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30 Iavovaplow 1991
[XPYZOZTOMHZ, A.]
THE CYPRUS POTATO MARKETING BOARD,

Evdyovres,

V.

COBELFRET RO-RO SERVICES N.V. AND OTHERS,

Evayouévay,
(Yrd0son Navtobuxeiov ag. 145/89).

Atxovouia Nevtodweiov — Emidoom extés dixaobooias — Altnom

v axvowa exdofévios sratdyuarog yux vtoxatdotatn exidoom
ext05 Suwanodooiag xou avaotoiif mig Stadixacias — Prjtpa Stxa-
obooiag aliodomol Sweaoingiov otn goprwtiky —  Forum
conveniens — IoyvoLouds yia prj xATn xar Bdixpwv arxoxdimim
TwY YEYOVOTwV.

Awaidooia — Prftpa duixmodooias aidodanoy Suaompiov — Ioyv-

OLOUGS Yior Qvaipeat] Tng ue petayevéotepn ouupwvia — Hpdwpo
va ano@aotoBel 1o Béua xwpis va axovolel papTupia xal yivovy
eVt OyeTixd.

Me v aywy) Toug oL evayovies Tntoloay and Toug EvayOpe-
voug £2.040 amolnumoeig yia eAhewppatiny rnopddoon goptiov
TATOTDV, TOU 0L EvayOpevoL eiyav avardfer va petagpépovv and
v Kimpo otnv Ayyria. Me povouepn (ex parte) aitnon tovg oL
eviyovieg hipav dudtaypa Tov Awkogmnpioy yuo umoxatdotaty
entdoon tov xAntnpiov evtdipatog extdg dixawodoolag oto BEL-
o, 6mou fitav 1 édpa Twv evayopfvwv, oL omoiol ue aitnor toug
Citnoav tnv axipwon Tov &v Adyw Sordypatog koL tng duvipes
avtol npaypatonowmBeioag exidoong, kal Sudtaypa avooTohis Tng
Sdwaduraotog. H alton Paciobmre ot woyvplopoig 6T bev elye ano-
*aAvplel 010 Axaomiplo 61 vRYigxe pitea duxarodooiag aihoda-
nol duxaotnpiov (tov Beyiov) atn pogretixt xaw 6Tt 1o Atxagty-
po dev frav forum conveniens.

O evayovieg wuotodmxay 6T 1 o nive Titea Suxawodooiag
v Belyuxdv Swoaotnolov elxe avalpebel pe petayevéotepn ovp-
povia Tov duadlxwy Tov xabope oav aguodia 1o Ayyixd 1 Ku-
nELaxa Aaotiou xat'emhoy Twv evaydviwy.

AropaoicBnxe 1t

(a) EVOYEL TOU LoxXUpLopot YUt PETAYEVECTERT TURPWVIQ KOV
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avaipouoe v PNTEA duxanodoosiag o QoPTWTLKY, fTtav Tedweo
va artogaoiobel 1o Béua g Sixawodooiag xwols va éxev axovodel
pogtuple xar va £xouv Yivel EUOHUATA OXETWXG pe TOv eV Adyw
woxupwopd. Twa tov ido AGyo, dev unripxe eoxeppévn tpoondfea

Tapamhdviiong 1oV Awaotigiov xau y'avtd dev evotafoloe 0§
LOYUQWOROS TEQL un asoxkdhuvymg.

(B) To Awaomipo fray forum conveniens, SioTt oL eviryovreg
foav oy KOmpo xau 1 paptugia foioxdtay oty Kingo xaw ooy
Ayyhia, evd 1o Bélywo dev eixe wamud oxtom pe v vmoBeom,
TEQAV TOV OTL O EVOYOPEVOL g0 EXEL TNV 6500 TOVS. 10

H aithon amopgiptme ue (Eoda.
YnoOtoews mov avapéoBmay:
Altobeiqui v. M/V Nada and Another (1985) 1 C.L.R. 543

Cyprus Potato Marketing Board v. Primlaks and Another (No. 93/89 15
dated 28.3.90)

Ellinger v, Guinness, Mahon & Co [1939] 4 AIl ER. 16-

Jadranska Slobodpa Plovidba v. Photos Photiades & Co (1965) 1
C.LR. 58

Sonco Canning Limited v. Adriatica (1972) 1 C.LR. 210¢

The Eleftheria [1969] 2 All ER. 641- 20

MacShannon v. Rockware Glass Ltd [1978] A.C. 795-

Katarina Shipping Inc. v. Ship "Poly" (1978) 1 C.L.R. 271"

Anagnostou v. Ship “Holeor I" (1981) 1 C.L.R. 461.

Aitnon.

Altnon and toug evayopévoug Ag. 1 yua axdpwon tng 25
GFELOG VLA VITOXATAOTOTY £NidOON EWdonoinong kAmmpiov
EVIOAATOS OTOVG OLTNteg ®afmg emiong tov ¥Aninglov
EVTGAUATOS XAt TNV €Tidoon o' QUTOUg TG OXETIXNG EL80-
TOiNoNG OV AXOAOUBNCE.

A. Xafapds, yio. Toug aIntég - evayopévoug 1. 30

L Iwmavvidng, via K. Ivitavo, yiuo Toug Xed' @V 1 aitno.

Cur. adv. vuit.
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XPYZOZTOMHZ, A. aviyvmos tnv axéiovdn anéga-
on. Me tnv vnd xpion aitnon ov avtntég-evayouévol 1 mov
elvar Bedywin etanpeia xar ovvidlontiiteg tov evayopevoy
nhoiov Thomas Wehr, Tnroly oo 10 Aaotiplo va axv-
QWUEL TNV GdeLx Y vmoxatdotatn enidoon ewdontoinong
®amenpiov evidipatog otovg aurmtés oto BELYLo, NUEQON.
18.10.89, ®abwg emiong 1o ¥ANTNELO EVIAAUG XOL TNV £TTi-
doomn o' aUTolg TG oYETLXNG ELdooinang Tov axoAOVBCE.
Enuxougixd ov autnuég Entolv avaotorf tng SiXaoTtuxig
duaduxaociag.

H aywyh xataxwenfnxe otig 7.8.89 and to Zvpfotilo
Eumogiag ITaratwv KUmpoy evaviiov Twv auTroy, TV
MV ouvvidlonTNTdv Tov TAoioV, ®aBmdg Hol evavtiov
TOV WAOLOV, pe TNV omoia GELOVY amtd TOUg EVaYOUEVOUS
£2,040 amolnuudoelg yio eEAAEyupaTixt tapddoon gogriov
ToTaTwV XM yia afEtnon cuppwviag VaUAOUETAPOQAg
KA yuo apérelo xauf yia abétnon oupBotwg petogo-
Q4g xal/M yia aBétnomn oupguviag yLe TOANGN ELTOQEVIA-
TWOV XA Y0 TdMELa o/ yia xhomt gogtiov.

Eival 0 woxuowonog twv evaydviev 6TL oL QLTnteg ®ol
Ol EVOYOpRevoL 2 avahafayv Baogl ogTwTixfg, va LETAPE-
QOUV g TO TAO{0 ToVg 88740 0Gx0OVG TATATES QTG TO ALUG-
Vi NG Adovaxag o1o Audvi Rochester tng Ayyliag ®aw 1L
oTis 26.4.88 10 @optio auTd Qoprwbme oto mAoio, 6tav
opwg £@tace oto Rochester duamiotddne mwg 340 odrot
TQTATES EAEWTAV KO/ XATAOTRAPNKAV KON HAGTHAY.

O mpwrog Adyog mavew gtov omoio Pacitetoan m vné
®pton aitnom, gival mwg oL Evayovieg SEv AOXGAVPAV TN
POPTWTIKY TAvw otnv ool otnpitouv v aywyn Toug
®oL 1 omoia JEQLEXEL 600 OTL omoladnmote dlagpopd mov
eyeigeTaL PE Baaon tn poQTwTLX cuty Bt amoQaoiletol oty
WO OOV O UETAQPOQEAG £XEL TO XEVIQO TWV EQYOOLDV
TOU XOL O VOUOG TG YOS exeivig B0 epapuoletal extog
av mpofieneran SrapogeTind otn goptwrik. O deltegog
AGYOg eival 611 To AaotiELo oTeQEiTaL SIXALOSOTING KoL
0 TEiTOG OTL TO ALXOOTHQLO TOUTO dEV Eival POQENS EUKO-
Alag (forum conveniens).

93



Xpvoooropys, A. Potato Marketing Board v. Cobelfret (1991)

"Ooov agopd Tov TEWTo AGYO, Eival 1 eLoffynan Tov di-
KYOQOU TV QLTITWY AW TO AXAOTQLO TTREMEL VO TTPO-
Bel otnv artovpevn axvQWon ENEWN Oev EYLVE TANENG KAl
ELLLXOLVIG QUTOXGA VYN TV YEYOVOTWV CUUPOVA UE TO
ontoia 10 Awaotiglo exoieito vo aoxfoer Tn duaxpirikn
TOV EVYEQELD.

Avantioooviag TNV ELOTIYNoT TOV 0 Sny6Qog TwV au-
MWy ava@épbnie oto axdiovbo amdonaopa and TV
vn6Beon Altobeiqui v. M/V Nada and Another (1985) 1
CLR 543, otn o€A. 557:

"In the present case there was no full and frank
disclosure of all relevant facts in the affidavit filed in
support of the application for leave to issue¢ and serve
notice of the writ out of the jurisdiction. That is to my
mind sufficient on the authority of the Hagen case (supra)
to discharge the order, as there ought to have been stated
several facts including a clear reference to the foreign
jurisdiction clause contained in the relevant Bill of Lading
and to the fact that the case had no connection
whatsoever with Cyprus."

Eniong avagéphme otnv vndbeon The Cyprus Potato
Marketing Board v. Primlaks & Another, AQ. 93/89, nue-
Qop. amopaang 28.3.90, 6mov otn oeh. 7 0 Awootig %. Ni-
¥NTOG avagepEL Ta axndrovda:

"TIgénel va vmopvnoBel edmd 6tu mAnBog amogdoswv
xaOégwoe v agyn OTL o€ aLTHOELS YLa ENidoon extog
duralodoaoiag vepictatar vroyfwan yia elhxouvi asto-
KAAVYM SAV TWV ONUAVTIXOV OTOLEIV e Bdon Ta
omoia To SuaoTioLo Ba kANBEL V& aoUAOEL TN OLOAKOLTL-
®) eEovoio mov £xEL oto npoxeipevo. H raison d' etre
TOV ®avova eival OTL 1 enidoon aywyng extdég dunaiodo-
olag BewQEITAL XATA XAITOLO TEOTO EMEUBACT OV KV-
oLayia EEvou nodtoug xaL n évvola Tng afoogoociivig
ot duebveic oyeoelg (comitas) emBaiiel oo nuedasd.
KO TAQLO TEOooEXTIKT eEétaon xdBe meQimtwang xat
TLOTH CUPUOQPWOTN RS TOUG KAVOVES OV KAOLOTOVV
eTLTREn Ty v emidoon. George Monro Lid v. American
Cyanamid Corporation [1944} K.B. 432, 437, The Brado
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1AAA. Potato Marketing Board v. Cobelfret Xguoooropiis, A.

[1949] A.C. 326, 357 xav The Siskina v. Distos Compania
Naviera §.A. [1979] A.C. 210, 254. TTagepumurtoviws, 1
ap)f 7oV ENLTAooEL TNV TaQadeon TV OVOLUOTIRAY TTE-
QLOTATLXMY £XEL EVRUTEQN EPAQUOYY KL HOAUITTEL ATV
TOV EOCEWV AL OAEG TIG MEQUITTWOELS QLTHOEWV
XwEig ®otvomoinon otov aviidwo. The Hagen [1908-
1910] All ER. Rep. 21, The Andria [1984] 1 All ER.
1126 now Altobeigui v. M/v Nada & Another [1985] 1
C.L.R. 543. O\ Dicey & Morris "The Conflict of Laws"
éxdoon 1980 topog 1 gedr. 197 avapéQouV ETTLYQQUNOTL-
%@ 7L TOV BEpaTOg:

* Since the application for leave is made ex-parte a full
and fair disclosure of all relevant facts ought to be made."

O duuny6p0g TV X0 wv N aitnon-evaydviwv avogéQ-
6me otov K.24 1ov Kavivov tov Avotdtov Axaotn-
plov, Awaiodooia Navrodukelov xar vmoothiplEe nv
aroym mwg dev frav avayxalo va avagebel oty QopTw-
TV o xaw 0 K24 dd yua pagrugia, 1 ontoia progel va
elvar omowadritotre pogrupia otnv €voprn SMiwan mov
VITOOTNQRILEL TNV QiTNoT, IOV VO ONOXGAUTTEL EX TTQWTNG
SPews voleomn. AxoA0VBwWS elomyiBnMe Twe av TO ALka-
OTNELO HOLVEL TG N POPTWTLKY EMQOENE V& avapeQDEl, ToTE
Ui TETOL TTaQdAELYM otd wovn tng dev ouviotd A6yo
axvQWoNg, yiati o evéiyovieg dev elxav xamd mpdBeon 1
A6yo vo eEamatioovv 1o Awaotiglo. Auti M ewonfynon
vitootngitetar and tnv vndbeon Ellinger v Guinness,
Mahon & Co [1939] 4 All E.R. 16, 6mov atn oeA. 17 avagé-
povTaL To axdAoVBQ:

"... Non-disclosure of a material fact on the ex parte
application is not in itself sufficient ground for setting the
order aside. There must be an attempt to deceive the
court."

AVOAUTIXOTEQD O dLNYdQOg twv ®ab' wv n aitnon avd-
QEQE TTWG 0 6O TNG PORTWTIXNG YLO CURPWVIUEVN dunat-
odooia, dev WIToQEl va Loy UoEL, agpov avalgeital atd GAAo
0QO OV £YLVE ATOBEXTOS QT TOVG ALTNTEG LECK TWV AVTL-
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npoodnwv tovg otnv Kimpo, Bdoel tov onoiov ot mepi-
TTwoM dLagpopds Ta AyyAurd xat/f Kumptaxd Awootiouw,
™ emhoyi tov ZupBoviiov, Ba £xouv TNV amoxAewoTiki
aguodoTnTa yia tnv exdinaon tétolwv dagogdv. Avti
exdox1| avagégetal aTnv Evooxn dMiwon tov Maplov Op-
gavidn, Sxnydpov, Tov vrootnEilel TNV EvoTaom 1oV Zup-
BovAiov, otV omoia EMOUVAGPENKAV XL T OYETWME €Y-
YOOQQ IOV TNV VIootneitouy.

Evve:rwg £V GYEL TOV YEYOVOTOG TG EXTOS aItd TOV
6po mepl ovppownuéwns dwxatodoolag otn qoog'cwtmﬂ
Und@xu KO am.og OULPWVNULEVOS 600G ue Baon TaMI0
Tave £yyoaa, ®oivew Twg oL xad' wv N aitnon dev eixav
RAVEVA AGYO VO OTTOKQUYOUV OROMUUC. OO TO AKAOTIQLO
10 OYETWG 600 TN POQTWTINAG, YLoti Eival xaBad max
BaciCovial gTo oUUPYNUEVO TTOLWY TNV £XO00M Thg PopTW-
wxfg 6po meQi dumarodooiog twv Kumpuaxwv Awmaotn-
Qlwv.

O devtegog AGyog agoQd Tov LoXVRLONG Tepl EAAEYNG
dxaodooiag Tov Aaotneiov autol Adyw tng UmaQENS
TOV oVaQeQDEVTOG ELG TN POQTWTILKY GOV TIERL CUUPWVN-
uevng duxatodooiag aihodomot Awactngiov. To Oéua
TOUTO QvaITTUXOMHE Ao TO StuNydQO TV ALTNTOV CGE GUV-
dvaopud HE tov tRito Adyo mov a@opd to forum
conveniens.

Zrig evOEroug MMAwoeLg Tov Zipov IMamaddroviov wou
uooTnEifouv v vnd xelon aitnon, avagégetal extog
TOV AWV, TWG OL QLINTES £x0UV 1O KEVIQO TNG EMLYELQL-
o1¢ Tovg 6T0 BEAYLO ®aL ROG OAOL OL LGQTURES OYETLKG PE
Y EXQOQTWon Tov @optiov foloxoviar otnv Ayyhia.
AxOUa avapEQEL TTWS emég a6 10 ROOTOG YI0 VoL TOELSED-
gouV oL UAETVEES OUToL 0TV KUIEo KAl va pogtughioovy,
oL aLTnTég Sev £XOUV TN duvatoTNTa vo Toug EEavayrdoovy
va éABouv gtnv Kimpo, evéd aviifeta Wtogovv va Toug
VIEOYQEMUOUV VA TTAQOVOLACTOUY EVAITLOV TWV AYYALADV
Awaotnoiwv. Eniong yivetal o loyvolopds o av unhpke
apéAela, OV oL autnués opvouviar, auth Ba mpémer va
EAGPE XWEO OTO Adve TNG EXQOQTWONG HaL Ot oTnv
Ko ®ot 6t 10 avirelpevo g aywyls TQoéxuye xal
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1A.AA. Potato Marketing Board v. Cobelfret Xguoogtopis, A.

neplopiletal eite otmv Ayyhia eite oto Béiyio xav O
atnv Kimpo. Téhog avagégetal mwg To x00T0g YL VO €A-
Bouv paerugeg oty Kumgo Ba eivar peyaiitego and tmy
anaitnon.

'‘Ooov agopd ToV LOYXLEWOUG TG TO AAOTHOWO TG
Kinpov dev amoterel 1o forum conveniens xav tn Oéom
TEQL avagTortis NG Sixaotikiis duadixaniag, o StxnyoQos
TV uTnTov  avagipdnre ot unoBéoslg Jadranska
Slobodna Plovidba v. Photos Photiades & Co (1965) 1 CLR
58, Sonco Canning Limited v. "Adriatica” (1972) 1 CLR
210, The Eleftheria [1969] 2 All E.R. 641, MacShannon v.
Rockware Glass Ltd[1978) A.C. 795, na GhAeg.

2ty unéBeon Jadranska Slobodna Plovidba v. Photos
Photiades & Co (ovotépw), otn oeh. 69, avogépbnxav ta
axoAovBa:

"On the authorities there is & prima facie presumption
that the Court will insist on the parties honouring their
bargain in cases where they have agreed that all disputes
arising under a contract should be determined by a
foreign court. The court will, however, consider whether
there are sufficient grounds for displacing this prima facie
presumption so as to entitle the parties to take advantage
of the jurisdiction of the court. Such a presumption may
be displaced on good and sufficient reasons (The
Fehmarn, ibid. at page 337). It should be observed that in
the Fehmarn case the shipowners moved the Court (a) to
set aside the writ for want of jurisdiction; and (b)
alternatively, to stay the proceedings, on the ground that
by the contract the parties had agreed that all disputes
arising under it should be judged in the U.S.S.R.; and it
was held that (a) the Admiralty Court had jurisdiction;
and (b) the Court should not exercise its discretion to
stay the proceedings."

Eniong otnv Sonco Canning Limited v. Adriatica (avw-
1E0Ww) ava@ioovtal Ta axdiovba o ogh. 213:

"It is now well settled that the burden of showing strong
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cause why an agreement to refer disputes to a foreign
Court should not be observed, and why the Court's
discretion should not be exercised in favour of such a
stay, is upon the plaintiff. In exercising such discretion,
the Court must take into account all the circumstances of
the particular case, including in what country the
evidence on the issue of facts is situated or more readily
available and the effect of that on the relative
convenience and expense of trial as between Cyprus and
foreign Courts."

Ty vndbeon The Eleftheria (avwtépw), oTn geM. 645, 0

Aootig Brandon J. ouvopifes tn voulxh Béon et Tou 0¢-
LQTOS WG €&

“The principles established by the authorities can, I
think, be summarised as follows: (I) where plaintiffs sue
in England in breach of an agreement to refer disputes to
a foreign court, and the defendants apply for a stay, the
English court, assuming the claim to be otherwise within
its jurisdiction, is not bound to grant a stay but has a
discretion whether to do so or not. (II) the discretion
should be exercised by granting a stay unless strong cause
for not doing so is shown. (III) The burden of proving
such strong cause is on the plaintiffs. (IV) In exercising
its discretion, the court should take into account all the
circumstances of the particular case. (V) In particular, but
without prejudice to (IV), the following matters, where
they arise, may properly be regarded: (a) In what country
the evidence on the issues of fact is situated, or more
readily available, and the effect of that on the relative
convenience and expense of trial as between the English
and foreign courts; (b) Whether the law of the foreign
court applies and, if so, whether it differs from English
law in any material respects; (c) With what country either
party is connected, and how closely; (d) Whether the
defendants genuinely desire trial in the foreign country,
or are only seeking procedural advantages; (¢) Whether
the plaintiffs would be prejudiced by having to sue in the
foreign court because they would - (i) be deprived of
security for that claim, (ii) be unable to enforce any
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1A.AA.  Potato Marketing Board v. Cobelfret Xguoootopis, A.

judgment obtained, (iii) be faced with a time-bar not
applicable in England, or (iv) for political, racial,
religious or other reasons be unlikely to get a fair trial.”

'‘Ocov agopd v gugltepn Sioxpitixy durarodooic
AVQOTOANS JTPOG TO OXOTO AOPUYNG UdLXIGS OE GUYXEXQL-
névn undBeon, 10 Bagog To PEQEL O EVAYOUEVOG O OTTOLOG
OQEIAEL vO LKOVOTIOLNoEL dvo mpoimobioely Omwg TG
npoodidploe o  Awactic  Diplock  otnv undbeon
Macshannon v. Rockware Giass Ltd (avwtégw), 0oV ot
oeh. 812 avagEQeL:

"(2) In order to justify a stay two conditions must be
satisfied, one positive and the other negative: (a) the
defendant must satisfy the court that there is another
forum to whose jurisdiction he is amenable in which
justice can be done between the parties at substantiaily
less inconvenience or expense, and (b) the stay must not
deprive the plaintiff of a legitimate personal or juridical
advantage which would be available to him if he invoked
the jurisdiction of the English court.”

Me fdon TNV o Tdve VopoAoyia Tou viofetd, pEAE-
TNOQ TV EVAITLO POV RAQTVOLN TTOV gival VIO pop@n) evo-
XV MADOEWY HAL TA OYETLXA £YYQOQQA TTOV £TLoVvapon-
XOV OF QUTH XKoL XATAANEQ 0T0 GUUTEQUOMC TTwg dev Ba
TEENEL va aTopoolodel To Bépa tng duxalodooiag ToU Av-
KOOTNEIOV TOUTOU 0f QUTO TO aQyixd OTddLo, YwQls va
QXOVOW TEQUATEQW UOQTUQIR %QL TTATIQN EMLYELONIATOAO-
yia enti tov Bépuatog, xabwg entong xal va mEofid ot eV~
HOTE YLQ VA XOTEAME® WG QO TO TTOLOG WiId TOUS dVo
TUYY.QOUOUEVOVS 0QOVG TEQL CULGVNUEVNG dirarodooiag
UITEQTEQEL.

Emi tov Bepatog tovtov vioBetw T axdiovba mou
avagépBmav oty vnobeon Katarina Shipping Inc. v. Ship
"Poly” (1978) 1 CLR 271, atn o€l 284:

"I would reiterate once again, that it is not proper to
set aside the writ of summons at this preliminary stage of
the hearing, without hearing on oath all parties
concerned, and with this in mind the action should

99



Xgvooovopns, A. Potato Marketing Board v. Cobelfret {1991)

proceed in the usual way; and at the appropriate time,
when the pleadings would be closed and all the facts
during the hearing would be ascertained, due
consideration would be given to all arguments, or indeed
to any further arguments, ....."

Emtiong oxetunn pe v mQOOLYyton auth eivol ®at 1
un6Beon Anagnostou v. Ship "Holeor I (1981) 1 CLR 461.

EEétaoa ertiong to Bépa tov forum conveniens, aveE@Q-
mra wid to Béua tng ovpupwvnuevng diuxarodoaoiag, 6ol
%OL V@ Elval ®oL XOTAANEQ 010 CUUITEQOONA TG TO ALXQ-
otipLo Tovto eivon to forum conveniens yut ToVg OXOAOU-
Bovug Adyovg:

Ou evaryovreg eivar Kumpuaxt) ETOLOELR XAl AoRODY TIG
gpyaoieg tovg oty Kungo. Me to Béhyo dev £x0uv napit
oxfan. Ta gUTOQEVUOTA POOTHONMAY GTO TAOLO TWV QLTN-
TOV 010 Apdve g Adpvarag xal Eepogtdbnuay oto Al-
uave Rochester tng Ayyhiag. H gogtotinf exdobnxe and
EXTTQOOWIIOVG TwV ALtV oty Kimpo xal o 6pog mept
oUUPWVNUEVNG dLrarodooiag oe avti agopd 1o Bélylo,
nov 8ev Qa mpEme va €xEL XauLd oxéon Ue Th pogrupia
7OV URGRYEL TEOBEON va mpoaaydel Goov agopd Ty VN6
®oton véfeon. Zinv Kumpo meéret va undoyel puaotupia,
®0Bwg emiong xalL mbavo otnv Ayyila, av exel eneovvépn-
oav Ol TaABAoELg TTOU LY VEILOVIUL OL EVAYOVTEG.

ZUVETQG, TO BEPa TN TQOCUYWYNS HOQTURIaS oUTd TNV
Ayyiia, av 8o ypelaotel, aviluetoiCeTal ®atd tov idlo
16RO, &ite M exdinaon g vdbeong yiver oto BEhylo eite
otnv Kimpo, pe tn dagogd 6t otnv Kumgo ta éE0da Ba
elvon Avyotepa. To idro umopel va ewtwdel xaL yua tnv Ay-
yAalQ.

I'ia Ghovg TOUE Lo TV AGYoUs 1 aiTtnom wtoQQImTE-
TaL Pe €50da €15 BAQOS TWV QLTNTWV.

Ta €Eodo va vtohoyiotolv aitd tov [TpwtoxoAANTY.
H aitnon arogointetar ue €Eoda.
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