1975 [TRIANTAFYLLIDES, P., STAVRINIDES, L. Loizou,

April 4 HaDJIANASTASSIOU, A, Loizou, MaLacHTOs, J1.]
TELEMACHOS  IN THE MATTER OF ARTICLE 146 OF THE CONSTITUTION
AND QTHERS

v. TELEMACHOS ANDREOU AND OTHERS,
REPUBLIC Applicants,
(CounciL Or
MINISTERS) and

THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS, THROUGH
THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS,

Respondent.

(Cases Nos, T3/73, 74/T3, 97/73, 180/73, 303/73 & 437/73).

Administrative Law—Recourse for annulmeni— Revocation of admini-
strative decision challenged thereby— Recourse abated.

Abatement of recourse—Through revocation of decision challenged
thereby.

Recaourse for annulment-—Abatement.

Whilst judgment in the above recourses was reserved there
was published a decision of the respondent revoking the deci-
sions challenged in such recourses.

Counsel on both sides have submitted that these recourses
have been abated, because of the said decision of the respondent
Council of Ministers.

Held, in the light of what counsel have submitted we agree
that their common view as to the outcome of these cases is
correct; so, the reserved judgment will not be delivered and the
cases are hereby struck out as abated (see Tsatsos on Recourse
for Annulment to the Council of State 3rd ed. pp. 370-372).

Recourses abated : cases struck out.

. Recourses.

Recourses against the decision of the respondent to terminate
applicants’ services in the Police Force.

L. Papaphilippou, for applicant in Case No. 73/73.
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L. Papaphilippou with P. Demetriou, for applicant in Case
No. 303/73.

P. Demetriou, for applicant in Case No. 74/73.

P. Demetriou for 4. Neocleous, for applicant in Case No.
437/73.

E. Nicolaou (Miss) for L. Clerides, for applicant in Case
No. 180/73.

Fr. Markides with E, Markidou (Mrs.) and N. Anastassiades,
for applicant in Case No. 97/73.

L. Loucaides, Senior Counsel of the Republic for the
respondent,

The judgment of the Court was delivered by:

TRIANTAFYLLIDES, P.: In these six cases, which were heard
together, judgment was reserved on the 1st March, 1974, Sub-
sequently, on the 2nd August, 1974, there was published in the
Fourth Supplement to the Official Gazette (Not. 66) a decision
of the Council of Ministers revoking, inter alia, the decisions
challenged in these proceedings.

The said decision of the Council reads as follows:

“"AvdxAnois "Amogdoswy “Ymoupyikou ZupPouAiou &' v
treppoaTiobnoav of Ummnpeolon Anpocicv “YmoAAdnAwy, “Ex-
TouBeuTik®dy, "AcTuvokddy kol Accpoguldmxey.

‘Amégaots U’ CAp. 13.421,

To ZupPoUhlov &megdoioey &mws Aot ol &mopdoas ol
Teprypa@dpeven els Tov THvaka dvarkin8ion &me Tfis fipepo-
pnvias ko’ fiv altan Eafebnoav kol Becopnbdcw &md T &v
Abyw fluepopmvias dg dxupor Kal s pi) U@IoTAusVOR TravTOS
Smep Eyévero Suvdper TEY pnleicdy dmopdoeiv fewpouptvou
dos ) yevopdvou kal movtds &mep apeAeipdn v& ylvn &vekev
T8V pnBaicdv dmopdoewy SiataTTopbvoy Smrews yivy™.

(““ Revocation of Decisions of the Council of Ministers
by means of which there were terminated the services of

Public Officers, Educationalists, Policemen and Prison—
Warders.
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Decision No. 13.421.

The Council decided to revoke all the decisions des-
cribed in the Schedule as from the date on which they
were taken and they should be regarded as from the said
date as null and non-existent and everything done by
virtue of the said decisions should be regarded as not
having been done and it is ordered that there should be
done whatever was omitted to be done because of the
said decisions”™.)

Counsel on both sides have submitted that because of the
above decision of the Council these recourses have been abated ;
they argued that this was the inevitable conclusion in view of
the wording and effect of such decision; in this respect reference
was made, inter alia, to Tsatsos on Recourse for Annulment to
the Council of State (©. Todroou—"H Altnois *Axupcooews "Eve-
mov ToU 2upPouiiov Tiis ‘EmikpaTeias) 3rd ed., pp. 370-372.

In the light of what counsel have submitted we agree that
their common view as to the outcome of these cases is correct;
so, the reserved judgment will not be delivered and the cases
are hereby struck out as abated.

Regarding costs, we have decided that the respondent should
pay to each counsel for the applicants his costs; the Court will
fix the amounts payable as costs, on presentation by each
advocate of his bill of costs,

Cases struck out as abated.
Order for costs as above.
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