(1993)
26 Pefigovapiov, 1993

[AQIZOY, I1., AHMHTPIAAHZ, ZTYAIANIAHZ, KOYPPHZE, INAIIA-
AOTIOYAOZ, XATZHTZAITAPHZ, IIOI'IATZHE, XPYZOZTOMHE,
NIKHTAZ, APTEMHZ, KQNZTANTINIAHZE, Afotéc]

ANA®OPIKA ME THN AITHZH TOY AHMHTPAKH XA-
TZHZABBA, AITIO THN ITEPIZTEPQNA KAI TQPA YIIO
KPATHZH =TIZ KENTPIKEZ ®YAAKEZ, T'1A AAEIA NA
KATAXQPIZEI AITHZH I'lA EKAOZH ENTAAMATOZ THX
®YZHZ HABEAS CORPUS KAI CERTIORARI

KAl

ANA®OPIKA ME THN ATIOPAZH TOY AIEY®YNTH $Y-
AAKON, ME HMEPOMHNIA 18 ZEIITEMBPIOY, 1992, NA
MHN EIIITPEWEI THN ATIO®YAAKIZH TOY EN AOI'Q2 AH-
MHTPAKH XATZHZABBA.

(IToAdvtinri Eqpeon Ag. 8804)

ITgovoutaxd FEvrdAuara — Habeas Corpus — Aev ypetdierai ddewa tov
Atxaomngiov yua v urofoli aitnoms — Aftnon yia yoeiynon tétot-
ag Gdeiag eival HATaL) XL YOPIC AVIIXEEVO XOL CITOTEAEL OUOLWST)
Siuxovouxr mapdfaon ot falud mov va elvat dxuen et v agx.

ITgovouuand EvidApara — Agv Wrdgxovy Sueovopixol xavoviouot mov
va Stémovv Ty urofol oxeTidv aitrioewy — To Avidtaro Awact)-
oto e Kimgov and v avebagmnoia xai peténaita axolovOnoe bi-
HOOTIXT TOaX TLxn) avadoyn, addd Gyt TauToomun, LE TNV TQAXTIXY oy
ToOEBAETLY Ot AyyALxol Stadtxaotixol xavoviouoi oL v avesap-
oia.

O epeceiwv eixe Boedel £voxog povov ex moouehétng 1o elye Ha-
Taduacbel amd 1o Kaxovgyodureio Acurwolag ae mowt) guidniang
S fiov. Agxud Tou eixe nowvorownBel 6T, pe faon toug Tegi do-
v (Fevixoi) Kavoviopovg Ba amohivétay otig 18.9.92. Trv nuéga
exeivn duwg o AleuBuvric tav dukaxmv dev TEoEBN otV amGhuar
TOU EQECEiOVTa, PETE OT6 Yvopdrevom Tov Fevixol Ewoayyehéa, STun
OYETIXRT MEGvOLY oToUG Mo dvew Kavoviopotg ftav aviife pe tig
Teovoieg Tov Mowviro Kmdina ®ou pe 1ov e50uo1080TLnd vopo Tegi
Mewogyiog otig dukoxéc, Kep. 286 nou N. 85/83. O egeoeiov viéfa-
hg povopegn altnon yua xo@irymaom aderag yia xataydonon aitmong yna
£xdoom moovouLaxol evidiuatoc Habeas Corpus, To mpmtddixo
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1 AAA. Anunrpanns X Eaffo

Auraotiglo, agol eEftace Tnv ovoia TNE aitnong, v OREQQWYE,
OLOTL Expuve &1L Sev eixe xataderyDel ex TEwING GYen vtdbeon mov
v Suranoroyel Ty ooy Gdelag yio TV mtaqunon aitnong yur
&x600n evidiipatog Habeas Corpus.

ATopaoiafme ott:

Tty vitofoin aitnong yua éviahipa Habeas Corpus soapia
adeLa dev Nrav MOTE, 08 OhN TV PaxQaiwvn LoToRia TOU EVIGANRTOC
QUTOU, avayxaia, Yie 10 1eodnio Aoyo 6t n altnon yuo tnv eheube-
pia tov atopov dev vofarheTaL VoTEQR oo Gdewa. H povouepng
aiInon, oIV TeQoVoU KEQLATWO, Tay ndtaln, ¥wois xaviva xon-
OLILO OXOTUO ®OL OUVLOTOVOE HLXOVO XY Tepdfaom mou fTay ouotw-
ong o ®eBiotovoe Ty altnon dxvgn and v apyn. Katd ouvé-
RELQ 1) (lTNON, KO RATEMEXTRON 1) EPECT, ETQENE vt QTOQQLpBOTV
KwQig eEéraan g ovalog.

H épean amogoligpinxe.

Yrnobéoels mov avagéoinxav:

Hadjisavvas v. Republic (1988) 2 C.L.R. 37

Ramadan v. Electricity Authority of Cyprus 1 R.5.C.C. 4%
Vassiliou v. Disciplinary Committees (1979) | C.L.R. 46
In re Frangos (1981) 1 CL.R. 691

Frangos v. Medjcal Disciplinary Board (1983) 1 C.L.R. 256
Christofi v. Iacovidou (1986) 1 C.L.R. 236

Kyriakides v, The Republic 1 R.S.C.C. 66

Schmuel v. The Officer in Command, illegal Jewish Immigrants Camp,
Karaolos VIll C.L.R. 158"

Berenger v. Goburdhum {1986] L.R.C. (Cost) 707
In re Kakos (1985) 1 C.L.R. 25C-

AvOipou (1991) 1 A.AA. 41.
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Anunroaxns X "Eafpa (1993)
‘Egeon.

Egeon aitd 1ov aitnTh xatd mg and@oons AtXaot! Tov Ave-
Tatov Awaotnpiov Kumgov (Twifg, A) mov d60nHe ot 9
OxtwBolov, 1992 (Ap. Altnong 134/92) ue v omoia 1 aitnon
TOU YLO YoQiynon ddelag v rOTOXmQNoeL aitnon yuo éxdoon
evidipatog Habeas Corpus xat Certiorari amoQoiqOnxe.

Xp. ITovpyovpidns pe A. Xewicova, ywo tov Egeoetovia - avent.

_ - - - Cur. adv, vuit.

AN, AOTZOY, T1.: Trv opdgpuvn ATOQaon Tou Ataatneiou
Ba 60eL 0 Awaotig % A.T. Zruhavidng.

ZTYAIANIAHZ, A.: O avtnmig pe povopeen aitnon Tritnoe tig
Lo #nGvoy Bepateies:

“(o) Adeva yua va xataywenBei aitnom ywa Eviaipa tng QU-
ocwg Habeas Corpus wou Certiorari yia TOQAAOUTY 010
AvOTATO AXAOTHOLO KoL AXVEWOoN NG andpaang Tov
AlgvBuviov duioanamv muegounviag 18/9/1992 pe v
OTOLe amOpaon ouvexitetol magdvoua 1 xedInon tov
oty otlg Kevipurég PuAaxES,

B) Avtaypo dwatdoogov tov Agvbuviry Pviaxav dmowg
agnhoel ehevBego Tov autnTi.”

Katd tnv axgdaar T altnong eveomiov Ataatt Tov Avetd-
TOV ALXQoTNQion, 0 SLxNyOQ0S TOU EQPECEIOVIQ OVENTUEE ETTLYEL-
QNUATOAOYIO [e GROMS VA LXOVOTTOMTEL TO ALXOOTNQLO OTL €RQE-
1te va S0Bel AdELY YLO KATOXMQLOT Al TNONG YLQ TV EXDOON EVIQA-
patwyv tng guoews Habeas Corpus xau Certiorari.

To MEWTOdKO AxaoTiQLo amMOPAcLoe OTL O epeoelwy dev
anédetEe ex mEMTNS dwewg undBeon, KoTe va duxarchoyeital y
ToQoX) GOLLG YIO TNV HATAXWQLON aitnong yia éwdoan twv
EVIQALATWY QUTWV, oL AITEQQLYE TV aiTrom.

O1ite 0 BRNYHQOS TOU AWTINTY, OVTE TO TQWTAOLKO ALXQOTNHQLO
aoyoAnBmav pe T 6evteQn Otpameia, TEOGINAX yLatTi TO Alxa-
otiolo Sev £xeL dunalodooia va exdidel ot hadikasia aut 1o at-
TOUUEVO Dudtayuc.

Ty ewdomoinon e@éoewg avapégetal OTu:-
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1AAA Anpnrodxng X"Eappa Trvdiavidng, A.

“To TEWTOARO AHAOTIOLO ECPAANEVE DEV TTOQEXWDENTE GOEL
OTOV QLTI Va XQTAXWELOEL AiTnom yLa EX800T EVIGALATOC TNG QU-
ong Habeas Corpus »at Certiorari:-"

AxolovBouv ££L AGyoL Yuo OTNLEN TNG EQEOTC.
Ta avavtiienta yeyovota g vidbeong eivoe Ta axdrovbo-

O egeoeiwv Potbnxe £voyog pdvov ex moopehétng otnv [Mowvixr
YnoBeon Ag. 20080/84 a6 to Kaxovpylodixeio Asvxwoiog o
ToU emPABHe mowvi) puAdxRLong dud Biov. Egeoifake Ty amdpo-
on tov Kaxoupylodixeiov. H £geon amopoigbmme xaL n xatadinn
emuvowdnxe and 1o Egeteio - [BA. Hadjisavvas v. Republic
(1988) 2 C.LR. 37].

Eiye ooyt xowvomowmBel otov epeceiovia 6t Ba arolvdtay,
pe Baom tovg mepl Puraxmv (Fevixoi) Kavoviopoug tov 1981 o
1987 (K.AIL. 18/81 v K.AIL 76/87), otig 20 Zenteufoliov, 1992,
ahAd, emewdn n 20 ZentepBoiov ftay Kvgloxn ko n 19 Zextep-
Bolov dev 1ftav eQydauun nuéga. yie T Anuoowa Ynpeoica, 8o ato-
Avdtav otig 18 ZemrepBoiov, 1992,

O AevBuvnic Duiaxdy, 1oTeQo amtd yvwpdteuon Tou Feviko
Ewayyerfa, ong 18 Zemrepfoiov, 1992, mneoadonoe 1oV aLtnt
OTL dev fToy duvaTO VoL CROPUACKLOTEL TV NUEQA EXELVT, LTl £~
¥E OTadtnooTel 0t guAdnian dud Blov xaL oL oxgtkol Kavoviouol
elval avtiBeToL now aotupwvol pe Tig TeévoLeg Tou Moot K-
Owa na pe tov EEovaiodotind Népo megi MelBagylog ev toug du-
Aaxaig Nopo, (Keg. 286 xau Nopog Ag. 85/83).

Katd v axpbaon g £geons, o Sienydoos Tov e@edeiovia
QTéCUQE TNV EPEOT KOL TNV GLTTOT OTNY £XTAOT] IOV aVOpEQETL
010 povoaxd éviaiua Certiorari.

To ewomTnd évtoipa certiorari, aveEdQInTa amd v EXTOON
EQAQUOYTG TOU oIy AyyAla, otrv Ko el iegoguotei, Adyw g
gLoaywyng e AvaBemontiriic Awaiodoaiag pe 10 Agboo 146 tou
ZWTEyHOTOS, HOVO Yo SIHOOTLKES TTRAEELS HaL Gyl Y10l SLOLAITTIXES
AmOPAOELS, TTEOEELS 1) TToQuhelels - [BA., uetoE\ dhhwv, Hussein
Ramadan and FElectricity Authority of Cyprus and Another 1
R.5.C.C. 49, Vassiliou & Another v. Disciplinary Committees (1979)
1 C.LR. 46, In re Frangos, (1981) 1 C.LR, 691 xau égeon Frangos v,
Medical Disciplinary Board (1983) 1 C.LR. 256, Christofi and
Others v. Iacovidou (1986) 1 C.LLR. 236, ot ogA. 247].
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Zrvhavidng, A. Anunroaxns X' Tapfe (1993)

To duaimpe TEoowmLKYg eAevBeQiag SLuxnEVOCETOL HoL SLa-
opahiteton omd 1o AgBoo 11 tov Zuvidypatog. “Oudeig atepeital
G eAeVBEQiaG QUTOU, ELWY OTE KoL OTTWE O VOPOS 0QILN”, OTLG mE-
QUTTWOELS IOV avagipovtal eEEavIAntund oto Agfpo avtd.

H nogéyoagog 7 tov AgBoov 11 mooBiémel:-

“7. Tlog otegnBeig tng eAevBegiag avutov Sl culhipews 1

HQATHOEWS DIXQLOUTAL VO TTQOTPUYN ELG TO AQUOSLOV dLXaoTi-

. _Qlov, iva TOUTO ®Qivn ToEWS TNV VOULOTNTO TNG XQUTHOEWS

®oL SLATEEN TV andAualy auton, £Gv 1 ®EATNoLS Bev Elvar vO-
MLpOG.”

H magdyoogos 7 elvar Lot avityQogr Tng ogaypagpov 4 Tov
ApBoou 5 g Evpwmatknig Svufdoswe Sid Ty TQOGOMLOLY TwY
AVOpOITiviY Auiaumpdtoy oL Twy Geuehiwdav Elevfeguiv, mov
HLEWBHE ue Tov el tng Evpwraixiig Zvupdosws dud tnv mood-
omow Twv AvBowitiviy Awalwpdtov (Kvgwtinds) Nopo 1ov
1962, (AQ. 39/62).

To Avitato Zuviaypotind Awaotiow, otny vnddeon Phedias
Kyriakides and The Republic (Minister of Interior) 1 RS.C.C. 66,
gime ot ok, 75;

“In view of the interpretation of paragraph 1 of Article 146
already made in relation to objection (a) above, it follows that
under paragraph 7 of Article 11 relevant proceedings will lie
either before the Supreme Constitutional Court under Article 146
or before the High Court under paragraph 4 of Article 155,
depending on whether or not the acts causing the deprivation of
liberty amount to an exercise of ‘executive or administrative
authority’ within Article 146.”

To Avortato Awaotriolo €xel, pe Baom v moepdypago 4 tou
AQBQov 155 tov Zvvtdypatog, armwoxAELoTinr] diraodooio vo exdi-

deL moovopand evrdhpata, PeTaED TV 0Tolwv oUYKATHALYOVIOL
%A TO evrdhpota g Ucenx, Habeas Corpus.

To éviodpa Habeas Corpus eworfiyxBn oty Kimgo and v Ay-
yhio oto xoovia Tng Ayyhoxpatiog.

To Habeas Corpus ad subjiciendum eivol mgovopoxt diaduxa-

aia yue T duaraaion g eAevBeQiog Tov TOALTY. [Topéxel amote-
AEgUOTIKG péCO dueome ameAevBéQmamg artd TaQGvoun 1) adXaLo-
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1 AAA, ’ Aqumqaxng X’Eaﬂﬁu Ervhiavidyg, A.

Mynm HOATNON, £ite OTY) cpvkmm, £iTe O LBLTLXS ¥WEO, ané aQ-
1 BTN, Me 1o éviadpa qutd SLHTGosETaL 1 TTQOTUYWYT) TOV
HQUATOUPEVOD OTO ALXUOTHOLO XL 7) £QEUVOL AVAPOQIXA UE TNV Q-
Tia e QUAOXIOEWS 1} xOATHOEWS TOV. Edv Sev urmdigyer vopuun t-
ROLOAOYLQ Y& TN %odtnom, detdooetar N omdiuon TOU XQATOV-

LEvoU,

H wotogia Tov evidhuatog auton agyilel oy ad 1o 1215 -
Magna Charta. BeAtudOmue son avortixBnxe pe vopoBeaia, xu-
oiwg pe Toug Habeas Corpus Act tov 1679 xar Habeas Corpus Act
ToU 1816,

O npatovpevos, 1), ot aduvapic ToUTov, n@éomnd QA0 Y1 Ao-
YOQLOOLSG TOV, UROQEL vV auTOTABEL 0TO AVIDTOTO AWATTIQLO Yo
™V ExBo0m TOV EVIGAUCTOS CUTOV.

Zmv Kimgo dev éxouv exdobiel dodixaotinol xavoviopol, o
0Toi0L Vo SLETOUV T SLadinaoia EXBOOMG TWV TIQOVOLLUKMY EVIOA-

LaTwv.

Iow v AveEagtnoia, 1o AgBgo 30 Tov megi Auwaotniwy No-
uov, Keg. 11, tmg Kwduxomoinang twv Nopwy g Kingov tov
1949, mpofhene o1, oe meQinTwo oL dev Ba VITHEYE YOUOS 1 dla-
OXAOTIXOG ROVOVLGUOG TTOU VO TQOVOOUSE yia T duadiraoia, 10
Awactioo Ba aokovoe Tn diouodogio TOU GUPPWVE UE TNV T-
KTLHT ®aL TN Strovouia Tov THEOUV To AyyAXA Atnaothola, so far
as circumstances permit, (600 Ol TIEQUOTAOELS, TO EMTEETOWV) - (BA. Rudolf
Schmuel v, The Officer in Command, llegal Jewish Immlgrants’ Camp,
Karaolos VIII C.LR. 158, g geh. 161).

Metd v AveEaQInoia, T0 AMOOTHQLO, L€ CUVETTELY, OHOAOD-
Bnoe duaotuxt mEoxTIXY avihoyn, cdAd Oxt TauTéoMuUN, RE TV
KEUATLRY OV TEOPAeTay oL AyyAkoi Aladiraotiroi Kavoviopoi
LY TNV Avafgugtnoia.

To bLo axohouenoav ®oL GAAEC YDQES TOWNY AYAArEG amoL-
*{EC.

Eivay m@oﬁmntmé 10 auékovﬂo OGOTEQOUA TS TNV UROOEOT
10V AVeTATou Akagingiov tov Ayiov Mauvoutiov Berenger and
Others v. Goburdhum and Others [1986] L.R.C. (Const) 707, oug -

oeh. 711 712" o

“Counsel submmed thaLthls Court has ‘irrevocably committed’
itself to follow English procedure in these matters, since it has
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Ervkiaviong, A. Anunredxng X "Eapfa (1993)

conceded that our administrative law is the same as English law.
To our minds that proposition carries things a little too far. This
Court has indeed said that, in cases such as applications for what
were termed prerogative orders (as in a number of other matters),
where our rules of procedure are silent, it will follow English
practice, or be guided by it. But it has also said, and this in our
view 15 the more correct approach, that it will not blindly and in
every respect apply to Mauritius the English Rules of the
Supreme Court {See Mardaye v. Police Service Commission
[1984] SCI 246). Still less would it be appropriate for this Court
to do so in relation to rules which are now embodied in the UK.
Supreme Court Act 1981, No one could be heard to suggest that
we should be subject to the will of the Parliament of another
State.”

H aitnon ywa Habeas Corpus guipileron and toug mohonovg Ay-
yAxovg Kavowviopotg, O. 59, rr. 15 - 23, The Administration of
Justice Act 1960, section 14. (BA., emiomg, The Practice on the Crown
Side, Short - Mellor, oeh. 305, eldtnd oeh. 319 %OL EEHELVO HOW
Halsbury’s Laws of England, Tétagtn Exdoon, Topog 11, oeh. 783,
Kegpdhawo “Procedure on Habeas Corpus, A. Application for the
Writ™)

lNa v vitoffor1 aitnong yia éxdoom Twv GAAWY TIQOVOULOXWDV
EVIOAMGTWY elvan avayxaio n Gdewa tov Awaotnpoiov. Tt xo-
QMo NG GOELUC, O QLTNTHS JIQETEL VO LXCVOTTOLHOEL TO AVIDTATO
ALaoTAQLO OTL ExEL “EX TRUWTIS OYEWCS” WIOBEOT) KO/ OTL VITAQDYEL
ovtnriotpo Thtnua - [BA., petakl dhiwwv, In re Kakos (1985) 1
C.LR. 250, Iedpyroc AvBigov (1991) 1 A.AA. 41].

[Na v voforn aitmons yw éviahpo Habeas Corpus xapd
Gdela dev vTay TTOTE, 08 GAN TN LLOXQAIOV LOTORIC TOU EVIAAUOTOS
avton, avayxaic. O Aéyog elvor meddnrog. AlTnon yia tnv eAev-
fepla Tou atdpov dev vrofdihetan oteQa amd Gdewo.

H Ayyhug Awovopico xor Staduwaoia dev mpofiémovy aitnon
Yo GdeLa yuo ®aTeOQLon aitnomg yia éxdoom evidhpatog Habeas
Corpus, evid TEOPAEROUY TETOLA ALTNON YL TA GAAC TTQOVOILAXG,
EVIQANOTA.

H wovopegc aitnomn, atnv maotoe meQimtwan, firav pdra,
AWQLG ROVEVE ¥ONOLULO OXOTE.

H duwovopuxn mapdBaom, oty sepisttwon aut, Eival ovoLwmdng
oW 1 adTnon elvan dxevon and v oy
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LAAA, Anunrodxns X"Zafpa Zrviwavidng, A.
H citnom #ow, nat’ enéxtaon, n egeon, Sa wropgleboly, yua 1o
Abyo ou éxer mpoentebel,
T Tov (3Lo Aéyo, 1o Awaotiplo dev Ba umewoérBel ota Tntr-
HOTO OV QTOQATLOE TO TWIOAINO AKQTTNOL0, TQ ONOIN UQRC-

MEVOLY QVOLXTA.

H égpeon amoggimtetal.
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