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ABSTRACT 

The following thesis will focus on the process of involuntary securitisation and the social 

construction of threats in the case study of Cyprus, a state torn in half by an ethnic conflict that 

has been present for forty years.  Involuntary securitisation does not require a securitising actor 

to convince the audience that a referent object is under existential threat and accept the use of 

extraordinary measures to securitise it. As the audience, in the case study portrayed in this 

thesis, is already surrounded by what they perceive as existential threat, no negotiations are 

needed for them to allow extreme measures to be taken. An area that is also examined in this 

thesis is the process of desecuritisation and the reasons behind why it is difficult, if not 

impossible to achieve, in environments such as the case study examined. With evidence 

collected from Greek Cypriot newspapers, the author will answer research questions regarding 

the centrality of the conflict and its contribution to the creation of involuntary securitisation 

process.  A thorough analysis of securitisation processes and the construction of threats will be 

presented in this thesis with evidence to support the arguments made.  

A brief history of Cyprus and the Cyprus problem will be examined in this paper to provide a 

background of how central the conflict is and why these involuntary securitisation process take 

place. Additionally, extensive literature regarding the concept of securitisation will be analysed 

to provide a clear understanding of how these processes were developed and the possibility of 

research gaps in the existing literature. 
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ABBREVIATIONS 

EOKA - (National Organisation of Cypriot Fighters – Ethniki Organosis Kyprion Agoniston 

– Εθνική Οργάνωσις Κυπρίων Αγωνιστών) 
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TMT - (Turkish Resustance Organisation - Türk Mukavemet Teşkilati) 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

1.1. Thesis Framework 

The following thesis disputes whether securitisation processes take place on an involuntary 

basis in a certain social context, where social construction of threats happens on a daily basis. 

In a state suffering from an ethnic conflict, these securitisation processes force the conflict to 

continue, and for the unavoidable negative perception from the community towards the enemy, 

to resume. Furthermore, the topic desecuritisation processes will also be examined as in 

environments that suffer from a prolonged and unresolved ethnic conflict, it is difficult to 

achieve.  

The process of securitisation is utilised to understand political methods through a series of 

mechanisms according to Buzan et al.  The professor of international relations states that 

securitisation is defined as “a more extreme version of politicization.”1 All issues that concern 

the public are assigned into three categories that range from non-politicized (not requiring 

governmental decision), to politicized (requiring governmental decision), with the last being 

securitised (existential threats that require measures that are outside of the norm).2 

Securitisation defines security in the form of what is called a speech act, “the utterance is itself 

the act. By saying it something is done.”3 For securitisation to be successful, the audience will 

be responsible for accepting the existential threat, on the referent object, not the securitizing 

actor. “Does the audience accept that something is an existential threat to a shared value?”4  

Buzan’s “definition and criteria of securitisation is constituted by the intersubjective 

establishment of an existential threat with a saliency sufficient to have substantial political 

effects.”5  

This thesis will also mention Balzacq’s definition of securitisation which follows a more 

sociological approach to the whole aspect of security. “An articulated assemblage of practices 

whereby heuristic artefacts (metaphors, policy tools, image repertoires, analogies, stereotypes, 

emotions, etc.) are contextually mobilised by a securitizing actor, who works to prompt an 

audience to build a coherent network of implications (feelings, sensations, thoughts, and 

intuitions), about the critical vulnerability of a referent object, that concurs with the securitizing 

actor‘s reasons for choices and actions, by investing the referent subject with such an aura of 

unprecedented threatening complexion that a customised policy must be undertaken 

immediately to block its developments.”6 This approach views the process of securitisation in 

a social context, and will help understand the social approach to security and how security 

                                                             
1 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.23 
2 Ibid. p.21 
3 Ibid. p.31  
4 Peoples, C. and Vaughan-Williams, N. (n.d.). Critical security studies. p.91. 
5 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.25 
6 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p.3. 
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threats become embedded in a society and how they are constructed on a daily basis. Both 

approaches to security are examined, in order to answer the research questions. 

The main research questions: 

1. How are involuntary securitisation processes developed and what is the impact they 

have in case study of Cyprus?  

2. Does the high centrality of the Cyprus conflict contribute to the transformation of 

securitisation processes to involuntary acts of society? 

In a case like Cyprus, securitisation processes become embedded into the community’s 

everyday life, in the form of involuntary processes. As the thesis will progress, the case study 

will be analysed further to indicate that as securitisation processes become rooted in the 

community’s subconscious and identity, the harder it is for the desecuritisation process to take 

place in order to address any new securitised challenges of Cyprus.  

1.2. Case Study: The Cyprus Conflict 

The case study of Cyprus is used to analyse securitisation processes of a state that has been 

suffering from a long lasting ethnic conflict and how this conflict has aided in the 

transformation of such processes. This thesis evaluates the processes that are present in the case 

study chosen by the author, and all the variables that provide ground for these securitization 

processes to become involuntary and embedded in the society itself. This conflict involves two 

separate communities: the Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots.  Due to restricted access to 

Turkish Cypriot material, this thesis will mostly focus on the Greek Cypriot community, 

however, more details will follow in the Methodology section that will proceed later on in this 

paper. 

This particular conflict has some noteworthy attributes. Both sides of this divided state, 

encounter difficulties when trying to identify the northern part of the island. The Turkish 

Cypriot community is not recognised on an international level and measures taken to identify 

it as a state are not taken well by the other community, this instantly considering the Turkish 

Cypriot community a threat. On the other hand, the Greek Cypriot community struggles with 

the fact that Turkish Cypriots view the Northern part of the island as an autonomous state. They 

view any attempt for recognition of this part of the island as a threat to their physical safety. 

The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) was established in 1983, however, it was 

declared “legally invalid” by the United Nations Security Council. The UNSC called upon all 

States to respect the sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity and non-alignment of the 

Republic of Cyprus and for all States not to recognise any Cypriot state other than the Republic 

of Cyprus.”7 Following these events, the TRNC has not been recognised internationally by any 

state other than Turkey itself, a state which does not recognise the Republic of Cyprus 

(Republic of Cyprus) as the sole legitimate governing state of the island. The TRNC has been 

                                                             
7Un.org. (2018). Resolutions adopted by the United Nations Security Council in 1983, UNSC 541. [online] 

Available at: http://www.un.org/en/sc/documents/resolutions/1983.shtml [Accessed 10 Jun. 2018]. 
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fighting to gain recognition internationally, but each attempt is unsuccessful. Despite the legal 

rejection of the recognition of the north part of the island as an independent state, Greek 

Cypriots consider this topic very important to their security. 

1.3. Methodology 

The author of this thesis solely focused on qualitative and quantitative data analysis to 

understand and answer the research questions. This thesis focuses on analysis of Greek Cypriot 

newspapers and images that provide solid evidence to answer the research questions. A 

limitation to the research can be found on chapter 6 of the thesis explaining the use of such 

methodological approaches. The data is quantitatively studied to find the frequency of refence 

of the Cyprus problem in newspapers as well as the centrality of the conflict. The data is also 

studied qualitatively to analyse the use of powerful vocabulary that aid in involuntary 

securitisation. This methodological approach is also described as the only way to study 

securitisation by Barry Buzan. 

According to Buzan “securitisation can be studied directly; it does not need indicators. The 

way to study securitisation is to study discourse and political constellations: When does an 

argument with this particular rhetorical and semiotic structure achieve sufficient effect to make 

an audience tolerate violations of rules that would otherwise have to be obeyed?”8  

CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 Securitisation 

With the gradual and constant expansion of the concept of globalisation, the definition of 

security has shifted from the traditional one to a more contemporary and broader term. The 

most significant effect of globalisation was the altering and widening of the security agenda, 

as it magnified the lens from which security threats were viewed from. With globalisation, 

security did not only consist of threats towards a state, such as interstate wars, but it also 

involved human and environmental security as well as global violence.9 Determining if the 

widening of the security agenda is a positive development, one must understand who is being 

secured, from whom and for what.  How one perceives the concept, however, depends on their 

perspective and “some scholars have depicted security as an 'essentially contested concept'… 

First, there is some ambiguity as to what this means…even if security were to be so classified, 

the implications for security studies may be incorrectly specified.”10 The end of the Cold War 

marked a significant change in the definition of security, how contemporary scholars 

understood and redefined the concept, and the fundamentals of the existing political 

environment. “Traditional security studies were very much a child of the Cold War, and its 

collapse made it impossible to continue to think within the traditionally narrow limits.”11 Will 

                                                             
8 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.25 
9 Cha, V. (2000). Globalization and the Study of International Security. Journal of Peace Research, 37(3), 

p.393. 
10 BALDWIN, D. (1997). The concept of security. Review of International Studies, 23(1), p.10. 
11 Patman, R. (2006). Globalization and conflict. London: Routledge, p.45. 
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having a broader definition of the security agenda, undermine its meaning, and rendering it 

useless? Should security be viewed only in terms of military or should other threats, to 

individuals rather than just states, be included? Should having a broader approach of the 

security agenda be viewed as a positive development or a cause for concern? What is 

securitisation theory and why is it so important in examining political practices?  

The core of securitisation is the concept of the speech act and as mentioned previously, by 

identifying a specific issue as a security threat, it is automatically securitised.12 The 

Copenhagen school of security, rejects the traditionalist view and claims that securitisation is 

a process that defines and understands the true meaning of security.13 Critical security studies 

are the most important and comprehensible critique to the traditional definition of security. 

However, according to Floyd, the process of securitisation is only justified when: 

1. “there must be an objective existential threat, which is to say a threat that endangers the 

survival of an actor or an order regardless of whether anyone has realised this 

2. the referent object of security must be morally legitimate, which is the case only when 

the referent object is conducive to human well-being defined as the satisfaction of 

human needs 

3. the security response must be appropriate to the threat in question, which is to say that 

a. the security response must be measured in accordance with the capabilities of 

the aggressor 

b. the securitizing actor must be sincere in his or her attentions”14 

Despite the concept of securitisation taking a rather enlarged scope of what defines security, it 

used to be rather centralised around securing a state, rather than any referent object.15 The state 

however, still remains the most importnat referent object of security and threats from other 

states receive the most focus,16 is a concept that was argued by Wæver. However, the end of 

the Cold War marked a significant change in the scope of the security sector. Contemporary 

scholars agreed that the concept of security should be run and analysed through a magnifying 

glass and be expanded, as it should not only focus on the state as a the referent object but 

society, economy, politics and the environment should also be considered.17  Thinking of 

critical security studies and the definition of the term ‘broadening the security agenda,’ one can 

see the shift from a purely military perspective to a wider range of concepts such as 

environmental, political, and economic.18  

Neorealist schools such as the Copenhagen school, that are linked with the critical approach to 

security, view the widening of the agenda as an extension to a more diverse audience, although, 

                                                             
12 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.25 
13 Ibid. p.1 
14 Floyd, R. (2011). Can securitization theory be used in normative analysis? Towards a just securitization 

theory. Security Dialogue, 42(4-5), pp.428 
15 Wæver, Ole. Identity, Integration and Security: Solving the Sovereignty Puzzle in E.U. Studies. Journal of 

International Affairs, vol. 48, no. 2, 1995, pp. 389–431 
16 Ibid. pp. 
17 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.3 
18 Ibid. p.2 
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they are still using similar realist ideas.19 The concept itself is divided into two sections: ‘the 

narrowers,’ which are people who view security in terms of the traditional definition involving 

military force, and ‘the wideners,’ who view security in terms of everything that can be a result 

of conflict.20 The Copenhagen school pays less attention to the traditionalist position of security 

and follows ‘the wideners’ perspective. It takes a critical approach of the Cold War definition 

of security, which defines it in terms of war and military force and understands that the term 

should be redefined so that the agenda can include different types of existential threats. 21 The 

school focuses on the securitisation and desecuritisation of threats that are not only limited to 

military and states. “[It] argued that the military is not the only referent object of national 

security; rather that it is simply one such aspect along with political, societal, economic and 

environmental sectors.”22 The school does not neglect the military sector from its approach to 

widening the security agenda. It emphasises though, that it should be a broader idea, rather than 

a focus on one sector. The smaller fractions of the concept of security, are still considered part 

of this greater and “complex whole.”23 Buzan explains that this concept of a “complex whole,” 

is ambiguous, leading to criticisms of the expansion of the security agenda.24 Some scholars 

argue that the term security agenda has lost its true meaning and ability to be analysed as it has 

become this very unclear term. It is used everywhere to define everything, according to the 

critical approach to security, thus diluting the coherence of the term. Nonetheless, since the 

development of this theory and the expansion of the security agenda, securitisation has been 

used to examine and analyse multiple security issues that affect the international system. 

Sectors such as human security, human rights, and the environment have been processed 

through securitisation.25  

The main question is how does securitisation work in theory? As mentioned in the previous 

chapter, securitisation is a process that is utilised to understand political methods through a 

series of mechanisms. Buzan states that securitisation is studied based on, “who can "do" or 

"speak" security successfully, on what issues, under what conditions, and with what effects? It 

is important to note that the security speech act is not defined by uttering the word security.”26 

Securitisation defines security in the form of what is called a speech act as mentioned in 

Chapter 1, “the utterance is itself the act. By saying it something is done.”27  

Through calling something a threat, the securitizing actor immediately labels the referent object 

as under existential threat and in need of immediate interference with extraordinary measures. 

A securitizing actor is defined as an “actor who securitise issues by declaring something-a 

                                                             
19 Walt, S. (1991). The Renaissance of Security Studies. International Studies Quarterly, 35(2), p.211. 
20 Bilgrin, P., Williams, P.D., Sekinguchi, M., Galbraith, K., Inavatullah, T., Wienner, J., Schrire, R.A., Murphy, 

I.L., (2010). Global Security and International Political Economy, EOLSS Publications Volume III, pp. 68 
21 Buzan, B. (1997). Rethinking Security after the Cold War. Cooperation and Conflict, 32(1), pp.5-28. 
22 Sezer, O., (2013). Securitisation of Energy through the lenses of Copenhagen school. West East Journal of 

Social Sciences, pp. 60 
23 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.8 
24 Albert, M. and Buzan, B. (2011). Securitization, sectors and functional differentiation. Security Dialogue, 

42(4-5), pp.415 
25 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.27 
26 Ibid. pp. 
27 Ibid. p.26 
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referent object----existentially threatened…[it] is someone, or a group, who performs the 

security speech act.”28 Examples of such actors, include bureaucrats, governments, as well as 

political players etc.29 The referent objects are variables that are threatened existentially, such 

as sovereignty, specific values and many other. The speech act allows for securitizing actors 

to use measures that are outside of the norm to respond to the referent object being under 

existential threat.30 Extraordinary measures are taken to respond to this existential threat that 

cannot be handled with normal political practices. The Copenhagen School argues that if these 

threats are not tackled immediately then everything else will become obsolete.31 A securitizing 

move is defined by Buzan as a “discourse that takes the form of presenting something as an 

existential threat to a referent object and does not by itself create securitisation.”32 For 

securitisation to be successful, there needs to be a securitisation act, which aims at acceptance 

by relevant public which accepts the imposition of extraordinary measures that are supposed 

to prevent irreversible damage.33 The Copenhagen School understands that the proposed 

securitisation process does not always have a positive development, as using extraordinary 

measures constantly to securitise the referent object, is not normal political practice. 

Desecuritisation is the process that follows securitisation, as it is not considered an emergency 

act, but the shift “of issues out of emergency mode and into the normal bargaining process of 

the political sphere.”34  

The first crucial limitation of this theory is that there is no accurate measure to determine 

whether securitisation is successful and whether the public has accepted the securitizing act.  

A securitizing move and a successful securitisation process are different, as a securitizing move 

can take place, however, it might not lead to successful securitisation. As Buzan states “We do 

not push the demand so high as to say that an emergency measure has to be adopted, only that 

the existential threat has to be argued and just gain enough resonance for a platform to be made 

from which it is possible to legitimise emergency measures.”35 This argues that the social 

context in the securitisation process is very important and that the Copenhagen School of 

Security is lacking in understanding that resonance is not enough to evaluate, and a change in 

public policy is needed to measure the success of securitisation. Regarding the audience as a 

passive actor in this theory is one of the most crucial flaws that the theory has. Additionally, 

the Copenhagen School fails to distinguish who the audience is, that must accept the 

securitizing act for the securitisation process to be successful. Buzan mentions that the audience 

is “those the securitizing act attempts to convince to accept exceptional procedures because of 

the specific security nature of some issue.”36 On the contrary, Christian Kaunert and 

Sarah Léonard have argued that there is no substantial characteristics that define who the 

                                                             
28 Ibid. p.36 
29 Ibid. pp. 
30 Ibid. p.31 
31 !bid. p.24 
32 Ibid. p.25 
33 Ibid. p.26 
34 Ibid. p.4 
35 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p.59 
36 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.41 
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audience is. Whether there should be one or multiple audiences is an important criticism of the 

theory.37   

As mentioned previously, measuring the success of securitisation in practice is not easy nor 

clear. There are only few cases that examine the success or failure of this theory in practice. 

This fact is frequently mentioned in literature criticizing the contemporary view of security of 

the Copenhagen School. One of the few case studies that tested this theory was the examination 

of counterterrorism programs that were adopted by the United States. Salter suggested that 

there are three separate types of failure: normal, internal, and external failures.38 What 

constitutes as ‘normal failure,’ is when the implementation of the suggested policies fails.  39 

An internal failure, is when a “securitizing move does not meet the grammatical expectations”40 

and therefore, fails to identify the existential threat and label it. The last type of failure is the 

‘external failure,’ which is when the “securitizing moves meet the grammatical elements but 

are not accepted by the public.”41  

The Copenhagen School also views security as a self-referential practice.42 This means that if 

securitisation theory views security as a form of a speech act, the securitizing actor then  has 

the power to define what security is.43 If a securitizing actor successfully persuades the 

audience to believe that there is an existential threat on a referent object, even though such a 

threat may not exist, the extreme measures taken to securitise the object under threat will be 

real. Securitisation can also be viewed as an instrument that analyses political practice as 

mentioned before in this thesis. For securitisation to be successful through the speech act, it 

must be broken down into four separate levels according to Vuori. The four levels are “ 

1. Securitisation for raising an issue in the agenda  

2. Securitisation for deterrence 

3. Securitisation for legitimating past acts or for reproducing the security status of an issue 

4. Securitisation for control”44 

Understanding, Vuori’s four categories for securitisation, one can see the challenge of the 

theoretical concept of securitisation against its political effects.45  The first level allows actors 

to raise an issue to actors with high political ranking, in order to take appropriate measures 

against the existential threat. The second level focuses on using deterrence in order to repel a 

                                                             
37 Donnelly, F. (2012). Securitisation and the Iraq war. London: Routledge, p.51. 
38 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p.62 
39 Watson, S. (2011). Arctic Sovereignty in Canada: A Case of Successful or Failed Securitization?. Department 

of Political Studies. University of Victoria. 
40 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p. 123 
41 Ibid. pp. 
42 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p.20 
43 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers, p.48 
44 Balzacq, T. (2011). Understanding Securitisation Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. 

London: Routledge, p.6 
45 Ibid. pp.  
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threat. Securitisation is used as a warning tool, to repel any future acts that could place the 

referent object under existential threat. The third level focuses on legitimizing future acts for 

the securitizing actors, to permit for extraordinary measures to be taken to respond to a threat. 

Lastly, the fourth level aims at the audience’s obedience towards the securitizing actor, and 

acknowledgement of the speech act.46 

Now what is the so-called speech act? According to the securitisation theory, construction of 

security is viewed from a social process of verbalizing what the word means to the audience. 

The “securitizing speech acts”47 can transform any issue, regarding of its security status, as a 

security threat that requires extreme measures to respond to.  As mentioned in previous chapters 

of this thesis “security is not of interest as a sign that refers to something more real; the 

utterance itself is the act.”48 The speech acts were not part of the securitisation theory when it 

was first introduced, however, as the theory faced some challenges, they were included to 

answer to some of the critical questions that traditionalists had.49 For such acts to be successful, 

some conditions have to be met: the internal and external condition. For the internal condition 

to be met the act must “follow the grammar of security, and construct a plot that includes 

existential threat, point of no return, and a possible way out-the general grammar of security.”50 

In simpler words, different grammar, dialects, languages etc. have to incorporated in the act, 

and various sectors of security have to be addressed separately such as global warming in the 

environmental sector etc. The external condition is split into two sub conditions: authority and 

threat. The authority condition has to be a securitizing actor with political power. The threat 

condition “is more likely that one can conjure a security threat if certain objects can be referred 

to that are generally held to be threatening-be they tanks, hostile sentiments, or polluted 

waters.”51 These subcategories help scholars understand the helping conditions that make a 

speech act successful: “ 

1. the demand internal to the speech act of following the grammar of security 

2. the social conditions regarding the position of authority for the securitizing actor-that 

is, the relationship between speaker and audience 

3. features of the alleged threats that either facilitate or impede securitisation.”52 

2.2 Expanding the security agenda 

The Copenhagen School introduced the so-called sectors of security which soon became a 

beacon for critics to argue against widening the security agenda. By introducing new sectors 

and dividing the term security into five subgroups, one moves away from the traditional 

definition of the term to a more complicated and broader term. The school mentions five 
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separate sectors of security: economic, environmental, military, political and societal.53 Buzan 

mentions that studying security is not limited to one sector but focusing on all of these sectors 

and their respective referent objects. Expanding the security agenda has faced a lot of criticism 

from traditionalists. Contemporary scholars such as Croft and Terniff, argue that the term 

‘security agenda’ has lost its true meaning and its ability to be analysed, as it has become a 

very broad term. According to the critical approach to security, the term is used everywhere 

and to define everything, therefore, diluting the coherence of the term as mentioned previously. 

“Broadening security studies to cover other ‘harms – economic, environmental and so forth – 

is unfortunate for it lumps together deliberate, organised physical harm (or threats thereof) with 

other threats and pains.”54 Realists argue that, even though there are many actors in this global 

system, the states should be have a priority in terms of securing their survival. War is the 

biggest threat to a state’s survival, thus security is defined as “the study of the threat, use and 

control of military force.”55 Realists exclude environmental or economic threats, unless they 

result in a conflict, which poses a direct threat to the survival of the state itself. The referent 

object of the traditionalist definition is the state; therefore, security of the environment is not a 

priority. If a government endangered its citizens by threatening the environment, this would 

not constitute as a security threat in terms of the realist approach, as the state itself is not 

threatened. This definition is very precise in terms of identifying and defining threats, as well 

as recognizing when another is threatening a state.  

Tickner, one of the many scholars that argue against the realist approach, criticises the 

traditionalists for only regarding security and threat in terms of conflict between the great 

powers., and calls it ethnocentric and solely on an international level.56 Krause and Williams 

argue that “It may be necessary to broaden the agenda of security studies…in order to narrow 

the agenda of security.”57 The widening of the security agenda is a necessary and important 

development in the twenty first century, where globalisation is redefining the term ‘security.’ 

Despite the expansion of the agenda the Copenhagen School still regards the state as the most 

significant referent object that needs to be securitised. However, other referent objects require 

securitisation, and with the division of the security sector into subsectors, they can be 

securitised as well.  

The economic sector deals with security issues such as financial instability, insufficiency of 

resources, and economic markets abusing political power.58 This sector has a wide range of 

referent objects, making it difficult to securitise, starting from individuals or a group of 

individuals, and moving through states, and finally to the international and global market.59 

Barry Buzan states that emphasis should be given to states or individuals that are under 

existential threat, meaning that the threat would cause a collapse of the entire economic system, 
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54 Croft, S., Terniff, T., (2000). Critical Reflections on Security and Change. Taylor & Francis, pp. 40-41 
55 Walt, S. (1991). The Renaissance of Security Studies. International Studies Quarterly, 35(2), p.212 
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instead of a firm facing bankruptcy.60 By stating that referent objects should be under 

existential threats, it limits the range to groups of individuals or states themselves. However, 

how does one define what an economic existential threat really is and how does one distinguish 

between other economic threats which resonate from market system fluctuations.61 The 

difference between an existential threat and any other regular security threat is, when economic 

threats have the power to influence the political power of one state and affect the social 

stability, then they are categorised as existential.62 In the case study of Cyprus, the economic 

sector is linked with other sectors, such as the societal and the political sector in order to 

securitise an existential threat.  

The environmental sector responds to security issues such as global warming, survival of 

various ecosystems etc.63 These existential threats, threatening the environment are not natural 

catastrophies such as earthquakes and hurricanes. These threats are consequential from human 

interaction with the environment. Existential threats that are considered in this sector include 

pollution, both on the ground and in the atmosphere, global warming as mentioned previously, 

natural resources running out etc.64 However, this sector, just like the economic sector, has a 

problem identifying which threats are affecting national security as the threats are more on a 

global scale than a local in most cases.65  

The military sector views security issues in terms of a state’s capabilities to respond to threats 

either with an offensive or defensive stance.66 This sector is considered the most important, as 

it is the only sector that maintains the traditionalist view of security. The referent object for this 

sector still remains the state, just like the traditional definition of security, however, it is not 

considered the sole referent object according to Buzan.67 He mentions that tribes as well as 

other non-state actors can be considered referent objects.68 An interesting referent object is 

religion which “remains potentially available as a referent object for military securitisation, but 

as the cases of the former Yugoslavia and the Middle East show, in the modern world religion 

is often entangled with state (Israel, Iran) or nation (Serbia, Croatia).”69 These security issues 

are considered existential threats when they are affecting the national security of a state.70 

Military threats are still prioritised in the security spectrum, as other sectors are usually 

connected to the military sector. Once a state is destroyed, other security threats such as 

economic threats will no longer threaten the national security of this already defeated state.71 

The threats in this military sector are existential as a destruction of a state could be catastrophic. 

Buzan gives examples of the “Nazi occupation in Poland and the Soviet Union or of the 
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Japanese occupation of China.”72 He mentions that military threats, can threaten everything 

around us including, certain behaviours, which cease to exist or become extreme. Such 

behaviours can affect the societal sector and pose threats in various sectors mentioned 

previously in this chapter.  

The political sector responds to issues that prevent a state from running smoothly. Anything 

that threatens a state’s stability, is considered an existential threat in the political sector, and 

therefore, requires extreme measures to respond to it. These threats include pressures that are 

posed to the government to follow a specific policy, measures taken to overthrow the current 

government in power, attempts to weaken the political party that is governing the state to 

prepare for a military coup.73 Political threats are also linked with societal threats in the case 

of Cyprus. “Identities and cultures – essentially subjective and contextual constructions – it can 

easily lead to politics of discrimination and exclusion.”74 The origin of such threats that are 

linked to the societal sector, yet affect the political one, creates difficulty in identifying them 

and responding to them.75 “The idea of a state, particularly its national identity and organizing 

ideology, and the institutions which express it, are the normal target of political threats.”76 The 

complexity in identifying which threats are affecting national identity, which are affecting the 

ideology of a state and which affect the institutions prevents scholars from fully understanding 

who the securitizing actors, the audience and referent objects are. “Threats to national security 

are more straightforward. They involve attempts to heighten the separate ethno-cultural 

identities of groups within the target state. The purpose [is] increasing the difficulty of 

government in an unfriendly neighbor, … secessionism…”77 Buzan mentions that it is vital to 

understand the origin of the threats in order to securitise them. Some threats are intentional and 

other non-intentional according to the scholar.78 Non-intentional threats stem from the 

institutions that make the government. These threats arise from the nature of a certain situation 

and not from a specific action by a specific actor affecting the political system of a nation.79 

The intentional threats stem from a specific action that is carried out by an actor. It is not a 

natural cause but a premeditated attempt to disrupt the political system.80  

Finally, the societal sector focuses on threats that affect a state’s culture, religion, language and 

even a state’s sovereignty. Buzan states that there are three common and important threats to 

societal security: “ 
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1. Migration – X people are being overrun or diluted by influxes of Y people; the X 

community will not be what it used to be, because others will make up the population; 

X identity is being changed by a shift in the composition of the population (e.g., Chinese 

migration into Tibet, Russian migration into Estonia). 

2. Horizontal competition – although it is still X people living here, they will change their 

ways because of the overriding cultural and linguistic influence from neighboring 

culture Y (e.g., Quebecois fears of anglophone Canada and, more generally, Canadian 

fears of Americanization). 

3. Vertical competition – people will stop seeing themselves as X, because there is either 

an integrating project (e.g., Yugoslavia, the EU) or a secessionist- “regionalist” project 

(e.g., Quebec, Catalonia, Kurdistan) that pulls them toward either wider or narrower 

identities. Whereas one of these projects is centripetal and the other centrifugal, they 

are both instances of vertical competition in the sense that the struggle is over how wide 

the circles should be drawn or rather—since there are always numerous concentric 

circles of identity—to which to give the main emphasis”81 

Buzan also touches upon a fourth threat, which could be catastrophic to a state’s societal 

security: “ 

4. Depopulation – whether by plague, war, famine, natural catastrophe, or policies of 

extermination. Depopulation threatens identity by threatening its carriers, but it is not 

specifically a part of the societal sector’s logic of identity, except perhaps in cases 

where extermination policies are motivated by the desire to eliminate an identity and in 

extreme cases—such as AIDS in Uganda—where quantity turns into quality.”82 

This thesis focuses mostly on the threats to the societal security of a nation. In the case of 

Cyprus depopulation, vertical, and horizontal competition as well as migration internationally 

and domestically affected the island’s security. 

2.3 Criticising the existing literature 

While securitisation is an important tool to understand and analyse security as a more complex 

term, it has been criticised by multiple scholars. As mentioned in previous chapters, the 

Copenhagen School received a lot of criticism on this post-Cold War theory regarding 

international security. This section of the literature chapter will focus on the criticism this 

theory received and expand the topic further.  

2.3.1. Existential threats vs. ordinary threats 

The scope that views threats has expanded, therefore, threats that affected societies before were 

not regarded as existential threats. With the expansion of the security agenda, the number of 

threats that could be catastrophic have multiplied.  By expanding the threat scope, the first 

criticisms were raised towards the Copenhagen School. As mentioned in previous chapters, the 
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traditionalists have argued that expanding the security agenda could undermine the true 

meaning of security.83 J.K. Huysmans and Stephen Walt, both argue that the expansion of the 

security agenda has blurred what defines an existential threat and how to prioritise such threats 

over other everyday ones. Huysmans states that “if societies experience an explosion of risks 

which undermines their capacity to differentiate between existential and ordinary risks, security 

questions are suddenly to be found everywhere.”84 States will therefore, have a greater 

challenge in prioritizing these threats and respond to each one appropriately. In the case study 

of Cyprus, this argument is very important as it is very easy to generalise existential threats, 

when there is an active ethnic conflict and threats are indeed everywhere.  

However, every argument has a counterargument, and Wæver has answered to this criticism 

by pointing out the importance of the speech act. He mentions that securitizing actors bring to 

the attention of the audience that a specific referent object is under existential threat. By doing 

so, the audience will allow for extraordinary measures to be taken, in order to securitise such a 

threat. This process is action specific, therefore it does not generalise everything as a threat, 

however, it can include all sectors of security.85 The audience is responsible for allowing a 

threat to be securitised, nevertheless, threats that are successfully securitised, have to pass 

through a process of desecuritisation, according to this theory. This thesis argues that certain 

existential threats that are constructed by society, will be difficults if impossible to go through 

the process of desecuritisation.  

How are threats perceived in certain situation where everything can be understood as an 

existential threat? Some threats are embedded in the society itself, and are constantly regarded 

as existential threats, just like in the case of Cyprus. By doing so, these permanent existential 

threats, never achieve the desecuritzation. States that are in ethnic conflicts or have an unstable 

environment, securitise threats, regardless if they are perceived as existential threats or not. 

The securitisation processes are embedded in the community and its identity and shape how 

they view threats. This creates ambiguity in what constitutes as a threat and what doesn’t. 

Anything can be a referent object that needs to be securitised in such cases and anything can 

be considered a threat.  

2.3.2 Social construction of threats 

As mentioned previously, securitisation is a tool that analyses political practices. Securitizing 

actors use securitisation to allow them to act with extreme measures to face an existential threat. 

They perform political practices outside of the norm in order to securitise a threat.86 Through 

the speech act, an existential threat is constructed and becomes a reality for the audience. 

According to Williams, there are two categories that result in a successful speech act: “ 

1. The internal linguistic grammatical – to follow the rules of the act 
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2. The external, contextual, and social – to hold a position from which the act can be 

made.”87 

Security according to the Copenhagen School, is not an objective matter but a subjective one.  

This separation of the two highlights the point that security is not an objective term that is given 

to the audience. It is determined through communication between the securitizing actors and 

the audience.88 As mentioned multiple times in the previous sections, to determine the success 

of securitisation, the securitizing actor must persuade the audience to accept that a referent 

object is under existential threat, as well as accept the use of extraordinary measures to 

securitise it. Therefore, “security (as with all politics) ultimately rests neither with the objects 

nor with the subjects but among the subjects.”89 In simpler words, securitisation is a result of 

social constructivism.  

The Copenhagen School mentions the concept of intersubjectivity, meaning that securitisation 

is a specific act which results in a specific outcome. Both the actors and the audience act 

according to each other through a process of negotiations.90 Stritzel criticises this approach and 

states that the Copenhagen School goes against its fundamentals, which state that, just by 

uttering the words a threat is automatically constructed.91  According to Stritzel securitisation 

cannot be a social process as well as a simple “process of articulation.”92 He criticises the 

Copenhagen School for having a desire to include actors in the social sphere - the securitizing 

actors, the audience – and also be a “linguistic theory.”93 In simpler terms, an outcome that is 

a result of a linguistic process cannot be analysed through an intersubjective process, as no 

time is given for the actors to negotiate an alternative outcome.  

To respond to this dilemma, Stritzel proposes that securitisation must be divided into two 

separate categories: the internalist and externalist.94 These two positions were proposed to 

minimise the gap between the linguistic and the intersubjective process of securitisation. The 

externalist understanding has to do with social constructivism. It is the relationship between 

the participating actors, between the sender and the responder. The internalist understanding of 

securitisation, states that a simple utterance of the word ‘security,’ allows for extraordinary 

action. However, the speech act is responsible not only for constructing security and its 

meaning, but for constituting who the actors, audience and reference objects are, therefore 

intertwining the social constructivism process with the linguistic approach.95  
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In the case of Cyprus, Stritzel’s criticism could be used to explain some patterns in the 

securitisation process. In states where threats are part of a normal and everyday life, 

securitisation appears to be a part of society’s identity. Therefore, intersubjectivity is no longer 

required to securitise a threat. It is already embedded in the community, and a threat is 

securitised through a speech act. It is a result of social constructivism, and an outcome of pure 

linguistic processes. No negotiations need to take place for an existential threat to be 

securitised, as the audience is prepared to observe multiple threats. It is a form of probabilistic 

processes where securitisation becomes the norm.  

The internalist understanding, is the approach that the Copenhagen School maintains, stating 

and even though the social process is embedded in their already profound linguistic approach, 

it is still not fully developed. This limitation to the securitisation theory, fails to understand the 

complex nature of the security actors and audience, and fails to recognise the countless strategic 

factors that contribute to the success of securitisation.96  

Another critic of the Copenhagen School’s securitisation theory is Thierry Balzacq. He 

mentions that securitisation is better understood through social processes rather through 

discourse.97 He maintains an externalist understanding of the concept as he suggests that the 

audience is vital for successful securitisation.98 “The challenge of a securitizing agent would 

be to convince the audience (e.g. a nation) to recognise the nature of a symbolic referent 

subject. Hence, we arrive at the assumption that securitisation is audience-centered.”99 He does 

not dismiss the importance of the speech act, however, Balzacq emphasises that it is not the 

words that are uttered that securitise a threat, but the way they are framed and how the audience 

perceives such words.100  

Balzacq and Entman, both tackle the process of strategic content rather than simple words. The 

idea of targeting an audience through words, and images that reflect a specific culture or social 

norms, provide ground for successful securitisation.101 If the audience is targeted through a 

speech act, they will be convinced that a threat is real and allow for extreme measures to take 

place.  
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CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Introduction 

“If there were only one truth, you couldn’t paint a hundred canvases on the same theme.” – 

Picasso, 1966 102 

This chapter explains the author’s approaches to collecting material that justifies the 

conclusions reached. The case study that will be analysed in this thesis is the Cyprus problem, 

therefore there will not be any comparison with any other case studies. It can be argued that 

this case study could potentially lead to bias as the author is from that the Republic of Cyprus. 

The author acknowledges that there might be a slight form of bias in the case study selected as 

well as the sources that were chosen to prove that the research questions of this theiss are 

answered, however, they were chosen as an indicator for other states that use securitisation in 

a form of the social and automatic construction of threats.  

Content analysis was performed of the Greek-Cypriot newspapers. The author did not collect 

any Turkish Cypriot newspapers as translation was difficult to capture the full essence of the 

process of securitisation. Adding to that, a thorough analysis of a variety of images is also 

portrayed in this section of the thesis. This thesis will use both quantitative as well as qualitative 

data to respond to the main arguments posed in previous chapters. Just like the Copenhagen 

School of Security stated that securitisation can only be studied through thorough analysis of 

the political discourse.103 Securitisation is often observed as a theoretical tool to examine 

political practices.  

However, by studying only discourse and speech acts, as Balzacq mentions, there is a limitation 

to the analysis as the audience for example is not considered as part of this review.104 This 

thesis has a limitation, according to Balzacq, as it only follows Buzan’s methods of gathering 

data in order to study securitisation. The author had a limited time frame as well as difficulty 

traveling to Cyprus in the appropriate time to conduct any interviews, polls and focus groups, 

therefore limiting the research to discourse analysis. The study of discourse and speech acts is 

a very important tool for understanding and analysis securitisation processes. According to 

Balzacq, “The notion of text points, indeed, to a variety of signs, including written and spoken 

utterances, symbols, pictures, music. What unites these manifestations of text is their capacity 

to convey meaning, in a context.”105 Therefore, the author will analyse not only verbal text but 
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also the use of images for content analysis in order to reach a conclusion and answer the 

research questions.  

3.2. Newspapers 

According to Barry Buzan, “securitisation can be studied directly; it does not need indicators. 

The way to study securitisation is to study discourse and political constellations: When does 

an argument with this particular rhetorical and semiotic structure achieve sufficient effect to 

make an audience tolerate violations of rules that would otherwise have to be obeyed?”106 As 

stated by Buzan, the best way to study and understand securitisation is through a thorough 

analysis of discourse and speech acts. That is the reason, why the author of this thesis resulted 

in the use of newspapers as a form of discourse analyis. This form of discourse provides both 

political and public view on what is constituted as a security, and through the use of words, one 

can understand the development of the processes of involuntary securitisation.  

The primary focus of this section is on Greek-Cypriot newspapers, as well as other material 

(online articles) that were also used for this analysis. There are two types of content analysis 

that are used in this thesis, in order to answer the research questions: latent and manifest. 

Manifest content analysis is a thorough study of certain keywords and latent analysis is finding 

the hidden meaning in a text. Both of these qualitative methods of content analysis rely on the 

search of keywords, patterns and themes that can be found in a specific text.107 It will analyse 

how grammar and certain words pressure the social construction of existential threats and 

develop involuntary securitisation processes. However, this thesis will also use a quantitative 

form of data, analysing the frequency of conflict prone newspaper headlines and content from 

three of the major newspapers in the Republic of Cyprus, that are read by the majority of Greek 

Cypriots. The frequency measures the number of times an event takes place during a specific 

time frame.  An analysis of securitisation processes in the form of a speech act will also be 

conducted from the collection of such discourse. The quantifiable data collected will be 

analysed in order to measure the centrality of the conflict in the content collected. Centrality 

measures an event that is considered to be of utmost importance and is always placed in the 

center, in comparison to other events. The centrality of the Cyprus problem and the conflict 

itself can be seen by the frequency of conflict associated headlines as well as the content. This 

will be analysed through classifying the headlines and content studied into how close to the 

conflict topic they are. The grammar and words that are used in this context show that 

securitzation has become imprinted in the community and its culture and how speech acts 

reinforce the creation of an existential threat.  
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 This thesis as mentioned previously aims at proving that securitisation processes become 

imprinted in the community and securitizing actors are no longer needed to convince the 

audience that a referent object is under existential threat. These processes are done 

automatically and on an involuntary basis. Fred Vultee pointed out that the audience learns 

from the media, while at the same time the media will learn from the audience.108 In simpler 

terms, the media can portray a threat as existential through the use of speech act, convincing 

the audience that it needs to be securitised therefore allowing for extreme measures to be taken. 

On the other hand, the audience, in this case study, the Greek Cypriot people, perceive Turkish 

Cypriots, Turkey, the Cyprus problem and many other associated actors to the conflict, as 

existential threats, therefore the media must address such topics. It is a process that entraps 

society in this vicious circle. 

The media that was chosen to be studied for this thesis include as mentioned previously, 

newspapers and other context material that will allow the author to answer the research 

questions. The newspapers that were chosen to be studied for this thesis are: Kathimerini 

(Καθημερινή), Politis (Πολίτης) – very critical and pro-Annan Plan – and, Phileleftheros 

(Φιλελεύθερος) – supporting government. These were chosen as they are three of the major 

newspapers of the Republic of Cyprus and are read by the majority of Greek Cypriots. There 

are other newspapers that are read in Cyprus, such as, Haravgi (Χαραυγή), Simerini 

(Σημερινή), Alithia (Αλήθεια), etc. however, due to the limited time frame the author had in 

collecting information, not all could be studies. Every newspaper in Cyprus writes about the 

Cyprus problem and the conflict, therefore, the author resulted in studying on three in order to 

answer the research questions. With studying only three of the newspapers, the author answers 

the research question through collecting enough evidence of involuntary securitisation 

processes.  

3.2.1. Headlines and Timeline chosen 

When collecting information from newspapers, one must always look at headlines. Newspaper 

headlines provide a summary of the article and use unusual grammar and eye-catching words 

to draw the attention of the reader. The front page of a newspaper is the busiest page of the 

edition with large bold headlines and colourful pictures in some cases. The articles on the front 

page are bold and the headlines used are extreme and eccentric, drawing the attention of the 

reader. The headlines on the front page, play with the emotions of the reader stirring feelings 

of remorse, sadness, anger and in some cases fear. The author of this thesis primarily focused 

on studying headlines and front pages of newspapers instead of articles on other pages of the 

paper. The author understands that gathering more articles from other pages of the paper could 

have been beneficial to the research, however, due to the high centrality of the conflict enough 

data could be collected from the front page of the newspapers to answer the research question. 

Through studying the front page of a newspaper, the author was able to classify newspapers 

that were relevant to the conflict and newspapers that focused on other, insignificant news, 

unrelated to the Cyprus problem. The three papers hold a different position in terms of the 
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Cyprus problem therefore, giving a vast understanding of how the speech act securitises the 

same referent object, across the political spectrum of the Republic of Cyprus.  However, as all 

newspapers contained information on the Cyprus Problem and the conflict, the author 

developed a method to decide which newspapers will be used and which will not be used for 

this research. The writer of this thesis distinguishes between which newspapers were suitable 

for this research and which weren’t by the number of Cyprus Problem related topics on the 

cover of the newspaper. If there were more than one references to the Cyprus problem, the 

newspaper was used. However, if there was only one reference the newspaper was discarded.  

An example of such relevant newspapers and irrelevant newspapers are shown in the two 

figures below: 

 

 

Figure 3.1 Relevant Newspaper Source  

The following figure displays a newspaper that was 

studied containing more than one reference to the 

Cyprus problem, and the conflict in general. The 

articles in this paper are “Mediocre stance towards 

the Cyprus Problem” and “Nicosia ordered a Veto.” 

– source (Fileleftheros 27/10/2013) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.2 Irrelevant Newspaper Source 

The following figure displays a newspaper that was 

studied containing no more than one reference to the 

Cyprus problem and the conflict in general. The article 

in this newspaper is “Occupied Greek Cypriot 

properties” – (Kathimerini 03/11/2013) 
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To analyse these sources, a quantification method is used firstly rejecting and accepting 

newspapers based on their content. Approximately 72% of newspapers contained enough 

content that was relevant to the Cyprus problem and were conflict related. This percentage 

proves the high centrality of the Cyprus problem, in this case study, with 72% of the 

newspapers studied, discussing the conflict on more than one occasion. The topics surrounding 

the conflict are countless therefore the headlines/articles were placed into different sections. 

An example of this, is the mentioning of the ‘Annan Plan,’ or the ‘Bicommunal, Bizonal 

Federation.’ To simplify the research these certain topic related headlines were classified into 

separate groups mentioned further on in the thesis.  

The timeline that was chosen ranges from November 1st, 2002 – the year of the Annan Plan 

was first proposed – to November 1st, 2017 – time period before presidential elections in 

Cyprus, and after the talks for negotiations in Crans Montana. The time period of the timeline 

was 5,480 days in a span of fifteen years. The newspapers that were examined were Sunday 

paper that were published between the previously mentioned time period. The reason why 

Sundays were chosen when analysing newspaper, is that in Cyprus, the Sunday distribution of 

paper is the highest out of all the days, resulting to a larger number of people reading the paper. 

This reason will help the author answer the research questions, as during the weekend, the 

majority of people go through the process of involuntary securitisation according to the thesis. 

A total number of 2,349 out of the 16,440 (14.3% of the total) newspapers were gathered and 

studied for this thesis to have a solid conclusion. 

3.3. Other sources 

Scholars Balzacq and Williams both criticise Buzan for using discourse and speech acts to 

analyse securitisation processes. Williams states that it is also important to use media to 

understand the process as images are more perceptive to the audience. 109 Despite the fact that 

this thesis focuses on Barry Buzan’s definition of securitisation and how the Copenhagen 

School studies the concept, Balzacq’s theory of studying securitisation is also incorporated in 

this section of the thesis.110 Although, not a lot of emphasis is given on studying the audience 

as Balzacq suggests, pictures are also collected and analyzed to answer the research questions 

this thesis argues. The study of images found in newspapers, magazines and billboards is also 

used to portray the securitisation processes and how the audience is exposed to it at all times.  

CHAPTER 4: CASE STUDY ANALYSIS 

4.1 Introduction 

The following chapter will analyse the Cyprus conflict, events that led up to it as well as its 

aftermaths. This chapter will solely focus on background and historical facts of the case study 
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chosen, to provide an understanding of why this case study was chosen. This information will 

guide the author in answering the research questions argued in this thesis. A very important 

factor that is worth mentioning in this thesis is that there are two sides to every story. As Cyprus 

is a divided state where Greek Cypriots live on the South and Turkish Cypriots live on the 

North, divided by a United Nations Buffer Zone, they share different views regarding the 

events of 1974. Both parties understand and acknowledge the facts of the invasion, however, 

one party views it as Turkey’s fault, the other views it as Turkey’s help. Every war is violent, 

and in every war, there are casualties on both sides. This chapter aims to explain the speech 

acts that were collected and provide a better understanding on how threats are socially 

constructed and automatically securitised in the case of Cyprus. It will give an insight on how 

the parties of this ethnic conflict view the aftermath and how they understand threat themselves. 

The chapter portrays how Cyprus has always been subject to attacks from various empires and 

states throughout its existence. 

Since its independence in 1960, Cyprus is considered a rather young nation, with a long and 

important historical background.111 Many nations and empires have ruled Cyprus: Ottomans, 

Persians, Romans, Venetians etc. Due to its geographical position, situated in the 

Mediterranean Sea, between three different continents it has received a lot of cultural influence 

from the Asia Minor, Fertile Crescent and the Mediterranean. At the time of the Ottoman 

empire, Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots fought together to rebel against the Sultan. In 

1960, what started out as a plan to unify Greece and Cyprus, resulted in the creating of a new 

independent state the Republic of Cyprus. 112 

The chapter will provide a brief history of Cyprus before the conflict of 1974 until the 2000s 

when Cyprus entered the European Union and measures that were taken to resolve the Cyprus 

problem. It will show how both sides developed from friendly neighbors to portraying hostile 

behaviour towards each other through the course of time.  

4.2. History of Modern Cyprus 

4.2.1. The Ottoman empire (1571-1878) 

The Ottomans ruled Cyprus for approximately three hundred years, and during that time, both 

Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots have suffered. On March 25th, 1821, the Greeks that were 

under Ottoman rule for approximately four hundred years, rebelled against the Ottomans and 

took back their nation.113 A lot of Greek Cypriots from Cyprus joined the rising in Greece to 

rebel against the Turks. Once the Sultan retreated from Greece, he was afraid that the Greek 

Cypriots of Cyprus would soon rebel against him too. July 9th, 1821, a very important date for 

the history of Cyprus, as thousands of Greek Cypriots were slaughtered to prevent a rising 

against the Ottoman Empire.114 Archbishops that were ruling Cyprus at the time were all 
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beheaded and thousands of Greeks were either hanged or imprisoned. The Greek Cypriots 

turned to their Greek allies as well as the Russian Christian Orthodox who shared the same 

religion, for help. Between the years of 1830 and 1850, there were four risings against the 

Ottoman Empire, led by both Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots who rebelled against the 

high taxes, as well as the stealing of archaeological monuments of the island. With the help of 

the British, Cyprus managed to regain some of these archaeological artefacts.115 The animosity 

of Greek Cypriots towards the Turks started centuries ago as they were under the captivity of 

the Ottoman Empire for a long time. They viewed the Turkish as the oppressors and Greek 

Cypriots still do.  

4.2.2 The British Rule (1878-1960) 

Since the collapse of the Ottoman Empire, Cyprus was passed from captor to captor. The 

Ottoman and British empires held a secret convention on June 4th, 1878, to transfer the island 

from Ottoman rule to British rule. Britain agreed to return Cyprus back to Turkey once the 

Ottoman Empire was to restore some of its lost territory, however, the British Empire never 

complied, keeping Cyprus under its rule and officiating it as a Crown Colony in 1925.116 The 

British Empire started to rule Cyprus in 1878, as they wanted control of its geographical 

position and maintain a close connection to the Suez Canal and the seas linking to India. The 

Greek Cypriots of the island welcomed this new change in administration, in hopes that they 

will have a better chance in uniting with the Greeks. In the 1930s the first protests started 

against the British empire by the locals, both Greek and Turkish Cypriots.117  

1955-1959 was the most significant period of Cyprus, as it was ruled by the British Empire. 

The rise of the Greek Cypriot led nationalist guerrilla group EOKA (National Organisation of 

Cypriot Fighters – Ethniki Organosis Kyprion Agoniston – Εθνική Οργάνωσις Κυπρίων 

Αγωνιστών). The Turkish Cypriots led nationalist guerrilla front called, the TMT (Turkish 

Resustance Organisation - Türk Mukavemet Teşkilati).118 Both sides were fighting against the 

coloniser, for their freedom. EOKA was used to fight the coloniser, as well as achieve 

unification with Greece, therefore, whoever was against this goal was considered an enemy. 

The Turkish Cypriots did not agree to a unification with Greece, therefore, along with Turkey 

used TMT to partition the island. Just like EOKA, TMT fought against the coloniser, however, 

anyone that did not believe in partitioning the island was considered an enemy, both Greek and 

Turkish Cypriots. This creation of strong ethnic and nationalist groups is what causes 

turbulence in the Cyprus problem even today.119 Greece and Turkey, both became involved in 

this fight against the British Empire, as they were supplying their people with resources to win 

the war, each state with their own agenda.120 The following figures are from newspapers during 
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the time of the 1950s and the EOKA rising. It portrays the reason why Greek Cypriots refused 

to follow the Macmillan plan which was suggested in 1957, when he suggested for Cypriots to 

surrender. The first one depicts and British Prime Minister Macmillan, splitting Cyprus in two 

with a saw. This portrays that the Greek Cypriots supposed that the British were in favour of 

the Turkish ways of partitioning the island. The second picture is a response towards the 

Macmillan plan that the EOKA fighters sent to the British.121  

 

Figure 4.1 Macmillan – Don’t complain my darling, it’s only… 

temporary (Μην κάνεις έτσι κοπέλα μου. Ειναι...προσωρινό). – 

source: To Vima (Το Βήμα) 01/10/1958 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4.2 EOKA’s reply to the 

“I Surrender” plan that was 

suggested to them by 

Macmillan. – source: (Panteli; 

196) 

 

 

 

 

EOKA started preparing for the “enosis” struggle in 1954 and on Apil 1st, 1955, the struggle 

began. EOKA had released leaflets and pamphlets in Turkish, encouraging the Turkish Cypriot 

community to join them in the fight against the British enemy.122 They stated that the fight was 

not against them, however Turkish Cypriot leaders did not want to fight for a unification with 

Greece and therefore did not join EOKA. Had the struggle been about an independent state, a 
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united home for both Greek and Turkish Cypriots, the outcome of 1974, might have been 

different, however this was not the case. A very important leader in the history of Cyprus is 

Archbishop Makarios, assumed political leadership during the time of the “enosis” struggle of 

1955. He made connections with other political leaders in various states.123  

The tri-partite conference, which was held in London in 1955, marked a very important element 

in the history of Cyprus. The ministers of the British Empire, Turkey and Greece all gathered 

in London to discuss the possibilities for the future of Cyprus.124 This conference intensified 

Turey’s interest in the defence of Cyprus making it rather difficult for a future enosis with 

Greece. As the struggle continued until 1959 the Greek Cypriots understood that a unification 

with Greece was impossible with the growing interest of Britain and Turkey in Cyprus’ defence 

and the Turkish Cypriots agreed to drop the fight for a partition of the island if the Greek 

Cypriots met their demands: equal representation in administration, presence of Turkish 

military on the island.  

In 1959, the Zurich-London Agreements began marking the most significant agreement made 

in Cypriot history. The agreement was based on Cyprus becoming an independent state, with 

a Greek Cypriot as president and a Turkish Cypriot as vice-president. The Greek and Turkish 

prime ministers agreed on these terms. Makarios did not agree to some of the terms, especially 

the term where Turkish Cypriots had the right to veto and was threatened that if the agreement 

would not be signed, consequences and bloodshed would ensue. This agreement appointed 

three guarantor countries for Cyprus: Britain, Greece, and Turkey.125  It allowed them to 

intervene using military measures should they feel that Cyprus’ defence is threatened. A 

constitution that did not benefit the people of Cyprus, however marked the first independence 

of the island. Greek Cypriots viewed this agreement in favor of Turkey as it guaranteed its 

power over the island. The following figure is from a Greek Cypriot newspaper showing 

everyone wearing a fez hat, to prove that, everyone is under Turkish rules and that Turkey has 

the power. It also poses a question asking whether Cyprus will be British or Turkish? 

 

Figure 4.3 “What Turkey hasn’t 

succeeded in, in centuries. Will Cyprus 

be English or Turkish? Ο,τι δεν επέτυχεν 

η Τουρκία επι Αιώνας... Η Κύπρος θα 

γίνει Αγγλική ή θα γίνει Τουρκική;” – 

source: To Vima (Το Βήμα) 12/09/1959 
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4.2.3 An infant republic (1960) 

1960 marked the year when Cyprus became an independent state for the first time. It was the 

only independent state in the world that denied majority rule in its constitution.126 Cyprus 

independence was a result of a very turbulent and conflict ruled period with polarisation of the 

two ethnic communities on the island. As the enmity between the two group grew, the need for 

balance was necessary in order to form a united nation. The Constitution of the island was met 

with hesitation and distaste from both communities, as it was divisive and separated even 

further the two communities, instead of uniting them.127  

Once the constitution was signed, there was a lot of mistrust from the two communities, and 

this resulted from the complex and unfair constitution. The constitution contributed to a further 

polarisation of the two communities. It was a constitution of a new republic, an independent 

republic, however it did not unite the two communities and encourage a common Cypriot 

identity. Its aim was in maintaining peace by encouraging a division of the two communities 

giving each ethnic group their own and separate political power. Both communities lived in a 

hostile environment as there were, what they called, enemies everywhere.128  

In 1963, both Greece and Turkey, were suffering from a political crisis, giving way for 

Archbishop Makarios to propose an amendment to the Constitution.129 The right of both 

communities to veto proposals on policies, proved to be inconclusive, as each community 

opposed to any recommendation by the opposing one. Since Makarios proposals to change the 

constitution, and Turkey’s official rejection towards this move, the tensions between the two 

communities intensified leaving to multiple attacks and shootings leaving a lot of people dead.  

These attacks were mostly on Turkish Cypriots, causing them to flee into reserves for their own 

safety. Greek Cypriots viewed this retreat as a ploy to move forward with the plans to partition 

the island therefore, intensifying the rivalry between the two communities. It was not just the 

people fighting each other. This division was also on an official level with Turkish Cypriot 

vide-president of Cyprus having documents with plans to reinstate Turkey as leader of Cyprus 

and also gain international support for this cause. The plan stated “in the event of the Greeks 

abolishing the constitution officially, the Turkish community, taking its destinies in its own 

hands, should go ahead with the establishment of a Turkish Republic… The Turkish Republic 

of the Turkish community…Our mother country will recognise immediately the Government 

to be formed…”130 The period of 1963-1968 was a very hostile period with no bi-communal 

cooperation and violence from both communities towards one another, and secrecy in regard 

to political outcomes and decisions.  
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1964, was when the first military intervention from both sides of the community took place. In 

response to the Greek Cypriot National Guard (GCNG) and TMT military aggression towards 

each other, Turkey used its air force to bomb the Apostolos Andreas tip, on the northern part 

of the island. This resulted in a great number of casualties leading to the United Nations forces 

to arrive in Cyprus and still be present until today. In order for NATO peace-keeping operations 

to take place proposals were presented to the British and United States governments.131 The 

U.S was afraid of the Soviet Union rising in the area and wanted to secure Cyprus as a hub for 

U.S NATO bases.132 The Greek Cypriot government rejected all of the proposals of any NATO 

Peace-Keeping operation and was supported by the USSR. What intrigued NATO was the 

Greek Cypriot’s urge and need to unite with Greece and automatically becoming part of NATO, 

and the formal rejection of NATO peacekeeping operations.133 The following figure is from a 

newspaper in Cyprus portraying Makarios walking towards the U.N and being prevented by 

the U.S, Turkey and Britain.  

 

 

Figure 4.4 Makarios being 

held back by England, the 

U.S and France – source: 

Satiriki (Σατιρική) 

25/09/1976   

 

 

 

The clashes between the two militaries of the two communities continued in 1967 leading to 

more lives being lost, especially Turkish Cypriots, and Turkey threatening to invade Cyprus if 

such atrocities continue. The two communities each viewed each other as the enemy. The 

Greek Cypriots gave an excuse for their acts, that they were trying to stop Turkey from 

partitioning the island and the Turkish Cypriots were fighting as they felt it was necessary 

because of Greek Cypriot behaviour. All these facts are necessary to understand before 

grasping the historical enmity between these two communities living on one small island. 

These ethnic problems did not start after the tragic event of 1974, but they were brewing inside 

divided communities long before the invasion.  
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4.2.4 The coup and the invasion of 1974  

July 20th, 1974 marked the day of the most significant invasion in the history of Cyprus, 

resulting in a state torn in two, and still captured by foreign actors. A conflict that divided 

republic of Cyprus and further polarised the two ethnic communities residing on the island. 

The events unfolded on July 15th, 1974, when Junta, the Greek dictatorship at the time, 

attempted to overthrow Greek Cypriot president Archbishop Makarios.134 The military coup 

violated the independence of the Republic of Cyprus and disrespected the Cypriot people. 

Makarios blamed Junta for attempting to rule Cyprus under its dictatorship. Turkey saw coup 

as an opportunity to invade the island. It used its position as a guarantor country, to justify its 

actions and the invasion itself. Turkey received weapons from the United States and NATO to 

defend its country’s interests, however these weapons were used in the Cyprus invasion. The 

following two figures are from newspapers in Cyprus.135 The first one depicts a Turkish soldier 

surrounded by US funded weapons and fences, and the second one portrays the a rather violent 

Turkish soldier stomping with his large foot the island of Cyprus. Both to characterise the 

brutality of the Turkish soldiers.  

Figure 4.5 Turkish Soldier funded by U.S dollars – source 

(Panteli; 269) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4.6 Turkish soldiers violently 

stomping on Greek Cypriot soldier with 

Turkish flag behind him. Source – (Akritas, 

2012) 
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The Turkish troops first set foot in Kyrenia, situated on the North of the island with 

paratroopers were dropped from the sky before the bombing started in Nicosia and Famagusta 

(Ammochostos). After these events, Cyprus had to face new realities and come to terms with 

the new Cyprus. Approximately 37.5% of the island now belonged to the Turkish government 

and is under Turkish occupation even today. Approximately 150,000 Greek Cypriots were 

forced to leave their homes and become refugees without a home or land. 40,000 Turkish 

Cypriots faced the same fate, by forcefully removed from their houses and forced to migrate to 

the North of the island.136 The Turkish occupied areas started renaming villages and giving 

houses to the Turkish Cypriot displaced people, however the Greek Cypriots had a difficult 

time in settling and finding shelter as there were almost quadruple in number. There are roughly 

32,000 Turkish soldiers stationed on the occupied part of the island today.137 As the island is 

rather small geographically, it is considered one of the most militarised states in the world due 

to the presence of both Greek, Greek Cypriots, Turkish Cypriots, Turkish troops, U.N peace 

corps on the Green Line and British soldiers in British bases. Today there is a line that separates 

the two sides of the island called the Green Line and it is where the U.N Buffer Zone is.138 The 

Turkish Cypriots view this line as a state border as they view the occupied area as the Turkish 

Republic of Northern Cyprus. The TRNC as mentioned in the introductory chapter, is not 

recognised by other international institution other than Turkey and the Turkish Cypriots 

themselves. The Buffer zone to Greek Cypriots is just a line that was placed there by the U.N 

peace corps to maintain cease-fire and prevent the conflict from escalating between the two 

communities.139 The following figure shows a map of Cyprus, pointing out where the Green 

Line is located and how the island is divided between the North and South side. 140 

 

 

 

Figure 4.7 Map 

of Cyprus – 

source: (Panteli; 

266) 
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The U.N Resolution 353 is fundamental to the Greek Cypriot population as it proves the illegal 

acts that the Turkish government took against the Republic of Cyprus.141 The Greek Cypriot 

discourse as portrayed in the various figures mentioned in this chapter, blames Turkey, Greece, 

Britain and the U.S for the catastrophic invasion and the current situation of Cyprus. However, 

the Turkish Cypriot discourse views this invasion as a necessary measure that Turkey had to 

take, as a guarantor country, to prevent an annihilation of Cyprus’ independence against 

Greece’s military coup. This military coup terrorised the Turkish Cypriot population, who from 

the beginning refused a unity with Greece, and view Turkey as their saviour. Turkey describes 

this invasion as a peace operation and that it acted to ensure the safety of the Turkish Cypriot 

people. 142The Greek Cypriot response to this argument is that the violence exerted by the 

Turkish troops on Greek Cypriot people was not necessary, and that they used the coup as an 

excuse to recapture the island that was stolen from the by the British who colonised the island 

instead of returning it back to the Ottomans as promised. However, the Greek Cypriot 

community does not side with the Greeks as they still consider the military coup unnecessary, 

brutal and the sole reason the 1974 invasion happened. 143These perceptions still remain the 

same on both sides of the communities, therefore resulting in the arguments stated in this thesis, 

of social construction of threats and securitisation processes becoming imprinted in the 

community itself.  The following figures are caricatures by Greek Cypriot artists that were 

posted in newspapers criticizing the US involvement in the 1974 invasion. The first figure 

depicts Ioannides (Greek dictator of Junta), Kissinger (USA Secretary of State), and a Ecevit 

(Turkish Prime Minister) stabbing Cyprus and killing it. The second figure shows a Greek, a 

Turkish and an American, cutting a cake labelled Cyprus with a saw that is labelled as NATO. 

Again, referencing that it was not just Turkey’s fault for the invasion, but a lot of actors had 

influenced this turn of events.  

 

 

Figure 4.8 Ioannides, Kissinger, and a Ecevit stabbing 

Cyprus – source: Satiriki (Σατιρική) 19/07/1975 
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Figure 4.9 Greece, Turkey and the U.S splitting 

Cyprus with NATO – source: Satiriki (Σατιρική) 

32/12/1964 

 

 

 

After a sequence of Emergency Action Plans (1975-1986)144, the South side of the island 

managed to rebuild its economy and return in to the way it used to be prior to the invasion. 

Refugees have been rehoused, resources have been replaced and there were very low levels of 

unemployment. There was a rise of Cypriot Nationalism in the years that followed the invasion, 

shifting from viewing themselves as Greeks, to viewing themselves as Cypriots.  

4.2.5. Post-1974 talks 

After the 1974 invasion, the talks between the two community leaders commenced trying to 

reach a solution and unite the island, with the U.N acting as a mediator. The most significant 

period of talks took place in 1983, when the TRNC was officially declared by Turkey, however, 

the notion was dismissed by the U.N Security Council and has been dismissed by other 

international institutions as well.145  Another significant period of the post-invasion timeline 

was the interest of the European Union in the Republic of Cyprus. The TRNC were against this 

turn of events, stating that Cyprus had to come to a resolution before entering the Union. It 

stated that if such was the case, the TRNC would join forces with Turkey and therefore 

potentially partitioning the island, just like the Greek Cypriots feared would happen in the 

1950s.146 However, Turkey’s threats did not matter to the Republic of Cyprus anymore as they 

were in need of military and political protection from the Union itself. These talks about the 

southern part of the island joining the EU and the northern not, intensified the enmity amongst 

the two rival communities. The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus would remain isolated 

as they were not recognized as an independent state by the rest of the world.147  

4.2.6. The Annan Plan and the European Union 

The north side of the island was facing a severe economic decline in comparison to its 

counterpart the south of the island. The Turkish Cypriot community pressured their president 

at the time to come to a solution with the Greek Cypriot president, for the better of both sides. 

Therefore, the Greek and Turkish Cypriot presidents engaged in talks to come to a resolution. 
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A significant progress that was reached during those talks was an opening of certain points on 

the Buffer Zone, to allow the crossing from one side to the other. This was the first time 

Cypriots from both sides had the opportunity to cross to the other side since the invasion of 

1974.148 It allowed for refugees to return and see their homes, both Greek and Turkish Cypriots. 

This agreement marked a great point in the history of Cyprus. 2004, a year after the Green Line 

crossings were opened, was the most climactic year in this long process of reaching a 

resolution.  

November 11th, 2002, Kofi Annan, the U.N. Secretary General proposed a settlement for the 

Cyprus problem.149 This proposal was given to presidents of both regions, Glafkos Cledires 

and Rauf Denktash, as well as to the governments of the guarantor countries according to the 

Zurich-London Agreement f 1959. The Secretary General asked for a revision of the terms he 

first draft of the proposal suggested eight key elements and areas of focus. The first one was a 

union of the state of Cyprus. The second area of focus was that each ‘component state’ should 

have an equal status and respect and any abuse of power was prohibited by either party of the 

agreement. The third sector was for a Cypriot citizenship to be created that both Greek and 

Turkish Cypriots would be eligible to maintain and enjoy. The fourth proposal was that human 

rights and civil liberties had to be enjoyed and respected by every member of each community 

as part of their Constitution. It prohibited discrimination based on ethnicity, religion, or gender. 

Any movement from north to south and vice versa, was allowed, unless prohibited by the 

Annan plan.150 The fifth element was that the parliament should be part of a ‘common state’ 

and have equal representation of both communities. It was the only sector of the government 

that was allowed to have legislative power. The sixth was part of the Constitution of 

Independence that enabled guarantor countries to be responsible for the island’s security. Greek 

and Turkish commissions were to be stationed in Cyprus and be monitored by a UN 

peacekeeping force in order to maintain peace and not abuse their power. 151The seventh part 

was very important to the people of both communities. It was the key element of territories and 

boundaries. Refugees from both sides lost a lot during the invasion of 1974. They lost their 

homes, their properties, most of them were farmers therefore, lost their income. The seventh 

key proposal suggested that any property lost during the invasion would not be returned 

however, it would be compensated.152 A percentage of the refugees were allowed to return to 

their homes on both sides, and approximately 50% of the illegal Turkish settlers would be 

forced to return back to Turkey. There would be some limitations to the number of people 

returning to their residence, however, it was up for negotiation. The final proposal was an 

appointment of judges. An equal representation of each community as well as three non-

Cypriot judges that were appointed by the Supreme Court.  

These proposals were given to the presidents and asked for revisions to be made. In 2003 a 

second revision to the plan was sent to the presidents, however, before the plan was put in 
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motion, a referendum had to take place on both sides of the island. This plan was met with both 

supporters and opponents to the cause. Sceptics called the plan a trap and that it was 

encouraging the partitioning of the island. Kofi Annan noted that the plan was a fair agreement 

for a settlement of the conflict. The sceptics pointed out that previous U.N. resolutions stated 

that all refugees return to their homes, not just a percentage like the plan suggests. Additionally, 

they claimed that previous U.N. resolutions demanded for all foreign troops to leave the island, 

and again, the Annan plan stated that only 50% must return to Turkey. Critics of the plan also 

pointed out that the plan talked about ‘component states’ as well as a ‘common state’ 

emphasizing the division between the two communities.  

The plan had to be negotiated before placed under vote, however these negotiations were 

delayed as Cyprus had presidential elections, with Tassos Papadopoulos, winning the 

presidency. After the Greek Cypriot elections were over, Annan visited the island to provide 

both presidents with another revision to the plan and efforts to find a comprehensive and fair 

settlement for both communities didn’t halt.  

In 2004, negotiations continued for a fair solution to the Cyprus problem. Both community 

leaders gathered to renegotiate the terms of the plan come to an agreement. The agreement was 

divided into three stages. The first stage included negotiations on the current Annan plan. These 

negotiations did not result in any positive outcome on the political level. On the technical level 

some progress was made with the aid of U.N. peacemakers. The second stage of the settlement 

negotiations involved a meeting on neutral ground, in Switzerland, with Greece and Turkey 

present at the talks. No positive conclusions resulted from this meeting. The third and final 

stage of the talks, the Annan Plan was 32ecuritiz by the Secretary General of the United Nations 

and was ready to be published to the Greek and Turkish Cypriot communities in order for a 

referendum to take place. The new plan allowed for the three guarantor countries to maintain 

their current role, the island to become a federation which would be run by a council, it would 

have a central bank, one economy and one legal system. The results of this referendum were 

positive on the Turkish Cypriot side with 65% voting for the plan and 35% voting against it. 

However, the Greek Cypriot side did not accept the plan as the 75% voted against it and only 

25% voted for the plan.  

The Greek Cypriots opposed the plan due to four reasons. These reasons are: 

1. Not all refugees were allowed to return to their homes, and only a percentage would be 

given the opportunity to go back to their ancestral home.  

2. Not all Turkish troops were to leave the island as they were illegal. This posed a security 

threat for the Greek Cypriots. The Annan plan stated that Cyprus should be 

demilitirised, however, that only included Cypriot Armed Forces. The plan allowed for 

foreign forces to be present on the island, thus posing a security threat for all Cypriots.  

3. Greek Cypriots demanded for all Turkish settlers to be repatriated and removed from 

Cyprus regardless of their military status.  
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4. The implementation of this Plan would cost a lot of money to the government and it 

would not result in any resolution.153  

The Turkish Cypriots accepted the plan as they wanted a unification of Cyprus, however, the 

plan was said to be biased towards the minority on the island which benefited the Turkish 

Cypriots. The Greek Cypriots hoped that their entry to the European Union would be more 

beneficial towards a solution than the Plan proposed by U.N. Secretary General Kofi Annan in 

2004.  

May 1st, 2004 marked another significant period in the history of Cyprus. This was the day that 

Cyprus became an official member of the European Union. Turkey’s need to expand the 

customs union to EU’s new member states solely relied on its relations with the Republic of 

Cyprus. Despite the fact that Turkey has a significant geopolitical position, that links Europe 

with the Middle East, the Balkans and central Asia, it still is hesitant in its accession to the 

Union. It is not in the Union’s interest to have member states that are part of an ethnic conflict. 

Turkey’s commitment to join the EU however, could potentially lead to a fair and positive 

settlement of the island. The EU wanting to formulate a new plan based on the previously 

unsuccessful Annan Plan, that will be fair to both communities without any bias towards the 

minority. EU wants to find a settlement that benefits all communities, regardless or ethnicity, 

religion of gender. With the accession of Cyprus to the EU, focus is placed on the reunification 

of the island and a fair and comprehensive resolution to be reached with both communities.154  

4.2.7. The European Union and Cyprus 

When the Republic of Cyprus entered the European Union, its hopes for reunification were 

magnified as they had the its support in the negotiations.  The Republic of Cyprus wanted to 

be a part of the EU for not only economic motives but also political and defence reasons.155 

The Greek Cypriot community, hoped for a future settlement of the island with its upcoming 

accession to the EU. News of the Republic of Cyprus induction to the Union came with a 

positive attitude as a month before, the Annan Plan was rejected by the majority of Greek 

Cypriot citizens. Entering the EU, the Greek Cypriots hoped that their struggles and issues 

with Turkey would become globalized and through this, other international organization such 

as the U.N. would take their side in the negotiations that were taking place for a settlement. A 

permanent threat for Greek Cypriots, is the fear of another invasion that could possibly take 

place. By entering the EU, it provided certainty that events like 1974 would not take place 

again. The Turkish Cypriots on the other hand were not in favor of the Greek Cypriots 

entering the EU. They believed that a common settlement should have been reached before 

any accession happened with the EU. However, the Republic of Cyprus’ accession to the EU 

benefited the TRNC as well. Since the borders were opened in 2003, the TRNC economy 

increased compared to previous years. Additionally, with the Republic of Cyprus’s induction 
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to the Union the Turkish Cypriots could acquire European identities through the process of 

getting Republic of Cyprus identities, therefore, it would benefit them as well. Additionally, 

tourism to the North side, which was multiplied since 2003 would increase with the Republic 

of Cyprus’ accession to the Union, therefore bringing economic prosperity not only to the 

South side but to the North side as well. Both communities were interested in the Republic of 

Cyprus becoming a member of the Union as they would both benefit from it greatly, for 

different reasons.156  

“EU interests in the Cyprus conflict are defined in relation to its wider concerns for peace and 

stability in the Eastern Mediterranean. Peace and stability in the region are valued both 

because of the Eastern Mediterranean’s proximity to the Union.”157 By resolving the Cyprus 

conflict, it could potentially mean a resolution between the powers of the Mediterranean Sea: 

Greece and Turkey. I would result in a conflict free EU with the Mediterranean Sea being 

free from any military threats from any EU state. 158 Another reason for the Republic of 

Cyprus’s induction to the EU, was the interest the United Kingdom had in its recolonized 

country. Cyprus’ position in the Mediterranean Sea, linking three continents was a significant 

geostrategic position to control.159  

The European Union failed in terms of finding a resolution for the Cyprus problem, and the 

Greek Cypriot community lots its hope in the EU’s help in this matter. The reasons why the 

conflict was not resolved, even with the diplomatic intervention of the EU, it didn’t take into 

account it centrality and how much the conflict is embedded in the societies; both the Greek 

and Turkish Cypriots. Each community is very different from the other leading to a solution 

to be very difficult.160 Another reason why this conflict has not been resolved yet, is the 

presence of Turkey in the talks. Turkey is not a part of the European Union, however it 

aspires to join for political and economic interests. However, Turkey considers controlling 

Northern Cyprus as a more important factor to its political system, than joining the EU.161 

According to Eberhard Rhein, the EU underestimated the importance of Cyprus to Turkey 

and hoped that its aspirations to join the Union would result in a peaceful and fair resolution. 

Nevertheless, this was not the case resulting to an ongoing struggle for the resolution of the 

conflict.  
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CHAPTER 5: Involuntary Securitisation 

5.1. Introduction 

In previous chapters, the literature on securitization was analysed and criticised, identifying 

missing gaps. The processes of securitization were also explained in detail to give a proper 

understanding on how certain objects are viewed as existential threats by the general public. 

Additionally, information on the history of Cyprus was detailed to clarify how these two 

previous chapters are linked with the case study. This chapter focuses on the analysis on all the 

aforementioned chapters and a formation of a clear and precise research that answers the 

questions posed in the introduction. The evidence that are displayed in this chapter supports 

the argument that securitization becomes embedded in society and becomes involuntary 

through social constructivism.162  

5.2. Transformation of securitization processes from voluntary to involuntary 

5.2.1. The beginning: The invasion of 1974 

When a state experiences an event that shapes its history, such as a war, a bombing, famine 

etc., the population becomes traumatised. A similar trigger to Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder 

(PTSD) only it affects an entire population and its political system. Just like is a mental health 

condition which pushes the victim to remember specific events, so does a population, recalling 

the tragic events that shaped its culture. The beginning stage of PTSD is the victim experiencing 

the event. The same process happens with a population. Some of the symptoms of PTSD are: 

seeing a trigger that reminds the victim of the traumatic experience and reliving the terrifying 

incident over again.163 Cyprus has experience a few of these traumatic events in its history as 

mentioned in Chapter 4. In 1878, for example, when Cyprus was claimed by the British Empire, 

marked a significant event in its history which changed people’s perceptions of what constitutes 

as a threat.  

Any event that characterises a state, also leaves a permanent mark on its population. The Greek 

military coup of 1974 also left a traumatic after-effect for the Cypriot population with the rise 

of Cypriot nationalism against Hellenism. Events like these are fundamental in a state’s history 

as they lead to the formation of a state’s political, economic, and social system. As it will be 

pointed out further along this chapter, even in 2017 forty-three years after the invasion of 1974, 

headlines on the Cyprus problem are still evident and it is a focal point of arguments and 

discussions. Another significant event that marked the history of the island was, as mentioned 

in the previous chapter, the Annan Plan that led to a referendum on whether a settlement could 

be found between the two communities. Despite the large percentage of Greek Cypriots that 

voted against it, newspapers and discussions still have some reference to this plan even in 2017. 

The Annan Plan for example, certain securitizing actors labeled ‘accepting the plan’ as an 

existential threat and other securitizing actors labeled ‘rejecting the plan’ as a threat. Both these 
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securitizing actors convinced the appropriate audience that a different referent object had to be 

securitised.164 On the other hand, the traumatic event on 1974, was the beginning of involuntary 

securitization, as there was no need for a securitizing actor to convince the audience to allow 

the use of extreme measures, in order to securitise a referent object, in this case the defence of 

the island. This event was the beginning of involuntary securitization as the public itself 

understood what the threat was and understood what needed to be securitised.  

5.2.2. Involuntary securitization 

Once an event like the one of 1974 takes place, certain perceptions regarding the event arise 

both at the audience and securitizing level. These perceptions are shared throughout the entire 

community and often involve facts of the event and emotions that arose afterwards. As these 

perceptions are shared between the different levels of securitization process, it eliminates the 

need for securitizing actors to persuade and convince audience to believe that something can 

be an existential threat, as they already share the same ideas. In other words, these ideas are 

not challenged by any actor in the various levels of securitization, therefore resulting in the 

desecrutisation process to become impossible at this stage165. Examples of these shared ideas, 

resulted after the invasion from Turkey in 1974, is the construction of Turkey as a potential 

existential threat for the Greek Cypriot population. This new fact is not challenged by either 

the Greek Cypriot audience or the Greek Cypriot political elites that act as securitizing actors. 

It is a new perception and a new shared idea that was constructed after the invasion. The 

centrality of the Cypriot problem became evident in news in 1975 when they first talked about 

a settlement, and pertains its centrality even today, as it will be seen from the newspapers that 

were published in 2017. It has a high centrality to the point where it has become a topic of 

everyday discussions and it has become a part of the Greek Cypriot culture. It is still discussed 

at family gatherings, and friendly outings. It is a topic that circulates the entire southern part of 

the island, it is not considered a threat but a hot-topic nowadays.166 Thousands of literatures 

are written on this hot-topic of the Cyprus problem. The conflict has maintained its centrality 

from the year it was first discussed until four decades later. It is unusual for Greek Cypriots to 

still regard Turkey as an existential threat to their physical safety, however, the reason behind 

this, is the imprinting of this threat in their everyday lifestyle and surroundings. Dows this 

obsession that Greek Cypriots have discussing the Cyprus problem stem from the constant 

reminding of it through newspapers and media reports or is it due to their understanding of how 

significant it is to the people and each one of them individually.  

This involuntary process of securitisation is a result of the audience becoming accustomed to 

the threats surrounding them, that they instantly allow any extreme measures to be taken to 

securitise them. They construct the threats as existential on an involuntary basis resulting into 

an involuntary securitisation process to take place labeling any threat as existential. 

Securitisation is something constant in their lives, however, the distinction between existential 

threats and ordinary threats is blurred. As the society itself becomes used to the continuous 
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securitisation that takes place in their surroundings, it makes it difficult for the desecuritisation 

of any of the perceived threats.167 Th Greek Cypriot community has been involuntarily 

accepting securitisation of threats, as it is portrayed in the evidence gathered by the author of 

this thesis. The newspapers that were studied showed that 72% of the front-page headlines still 

mention the Cyprus problem. Even after forty-three years, the most talked about issue which 

is involuntarily securitization is the topic of Turkey still being a guarantor state of Cyprus and 

requesting guarantees for its people; maintaining Turkish army on the North side even after a 

settlement. It is still mentioned in newspapers four decades later. The Greek Cypriot 

community expect that the securitising actors, in this case the political elites, will continue to 

securitise this issue as it is still regarded as an existential threat and the community will expect 

to see news about it in newspapers. Another issue that is subconsciously securitised is the 

Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus and their aspirations of becoming recognised 

internationally. The Greek Cypriot society still regards this as an existential threat and this 

issue is automatically and involuntarily securitised.   

5.3. High centrality for involuntary securitisation 

The following section will analyse the grounds which provide room for involuntary 

securitization to take place. In the case study of Cyprus, a state which has been divided due to 

an ethnic conflict for forty years, the community adjusts to threats that are constantly present 

around them and perceive such threats as existential despite their status.  The feeling of unsafety 

in your own state, provides ground for involuntary securitisation processes to take place. The 

public itself constructs these threats and is responsible for their securitisation. “The 

conflict,…,becomes an inescapable part of daily life for the members of the opposing 

communities.”168 In simpler words, Zartman states, that when communities are surrounded by 

conflict, in the case of Cyprus for approximately four decades, it takes a toll on both 

communities’ everyday lives. The Cyprus conflict is a very central conflict. It still receives a 

lot of focus from the communities on both sides of the island. It is unresolved, causing stress 

amongst the communities, however, any measure taken in finding a settlement is viewed with 

disgust. Both communities take part in the continuation of this conflict as the animosity 

between them increases with time. These reasons provide ground for involuntary securitisation 

processes to take place within the communities themselves. The fact that this conflict has been 

unresolved for a large period of time, is one of the most important variables that transformed 

securitisation processes from voluntary to involuntary.169  

According to the evidence collected by the author it can be seen that the conflict in Cyprus is 

very central and that the Greek Cypriot community is indeed anxious about it, having 

discussions about it on a daily basis. In order to calculate the centrality of the conflict the author 

calculated the number of headlines in newspapers that were related to the Cyprus problem 

throughout a period of 5,480 days in the span of fifteen years. The following two tables will 
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show that there is always a section of the Cyprus problem on the front page of the newspaper. 

As mentioned in the previous chapters, the author chose newspapers that contained articles on 

the Cyprus problem on more than one occasion in one print of the newspaper. These 

newspapers were labeled as ‘relevant’ to the research and the others were labeled as ‘irrelevant’ 

to this thesis.  

 

 Sundays Weekdays (including 

Saturdays) 

Total 

Number of days  783 4,697 5,480 

 Percentage of days 14.3% 85.7% 100% 

Figure 5.1 Table summarising the number of days of newspapers collected 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.2 Table Summarising the percentage of relevant and irrelevant newspapers used in 

this study 

The first figure shows the number of newspapers that were chosen for this research. The 

percentage of newspapers used is low in accordance to other weekdays but the number of 

readers on a Sunday are more, therefore only Sunday newspapers were studied.  The number 

of newspapers that were studied were 2,349 and out of these newspapers approximately 72% 

wrote about the Cyprus problem and the conflict more than once, on the front page. The 

percentage is very high, signifying a high centrality for the Cyprus conflict. Considering that 

72% is a large number, the author notices that during certain periods the Cyprus conflict was 

not present on a lot of front pages. The reason behind this, is that during certain periods, other 

topics were of significant importance for example in 2005, the Helios airplane crash that 

resulted in a lot of media attention, and in 2011, the Mari explosion that again drew a lot of 

media attention and lastly, in 2013, the financial crisis. During these three events the 

newspapers covered stories related to them and did not solely focus on the Cyprus problem. 

The invasion of 1974 has marked the Greek Cypriot community, and although there is little 

mention of the invasion itself, most of the focus is on the aftermath of the conflict and the 

Cyprus problem that followed as well as the settlements proposed. What causes involuntary 

securitisation is the aftermath of the conflict and not the invasion itself, although the threats 

that are securitised are very much factors of the conflict: Turkey, the TRNC etc.  

 Relevant Irrelevant Total 

Number of newspapers studied 1690 659 2,349 

Percentage Frequency 71.95% 28.05% 100%% 
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Figure 5.3 Table summarising the percentage of relevant newspapers according to each 

separate newspaper studied 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.4 Table summarising the total number of relevant newspapers studied according to 

each separate newspaper 

The figures displayed above show a comprehensive analysis of each newspaper individually. 

It shows how many newspapers were studied and how many of them pertained information 

regarding the Cyprus problem and the invasion of 1974. The second table shows the frequency 

of relevant newspapers, meaning, newspapers that contain information and articles on the given 

topic more than once in one issue. The irrelevant frequency percentage is the frequency of 

newspapers that mentioned the Cyprus problem only once. The highest relevant frequency of 

all newspapers is the Fileleftheros one, having a 79.3% reference frequency of the Cyprus 

conflict. The second in line is the newspaper Politis, which had a 72.4% mention of the problem 

and lastly Kathimerini with a 64.9%. Mentions of the Cyprus conflict is still present even in 

2017 when the last paper was collected to be studied. It is fascinating how forty-three years 

later, this is still discussed and written about in the top and widely read newspapers across the 

southern part of the island. The reason why these three newspapers were chosen by the author 

is that they are privately owned, and their owners do not affiliate with any political party, 

therefore, accurate and unbiased data could be collected. Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) for 

example always supported government positions excluding the period when left-wing Demetris 

Christofias was elected president, and he received much criticism from all newspaper. 

However, this was common as well with other newspapers such as Politis (Πολίτης) and 

 Kathimerini 

(Καθημερινή) 

Politis 

(Πολίτης) 

Phileleftheros 

(Φιλελεύθερος) 

Percentage Frequency 

(Relevant) 

64.9% 72.4% 79.3% 

Percentage Frequency 

(Irrelevant) 

35.1% 27.6% 20.7% 

Total 100% 100% 100% 

 Kathimerini 

(Καθημερινή) 

Politis 

(Πολίτης) 

Phileleftheros 

(Φιλελεύθερος) 

Total 

Relevant 508 567 621 1,696 

Irrelevant 275 216 162 653 

Total 783 783 783 2,349 
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Fileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος), who also criticised the president especially during the period 

when the Mari explosion happened in 2011. Both Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) and Fileleftheros 

(Φιλελεύθερος) were against the Annan Plan in 2004 and were very open about it. This was 

not a result of affiliating with a political party but individual reporter’s opinions regarding the 

most talked about topic on the island.  Politis (Πολίτης), the third paper chosen to be studied 

was one of the few newspapers that publicly supported the plan. It was the only popular 

newspaper at the time that was for the plan and not against it. Again, this was a result of 

individual preferences, however, in both cases this provided ground of securitisation processes 

to take place.  

The centrality of the conflict and the Cyprus problem in general is very high on the Greek 

Cypriot side of the island. There is mention of the conflict not only in newspapers but all over, 

ranging from magazines, to radio programmes, to television stations and even education in 

school. It is always present on a daily basis, reminding Greek Cypriots of all the threats that 

are surrounding them, without any necessary negotiation between the securitising actors and 

the audience. These securitisation processes are innate in this case, and the audience perceives 

anything that has to do with the conflict and Cyprus problem as an existential threat. The 

constant reminder of the Cyprus problem allows for the conflict to continue and never be 

resolved. It allows for the community to become influenced by the constant media attention 

that this issue gets and allows for further enmity towards the ‘enemy’, which in this case is 

Turkey, the TRNC, the guarantees that Turkey wants etc. However, has this constant reminder 

of the conflict led to a degree of comfort to the citizens of the Republic of Cyprus? Will the 

resolution of such a conflict provide a situation where Greek Cypriots feel less safe? Another 

argument raised in conflict environments is whether the community wants the conflict to 

continue. In the case of Cyprus, the constant reminder of the conflict, the discussions that 

happen in everyday life, education, media outlets that shine the light on the Cyprus Problem 

on a daily basis, has created a bubble for the Greek Cypriots community to live in. Any 

resolution and settlement plans that come their way, are always met hesitation. Do Greek 

Cypriots socially construct the threats in order to involuntary securitise any threat and feel 

physical safety?  

5.4. Social processes for involuntary securitisation  

Thierry Balzacq said that securitisation is “a sustained strategic practice aimed at convincing a 

target audience to accept, based on what it knows about the world, the claim that a specific 

development is threatening enough to deserve an immediate policy to curb it.”170 However, 

what is also noted by the scholar is that, there needs to be an understanding of the audience’s 

social surroundings, psychology, and cultural habits that allow for such negotiations to 

happen.171 The Cypriots are surrounded with the reminder of the conflict on a daily basis that 

it has been imprinted in their own culture. The Turkish and TRNC flag that are placed on 
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Pentadaktilos (Πενταδάκτυλος) mountain, also serves are a reminder of the threat that lives on 

the other side of the Green Line. The sirens on July 15th of every year to mark the anniversary 

of the 1974 invasion. All of these variables have been imprinted in Greek Cypriots’ lives and 

culture that are no longer considered odd, yet serve as a reminder. The invasion of 1974, 

changed the culture and the psychology of each Greek Cypriot, always portraying the Turkish 

invaders in a negative way.  

As mentioned in Chapter 3 of the Methodology, the newspapers that were relevant to the 

research were classified into groups to make the research more comprehensible. There are 8 

classes present, numbered from C1-C8 and given the appropriate names: Annan Plan, European 

Union and the Cyprus problem, European Union and Turkey, Natural gas and the Turkish 

threats, Negotiations between Greek and Turkish Cypriots, Negotiations between Greek and 

Turkish Cypriots and the United Nations, Turkish military, Turkish Republic of Northern 

Cyprus and Others.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.5 Table summarising the separate classes created to sort throughout the relevant 

newspapers in this study 

The table above analyses each class individually, labelling it and giving a reference frequency 

of the number of times the Cyprus problem or any topic related to that, was mentioned in the 

newspapers. It should be noted that a total number of 1,696 newspapers were relevant to the 

Class 

Number 

Class Name Frequency 

Number 

Frequency 

Percentage 

C1 Annan Plan 674 10.5% 

C2 European Union and the Cyprus problem 1014 15.8% 

C3 European Union and Turkey 596 9.3% 

C4 Natural gas and Turkish threats 651 10.2% 

C5 Negotiations between Greek and Turkish 

Cypriots 

1,245 19.5% 

C6 Negotiations between Greek and Turkish 

Cypriots and the United Nations 

1,065 16.6% 

C7 Turkish military 230 3.6% 

C8 Turkish Republic if Northern Cyprus 604 9.4% 

C9 Other (defence, missing persons, 

economy) 

319 5.1% 

Total 6,398 100% 
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research, signifying that they mentioned the Cyprus problem more than once in each issue. 

This suggests that the numbers that are displayed in the table above are higher than 1,696 for 

the reason that the number of times the Cyprus conflict is mentioned in each of the studied 

relevant issues of the papers is more than once. The above results came from all three 

newspapers that were studied regardless of the content of each article.  

The study included reading the headline of the newspaper article, and not the content itself as 

various newspapers might have different opinions on each topic, however, the presence of the 

general topic of the Cyprus problem is constantly there, regardless of the position of the writer. 

A common theme that can be viewed throughout all three newspapers, is the portrayal of 

Turkey as the ‘bad guy.’ Any mention of Turkey in Greek Cypriot newspapers, whether it is 

relevant to the Cyprus problem of not, is always met with a negative attitude. This can be seen 

through the press analysis that was done by the author. The three newspapers had a similar 

reference frequency percentage in their issues.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.6 Table summarising the percentage frequency and total number of each class in 

Kathimerini newspaper 

Class 

Number 

Kathimerini 

(Καθημερινή) vs. 

Other newspapers  

Frequency 

reference 

of its total 

Percentage 

Frequency 

of its total  

C1 28% 188 10% 

C2 21% 213 12% 

C3 34% 203 11% 

C4 25% 163 9% 

C5 30% 374 21% 

C6 34% 362 19% 

C7 18% 41 2% 

C8 28% 169 9% 

C9 38% 121 7% 

Total 1,834 100% 
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Figure 5.7 Table summarising 

the percentage frequency and 

total number of each class in 

Politis newspaper 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.8 Table summarising the 

percentage frequency and total 

number of each class in 

Fileleftheros newspaper 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Class 

Number 

Politis (Πολίτης) vs. 

Other νewspapers  

Frequency 

reference 

of its total 

Percentage 

Frequency 

of its total  

C1 34% 230 10% 

C2 37% 375 17% 

C3 33% 197 8% 

C4 36% 234 11% 

C5 37% 461 21% 

C6 31% 330 15% 

C7 45% 104 5% 

C8 34% 205 9% 

C9 29% 93 4% 

Total 2,229 100% 

Class 

Number 

Fileleftheros 

(Φιλελεύθερος) 

vs. Other 

newspapers  

Frequency 

reference 

of its total 

Percentage 

Frequency 

of its total  

C1 38% 256 10% 

C2 42% 426 19% 

C3 33% 196 7% 

C4 39% 254 9% 

C5 33% 410 18% 

C6 35% 513 22% 

C7 37% 85 3% 

C8 38% 230 8% 

C9 33% 105 4% 

Total 2,335 100% 
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The figures above display information regarding the detailed distribution of the Cyprus 

problem references that is done throughout each of the newspapers. The first table shows 

information regarding the newspaper Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) and illustrates the percentage 

of reference of each classification of topics in comparison to the other newspapers that were 

studied. The second column of the table gives the number of references on the topic of each 

classification in total numbers and the last column displays the percentage of the whole of the 

newspapers. For example, for topic C1, Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) had 10% mention of the 

Annan plan in the headlines of the newspapers studied. The same goes for the other newspapers 

with a thorough analysis of Politis (Πολίτης) and Fileletheros (Φιλελεύθερος). These headlines 

that mentioned the Cyprus problem were presented for securitisation purposes allowing for the 

creation of a potential existential threat to the Greek Cypriots. An example of such is “Türkeş’ 

Bomb; negotiation progress – Βόμβα Τουρκές, στα θεμέλια συνομιλιών.”172 Tuğrul Türkeş 

was the deputy prime minister of Turkey at the time of the article. By calling his suggestions 

to the negotiations of settlements a ‘bomb’ it automatically suggests that he is a threat to the 

Greek Cypriot society and to the negotiations. Another example of such a securitisation process 

through newspaper headlines is “Crash Test November-the future of negotiations in the hands 

of the two leaders– Crash Test ο Νοέμβριος-στα χέρια των δύο ηγετών το μέλλων των 

συνομιλιών.”173 This title calls any negotiations of settlement a crash test, meaning that 

anything is possible, and that the fate of the Greek Cypriot people lies in a few experimental 

tests. An additional headline that presents a notion that the Cyprus problem is an experimental 

test and that the fate of Cypriots lies in a few decisions made by foreign and domestic elites. 

“The final bargain happens in Copenhagen: Turkey purposefully deters the procedures until 

the final stage - ʻΣτην Κοπεγχάγη το τελικό παζάρι: Η Τουρκία παρελκύει σκόπιμα τις 

διαδικασίες μέχρι τέλους.”174  

All the previously mentioned newspapers create a sense of insecurity that surrounds the Greek 

Cypriot community leading to an involuntary securitisation process to take place. The 

previously mentioned headlines lie between classes C5 and C2 respectively with the first two 

being about negotiations between Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots alongside Greece and 

Turkey, and the last about the EU trying to find a solution between the two communities. The 

headlines always use strong grammar and vocabulary to point out that this topic is of utmost 

importance. They create this notion of threat that is surrounding the community, however, it is 

not explicitly defined in any article of what the existential threat is. The media allows the 

readers to construct what they consider the threat is and for the audience itself to take actions 

against it or take part in the securitisation process. Even if the threats included in the headlines 

are unclear, in an environment where conflict pursues and any of the surroundings can be 

perceived as threats, it is easy to convince the audience that something is indeed dangerous for 

their physical, economic, political and social security.  

A very interesting topic is the presence of the Annan Plan in newspapers. Thirteen years since 

the national rejection of the settlement plan, it is still portrayed in newspapers as a threat, and 

                                                             
172 Fileletheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 29/01/2017 
173 Politis (Πολίτης) 31/10/2015 
174 Phiileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 21/11/2002 
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there is a 10% reference to it according to the statistics of the research. Another interesting 

point is the fear that the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus might gain international 

recognition. Greek Cypriots consider this one of the major threats, despite the fact that the only 

state that recognises it, is Turkey. However, according to the data, since its creation in 1983, 

approximately 9.4% of newspapers studied had some sort of reference to it.  

The three classes that gain the most recognition in newspapers are C2, C5 and C6. These topics 

are centered around negotiations between Greek and Turkish Cypriots, Turkey, Greece, the 

U.N and EU. As the Cyprus problem has not been settled yet, constant discussions over 

resolutions take place on an annual basis. A constant threat that is always portrayed as the ‘bad 

guy’ in all the previously mentioned classes, is Turkey. A headline reads “The Turks attempted 

to cause confusion – Οι Τούρκοι επιχείρησαν να προκαλέσουν συγχηση.”175 By using the word 

confusion, the public automatically views Turkey as the threat, attempting to confuse Greek 

Cypriots in accepting an unfair resolution. It immediately stirs up feelings of anger, negativity 

and fear amongst the Greek Cypriot community resulting in a construction of threat, without 

any negotiation procedures between the securitizing actors and the audience itself. Turkey is 

automatically conceived as a threat that requires any extraordinary measure to be securit ised.   

Classes C1, C2, C4, C5 and C6 are centered around the Cyprus settlement negotiations with 

C4 being the new hot-topic of the natural gas situation on the southern part of Cyprus. All these 

classes grouped together, result in approximately 72.6% of the entire relevant newspapers 

studied. The high percentage again, points to a high centrality of the Cyprus problem and 

conflict. It was previously noted that the media and in this case newspapers, influence people’s 

perception on what constitutes as an existential threat, however, the community influence the 

media as well, because of the constant need to learn about the Cyprus problem, resulting in a 

continuous exposal of information regarding this topic. This continuous exposal results in 

involuntary securitisation processes to take place. The pictures used, the grammar and 

vocabulary used all take part in the development of involuntary securitisation processes.  

5.5. Grammar and Vocabulary for involuntary securitisation 

As mentioned in the Methodology chapter, this research uses both quantitative data and 

qualitative data to reach a conclusion. The following section will focus on the qualitative data 

collected from the discourse analysed. Having already mentioned the continuous exposal to the 

Cyprus problem and conflict in various media sources, a more comprehensive analysis will 

focus on the grammar and vocabulary used in newspaper headlines that provide ground for the 

development of involuntary securitisation. Certain phrases and vocabulary is used to describe 

certain topics that has become part of the culture and it is constantly used by the general public, 

elites and even the media on a continuous basis. This is a form of involuntary securitisation 

processes.  

Taking into account references regarding any potential settlement and negotiations between the 

two communities, the word “confusion” is constantly present. “The Turks attempted to cause 

                                                             
175 Phileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 22/11/2002 
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confusion,”176 “They want to confuse the refugees,”177 “The new tricks of Turkey,”178 “The 

outcome of the next day is blurry, but with milestones.”179 These titles all signify that Turkey 

is planning to confuse the Greek Cypriots and trick them into accepting certain variables 

regarding any settlement discussions. Automatically the use of such words, places Turkey on 

the pedestal as the threat that terrorises the Greek Cypriot community. The mentioning of 

Turkey in a negative manner using vocabulary such as ‘tricks’ and ‘confusion’ caused fear and 

anxiety amongst the Greek Cypriot population, regarding Turkey as the threat that needs to be 

securitised. Words like these, are repetitively used in media sources as proven previously, and 

are used by all levels of securitizing actors, from political elites, media agents and even the 

audience. This process of involuntary securitisation though prevents any securitizing actor 

from desecuritizing a certain issue. The constant use of such words to describe Cyprus problem 

related issues, becomes part of the community’s culture that it is difficult to desecuritise. 

Another problem that can be seen through the constant use of specific words and phrases is the 

embedding of certain perception into the community’s culture. In other words, if there is 

repetition of certain words that directly relate to the topic in discussion, in this case Turkey 

‘confusing’ and ‘tricking’ the Greek Cypriot community, any new information about Turkey 

will be considered as an existential threat, regardless of the content.  

“Crans Montana ended with a shipwreck – ‘Ελυξε με ναυάγιο το Κράν Μοντάνα,”180 “The 

chances lost at Crans Montana – Η χαμένη ευκαιρία στο Κράν Μοντάνα.”181 Another important 

headline in reference to class C5, negotiations between Greek and Turkish Cypriots with the 

U.N. the previously mentioned titles were in reference to C4, negotiations between the two 

communities. As it can be seen the words describing negotiations with the U.N.  do not differ 

from the ones referenced in C4. They label the talks as ‘shipwrecks’ and ‘lost chances’ 

indicating a negative perspective on any negotiations between the two communities with the 

help of the U.N. It creates fear and uncertainty when discussing topics that include the U.N. as 

a mediator, however, it results in a ‘shipwreck’ therefore treating any intervention by any actor 

as a threat. Another important class that links both the foreign actors taking part in negotiations, 

is the hot topic of natural gas. “STOP in extractions by Turkish navy ships – STOP στη 

γεώτρηση απο Τουρκικά πολεμικά,”182 “Threats cannot touch us – Δεν μας αγγίζουν οι 

απειλές.”183 These are both headlines regarding Turkey preventing Greek Cypriots from 

extracting the natural gas found on the south side of the island. In regard to this foreign actors 

began corporation with Cyprus such as Israel; “In Israel for strategic corporation – Στο Ισραήλ 

για στρατηγική συνεργασία σε βάθος.”184 These foreign actors are still regarded as a threat for 

Greek Cypriots, as throughout history, the island never benefited from any intervention by 

international actors. This automatically becomes a security threat for the community and is 

                                                             
176 Phileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 22/11/2002 
177 Phileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 06/08/2017 
178 Politis (Πολίτης) 06/10/2003 
179 Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) 06/08/2017 
180 Politis (Πολίτης) 09/07/2017 
181 Politis (Πολίτης) 30/07/2017 
182 Politis (Πολίτης) 24/09/2017 
183 Fileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 24/09/2017 
184 Fileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 24/09/2017 
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securitised. The following figure displays Cyprus as a small island with other foreign actors 

stationed on the island and the Republic of Cyprus almost hanging off the edge.  

 

 

Figure 5.9 Small island with Cyprus hanging 

from the side – source: Pin Cartoons 

 

 

 

 

This figure also shows that foreign intervention is mostly perceived as a threat for Greek 

Cypriots. There are security threats surrounding the Greek Cypriot community. Taking into 

account the history of the island and the multiple rulers of the island going from the Ottomans, 

to the British, and back to Turkish, the Greek Cypriot community does not trust foreign 

intervention. It regards the topic as an existential threat, regardless of the position they hold 

towards the island. In simpler words, even the U.N that is stationed on the island was regarded 

as a threat to the Greek Cypriot community, as its Secretary General Kofi Annan proposed a 

plan that was in favor of the Turkish Cypriot community and disregarded the Greek Cypriot 

community’s requests. The following figure also portrays the U.N. as not being able to see with 

a clear and unbiased perspective. It displays an U.N. blue helmet commander looking through 

binoculars but willingly covering the scope with his eyes.  

 

Figure 5.10 U.N. blue helmet not seeing through binoculars 

– source: Pin cartoons 

 

 

 

This picture shows that even if the U.N. is stationed in Cyprus to subdue the conflict and 

maintain ceasefire, it is not willing to see all the truths and all the sides of the conflict. The 

Greek Cypriots are not in favor of U.N. intervention in the conflict resolution. The figure below 

portrays Greek Cypriot’s view on the EU.  
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Figure 5.11 How Cypriots view Europe – source: Pin 

cartoons 

 

 

 

 

The above picture portrays a man, representing Cyprus, carrying a large hand that points the 

opposite direction up a staircase. This represents, the Republic of Cyprus and the struggles it 

went to, in order to joint he EU, however, the help it received was not as expected. This was 

also linked the the 2013 financial crisis, however, any foreign intervention is frowned upon by 

the community. The EU is considered by the Greek Cypriots as unhelpful in regard to the 

Cyprus problem and future settlement. The talks of Turkey joining the EU terrifies the Greek 

Cypriot community, therefore, any news related to the EU and Cyprus problem is automatically 

viewed as a threat and is securitised involuntarily.  

5.6. Social construction for involuntary securitisation 

As the audience automatically becomes securitised without any voluntary action or negotiation 

between them and the securitizing actors, any individual member of the community can 

transform from part of the audience to securitizing actor. This process allows for involuntary 

securitisation to take place. As mentioned previously, certain perceived threats are embedded 

in the society’s culture and are discussed on a daily basis. Through discussions and getting 

informed through media sources, an individual person in the community can construct a certain 

threat, and through the community, this threat can become securitised. What allows for 

individual members of the audience to become securitizing actors, is the constant presence of 

threats surrounding them, and these are portrayed through media sources, in the case of this 

thesis, through newspapers headlines and pictures. This allows for any member to construct an 

event, an actor or any variable as an existential threat and take extreme measures to securitise 

the threat themselves. This is done through hostile behaviour in some occasions e.g. vandalism, 

fights, cursing and sometimes it can be done in an indirect way e.g. writing books, poems, 

hosting events. By doing so a member of the audience immediately transforms into a 

securitizing actor and securitises a referent object that is being threatened through the use of 

extraordinary measures. The same happens for journalists, individual members of the audience, 

constructing threats through the use of powerful words in a newspaper article.  

Once this is done on a personal basis, it is very difficult for the threat to be desecuritised, as a 

lot of emotions are present. An individual person becomes a securitizing actor because his/her 

surroundings allow him to do so. In the case of Cyprus, the missing persons that have still not 

been found and returned to their families, the properties that were lost, the homes that were 
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lost, the sovereignty of the island which is at stake. All of these are variables that take part in 

this transformation from audience to securitizing actor. The emotional presence intensifies the 

need for securitisation making it difficult for desecuritisation. An example of the surroundings 

that play a part in this transformation are portrayed in the two figures below. The first figure is 

a billboard in 2004, trying to convince the public to vote ‘yes’ or ‘no’ during the period of the 

Annan Plan negotiations. The billboard states “Voting yes for us and our children – Ψηφίζω 

ναι για μας και τα παιδιά μας.”185 This was advertised on a highway connecting two of the 

biggest cities on the island, Nicosia and Larnaca. The use of the world ‘children’ on the 

billboard was aimed to stir up emotions and anger towards any opposing opinion. The fact that 

the Cyprus problem not only affects the island and politics, it affects the Greek Cypriot children 

living on the island, allows for any audience member to become a securitizing actor in this 

involuntary securitisation process. The second figure portrays a picture of Pentadaktilos 

mountain and the Turkish and TRNC flag portrayed on the side. This again acts as an agent in 

reinforcing emotional distress to the audience leading to the transformation to securitizing 

actor.  

 

Figure 5.12 Yes and No billboards regarding 

the Annan Plan in 2004 – source: Ethnikos 

Kirikas (Εθνικός Κήρυξ), 2004 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.13 Pentadaktilos Mountain with TRNC and 

Turkish flags – source: Cyprus Mail 13/09/2015 

 

 

 

                                                             
185 Ethnikos Kirikas (Εθνικός Κήρυξ), 2004 
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What is interesting is that even the younger population, that has not suffered the invasion of 

1974 themselves, but have heard stories from parents and media sources, are conditioned to 

become securitizing actors in this situation. The Cyprus problem hasn’t lost its importance 

throughout the course of time, as it is transferred from generation to generation, with 

securitisation processes becoming embedded in society. The younger generation is exposed to 

it from an early age therefore, also contributing in the construction of existential threats and 

the development of involuntary securitisation processes. As mentioned throughout this thesis, 

the media is responsible for influencing the audience for the construction of existential threat. 

There are other reasons why a community develops involuntary securitisation processes, 

including the environment they live in, as seen in the figures displayed above, however this 

thesis solely focuses on the discourse of newspaper headlines. As threats become embedded in 

the society and the culture itself, the media’s constant attention to the Cyprus problem 

intensifies this need for securitisation and need for blame. Newspapers address topics that have 

an immediate effect to the society, influencing the Greek Cypriot community to follow the 

conflict and become a part of it.  

As mentioned previously, the hot topic of natural gas extraction in Cyprus is causing a lot of 

problems with the Turkish government. The media has again used Turkey in a negative light. 

“STOP in extractions by Turkish navy ships – STOP στη γεώτρηση απο Τουρκικά 

πολεμικά,”186 “Threats cannot touch us – Δεν μας αγγίζουν οι απειλές.”187 “Threats for the 

natural gas fall short – Πέφτουν στο κενό οι απειλές για το αέριο.”188 These headlines not only 

portray Turkey as the enemy, but also use economic substance to intensify the need for 

securitisation against the existential threat of Turkey. The natural gas extraction will result in 

economic growth for the southern part of Cyprus, however, as Turkey threatens the extraction 

with its navy, the extraction procedures are delayed. The use of the word ‘threat’ and in 

association with the Republic of Cyprus’s economic stance increases the need to securitise the 

referent object under threat, in this case the Cyprus economy. Every issue that is cited in 

newspaper headlines, and is relevant to the conflict uses, specific grammar and vocabulary to 

persuade the audience that there is great danger in their environment. The specific vocabulary 

is perceived as evidence of an existing threat regardless of the referent object, which in most 

cases is their sovereignty, economy, defence and social security, the audience itself will allow 

for securitizing actors to perform extraordinary measures in order to securitise it.  

CHAPTER 6: LIMITATIONS TO THE RESEARCH 

This short chapter focuses on the challenges faced while conducting this research and writing 

the thesis. The author acknowledges that if such limitations were not encountered the outcome 

of the research could have been different or could have stayed the same. The writer understands 

the reason behind these limitations and gives an explanation why those limitations were 

encountered. 

                                                             
186 Politis (Πολίτης) 24/09/2017 
187 Fileleftheros (Φιλελεύθερος) 24/09/2017 
188 Kathimerini (Καθημερινή) 24/09/2017 
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6.1. Collection of data 

The time frame given to perform this research was limited therefore the content that was 

collected to be studied was partial. This thesis focuses on the collection of Greek Cypriot 

newspapers; however, it does not study Turkish Cypriot newspapers to get a reliable and 

unbiased view of the Cyprus problem. The reason for the collection of Greek Cypriot 

newspapers, is that the author of this thesis is Greek Cypriot therefore had access to a lot more 

material. Material that is written in Greek were translated directly by the writer without any 

extra assistance and did not take too much time. An analysis of approximately 2,349 

newspapers was conducted for this research and had the author chosen to include Turkish 

Cypriot newspapers to get a more reliable outcome, extra time would have been included in 

the collection of insufficient data. Access to Turkish Cypriot newspaper archives is restricted, 

therefore, the study would still be unreliable due to the difference in number of Greek and 

Turkish Cypriot newspapers. The data collected would then be required to be translated in order 

to be included in the research. Certain images that were used to prove that securitisation is 

involuntary, again from the Greek Cypriot side of the island. This was done for the same 

reasons as the choice to use only Greek Cypriot newspapers in the research: restricted access 

and translation difficulties. 

Another constraint that this research has is the lack of interviews and focus groups to get a 

deeper understanding on how securitisation becomes involuntary from the audience’s 

perspective. This was due to the time constraints that the author faced while writing the thesis. 

The author was not located in Cyprus at the time of conducting the research, therefore, limiting 

the amount of resources that could be used for this thesis. The writer understands that if 

interviews, focus groups or any other social interaction between the author and the public, 

would have been made, a more substantial argument could be brought in this thesis. However, 

just like Barry Buzan said, to study securitisation one must only study political discourse and 

speech acts. This is the reason why the author chose to study newspapers and images only.  

6.2. Potential bias 

The author of this thesis is from the Greek Cypriot part of Cyprus therefore, acknowledges that 

some of the research might have a slight form of bias. An example is given in Chapter 4, the 

history of the Cyprus and an analysis of the case study. The writer used literature that was 

found on the southern part of the island and that was written in both Greek and English. The 

texts that were used might contain a slight form of bias as well, as they were also written by 

Greek Cypriots. Adding to that, Chapter 4 was a mixture of Greek Cypriot literature and the 

author’s preexisting knowledge of the history of Cyprus, resulting in a biased view of events. 

Furthermore, a topic such as the invasion of 1974, is a sensitive topic for the population of the 

island, therefore, the use of emotional vocabulary is used to describe the conflict, leading to a 

possible bias. The author tried to keep an objective stance during this research, despite the 

limitations to thee resources used, however some bias in favor of Greek Cypriots might be seen 

in this thesis. 
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CHAPTER 7: CONCLUSIONS 

The theory of securitisation, since its development after the end of the Cold War, has 

received a lot of appraisal and criticism. The concept of securitisation is analyzed in this 

thesis through a thorough research of preexisting literature on the concept. Focus is given on 

the case study of Cyprus, a state divided by ethnic conflict, and the various processes that 

take place on the island. Successful securitisation occurs, when the securitizing actors 

convince the audience that a referent object Is under existential threat and therefore extreme 

measures have to be taken in order to securitise it.189 This paper takes a social approach to 

the theory of securitisation, stating that the audience does not need a securitizing actor to 

refer that a referent object is under existential threat, but carry out the process themselves 

throughout involuntary securitisation. The thesis points out how in environments were threats 

are constantly present, the audience perceives any threat, whether its ordinary or existential, 

and securitises it subconsciously and therefore allows for any measure to be taken in order to 

securitise it. The paper also argues, that in cases such as these, it is very difficult for 

desecuritisation to take place; a state where a securitised threat is no longer considered 

existential and therefore it is desecuritised and no extreme measures are allowed to be 

used.190  

The case study that was used, was such to prove that indeed in various conflict environment 

securitisation processes become involuntary and no longer require negotiations between the 

securitizing actor and audience. It also proves that there are certain agents (i.e. media 

sources) that assist in this process on innate securitisation and social construction of threats. 

In other words, the use of media outlets allows for the creation of perceptions of existential 

threats and for the audience to construct threats themselves. The interesting aspect of this 

thesis is the continuation of the conflict (despite the lack of military intervention).191 The 

conflict is still discussed on a daily basis, in newspapers, radio station, television programmes 

and through word of mouth, even four decades after the invasion of 1974 happened. This 

shows that the audience as well as the political elites, have a need for the conflict to continue. 

The Greek Cypriots community have resulted in a state of comfort, despite all the perceived 

threats surrounding them. They have resulted in feeling safe without any settlement as they 

have gotten used to living with the Cyprus problem. This problem has been embedded in the 

society and it is imprinted in the culture of the Republic of Cyprus, resulting in subconscious 

securitisation processes to take place. 

This author did not offer any recommendations on a resolution to the Cyprus conflict, 

however, one can see that in a case study like Cyprus, the use of media outlets plays an 

important role in the polarization of the people. The use of certain words and grammar when 

describing Turkey and the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, create stress amongst the 

Greek Cypriot community regarding the other community as the enemy. The existential 

threat to the Greek sovereignty, the Greek Cypriot economy and even their physical safety. 

                                                             
189 Buzan, B., Wæver, O. and Wilde, J. (1998). Security. London: Lynn Rienner Publishers 
190 Ibid. 
191 Ibid. 
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The repetitive exposure to the Cyprus problem and the constant reminders of the invasion of 

1974 and the atrocities that took place, does not allow for a fair resolution to be put on the 

table with both communities present in the negotiations. Additionally, as mentioned in 

previous chapters, Greek Cypriots regard foreign actors as existential threats in the 

negotiations, therefore the presence of such actors does not aid in any future resolution. This 

thesis proves with quantifiable evidence that the centrality of the conflict is very high in 

Cyprus, resulting in what is argued by the author, that desecuritisation is almost impossible in 

this case192. Desecuritisation will only be possible once the Cyprus problem is not as central 

anymore. As noticed from the research carried out by the author, the centrality of the Cyprus 

problem stems from the invasion of 1974. It is argued that the future generations that have 

not lived through the stigmatizing event, will no longer be able to involuntary securit ise 

certain threats, and desecuritisation processes will take place, and a possible resolution could 

be reached. However, the constant presence in news outlets has also shaped the perceptions 

of the younger generation whose parents lived through the conflict, yet, they themselves have 

not.  

To conclude, there is enough evidence to prove that there is a link between media outlets and 

various processes of securitisation, including the social constructivism approach, therefore 

giving ground for involuntary securitisation to take place in environments such as Cyprus. 

More evidence could be collected to support this argument through interviews and other 

social interaction methods, however, the author believes that a solid research argument was 

answered with the evidence already collected, proving that in certain environment 

involuntary securitisation processes are possible.  

  

                                                             
192 Ibid. 
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