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IN THE MATTER OF ARTICLE 146
OF THE CONSTITUTION

KYRIAKI M, DEMETRIOU AND OTHERS,
Applicants,
v.

THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS, THROUGH

1. THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS,

2. THE MINISTRY OF EDUCATION,

3. THE DIRECTOR OF HIGHER AND
HIGHEST EDUCATION,

Respondents.
{Cases Nos. 512/84 and 535/84).

Legitimate interest—Article 146.2 of the Constitution—Modern

The

approach—Applicant should reasonably contend that the
act offends his own interest—The attribute of a citizen
interested in the keeping of the law or the administration
of the public property is no longer considered as sufficient
to found a legitimate interest—Applicant does not possess
a legitimate interest if the annulment of the act will not
benefit Him or will harm him—Recourse against the en-
rolment of the interested parties to PAC as belonging (o
special categories of persons—Applicants  unsuccessful
candidates for enrolment in the normal way—dAs they do
not belong to the said special categories they have no legi-
timate interest except as against two interested parties who
also did not belong to such categories.

European Social Charter (Ratification) Law 64/67—Ob-
servations made by the Court.

The number of students for enrolment in the Paedago-
gical Academy of Cyprus (PAC) for the academic year
1984-1985 was fixed by the Council of Ministers to fifty
in the Teacher’s section and thirty in the kindergarten’s
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section. The enrolments were effected on the basis of the
results of the examinations. Neither the applicants nor the
interested parties were amongst those admitted on the
basis of the results of the examinations.

By its decision 24.929 the Council of Ministers decided
to accept in PAC nine supernumerary students, i.e. the
interested parties, as belonging to the following special
categories: (1) Persons suffering from thalassaemia (2)
Children of missing persons and (3) Children of enclaved
parents. Thus the interested parties were enrolled in the
teacher’s section of PAC.

These recourses are directed against the decision to
admit the interested parties for enrolment in PAC as
aforesaid.

Neither of the applicants belonged to any of the above
special categories.

Interested parties Messaritou and Nassari did not also
belong to any of the said categories. Messaritou was ad-
mitted because her uncle is a missing person. Nassari's
parents were enclaved until 14.4.1983, when they joined
their children in the free areas of the Republic. Nassari
was admitted by the sub judice decision in the kinder-
garten's section of PAC.

Applicant 1 in recourse 512/84 Kyriaki Demetriou had
applied for enrolment in the teacher’s section only and not
the Kindergarten's section of PAC.

Held, (1) As against all interested parties except inte-
rested parties Messaritou and Nassari the applicants do not
possess a legitimate interest to pursue these recourses be-
cause (a) they took part in the examinations and they were
not amongst those accepted for enrolment in order of
success and, therefore, they cannot be accepted in the
normal way, being supernumerous and (b) The supernu-
merary places were created subsequently to benefit certain
classes of persons to which the applicants do not belong.
It follows that the applicants cannot possibly benefit from
the annuiment of the enrolment in PAC of the interested
parties in question.
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(2) As regards the admission to PAC of interested par-
ties Messaritou and Nassari all applicants as regards Nas-
sari and all applicants except applicant 1 in recourse
512/84 possess legitimate interest because, notwithstanding
that the applicants did not belong to the special categories
of the supernumerary persons, these two interested parties
did not belong to these special categaries (Christodalou v.
CY¥TA (1973) 3 CL.R. 695 followed); and thercfore, it
must be assumed that they were accepted for enrolment on
other criteria.  The fact that  Messaritou  scored
better marks in  the ecxaminations than any of the
applicants is immaterial as the supernumerary places in
PAC were not filled in the ordinary way, but from
special categories to which Messaritou did not belong,

(3) As applicant | in recourse 512/84 Kyriaki Spyrou
had never applied for enrolment in the Kindergarten's
section of PAC and as interested party Nassari was en-
roled in that section of PAC, Kyriaki Spyrou does not pos-
sess a legitimate interest as against interested party Nas-
sari.

(4) The modern approach to the issue of legitimate
interest is that the applicant must reasonably contend
that the particular act offcads his own interest. The attri-
bute of a citizen who is intercsted in the keeping of the
Law and the proper administration of public property is
no longer considered as founding a legitimate interest, The
application for annulment is unacceptable if it turns against
an act the annulment of which will not benefit the appli-
cant or will harm him.

Sub judice decision partly annulled.

Observations by the Court: The admission to Higher
Educational Institutes of persons belonging to the catego-
ries contemplated by the European Social Charter (Ratifi-
cation) Law 64/67 should be regulated by law or regula-
tions and equal chances should be given to all persons
belonging to such classes.

The admission to PAC of interested parties Messaritou
and Nassari has been taken in abuse of power as they did
not belong to the three special categories above described.
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Cases referred to:

Loucas Savvides v. The Public Service Commission (1985)
3 CLLR. 1749;

Christodoulou v. CYTA (1973) 3 CL.R. 695;

Loizidou v. The Republic (1983) 3 C.L.R. 1084;

Decision of the Greek Council of State No. 2314/68.
Recourses.

Recourses against the decision of the respondents to
admit for enrolment as students in the Paedagogical Aca-
demy of Cyprus the interested parties, as belonging to
special categories, in preference and instead of the ap-
plicants.

A. S. Angelides, for the applicants.

A. Evangelou, Senior Counsel of the Republic, for
the respondents.

E. Efstathiou, for interested parties 1 -4.

No appearance for the remaining interested parties.

Cur. adv. vult.

Savvipes J. read the following judgment. By these two
recourses, which have been heard together as presenting
common questions of law and fact, the applicants challenge
the decision of the respondents to admit for enrolment as
students in the Paedagogigal Academy of Cyprus (PAC)
the interested parties, namely: 1. Maria Papadopoulou, 2.
Natalia Sarri, 3. Ioulia Economidou, 4. Maria Kounnapi,
5. Androulla Nassari, 6. Maria Kouliz, 7. Eleni Messaritou
8. Elena Cosma and 9. Eleni Kyriacou, as belonging to
special categories, instead of the applicants, Case No.
534/84 has also been heard together with the above two
recourses. In the course of considering the cases however,
it transpired that there is another additional issue in that
case which cannot be dealt with in this judgment as cer-
tain clarifications are required and for this reason I have
decided to deal with such case separately.
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The applicants, as well as the interested parties, took
part in the entrance examinations conducted by the Mini-
stry of Education for enrolment in the PAC, which took
place in July 1984. The number of students to be enrolled
in the PAC for the Academic year 1984 - 1985, had al-
ready been fixed by the Council of Ministers to fifty in
the Teachers' section and thirty in the kindergarten’s sec-
tion and the enrolments were effected on the basis of the
results of the examinations. Neither the applicants nor
the interested parties were amongst those admitted for en-
rolment on the basis of the results of the examinations.

On the 4th September, 1984, a submission was made
by the Ministry of Education to the Council of Ministers,
based on a claim raised by certain organisations, for the
admission of a number of supernumerary students in the
PAC, as follows:

1) A claim by the Pancyprian Antianemic Association
for the enrolment of 4 females, suffering from Tha-
lassaemia (Meooyeiaksy "Avaipla), namely, Maria Pa-
padopoulou, Natalia Sarri, Ioulia Economidou and
Maria Kounnapi.

2) A claim by the Pancyprian Committee of Parents
and Relatives of Undeclared Prisoners of War and
Missing Persons for the admission of 2 females,
daughters of missing persons, namely, Elena Cosma
and Eleni Kyriakou.

3) The Humanitarian Cases Service of the Ministry to
the Presidency ('Ynnpeoia 'AvBpwnigrik@v  “YnoOg-
oewv ToU “Ynoupyeiou Mpoedpiac) for the admission
of 2 females, children of enclaved persons, namely
Androuila Nassari and Maria Koulia.

The submission ended by recommending the approval
of the admission of three supernumerary students, one from
each of the above categories, with the highest marks in
the examinations.

The Council of Ministers, by its decision No. 24.929,

dated 6th September, 1984, decided to accept nine super-
numerary students, that is all the eight nominated by the

1857



Savvides J. Demetricu & Others v. Republic {1986)

three organizations mentioned in the submission, plus one,
a certain Eleni Messaritou, whose uncle was a missing per-
son, and whose name is not mentioned in the submission.

The said persons, whose names appear in the submission
to the Council of Ministers and Eleni Messaritou, were
eventually admitted in the PAC for enrolment as students,
on the basis of the above decision.

The applicants, filed the present recourses challenging
such decision as violating Articles 20, 6 and 28 of the
Constitution, as taken in abuse and or excess of power, as
violating the principle of equal treatment and the principles
of good administration and as being illegal and violating
vested rights of the applicants.

The respondents raised a preliminary objection that the
applicants did not possess a legitimate interst to pursue their
recourses.

Before embarking on this issue I wish to examine the
position of the interested parties, that is whether they be-
long to the special categories of persons for whom the su-
pemumerary places were created.

In this respect 1 find that interested party Messaritou,
whose name did not appear in the submission to the Coun-
cil of Ministers does not belong to any of the three cate-
gories. The reason that she was admitted is, as mentioned
in the decision of the Council of Ministers, that her uncle
is a missing person. It is obvious, however, from the con-
tents of the submission that the purpose was to benefit
daughters of missing persons and not other relatives. As
a result I find that this interested party does not belong to
the special categories of persons for whom the supemu-
merary places were created.

There is also another interested party, namely, An-
droulla Nassari, who was recommended for enrclment by
the Humanitarian Cases Service as belonging to the group
of persons whose parents were enclaved. It is, however,
stated in the submission that her parents were enclaved until
the 14th April, 1983, when they joined their children in
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the free areas of the Republic. Therefore, at the material
time she did not fall within the special category of persons
whose parents were enclaved.

Having explained the position of the interested parties
with regard to the special categories mentioned in the sub-
mission to the Council of Ministers, I come now to con-
sider the issue of legitimate interest. I shall deal first with
those of the interested parties who belong to the special
categories mentioned in the decision of the Council
of Ministers and I shall consider next the position of the
rest.

It was submitted by counsel for the respondents that the
applicants, not being members of any of the categories
for which the supernumerary places were created, do not
possess any legitimate interest, especially in view of the
fact that they cannot benefit from the annulment of the
sub judice decision.

Counsel for the applicants submitted that the fact that
the applicants took part in the entrance examinations and
had a claim for enrolment in the PAC was enough to vest
them with legitimate interest, making reference in this res-
pect to case No. 2314/1968 of the Greek Council of State
and also to other authorities.

In Greece, at a time, there was a tendency to give a
wider latitude to the notion of legitimate interest as far as
the moral part of it is concerned, which however was later
abandoned. As stated in Dactoglou, “General Administra-
tive Law” Vol. Cl1 pp. 259, 260:

«.. Thv dnokopiguwon vic Sicupuvrikic auviic Taoe-
we dnoteAel Towg A dnépaon nou bvayvipios of kébBe
6pBoboko xpiomiavd évopitn Tic MnTpondAewe ‘ABnvav
1O Evvopo ABikdG oupgpépov va npooBbAsr TAV éxhoyn
‘Apxieniokdnou "ABnvav. "AMG A TeAgutaia aiTh vo-
poroyia éykaraAeipBnke Gotepa aGnd Aiya xpévia xai
f BidTATa TOoG noAlrn, nold ivBiapépeTar yid TRV ThApn-
on Tol vopou xai Tv opdn Biaxeipion THc neprouaiac
Tol Snuoclou, Bév BewphBnxe nAéov BN Bepelidve
gvvouo oupgipov.»
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The English translation of which reads:

(... The peak of this widening tendency is perhaps
the decision which recognised for every christian of-
thodox parisher of the metropolis of Athens the moral
legitimate interest to challenge the election of the
Archbishop of Athens. But this last case law has been
abandoned after a few years and the attribute of a
citizen who is interested in the keeping of the law and
the proper administration of public property was no
longer considered as founding a legitimate interest.)

Also at pages 226 - 227 of the same book it is stated

that:

«"Av KUplOC OKONOc Tic dioiknTikic Sikaloolvne dtv
ATav i npooraola tod idiwtn, AMG /4 Siapiiabn e
vopipornrac TAc diokAoewe (6nwe ywvéTav  naAmd-
Tepa DEKTO), TOTE x@GBe noAitne Ba €ixe 76 Sikaiwpa
A xai TAv (NBikA TouAdyiotov) Unoxpéwon va npooBo-
Az ord dkaorhpla kabe nopdvopn ocupnepipopd THe O-
okfoswe. “Onwe dpwe napartnprbnke A5n, 6 vopobe-
TG oty Xwpa pac O6nwe Kai AGAdod, dnékAheioe Th ‘Aa-
iy Gywyny (actio popularis), ppoviovrac én 64 6dn-
yoloe omiv Uneppdprwon kai, TeAixd, napdlugn THC
BOIKNTIKAGC SIKAIOTOVIIC. ... i e e iaanns

MNéd va yive:r Aoindv nopadekty md oiton akupl-
oewe i md npooguyl S&v Apkei va ioxupiaBel & arTlv
6m 1 npooBaMlopévn npakn Biyer 16 yeviké, Snuodoio,
KOIVO KAN. cuu@épov, GAAd npénel va ioxupioBel euAo-
vyawc 811 | npdEn alm Biver Sikd Tou oup@ipovs.

The English translation of which is:

(If the main object of administrative justice was not
the protection of the individual, but the keeping of
the legality of the administration (as was accepted be-
fore), then every citizen would have had the right and
or (the moral, at least) duty to challenge in the courts
every unlawful conduct of the administration. But,
as it has already been observed, the legislator in our
country as well as elsewhere, has excluded the popular
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action (actio popularis), considering that it would have
led to the overburdening and, finally, the paralysis of
the administrative justice.

So, therefore, for an application for annulment or
for a recourse to become acceptable, it is not enough
for the applicant to contend that the act challenged
offends the general, public, common etc. interest, but

10 he must reasonably contend that the particular act
offends his own interest).

As to the modern trend concerning the notion of legiti-
mate interest we also read in the Conclusions from the Case
Law of the Greek Council of State (1929-1959) at p.

15 258 paragraph B ‘b’ the following:-

«... OUTw Biv vouiuonoieiTar mic npodc  npocBoliyv
npakewe, dodkic alm avrikeitar anAic eic TO ouppé-
pov TAC unnpeoiag § Eic Tac Gigncdgac Ty dpyavwav
autic SiotdEsic Xwpic va Biynrar cuykekpipévov oup-

20 eépov TOD aqitoUvroc npoownik@c: 1179(48). 'EAAsi-
Yel OUUEEPOVTOC npoownikol A ouykekpipyévou M ai-
o dxkupwoewc kabigrarar anapddekroc.»
The English translation of which is:

(.... Thus, no person has a legitimate interesst to
25 challenge an act if such act is simply contrary to the
interest of the service or the provisions regulating its
organisation, without a specific interest of the appli-
cant personally being affected: 1179/48. In the absence
of an interest personal or specific, the application for

30 annulment becomes unacceptable).

Also at page 260 paragraph (e) of the same book, it is
stated that:

«.. Kar' GAMnv Siatinworv, A airnoic dkupwoswe

fBswpeivar bnapddexkroc EéAAeiper gupgépovroc, dodkic

35 adTn oTpégerar kard npafewe fc f akdpwoic Siv B4
wyshion TOv aitolvra A D4 BAaywn adTov.»
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The English translation of which is:

(... In some other expression, the application for
annulment is considered unacceptable for lack of le-
gitimate interest, if it turns against an act the annul-
ment of which will not benefit the applicant or will
harm him).

See also Dactoglou, “General Administrative Law” Vol.
C 1, p. 228, paragraph 4. Our Court has adopted this line
of approach in the case of Loucas Savvides v. The Public
Service Commission (1985) 3 C.L.R. 1749.

The applicants in the present case took part in the en-
trance examinations but were not amongst those accepted
for enrolment in the order of success. It is, therefore, ob-
vious that the applicants could not be enrolled in the PAC
in the normal way, being supernumerous to the number
already fixed by the Council of Ministers.

The supernumerary places were created subsequently in
order to benefit certain classes of persons to which the
applicants do not belong and as a result they will not be-
nefit from a possible annulment of the sub judice decision,
since they cannot be enrolled in the PAC instead of the
interested parties.

With regard to case No. 2314/1968 of the Greek Coun-
cil of State, to which counsel for applicant referred, it is
differentiated from the present one in that the applicant
there claimed to belong to the same group of persons for
whom the supernumerary places were created, and, there-
fore, she was deemed as possessing a legitimate interest.

1, therefore, find on the basis of the above, that the ap-
plicants do not possess a legitimate interest to pursuc this
recourse against interested parties Maria Papadopoulou, Na-
talia Sarri, Joulia Economidou, Maria Kounnapi, Elena
Cosma, Eleni Kyriacou and Maria Koulia.

Concerning the interested parties Eleni Messaritou and
Androulla Nassari, as I have already found, they do not
belong to the special categories of candidates for whom the
supernumerary places were created.

It has been heid in the case of Christodoulou v. CYTA
1862
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(1973) 3 CL.R. 695, that the applicant who did not
possess the qualifications required for promotion had a
legitimate interest to challenge the promotion of a colleague
of hers, who, also, did not possess the said qualifications.
Although that case was decided on its own very special
circumstances it may be of some useful guidance in the
present case.

In the present case the enrolment of the two interested
parties must be assumed to have been made on other cri-
teria, outside the scope of the submission and the decision
of the Council of Ministers. Therefore, the applicants who,
also, did nct belong to the special categories, possess a
legitimate interest vis a vis these two interested parties.

Before concluding on the point of legitimate interest,
there is another question which I have to resolve, that is,
the question of the legitimate interest of Kyriaki Demetri-
ou, applicant No. 1 in Case No. 512/84. As 1 have been
informed by counsel, this applicant had applied for enrol-
ment in the teachers’ section only and not the Kinder-
garten's section of PAC, while interested party Nassari has
been accepted in the kindergarten’s section of PAC. It is,
therefore, obvious that this applicant does not possess a
legitimate interest vis a vis this interested party either and,
therefore, her recourse against such party fails.

1 am coming next to consider the position of all appli-
cants vis a vis Eleni Messaritou and of all applicants except
Kyriaki Demetriou vis a vis Androulla Nassari.

With regard to interested party Messaritou, it has been
submitted by counsel for the respondents that the recourse
of the applicants cannot succeed as far as her enrolment is
concerned because she had scored more marks in the exa-
minations than any of the applicants. I find myself unable
to agree with such submission. It is not a matter as to who
got better marks since the supermnumerary places were to
be filled from special categories and not in the ordinary
manner, [rrespective of whether or not the decision of the
Council of Ministers concerning the supernumerary places
was lawfully taken, a matter which I am not going to
examihe at the present stage, once this interested party did
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not belong to any of the categories which the said decision
intended to benefit, the part of the sub judice decision
concerning her enrolment is unlawful and in excess and
abuse of power (assuming that such power did exist) and
must, therefore, be annulled.

The same considerations apply in the case of the other
interested party, Androulla Nassari. Although she was placed
and classified in the submission under the category of per-
sons whose parents are enclaved, it is clearly stated therein
that her parents had come to the free area, in April, 1983,
that is long before the sub judice decision was taken, which
was in September, 1984, Besides, although immaterial as
stated earlier, this interested party had scored less marks
than any of the applicants. Therefore, the part of the sub
judice decision concerning the enrolment of this interested
party must, also be annulled, for the reasons stated above.

Although this disposes of the recourses, I wish to make
certain observations in these cases.

As I have pointed out in Loizidou v. The Republic (1983)
3 C.L.R. 1084 at p. 1090 in Greece the matter of admission
to the Teachers’ Training Academies is regulated by law.
It also emanates from the decision of the Greek Council of
State in Case 2314/68 that admission on the basis of spe-
cial criteria is also regulated by law (though the constitu-
tionality of such law has been questioned in that case). In
Cyprus there is no law or regulation providing for such
matters and the Council of Ministers vested itself with the
power of taking decisions on these matters. In the course
of argument in the present recourses reference has been
made to the provision of the European Social Charter (Ra-
tification) Law, 1967 (Law 64/67) and in particular sections
10 and 15.

Section 10 provides as follows:

«"ApBpov 10: Awaiwpa & énayyeAuartikiv  UETEK-
naideuav. Mpéc Tov okonov dnwe EEacpakicbn 1 npa-
YHatiky doxnoic toi Swkauoparoc & énayyeApoTikiy
pereknaibevowv, Td ZupBaAhdépeva Mépn  dvalopuba-
vouv THv Unoxpewoiv:

(1) 6nwc éEacpakodi A, aGvordywe TOV NEPINTH-
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cewv, BIEUKOAUVER A TEXVIKA Kai énoyyeApamiki £Kknai-
deuoic GnévTwv TV npoownwv, oupnepihapBavoptvav
Kai TOv cwparikde f Akdc OoTepolvTwy, and oup-
PWVOU HETA TOV ENAYYEARATIKGV Opyavidoswv Epyodo-
TV Kai épyalopévwv, kaBac kal  6nwc  xopnyodvTral
T4 péoo driva Ba émrtpénouv THv gigodov eic TAV &-
vwTépav TeXVIKAV £knaideuoiv kaBhc kai eic TV no-
VEMOTNUIGKAY TolalTny P& poOvov KPITAPIOV T4 ATOMIKG
npogdvra.»

The English translation of which is:

and

(For the purpose of securing the actual exercise of
the right for vocational training, the Contracting Parties
undertake the responsibility:

(1) to secure or, depending on the circumstances,
facilitate the technical and vocational training of all
persons, including those physically or mentally defi-
cient, by agreement with the professional organisa-
tions of employers and working persons, as well as to
provide the means which would allow entrance in the
higher technical and university education with the
only criterion the individual qualifications).

section 15:

<"ApBpov 15: Akaiwpa TdvV ocwpatnikdc f SiovonTi-
K@C UOTEPOUVTWY Npoownwv va TUxouv énayyeAuar-
KAC éknadeldoswe Kai £nayyeApaTikfic kai KOIVWVIKAC
avanpoaapyoync.

Mpoc Tov okondv énwe &EaopalioBi 1 npaypaTIKh
doknoic Tol dikaIWHATOC TOV CcwHATIKRCG A/ diavonT-
K@OC UCTEROUVTWY Npoownwy va TUXouv E£nayyeApaT
Khc éxknaideloewe kal £nayyeAuamikfc kal kowvwwvikic
avanpocappoyiic. Ta ZupBaAAdpeva Mépn dvahapBo-
vouv TRV UnoxXpéwoiv:

(1} 6nwe AdBouv Ta katdAAnAc pétpa iva TebBoiv
gic v SidBeawv TV EvBiagepoptvwv Td pEog €nay-
yeApaTikic éxknaibevoewe, &dv O napaoti avaykn,
Ta pETpa ToUuta 84 neplhapBaévouv kai eidika ibpupara,
gite dnuogia cite IBiwnka
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(2) énwc AdBouv Ta tvdebeiypéva péTpa  npoc &
Eelpeov anaoxolfjocwe Btd Ta owpankdc OOTEpOOVTA
npoowno xai idia ptow eidikdv Unnpeciv £lpEoEWC
épyaoiac, Onwc naployouv duvaréTnTOC NPOCTATEUO-
pévne danaoxoAficewce Kai AGBouv Td katdAAnha pérpa
npoéc nporponAv TV £pyodotwv Gnwc npogAauBavouv
oWYATIKAOC UOTEPOUVTA npocwna.»

The English translation reads:

(Section 15: The right of physically or mentally de-
ficient persons to have professional training and pro-
fessional and social rehabilitation.

For the purpose of securing the actual exercise of
the right of physically or mentally deficient persons to
have professional training and professional and social
rehabilitation, the Contracting Parties undertake the
responsibility:

(1) to take suitable steps so as to place at the dis-
posal of those interested the means for professional
training, and if necessary, those steps will include spe-
cial institutions, either public or private.

(2) to take proper steps to find employment for
physically deficient persons, and especially through
special services for finding employment, to provide
possibilities for protected employment and take suit-
able measures urging employers to engage physically
deficient persons.)

There is no doubt that by the ratification of the European
Social Charter a duty is imposed upon the contracting
States to take steps for the implementation of such provi-
sions. Concerning however the admission to Higher Edu-
cational Institutes of persons belonging to the categories
contemplated by the Charter it should be regulated by
law or regulations and equal chances should be given to
all persons, belonging to such classes. The arbitrary selec-
tion of specific persons on the basis of special criteria with-
out affording a similar chance to-all other persons satisfying
the same criteria is not in accordance with the principles
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of good administration and it makes it impossible for the
Court to exercise control on such selection.

In the resuit recourse No. 512/84 succeeds, with regard
to applicant 1, Kynaki Demetriou, against interested party
Messaritou alone, and fails against all other interested par-
ties. The claims of applicants Nos. 2 and 3 in the same
recourse, that is Laoura Costa and Sophia Joannou, succeed
against interested parties Messaritou and Nassari and fail
against all other interested parties.

Similarly, recourse No. 535/84 of applicant Andriani
Constantinou succeeds against interested parties Messaritou
and Nassari and fails against the remaining interested par-
ties.

In the result a declaration is made annulling the sub
judice decision to the extent mentioned hereinabove. No
order for costs.

Sub judice decision annulled
to the extent mentioned above,
No order as to costs.
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