29 ZemtepBoiov, 1995
[APTEMHE, Afotiig)
ANADPOPIKA ME TO APOPO 146 TOY ZYNTAI'MATOZ
BAZIAEIOL ZTAYPOY,
A,
V.
YIIOYPIOY EZQTEPIKQN KAl AAAOY,

Kaf’ wv g aitnomn.

(YndBeon Ap. 340/94)

Hoooguyrj Bdoer Tov ApBgor 146 tov Zvvidyuatos — Evvouo auugé-
00V — AUECO GUUPEQOY — H mEotimobeom 15 aUECSTHTAS TOV OU-
@épovros Sev mAngovvray aorny xpuleloa TeQImTIon 6aov EQYodo-
M5 aldodamov petavdatn Tpogépuve xatd e ddELas QoS TO pue-
tavaorn va aArdSel epyoddtn xot va magaueiver epyabduevos oty
Ktngo — Nouolovyia.

[Mégav twv mo dve Tithwy N andgaon Tov Awaotnoiov dua-

Bateton wg mivoro.]

H mooo@uyn anogpinrerar ue éEodo.
Avapepdueves voBEceLs:
Aptepiov v. Anuongatiog (1992) 4 A.A.A. 1198,
Amanda Marga Ltd. v. Republic (1985} 3 C.L.R. 2583.
Ngooguy.

[oooguyn evaviiov tng amégaons Tou AwgvBuver tov Turn-
patog Metavaoteloswg va emLTeéel oty ahlodan Nancy
Ozano va ahAGEeL egyoddtn.

N. Namavdg, yuo 1ov AL,

M. Toayyagidng, Auy6p0og TS Anuoxgatiog, ywo tovg Kad’
WY 1 aitnon.
Cur. adv. vult.
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APTEMHZ, A.: O autnuiig pie v Igoo@uyn tou Ciftd dnjAwan
TOU Atkaotnoloy 6Ty i ano@aon tov AwsvBuver tou Tuipatog Me-
TAVOOTEVOEWS va emLTEEYeL oty Nancy Ozano va aoyolnbei ot (.-
A0 £0y0d6TN VIl TOU QwTNTY, M) OO XOLVOTIOLEXE OTOV avTnTy
v 15.3.94, eivon dxuen xowh] TUEAVOUN KO GTEQNUEVT VOULHNIG
LOYUOG KOL ATOTEAEOUATOC,

H alrodastii Nancy Ozano eivay @uhiumiveLa vmiroog o vo-
0t oty Ko ywa oy @oed ot1ig 13.4.93 i va eQyaoTel wg
oeQfitoQa oty kagetepia Tou avtnt. H agywn g ddewa na-
Qauovic ®al £Qyaoiag 3 pmvav aQydtepa avovewdnxe péxol
13.4.94. Katd tn dudgxela T magouoviic g oty Kungo, petd
OO TEOOTOLRES LETUED TNE RO TOU £QYODOTN TNG HAL GAANAOHA-
Tayyehies otnv Aotuvopia, petd amd égevva tov KAwaxiou
AMAOBUTTOV TNG ACTUVOWICG %Ol TO TOQLOUM TOV, 0 AELTOVQYSHS
Meravaotevang édwaoe odnyies oty AoTuvopia Omws emtoel
otnv ahhodamn va ahhdEeL eQY0dITN Hat £tal oTig 30.5.94 xoon-
ON®e 08 auTY GSELX TTOQAUOVHG KOL EQYAGLOE Yio. vV £QYALETAL
OOV (QOVTIOTQLA OTO YNeoxopeio "EATig" otn Aepeco.

O avtnuig magartoveltal PetaEv dlhwv OTL, sov TTRdtypat 0pba
TEQUATIOTIE N GDELOL TTULEOAUOWVIRG HOW EQYOLOLOG OTYV KAPETEQIX TOV,
41 N CAAOOWTY Ga £TTQEME VA ETUOTQEYPEL OTI] XX TNG KAl O Al-
evBuvtic tov Tunuarog Sev eixe eEEovoia va TnG eTLTEEYEL Vo CAAG-
EeL £0yodOT. A omueLmbel 6TL 0 AGYOG IOV ENETOAITN TOVTO fTav
OTL oItd TV £QEUVa TNG ACTUVOULOS TTROEXVYE OTL UmeBuvog o
TNV OAN HOTGOTAOT TV O £Q0YOAOTNG XOL TTaY YLo CvVOQWITLOTLROUC
AGyoug mov eneTEdTn oty aAlodorty) va adAdEEL gyodOTN.

Téoo oty Evataom Goo xou 0Ty YOTTH TOVg aydQevom oL ko’
wv n aitnon meoPdiiovy mpodwaotixn évoraon. H évotaon aum
CUVIOTOTOL OTOV LOXUQLOIS OTL O cutieic Sev &xen (BLov eveoTwg £v-
VOUIO CUNPEQOV v TTQOOPRAAEL Ty TTEGEN, aB0TL TO dukalkoua Tov
TQOKUITTEL UG TO NOo eivan Sixaiopia ToOU aAAOOOTOT VO TTOQQ-
pelvel nol va egydletan otny Ko #au &y tou egyodotn. Zv év-
aTaom uT) OVAEMIC QITAVTNOT OV ENLYELONATOAOYI SIOETAL o
TV TALUQA TOU cwiMTl, E(TE 0TV QQyLxY) TOU YOOIt ayOGQEVOM 1
UV OTTOVTITELRY,

Eyw cBetdoer pe mooooxn 1o Oépa mov eyelgetan and v
TEODLKAOTLXT EvoTaom kol Boioxw ét aut evotabel. Zyetini pe
10 DEpC owtd givor N vIdDeon Asvtigne Aprepiov v. Anuoxga-
tiag (1992) 4 A.A.A. 1198, 6mov héxBmav 1a axdrouba:
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AQréipug, A. Eratgov v. Yrovgyol Ecateginay x.6. (1995)

"Etval eElcov Qaveed 6TL Xau N SeUTEQN TOSIAOTIXY EvoTaom
gvotadei, agov 10 EVEOTMS £VVOUO CUNGEQOV TTOU TQEMEL va
TTOOUTGAQYEL OF OYEOT UE TOV EV AOYW VORO %Ol XKAUVOVLOUOVG, Ei-

VOL ROVO EXELVO GUYHEXQLUEVOU AAOBITOU %Ol AOQUAMS OXL
MEOOWHTWY OITWS O ALTNTIG OV TUVOLOVTOL LOVO ECLYYEAOTL- 5
#d Le TG OAAODEG HOAMTELVEDES,"

Entiong 1o Bépa avtd eEetdotme nalL otny vtdBeon Amanda
Marga Ltd v. The Republic (1985) 3 C.L.R. 2583 d6mov ot
0er.2586 o Iixng A. (6mtwg tfitav To1e) elste To EENG: 10

"A question untouched by the parties but one I cannot overlook in

the exercise of my powers under Article 146 of the Constitution,
concerns the legitimacy of the interest of the applicants to
prosecuie the present recourse. Neither the Aliens and Immigration 15
Law nor the Regulations made thereunder confer upon citizens of

the Republic a right 10 employ aliens. The only right conferred by

law is to aliens wishing to enter the country, a right to apply for

entry coupled with a corresponding obligation on the part of the
authorities to consider their application. Of course nothing 20
prohibits the making of an application as in this case on behalf of

an alien for entry. The fact that the application is made by a third
person on behalf of the alien does not transfer any right in the
representative, whoever he may be, whether a stranger or a
prospective employer. Under Article 146.2 a direct personal 25
interest is necessary in order to legitimize a party applying for the
review of administrative action. The interest of the applicants in

this case is indirect; it emanates from alleged violation of the right

or interest of a third person, namely, Mr. Dacosta. Only he had a
suficient interest to seek the review of the decision of the 30
Immigration Authorities denying him entry to the country.”

YoBethvrag TG aQyés Aov TEbmav otig Lo Mhve wWIoQd-
oelg Polore dTL TEOCWITLKA GUIGEQOV ElXE LOVO 1) GAAOSIY KoL
ot o artnNTis. To ouugpégov Tou aLTnTr dev fTav Gueco ahid éu- 35
LUEGO KOl MG €K TOUTOU dev vopwpomoteital pe fdon to Geboo
146.2 1OV ZUVIGYUATOS VA ®OTOXWONOEL TQOOPUYT), WS OTEQOV-
WLEVOG, TTQOTWITLKOT, (B10V, EVETTMITOG, £VVOUOU TURGPEQOVTOG.

Q¢ WTOTEAECUA TWV Lo AV 1| TQOOPUYN amoQQtiTeTaL e 40
£Eoda e1g Bdpog Tou auEtnT.

H mpoo@uyrl amoQQLmTeETaL UE
éEoda ot fapog Tov aLTTi.

1964



