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ANAGOPIKA ME TA APGPA 146, 28, 29, 30, 112-146, 155
TOY ZYNTATMATOZ

MOAEZTOZ ITITZIAAOE,

Autnriig,

FENIKOY EIZAITEAEQSI THE AHMOKPATIAY,

Kad’ ov naitnon.

(YacBean Ag. 695/95)

Ipogpuyi Baoet Tov ApBpov 146 Tov Zuvtayuaros — Hpodniws afidot-
un mpoopuyn —— Zuvort} arogeup g cluguva pe 10 ApBgo
134.2 1ov Zvvidyuatos — O GYETIHEG VOUOAOYLOXES aQXEs HaL 7
EQPAQUOYT] TOUG aTNY xot0eioa TEQITTWAN QOTPUYIS EXTOS TWY OQlwV
Sixcnodoaias TOV Avtdiov Axaorhglov. 5

[MTégay Twv aveTéQw TiTAwY 1 aadQaon ToU Aactnoiov duopd-
Eetal we ovvoro.]

H mooopuyit amopgintetar ywels 10
£Eoda.

Avapepdueves urobéoets:
Yialousa Savings Bank Lid. v. Republic (1977) 3 C.L.R. 25, 15
Justice Party v. Republic (1985) 3 C.L.R. 1621.
Hpoaguyii.
20
Tgooguyn evavtiov g magdrewymg tov Uevikot Ewcayyeiéa

NS ATUORQUTIOG VO QTTAVTIOEL OF GUOTIUEVY ETTLOTOA] TOV QuTn-
.
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4 AAA. IMitouhrog v. Feviov Ewvayyeling

O Aunmig e@avileTal auTomQoswWItos.

E. KAgdma, Auny6pog tig Anuoxpaticag, yia tov Kab' ov n ai-
mon.

Cur, adv. vulit.

APTEMHE, A.: O ountrig e TNV TQOGQUYY) TOV TEOOPBAAAEL
v JTaQdiergn tov xab’ ou 1 altnon Feviwoy Etoayyehéa tng An-
UOXQUTLOG VO QITAVTHOEL GE CUOTNUEVN ETILOTOAT TOV QLTNTY) MUEQ.
16.6.95 “mov agpogovoe SLAmQAEN adHipaTog ond OQyava TOU
Kodtoug naw dhioug gig fdoog tov cutnti”. Metd otd aitnom tou
%’ ov M aitmon 1o TL éxEL TO AaoTiQLO 0 outd TO OTddLo va
QIEOPOOLOEL, EvaL ®atd OO 1 ooy eival TEddnAa afdcwn
®xo TTOETEL Vo amoEQLBEl xwoig dnudowa aulitnom, Omws TEovo-
£l To0 AgBpo 134.2 Tov ZUVTGYLOTOGS.

Me v emLOTOAY Tov MUEQ. 16.6.95 gtnv ool ey(iveTo avago-
0€t OE TIRONYOUUEVT] EMLOTOAY TOV MueQ. 14.4.95 (TlapGptnua 9 oty
Evoteon) ®on 6mws o idlog o owtntrig dievnpivige oty ayopeuo
TOV, eLNTELTO 1 ovvin) SlwEn dvo crdpwv yie Peudogrio otig vito-
Oéoelg 35192/88 (mowvixn) xat 11640/89 (mohitnd). Emurgdabera,
OV QTOMAGILETO 1) Wy SlwEY TV AVOTEQW TEOCHIWY, ELNTElTo 1
@dewa Tou Tevinol ELooyyehEn yua VO XA TOXWONOEL WOLWTLKES TOL-
virEC UOBEGELS EVAVTIOV TOUG O ULTNTIC.

H eumaideutog cuvifyogog tawv xaf’ wv 1 altyan ot ayogey-
on NG, PE ova@opd oTN voporoyia, UéBake 0TO AaaTiQLo OTt,
YL VO UTTOQEL V@, EVGTOEMTEL TETOLY TQOOQUYY, Bat TIQETEL TO VTL-
HELUEVO TNG EMLTOANG HOL TOU GLTAUATOS TOV QUINTT, TTOU JEV QUTa-
VINONKE, VoL OUVLOTA EXTEAETTT] BLOLKNTLXY TTEAEN, TTOU VaL EUTTITEL
ota oQue SLalodociag Tov AVTETOU ALXQOTNQIOU EVIOG TOU
mAoLGlon Tov Agbgou 146,

Avtifeta, 0 auntrg uéBake 6TL i UROYKREwWOT TOU ®aB' ou T ai-
MO VO CUTAVTAOEL OV ETLGTOAT] TOU fitav ammdAuty, 600 elval nat
anOAUTO TO dalwpd Tou va TeoaqUye UE féom To Ao 146 YL
Tapdhenyn Tov v tedEeL ToVTO.

Z1nv vndbean Yialousa Savings Bank Ltd v. The Republic
(1977) 3 C.L.R. 25, amoagiotnxe 6T, yu vo. XwQEel Teooguyn eva-
VIOV TaQdAEWmS amdvinong oe yQOurtd aitnua M mModmovo e
é&om 1o Apboo 29 Tov Zuvtdypatog, Bo AEETEL TO AVILHELHEVO TOV
QTHUATOC 1] TOU NOQUAGVOD VO EWTIRTEL o1y OLxawodosio Tov
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Apripng, A. Tlitguidkog v. Fevixoy Ewoayyeiing (1996)

Avwtdrou Aukootnoiov e fdon 10 Aggo 146, duapogeTixd dev
utdioyeL Tétola dinalodooia.

H apxn avt emPefarddmie otny undBeon Justice Party v. The
Republic (1985) 3 C.LR. 1621, émov emiong atopaaiotnxe 6TL 1
nowvint Staduracia, wov reguhapBdver Ty mowvixi diwEn, T due-
Eaywyn e ®aL xdBe Bépa oyenfépevo pe auty], dev PToQoTY Vo
QITOTERECOUV QVILXELUEVO TTQOCQUYNG e Bdom To ApBpo 146, na-
0000 bev aITOTEAOTUV EXTEAEOTY BLoNTLAY TeAEN. IMagubétw mo
HOTW TO OYETLHG AIMOOTEAoUN O TV OOMUoT:

“The revisional jurisdiction of the Supreme Court under
Article 146.1 is confined to decisions of the Administration
“exercising any executive or administrative authority.

On principle and authority, criminal proceedings, their institution,
conduct and every matter relevant therewith, are not subject to
review under Article 146. They do not qualify either as executive
or administrative acts. Their supervision is entrusted to the
Attorney- General under Article 113 of the Constitution, and
their prosecution constitutes an inseparable aspect of the judicial
process. In Charilaos Xenophontos and The Republic
(Minister of Interior), the Supreme Court acknowledged the
nexus between criminal proceedings and the judicial process and
noticed that the foremost connection of criminal proceedings is
with the judicial process. As such, they are not reviewable by the
Supreme Court under Article 146.1. Criminal proceedings are
subject to the control of the Courts exercising criminal
jurisdiction, Consequently, it is beyond my jurisdiction to review,
under any guise, the institution of criminal proceedings against
anyone of the members of the Party of the applicant.”

IMepaltépw, TO0 AXAOTHQLO TTQOYMENOE Vo emlonudvel Ot ndi-
XOL00010 TOV ALXaoTNElOV VO QITOQQLITTEL TUVOTTLXG TEOGQEUYY
TQETIEL VO QLOUELTOW PE LEYOAT TLQOCOYN, aAhd TOVIOE GG OTL TO
Avaatioo dev moérter va Sotalel va aoxel auth T dixatodooia
OTOU TO EYELQOMEVO Ofpa elvon ovieMig extdg tng dvaodooiag
TOU AXAGTNQIOU 1] 1 TEOoEULYT eival eodiiwg afdowun. Katéin-
Ee &g Aéyovtog OTL “a recourse raising forreview a matter wholly
outside the jurisdiction of theCourt, cannot be regarded except as
frivolous”.
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dAAA. Mitguiiog v. Tevirnoy Ewgayyehing AQTERYE, A.

Ko 056 10 pug Twv 1o idive Bemgd Ty 10oopuyT Koodh-
hoxg afdauun ®an Ty astopette pe faaor tnv eEoudiao IOV Pov To-
ofxetan até 1o ApBpo 1342 Tou Zuvidynatoc. Aev exdidetal dud-
Taypa yuo €£0da.

H spoopuyn amoppintetal xwoic
£E0da.
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