure to perform military service.  The Committee recommends that the proposed new law concerning conscientious objectors ensure their fair treatment under the law and eradicate lengthy imprisonment as a form of punishment.”

The List of Issues on Cyprus's Fourth Periodic Report under the (ICCPR) included the question:
“Please supply information on the number of applications submitted for alternative civilian service or unarmed military service on the grounds of conscientious objection since 2009, and how many have been granted.  Please also supply information on whether persons who have commenced military service are permitted to apply for release as conscientious objectors.”

The reply given was:
“From 2009 until today, 83 applications have been submitted for recognition as
conscientious objectors to perform alternative civilian service. It was found that
71 applications meet the requirements of the law and the applicants were recognized as
conscientious objectors by the Minister of Defence.” [These figures seem to are close, but not identical, to those which might be derived from the more detailed breakdown  reported in the previous section,]
“Persons who recognized as conscientious objectors may serve: (a) Alternative
military service in military units that are laid down by the Minister of Defence and their
assigned tasks, not involving the use or training in use of weapons, and; (b) Alternative
social service, in the public services sector; This kind of service provide services of public
interest and protection of the environment.
“In accordance with article 47 (3)(c) of the National Guard Law {L.19 (I)/2011, as
amended}, is not recognized as a conscientious objector, the person who has served in arms for any period after he has been gained the beliefs that impede the fulfillment of military service for conscientious reasons. To this day, there has been no request for recognition as a conscientious objector by any person who has commenced to serve his military service.

It will be noted that the exclusion in the Act does not apply to a person whose objections developed subsequent to commencing military service.  Even though there may have been no cases, this also raises the question of objections developed by persons who had initially volunteered as members of the military, as discussed in the following section.
The issue was not included in the Concluding Observations, nor did it feature in the List of Issues Prior to Cyprus’ Fifth Periodic Report.
JUVENILE RECRUITMENT
Cyprus ratified the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the involvement of children in armed conflict (OPAC) on 2nd July 2010..            
The first paragraph of the declaration made on ratification stated:  “The National Guard Law No. 20 of 1964, as variously amended, most recently in 2006, hereinafter ‘The National Guard Law’, provides that the obligation to military service, in times of peace, begins the 1st January of the year the citizen becomes 18 years old. Although military service is compulsory for all Cypriot citizens, women and some categories of [males] (e.g. clergymen) are exempted from military service in times of peace”
The declaration also indicates that persons aged 17 may volunteer for military service.  “The National Guard Law also provides for the voluntary enlistment of citizens under 18 who have attained the age of 17 by the date of their recruitment in the armed forces. The acceptance of volunteers to Military Service, requires special authorization from the Ministry of Defense. Volunteers must have recent written consent from parents or legal guardians.
The recruitment, on a voluntary basis, by the armed forces at the minimum age of 17 years shall continue to be permitted under the conditions and with the safeguards provided in Article 3, paragraph 3, of the Optional Protocol.”
The declaration closes:
“The Republic of Cyprus understands that Article 1 of the Optional Protocol would not prevent members of its armed forces to be deployed where:
a. There is a genuine military need to deploy their unit to an area in which hostilities are taking place; and b. By reason of the nature and urgency of the situation: (i) it is not practicable to withdraw such persons before deployment; or (ii) to do so would undermine the operational effectiveness of their unit, and thereby put at risk the successful conduct of the military mission and/or the safety of other personnel.  The above understanding is all the more necessary under the circumstances prevailing nowadays in the Republic of Cyprus as a result of the continued illegal military occupation of 37% of its national territory by a foreign State, Party to the Optional Protocol.”
In its Concluding Observations on the Initial Report of Cyprus under OPAC, the Committee on the Rights of the Child expresses its deep concern “that the State party maintains compulsory recruitment during the year male citizens turn 18, thus allowing the compulsory recruitment of children under 18 years of age. That is even more of a concern given that the State party does not prohibit members of the armed forces who are under 18 from taking direct part in hostilities.”  and “In line with the object and purpose of the Optional Protocol to protect all children under the age of 18 from involvement in armed conflict, and in line with the principle of the best interests of the child, (…) urges the State party to:

(a)
End its practice of compulsory recruitment of children who have not yet reached 18 years of age; 


(b)
Take all necessary measures to prevent members of the armed forces who have not yet reached 18 years of age from taking direct part in hostilities in all circumstances.

THE AREA UNDER TURKISH OCCUPATION
Although of course the area is not under Government control and the Government is therefore not answerable, interesting developments must be reported from the northern part of the island.

Provision for conscription was made in Article 74 of the Constitution of the TRNC.  The arrangements are currently regulated by the Military Service Law (No. 59/2000), which stipulates that all men aged between 18 and 30 are liable to fifteen months
 service in the “Security Forces” (GKK)
 - reduced to 12 months for University graduates.  In theory, this obligation extends to all those who are considered to be entitled by descent to citizenship of the TRNC, whether or not resident.  As in the Republic of Cyprus, voluntary recruitment with parental consent is possible from the age of 17.
   It is to be assumed that likewise there are no effective safeguards against under-age deployment.
There is no provision for conscientious objectors to be excused military service or to substitute a service of a civilian nature.  In 1993 Salih Askeroglu was sentenced to 39 months’ imprisonment in  but was subsequently released, apparently on condition that he did nothing to further publicise his case.
 
Until the age of 40 all those who have served in the Security Forces Commandership are also required to report each year for a nominal day of reserve training.   This provision might seem banal, but it is designed to facilitate rapid general mobilisation - all that needs to be done is to retain the reporting reservists.
In 2009 Murat Kanatli declared himself a conscientious objector and did not report.   When charged over this in the Security Forces  Court, he pleaded not guilty on the grounds that he was exercising the freedom of thought, conscience and religion guaranteed under the European Convention on Human Rights and the Constitution of the TRNC itself.  After several postponements, the Security Forces Court finally decided to refer the case to the Constitutional Court, which heard it on 16th May 2013.
In 10th October 2013 the Constitutional Court  issued its judgement
   It cited the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights in Bayatyan v Armenia, Erçep v Turkey and Savda v Turkey, with particular reference to the last named,  where the objection was not based on religious grounds, and also the Views of the United Nations Human Rights Committee in Atasoy and Sarkut v Turkey, all of which recognized that although the right of conscientious objection is not explicitly referred in the European Convention on Human Rights or the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, opposition to military service, where it is motivated by a serious and insurmountable conflict between the obligation to serve in the army and a person's conscience or his deeply and genuinely held religious or other beliefs, constituted a conviction or belief of sufficient cogency, seriousness, cohesion and importance to attract the guarantees that are safeguarded in Article 9 of European Convention of Human Rights and Article 18 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The Constitutional Court noted particularly that Article 23 of the Constitution of the TRNC relating to the freedom of thought, conscience and religion was closely based on Article 9 of the European Convention on Human Rights.  The Court stated that the unavailability of alternative service constitutes an interference with the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion safeguarded in the Article 23 of the Constitution.  In this case however, the Constitutional Court went on to state that it did not find a conflict with the Constitution. The Court added that the duty is upon the legislator to provide in laws and regulations for alternative service to military service and when doing so to review the article of the Constitution that relates the right and duty to homeland to armed service only Only one individual opinion held that the Court ought to apply the European jurisprudence directly to the Kanatli case, which was therefore referred back to the Security Forces Court. 
On 25th February 2014, the case was reopened in the Security Forces Court.  In its judgement, the Security Forces Court stated that the right to conscientious objection is not regulated in domestic laws and therefore it could rule only with regard to the constitutional provision on the right and duty to the homeland to perform armed service and the implementing legislation on armed service, and must disregard the decisions of the European Court of Human Rights. The Court went on to state that even if it were to give a judgement in the light of the relevant case law of ECtHR, Kanatli was objecting to serve due to his political beliefs which the Court did not consider to constituting a conviction or belief of sufficient cogency, seriousness, cohesion and importance to attract the guarantees that are safeguarded in Article 9 of ECHR. Furthermore, the Court continued, as alternative service is not provided and because of the existence of the Cyprus conflict the case would fall under the permissible limitations because it considered the regulation to be necessary in a democratic society in the interests of public safety.  (It may be observed that both with regard to the nature of protected conscientious objections and the permissible grounds of limitation, the Court's interpretation of the international jurisprudence was highly questionable.)
The Security Forces found Kanatli guilty and imposed a fine of 500 Turkish liras or ten days imprisonment. Upon refusal to pay the penalty Kanatli was imprisoned.   An appeal – against the substance of the decision, not the sentence - was heard on 24th June 2014, and the decision of the Security Forces Appeals Court was announced on 9th October of the same year.  The original reasoning was upheld, and the appeals court added the further questionable assertion that, having performed his original period of military service Kanatli could not now be a conscientious objector.
That case had concerned only Kanatli's non-reporting for reserve service in 2009.  He did not respond to the call-up in subsequent years (he has however now reached the upper age limit of liability).  On 22nd October 2013 he made a first appearance in court regarding the charges relating to reserve service in 2010 and 2011; the hearing was postponed to await the result of his further (eventually unsuccessful) appeal to the Constitutional Court regarding the 2009 charge, on the basis that the Security Forces Court, as a military court under the auspices of the Army did not constitute an independent, objective and impartial tribunal and thus the principle of fair trial was breached. The Constitutional Court rejected the kanatli’s claims.
On 5th August 2015 the European Court of Human Rights accepted Kanatli’s case against Turkey, as the occupying power, regarding the 2009 conviction.  The application number 18382/2015, alleges breaches of articles five, six and nine of the European Convention, namely the right to liberty and security of person,  the right to a fair trial, and freedom of thought, conscience and religion, respectively.  
Up to 2023, at least a further twenty persons have declared their conscientious objection in Northern Cyprus

On 5th November 2013 Haluk Selam Tufanli, who had declared his conscientious objection on 8th December 2011, appeared in the Military Court on charges arising from his refusal of call up to reservist service in that year.  The trial was postponed, and was postponed again pending the outcome of Kanatli's appeal, but on 4th December 2014 Tufanli was sentenced to ten days imprisonment.  
On 2nd January 2019 Halil Karapasaoglu appeared in the Military Court on four counts relating to his refusal of military service in different years, and was sentenced to a fine of 2,000 Turkish Lira (approximately €335) or twenty days’ imprisonment.  He chose the latter, but appealed; the Appeal Court found that as the Council of Ministers had just announced the preparation of a draft law making provision for conscientious objection (see below) , the Military Court should have taken this into consideration, and although the fine had been reasonable, the sentence of imprisonment had been excessive.  The Appeal Court therefore reduced the sentence to the three days already served, and ordered his immediate release.
An application by Tufanli (No.29367/15) regarding the 2011 case is also pending before the ECtHR, as is one by Karapasaoglu, (No. 40627/19).   Karapasaoglu, like Kanatli, cites violations of articles 5, 6 and 9 of the European Convention  dating back to 2013; Tufanli cites violations of articles 5 §§ 1, 4 and 5, 9 and 13 (Right to an effective remedy.).  Cases pending before the Security Forces Court regarding all three have been suspended pending the outcome of the ECtHR cases.   We understand that a further application has been made to the ECtHR in the case of a Jehovah’s Witness, whose appeal to the Supreme Administrative court against a fine for refusal to perform military service was rejected; although he could still eventually face a prison sentence for non-payment, no further action has been taken in this case either..
Meanwhile, following a false start in 2014, in January 2019, as mentioned above with regard to the Karapasaoglu case, the Council of Ministers submitted to Parliament a draft amendment to the military service law which included provision for conscientious objection. The Initiative for Conscientious Objection in Cyprus was invited as a permanent guest at the regular meetings of the Parliamentary Committee of Law, Political Affairs and Foreign Relations to discuss the draft, along with the Human Rights Foundation, the Military, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the State Prosecutor, and described the general atmosphere in the meetings as positive.  An international Jehovah’s Witnesses association was also an occasional invitee.  Later in the same year, however, consideration of the draft was withdrawn following a change of government and there has been no further discussion of the matter, Even the fact of these discussions constitutes a very interesting precedent, given that no recognition at all of the right has ever been considered in Turkiye, the occupying power, itself.  
Suggested questions
The State Party might usefully be asked:
a)  how many applications have been made for recognition as conscientious objectors year by year since the last report, and to give figures of how many persons, Jehovah’s Witnesses and others, have as a result been admitted to alternative civilian service or to unarmed military service.
b) whether it is contemplating any action to remove from the Ministry of Defence the assessment of applications from conscientious objectors to perform alternative civilian service, and also to equalise the duration and other conditions, such as remuneration, of such service with that of military service.  Also how does it justify excluding from recognition as a conscientious objector of any person who has ever applied for a firearms licence for hunting or sporting purposes.
c) whether it is prepared to consider repealing the provision which would permit ceasing to make civilian alternative service available in time of war  and
e) what procedures would be followed in the event that a serving member of the armed forces,  including one who had joined voluntarily, were to seek release havig developed conscientious objections.
�	Source:  The Military Balance 2023 (International Institute of Strategic Studies, London), which bases its estimate on “demographic statistics taken from the US Census Bureau”.


�	Ibid: - calculated from the quoted proportion of the 2022 population which were males between the ages of 15 and 19. 


�	Source:  Child Soldiers International (formerly Coalition to Stop the Use of Child Soldiers), Louder than words: an agenda for action to end state use of child soldiers   London, September 2012.


�	The Military Balance 2023, op cit. 
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