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Achilleas joined the firm in 1988. He has developed a broad practice that includes both contentious and non-
contentious matters. His human rights practice span cases before the Cyprus Courts, the European Court of 
Human Rights (ECtHR), the SBA Courts, the UN Human Rights Committee and the Turkish Immovable 
Property Commission. Moreover, he is the Chairman of the Human Rights Committee of the Cyprus Bar 
Association since 2015 and a founding member of the NGO TRUTH NOW in Cyprus. Achilleas is frequently 
asked to speak on human rights matters, particularly with regard to property and missing persons issues arising 
from the Cyprus Problem. 
 
Select Human Rights Experience 

 Modinos v. Cyprus (Application no. 15070/89) (1993): First case against Cyprus before the ECtHR. 
Successfully argued that the prohibition of male homosexual conduct in private between adults was a 
violation of the applicant’s rights under Article 8 of the ECtHR. As a result, the prohibition was lifted. 

 Loizidou v. Turkey (Application no. 15318/89) (1996): First case against Turkey before the ECtHR. 
Argued successfully before the ECtHR that the denial of access to the applicant’s property and 
consequent loss of control thereof as a result of the 1974 invasion is imputable to Turkey, and that 
consequently there was a breach of Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 of the ECtHR by the Respondent 

 Larkos v. Cyprus (Application no. 29515/95) (1999): Successfully argued that a retired civil servant 
who had been renting a house from the Republic of Cyprus for 20 years was a statutory tenant and 
that the Republic’s attempt to evict him breached his rights under Article 14 of the Convention in 
conjunction with Article 8 of the ECHR. 

 Kafkaris v. Cyprus (Application no. 21906/04) (2008): Argued that applicant’s continuous detention for 
life was in breach of Article 3 of the ECtHR. Outcome was the establishment of Parole Board in Cyprus. 

 Varnava a.o. v. Turkey (Applications nos. 16064/90, 16065/90, 16066/90, 16068/90, 16069/90, 
16070/90, 16071/90, 16072/90 and 16073/90) (2009): Argued successfully that there had been a 
continuing violation of Article 2 on account of Turkey’s failure to effectively investigate the fate of the 
applicants’ relatives who disappeared in 1974; the length of time over which the ordeal of the relatives 
had been dragged out and the attitude of official indifference had resulted in a breach of Article 3; and 
that the authorities had also failed to conduct the necessary investigation in that regard, breaching 
Article 5. 

 Yianopulu v. Turkey (Application no. 12030/03) (2014): Argued successfully that the refusal by the 
domestic Turkish courts to acknowledge the applicant’s capacity as heir constituted an interference 
with the exercise of her right to respect for the enjoyment of her possessions and was thus in breach 
of Article 1 of Protocol No. 1. 

 Joannou v. Turkey (Application no. 53240/14) (2017): Argued successfully before the ECtHR that the 
proceedings by which the applicant sought compensation through the Immovable Property 
Commission had been protracted and ineffective, and that consequently there was a breach under 
Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 of the ECHR by the Respondent. 
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