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11 Anguhlov, 1996

[MKHZ, 1., AHMHTPIAAHZ, APTEMHZ,
KOQNZTANTINIAHZ, KAAAHZ, AJotéc)

ANAPOPIKA ME THN AITHZH TOY DAVID LEE CARTER (AP. 3)
I'lA THN EKAOZH ENTAAMATOZ HABEAS CORPUS,

Epecelwv,
KAI
ANAGOPIKA ME TON APXHT'O AZTYNOMIAZ,
EgemfAriron.

(ITolitixr Eqeam Ag. 9614)

TToovoued evidAuoara — Habeas cornpus — Enctpertdy vmofolric duado-
xirehv autrjoewy omnoboibvay el v iblwv yeyovotwy 1f YEYovOTwv
mov Bu wropotionv va weofAnGovv ue Tipv pdn.

Aedixaouévo — Anutovgyia dedaouévor wrd amo@doels el atmoewy
v Endoom mpovopaxayv eviaApdrwy — Extaon Sebixaouévou.

O HIT.A., Dimoov trv éxdoon tou auont Qog exdlxaon tou yua
aopd adumpdrwv. To ERauuomsd Amacmigw, dEToEE T amdhuon
1oV pPéxoL T exdixaom mg vidBeomg und Ggovg, oV 0 cuTYg ey
WITGQECE v TNOTOEL KAt WG EX TOUTOU dev ammoAvbmxe. O cuomeig vata-
¥hoLoE aitrion yua exdoam evedhjotog hapeas corpus, 1 omola exdind-
OTIHE QU0 AROOTH TOU AVTAToD AacTnpiov ¥ emogQigipe xat
ev guvixewr doxnoe épeon.  Mogdddnho weifode o vie aithom yia
hapeas corpus. Ap£owg METG TV OTTGQQLYNG TIG, HATOXDQLOE KOL VEX
omv ortola exdotpie n epecfaiidpevn adpaom.

O Awaotic 101 Avetdtov Aaotnoiou Tov exdixnace mwTddma

™V Ut6beom, aropamoe on dev umagyeL duvatdoma vtofoiig Suado-
v artrioeny i hapeas corpus mdve o faom tov Wiy yeyovituv.

Katd tov egeceiovia 1 amoépaom 1oV noetddixkoy Amaot fitay
havBaopévn kaw avanTuEe gelpd AMdywv épeong, cAld cuppEvnae Gt
QUTOL WOQOURY v EEETOOTOVV dvo eploov Tfiske BeoemPel 6Tun of-
™OY 1oV fitay TagudexT).
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Carter (Ag. 3) (1996)

Armogaociomxe ot

L

(1) Katd 1o Apgbgo 155.4 tov ZuviGyiatos 1) QrIOKAELOTLN StXaLo-
doola endoong movopLmudy EVITAATWY Petall Twv anolwy
wau o hapeas COTpUs avifkeL OTO AVIDTATO AWCOTHQW %L 1, 5
doxunam autti; g dixaodoatog and éva 1) evOEXOUEWS TTEQLO-
adTeQoUg Aunaotés eEavriel Ty mpwTofdBuLe Sixawdooia tou.

(2) O aopdoelg Tov Avutdtou Atagmgiov ot dixawodooia tou
yur £60007 nQOVOMLaXWY eviahpdtwy cupnepuhopfavopévor 10
ToU hapeas corpus, dmpougyouy dedixaoitvo.

(3} To dmovpyoipevo deduoopévo dev agopd udvo Ta 600 Teo-
pABmeav oty ey duabwkacia ahAd xau oE oxfon pE exelva

mou Ga progodaay vo. elyoy reofiinfel wx evioyuéva oto mhal- 15
LD TOV CVTLHELEVOD TG 0AAG Sev moofAritmioy.

4) Cpdd amopaciotmxe mputodixwg 6T dev wrogolv va mofin-

Bolv e uetayevéateen alenom hapeas corpus Adyol ov uwogo-
oov va gofinbolv amy nponyolipev. 20

H égean aotoopigimpe.

Avagegdueves umoléoews:
25
Eleko v. Government of Nigeria [1928] A.C. 459;

In Re Hastings (No. 2) [1958] 3 All ER. 625,
In Re Hastings (No. 3} [1959] 1 Al ER. 689, 30
In Re Tarfing [1979] 1 Al ER. 981,

Anuoxgatia v. Zoppdv (19913 1 A AA. 848,

35
Kaptep (AQ. 2), (1996) 1 A.AA. 371,
Awevfuvere tayv Svaxav v. TEewwdpo TTegéAa (1995) 1 A.AA. 217,
Level Tachexcavs Ltd (1995) 1 A.AA. 1105, 40

Henderson v. Henderson [1843-1860] All E.R. Rep. 378,

Theori and Another v. Djoni and Another (1984) 1 C.L.R. 296,
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1AAA, Carter {Ag. 3)

Amold v. NatWest Bank Plc [1991)2 A.C. 93,
* The “Indian - Grace” [1994] 2 Lloyd's Law Rep. 331,

Mapmopidng v. Kmuareals Toanétng Kumgov At (1995) 1 A.AA. 670,
‘Egeon.

Eqgeom ootd tov autymi Xotd e andeuons Amacth Tov Avatd-
Tov Aaompiov (Xguoootowis, A.) mov &6Bme ong 12.1.1996 (Ag.
Aitnong 223/95), ue v omoia anogolpbme aitnud Tou yua &xdoon
evidiuarog Habeas Corpus.

2. Apdwog, ywa tov Egeceiovra,

I, Zrvhavidng, Aumy6Qog tng AnpoxQatiag, yur toug EQecifin-
TOW.

MIKHE, I1.: Tnv ootdpaon Tou Awaomgiov da waoeL o Ata-
onig Kwvotavvidng. '

KSQNEZTANTINIAHZ, A.: Exxgepovoag tng almong yia tv &-
doom 1ov egeosiovia ot HITA moog exdixao tou yua apBud odi-
wnudtwy, dwatddme 1 adiuor Tou vnd Tov égo g Fapddoons
Tou dwofoaneiov Tou xow ™G uroyeagig ctd Tov idLo xaw ™ ovluyd
TOV £YYUnoTS Upoug £25.000 11Qog dLaopdiuom ™G ELPAVIONG ToV
010 Enogiomd Axaonioro. H eyyimom ueygdon ahli o epeoeinv
dev mapédwoe 10 SuBanipud Tov. Katd tov woyugLopd Tov, sixe who-
nigi. Ou eqecifinror ercovihBay Lie aitnua Y10 SLopogomoinoT Twv
Gpuv. O epeoeiov gppovifotay 010 Aaomiglo OTd TG Suradi-
Movg oV pecordfinoay addd Bewgotoay GTL 1 xoi) OLXOVOULRY} Ha-
TdoTeon, T6go 1 duai Tou 600 ®Row TG oVt UYL TOV, 08 CUVHLAOUO pE
™ P mapddoon tou Suwfampiov, ®obLoTaUoaY TV TTEOCWITLXY
ToUg £yyimon averagry. To Emogyumé AtxaomiQuo, apod ouos
Tt HU0 TAEVQEG, EVEXQLVE TO altue. O epeotiay Oa aroludtay epd-
0OV UILOYQaPOTaY EYYimom vyoug £7,000 and cEidyeeo eyyunm.

H smBol 1ou vEou 6Qov 0d1iynoe oIV KQGTNOT TOU EPECEiOVTA
ooy dev EEaoParioTe aELOXQECS EYYUITENG XL O EPEOEV XATO-
XMOQLoE aitnom yu éxdoom eviddjiarog habeas corpus. TTodxevtol yu
v aiton 214/95 1 onoia exdudotpe oord Anaotr Tov AVWTdTou
Amactngiov xal arogQigbmie. O epeceiwy, evid GOXNOE £QEON Ka-
16 ™6 atdpaomg exeivig, v Iomxy) Eqeom 9596, unéBale o
véo aitnon yua habeas corpus, Ty 222/95 %ot apéows PETd Ty antog-
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Kwvoravrividng, A. Carter (Ag. 3) (1996)

QUM %OLL EXEIVING TNS UTNOME, TV 223/95 ot omolo exdoBmre 1 eqe-
OO NEVT) aTtbpao.

To QOELGOYOV EQUINIO. avaQiQeTal TN Suvatdtnia vroBoitc
drodoyav cutiioewy yuo habeas corpus névey atn Béom twv Buov
yeyovotov. Kotd tov egeceiovia, eivon hovBaoptvn n agwusm
WTAVINOT TOV and T0 CUVAdEAPS PO TTou exdixaoe mEWTodxwe TV
aitnom. AvortixBmme xon oELQd Adywy fpeoms o oxéon pe GAAeS
TETUYES TG TQWTOAKNG Anbpaams 1) exopa O OXE0M RE XELQLOMOUG
010 Thaiow g mEuTddumg Sradumaciag oG, St 008G dexBme
%o O BikMYOQ0g TOV eedtiovea, autd Bo EoxRpouv Yur eEétaom
uwovo epdoov Bewonlel L 1 aion Tov firay moQudexty. Alogpoge-
TId, Ba dLaTurmdvape yvaoun Téva oe O¢puato ovaiag IOV Oev EviQ-
8oy oty duvanodooia pac,

H &rvoym tov epeociovia mwg éxet 1o dxaiwpa va aevBuviel
QOGS ToV HaBe éva Al Toug AKOOTES TOU AVIOTATOV ALKOoTNQiov
YLt TV £x000m evidipetog habeas corpus fidva oty Baam Tav iduwy
YEYOVOTWY, OTNQLYTIME OE 600 OewpoUvtay 6Tt durjmoy 10 Qéuc oty
Ayyhia wouv 11 Oéomom Ttov Administration of Justice Act Tov 1960.
(B\. Eleko v. Government of Nigeria {1928] A.C. 459, The Annual
Practice 1958, Téuog I oeh. 1736). Ta omola now Ba EQERE var Loy-
O0UV xaL D, OTIwG XAl Ot GARES Truxés Tou ayyAuow dixaiov wg
TQOG TOL FLQOVOULOHG EVIGAUOTO, apoU 0 SLa VOROU QNTOC OITOXKALL-
OuoG aUTHG TNG SuvaToTNTOS otV AyyAla, 6ev Log agopd.

Ztv noayuanindyra, Ouwe, He Tov Administration of Justice Act
Tov 1960 puBpictmie vopoBetxd 6,11 eixe 11On and to 1958 dieuxQl-
vLOTEL QTG T YOLOAOYiQ. EXE(VO TTOU OLOLOOTLRE GUVLOTOUCE TIQ0-
afpn, fTav 1 avoyvaOELoY SIHALWOUKTOC EQEONS EVavTiOV SuaTdyuo-
TOG TO00 YL TNv astdAuom 600 Ko o Ty Govnon amOAUoS TIgo-
OWITOV TEAOUVTOG WO TEQUOQLOUS %o arutd, aveEGQTNTa atd 10 ¥ar-
¢ méoo N duaduacgia g aitmong yur habeas corpus firav agtixn 1
mowvuy (BA. ApBpo 15 tov Néuov). Kau exiong, n vmayayd g
eEovoiog Y dgvnom éyxQuomg mowviic aitnong yw habeas corpus
oty amoxielotr] dixanodooia tov Divisional Court tov Queen’s
Bench Division, eite orut) uneBinion mpog 10 Axaotiouo exeivo gite
TQOS UEPOVOMEVD duxaoTtn Tov. (BA. AgBgo 14(1) Tou Népov).

H dvvatdinra dradoyndyv outioewy yua habeas corpus ag Supo-
0ETIHG SLHAOTQLO 1) OF BLOPOQETLHOTG HiRaOTES TOU dLOV AwaoTi-
plov, Mtay amdAiuta oUVAQTNLEVN TTQOG TIS Wi Teges Sopés Tov ay-
YALLOD CUOTIHLATOE QROVOUNG TG duanoouvig.  Kau xQibime O
EMOUOE VO UITAQYEL £DC) %O TEQLOTOTEQO atd éva audva. EEnyolv
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1AAA. Carter (Ap. 3) Kovoravrvidng, A,

10 Bépo o Lord Parker CJ. avv uniéBean Re Hastings (No. 2) [1958]
3 All ER 625 ®ou oty ouvéxela oL duxagtég Vaisey naw Harman g
Re Hastings (No. 3){1959] 1 All E.R. 698 ntov aacohoUbnoe. (BA. ov-
vamg Halsbury's Laws of England 4n éxdoom, Topog 37, oeh. 447 na-
hypagog 585 xaw Basu’s Commentary on the Constitution of India,
61 &xdoom, Topog I, oed. 90.

Méxot 1o 1873 1a ayyAumd Awaonigua tov Kowvoduxaiov fitav
aveEGoTTTo 1o éva oatd 10 Ao, Kavéva arté autd dev deousvdtay
OUTE NTaY UIOYQEWREVO v axohoubnioet 10 vopo dmws Tov JIgoo-
HLoQLE 1o A0 chAd aonovae 1 Suxt) Tou aveEGQTTn HQiom. Ko
£pO00 eBswBn O elyav ToUAKLOTOV Ao Tnv enoxn Tov Habeas
Corpus Act tov 1640 mogddnin duxonodooia enti cutrioewy yuwt v
éxdoon duotayudtwv habeas corpus, 1 aéQQuYm Tétolag aitnang
and 1o éva SuaoTiQuo dev cotéxAele Ty umofoAr) GUOLRS OF XATOLO
amd Ta dhha 1) o1o xdBe fva artd Ta dha duadoxixd. TTotmer edw va
mapepBintei mwg dev IOQEXSTOY LK EQECNC OE TYETT) LLE LTI
0£LG yu habeas corpus enti mowvirav Gepdrorv.

To Aaotiioua Tov Kowodinaion AELTougyoroay we ALkaotiow
HOVO #OTd TTEQUOBOUS Haw 1) XEBe e amd TG 4 eQuodoug ov umrig-
xav, eixe puxQn xQovixn SudQrera. At QUBpLam Ge oUVdURGUO e
0 Yeyovdg Ot aoxolaav duwiodocia evi aumicewv v habeas
COTpUS €V OAOMEAELD (in banc) OMUALVE JTWG RATE ThE MeHQES TTEQLS-
BOUC TwV ALOXOMWY, ALTHOELS Yo habeas corpus, £x TG QUOENS TOWG
ENELYOVOES, BEV aIOUTOVOaV TTRAORAaN TEOS CQUOdLe SINOCTIQLO,
QoY ROVEVOS 0Tt TOUG SIXaOTES UtV Twv AtRaotnQiwy dev eixe
eEovgio va evegyel yta To Aaotiiguo. Me tov Habeas Corpus Act
TOV 1679 (BA. emiong Tov opivupo tou 1816), avaryvQIoTIHE OTOUG
dwaotés pepovopiva, dunawodooia yua Ty exdixaon aueioswy yw
habeas corpus ®até v TEQLOAO TwYV SLOHOTIWMY. AEXTNOE £TOL VO-
uofetvn xddanm n dSuvardtmra Sundoyuuiyv aunicewy ooy ®¢ls éva
omd Toug daotéc Tov apuddiov dactnoiov. Me tnv axdAouin
Aoywat. O cutnmig eiye Sukatiopa oty Yviun Tov TANMEoUs AHaoTY-
giov. H aduvapio vor €xel tétoua ardgaom ®atd v TeQiodo twv
Suetortyv, Empente vo #oAUEBel e To dixaimpa g Vool dua-
DoV cuToEwv oTov XGBE éva amd Toug SiroaTég Tov, EexwQLOoTd.

To 1873 firav étog otaBuds oty wtopia Tne ayyAuxric duaoat-
vig. Evdlagége ede 1 netaoifiuom ot 6,1 apopd oTa Auaarioue
tov Kowodwaiov. Me tov Supreme Court of Judicature Act tou
1873, evafimov wg avamtéonmaoto péQog TG vEag oviomiag Tou
Supreme Court of Judicature, oto High Court of Justice tou onoiov
(ewduné oto Queen’s Bench Division ov omotehel Tuniua tov) ko
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Kovoravuvidng, A. Carter (Ag. 3) (1996)

uetofiifidote n divanodooia yua v éndoom dwrtaypdtwy habeas
corpus. Emumtgéofera, n véa cuyrgdinom v Awaoctngiwy odhymoe
OTTV HATAQYMON TOU CUCTHLOTOS TG AELTOUQYIOS TOUS KOTd TEQLS-
dovg. To High Court of Justice Bu 1eAovoe ev AgLtougyla aduohelnrog
%o TO mohawd xaBeotug Twv “droncomav” eEEAe. TTapddAnia, nd-
v a1 fidom Twv vopoBetway gubpioewy BA. xou Order in Councit
1880, The Supreme Court of Judicature 1925 xav O.59r1.14 twvR.S.C.)
10 AaoTioua dev aoxovony T S1xaodoaia TOUg UIToXQEWTLXG £V
oiopereic. H amdpaom Suaotdv 1 TUNIATWY TOUG OTQ OTToia ato-
VEUOTAY SEROLOBOCI0 (G TIPS OQLOPEVO BELCL, CUVLOTOVGE TNV atd-
Paom TOU AaoTNELOY KTdve 010 B exeivo.

Katd guvénaa, dev pwmopovoe va tifetan mhéov Oimpa Swadoyt-
®arv ouTiocwv yua habeas corpus mévi gta idwx yeyovéta oe Ghio 1
o AooTigue apol wdvo éva dixaotiouo eixe duanodooia, oute
oe &hha Divisional Courts tov Queen’s Bench Division (Bh. Re
Hastings (No. 2} (aveT£Qw)) 0AAG OUTE 0L OF HEPOVWHEVOUG DIHQt-
OTEG TOV aQuodLou Axaomgiov agov héov 1 andgaaom dve oty
TEWTN Al THOM CUVOTOUOE TNV aotégaoT] Tov aouddion duwaotmoiov
wg evwaiog ®ow adwiperng oviotmas. (BA. Re Hastings (No. 3)
(avwTéQw)).

Kau xavé voug Spencer - Bower and Tumner oto Res Judicata 2
éxdoam oeh. 54, 55 nau 215, 1 ev oALoig ouverdAouin aviimm o
aroQEUPN altnong yua éxdoon diatdyuoros habeas corpus dev elvou
“anxépaon” (judgment) wote va stapdryer dedinaouévo, Ty onola. xo-
panTneitouv wg avapaln xardotamy, exhovicdn. Ev mdom negt-
TTT@OEL, AVEEGQTTO amtd T endguaa 1) i g Becoomuuxnc Beue-
Awanig tng, Bewgitmie dtu pe Tov Administration of Justice Act Tov
1960 BeopoBemifmme Afov 1 ovoLaoT EEOUOVOT TWV ETLITTHOE-
wv otd TV andeQuym aitnomg yuo habeas corpus, pe exeiveg TOv S¢-
duaopévov. Kard 1o AgBoo 14(2) tou Nopov exelvov, dev wmoPda-
Aetan via aitmom tdve ot Baon Twy Buov AMdywv (on the same
grounds) eite ato dLo SuxaoTigLo 1) duxaom 1) 0 omotodrtote Gl
OaoTiQuo 1) Stxaoty, extdg Gv moodyetan véa pagrugia (fresh
evidence) 1Qog WTOOTQIEY TS,  AuTtd TO AQBQo sQuivelbmie oty
Re Tarling [1979] 1 ALL ER. 981. Metagégoups 10 OYeTinG amd-
onaoua wrd m oehida 987:

“Firstly, it is clear to the Court that an applicant for habeas corpus
is required to put forward on his initial application the whole of the
case which is then fairly available to him. He is not free to advance
an application on one ground, and to keep back a separate ground
of aplication as a basis for a second or renewed application to the
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1AAA. Carter (Ag. 3) Kovatavrvidns, A

court.

The true doctrine of estoppel known as res judicata does not apply
to the decision of this court on an application for habeas corpus: we
refer to the words of Lord Parker CJ, delivering the judgment of the
court in Re Hastings (No 2.)[1958] 3 All ER 625 at 631. There is,
however, a wider sense in which the doctrine of res judicata may be
applicable, whereby it becomes an abuse of process to raise in
subsequent proceedings matters which could, and therefore should,
have been litigated in earlier proceedings: see the judgment of the
Privy council (Lord Morris, Lord Cross and Lord Kilbrandon) in
Yat Tung Investment Co Ltd v. Dao Heng Bank Ltd [19751 AC
681. In our judgment, that principle is applicable to proceedings for
habeas corpus, whether under the 1967 Act or under the general
jurisdiction of the court although, no doubt, the stringency of the
application of the principle may be different in cases concerning the
liberty of the subject from that in cases conceming such matters as
disputes on property.

Secondly, it is also clear to the court that, in s 14(2) of the
Administration of Justice Act 1960, in the phrase "no such
application shall again be made on the same grounds unless fresh
evidence is adduced in support of the application’, the words'fresh
evidence’ are used in that meaning which is well known and
established in such contexts, namely niot merely evidence additional
to or different from the evidence before the court on the first
occasion, but evidence which the applicant could not have put
forward on the first application, or which he could not then
reasonably be expected to have put forward, see Johnson v.
Johnson [1900] P 19 and R. v. Medical Appeal Tribunal (North
Midland Region), ex parte Hubble [1959] 3 Ali ER 40.”

Z& PETOPpOOaT:

“TIQuiTOV, eival XaBuQ0 0To Aaotiguo 6Tl 0 cutnTig Yo habeas
COTpUS OGMEIAEL VO TTQORAAEL ILE TYV QQYLXT} TOU aiTnom oAdAnon
v UIOBEOT TOU TOV Eivo otd TOTE UAOYR droBéowun. Aev eivou
EAEVBEQOS va FTQOWBEL pua alTHo Yia £val AGYO ROL VO ROTOHO-
Tel XAITOLO SrapogeTind AGyo aitnamg wg TN Bdom yo devtepn 1
avavewmpévn aitnom oto Awaotigro. H ondig gy 10U %wh -
HOTOC, TIOU Elvai YVWOTO we dedaouivo dev e@aQuoletal oe
UOPACELS OUTOU TOV dMeoTHQIov emi cutioews yuo habeas
COTpUS’ TUQOMELITOUME Ot Adytat tou Lord Patker CJ natd tnv
anayyehia mg adgaoTg tov Awactngiov ot Re Hastings (No.
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Kovoravrividng, A. Carter (Ag. 3) (1996)

2). Yndoyel Gums pua sUQUTEQn EVvoLa PE TV Omoio 1 agyr) ToV
OESLXOOUEVOD WITOQEL VO £ival EPAQUOCLUT, XATA TNV ONOlN Ao~
AMiyel og notdyonon e Sadraolag n £yeQom Ot PETOYEVETTEQN
dwduiagia Bepdrov ta onoia Ho WITOQOVoAV HL, ENOUEVHIS,
6elhay va siyav eyeBei moog exdirnagm oe oonyovpevn Suadi-
®roaoio: BA. Ty andgaor Tov Avaxtoouufoviiov (Lord Morris,
Lord Cross and Lord Kilbrandon) otnv Yat Tung Investment Co
Ltd v. Dao Heng Bank Ltd. Kavd tyv xolon pog aut n agy el
var epaguéoLn xal ot dtadixaoieg yia habeas corpus, eite Suvd-
peL Tov Nopov tov 1967 elte duvdye g yevunie duxaodooiag
TOU Aaomiov av xol, xwis apgifolia, 1 auotnedtnia tng
EQAQUOYNS TNS ayic WITOQEL var £lvan SLogoQETLXY OE WITODECELS
OV apogoty otnv ehevBegia TOU TOALTY atd 6,TL Ot Vmobéoerg
IOV QpoQoUY O BEpTa SIS MEQLOVTLAXES BLOPOQES.

Aeltegov, eivan eniong xabopd 010 Aaomiglo 61l To Agbgo
14(2) Tov Administration of Justice Act 1960, otn odon “vopd
Tétowo aitnom Oa vrofdiietol Eovd emti v Buwv Adyav exT6g
av TROGGyETOL VEQ MOQTUQIR TTQOS VITOGTHQLEN TG aitnomg” oL
AEEELS “vEo popTUQIN” YONOWOTTOWOUVTOL P€ TNV EVVOLaL 1) Omoia
elvan xohd yvooT) xow Bepelopéviy 08 TETOLO TAGIOLO, CUYKEXQL-
HEVQL Ol TTALIS LOQTUQEC ETLTROOBETN QOGS 11 AtagoQETixy Ao
N ROQTURIN EVUNITLOV TOV AXOoTNQiow XaTd TV TQWTN JEQL-
TTWOTN CAAG pogTugia Tv omola 0 auvtrig dev UTOQOVOE v
TROOAEEL noTd T TTEWTN altmom 1| Ty onola dev WWTOQOVOE V-
AGYwS vo avapévetan on Ba moooniyaye, BA. Johnson v. Johnson
xai R.v. Medical Appeal Tribunal (North Midland Region), ex
parte Hubble.

Kazé to AQ8go 155.4 Tov ZuviGypatog aviel gto AVETato At-
HOLGTIQLO T) TTOXAELTTLXT] Sttanodogia Yua TV EXB00T TOOVOULAXWY
eviodudrory, petafv twv omoiwy xou 1o habeas corpus. H Goxnon
QUTIG TNG Sinaodooiag and éva 1 eviexopivig *at TEQLOCGTEQOVG
A aTéS TOU AVWTaTou Aaotniov (BA. AgBgo 155.2) eEavtiel v
newToRdBua dutaodoadia Tov AvTAtou Aaotmgiov. Aev JToQé-
xeton 1 dSuvatdinra avaimimgs diawodogiog amd dAAoUg dnaoTES
TOU AVOTATOV Aaotnolou tdve oto (Blo Bépa extl twv iduwv ye-
yovOTwv. AEV VIAQYEL Ko 1) Beaux) dSuvatdrnra wroporris aitrong
TQOG WEROVIOUEVO 1) HELOVWUEVOUG BIXACTES. ALDHOELS oUThS cAAG
HOUL OTEOLOSTITOTE LOREIS WTOBGALOVTAL 0TO AVATATO ALXQOTIOLO
%oty Elval AavBoopévn 1 eviinuwan stws Ba frav vonté va Bewondel
6T Ba unripxe nwivpa va eravoeuinglel tov idwov Bépcrog o di-
KOOTNG IOV GUVERECE VO EXDIXEOEL TV TTowTy altnon odhd dev Ba
VITHQXE TETOLO XWAVC OF TEQUTTWOM OV, XUTd TO Qoo gu-
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1 AAA. Carter (Ag. 3} Kovetavrvide, A.

OTTUO XOTavOUNS Tayv urtoBéoewv ov LoyUeL, Ba ouvémurte v Tebel
T} LETOYEVECTEQT EVAILOV GAROU Suxaoth.

To ApBo 155.2 tou Zuvidyuatog avoyvailer duoaiopa épeong
RATA TWV TOPAcewy oV exdldoviay and ooty Tov AVRTETOU
Awaamoiou XoTd Ty evéonnon noutoPabuas duwarodogiag. (PA.
g 11og 1o habeas corpus tiv wndbeom Anuoxparia v. Nixog Xap-
vav (1991) 1 A AA. 848). Avmin duvardtnra, odnyel ot tehevtaio
RO TreEaTnonom mdve oto Bépa. H avaryvopiam Suonmpatog uito-
Pokrg véag aitnomg néve ata (dua yeyovota Ba Sudvorye T Suvatd-
TITO. CUTOTEADV EQEGENIV e OLOLO avTinetpevo. Kau pdypartt, oty
ToQovow UneBeon, TOUMIIOTOV peQurol amd Toug Adyoug Tov ouv-
Eeibmeay TEWTOOKO. OAAG %o EVATTLOV [OG, OTTOTEAETOY TO AVTL-
AEUEVO NG £QETNS IOV QoRBmHe RATE TN TdPaoNS oI aitnom
214/95, 1 omolo Ko €xel 0T0 HETOED omoQQuplel. (BA. Avagopixd ue
v Aitnon vov David Carter, ITToltwn Egeom 9596, nuegopnviag
26 Magtiov 1996).

O eQeCBATOL ETUXOAECTINGY XOL TV 0Q)XH TTOV EQUOUOCTIME
atnv vGOeon Avagogixd ue tnv aitnon tov Ttevagpo HMepélda
(1995) 1 A.A.A. 217, g ouviotd xatdyenon Tng SodLkaaiag 1 enlL-
BiwEn e iduog Beganeiag pe mAsloves TG puag dixactixés dSuadixa-
oleg. To mdBAnua edm eivon BepeAundéorego. Ev mQonelpévw, Loyd-
ouV 0L QxS TTov Suémouy To deduacuévo. [BA. cuvagpamg wg TROS
TV LOY0 HOW TV 0QYWDV TOU XWAUUATOC OvOQoQuxd pe ertidino Bepa
(issue estoppel) otV MEQITTWON TEOVOUOKWV EVICAUdTWY, TNV
undBeon Avagogixa pe v aitnon s Level Tachexcavs Ltd
(1995) 1 A AA. 1105,

Annougyeiton Hsdvaoptvo Oy uivo ae oxéan pe doa TEofAto-
oy OV TEmT Swodtkaoio alhd noy 0t oxéan pe exeiva mou Ba
urEopovoay va eixay TeoffAnfel we eviaypéva 0To TAQIGLO TOU OVl
HEWEVOL THiE oAAG dev mEoBAiBmay. To Lo wdtor améomaaua axd
v andpoaon tov Wigram VC omv undBeon Henderson v.
Henderson [1843-1860] All ER Rep. 378 «né i oeh. 381 mov woBe-
e and 10 AviTato Awoaotiow onyv undBeon Theori and
Another v. Djoni and Anether (1984) 1 C.LR. 296 otn ogh. 300,

noooduogile Ty apy:

“I state the rule of the Court correctly, when I say that where a
given matter becomes the subject of litigation in, and of
adjudication by, a Court of competent jurisdiction, the Court
requires the parties to that litigation to bring forward their whole
case, and will not (except under special circumstances) permit the
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same pariies to open the same subject of litigation in respect of
matter which might have been brought forward as part of the
subject in contest, but which was not brought forward only because
they have, from negligence, inadvertence, or even accident, mitted
part of their case. The plea of res judicata applies, except in special
case, not only to points upon which the Court was actually required
by the parties to form an opinion and pronounce a judgment, but
to every point which properly belonged to the subject of litigation
and which the parties, exercising reasonable diligence, might have
brought forward at the time™,

Ze petdepoaam:

“Amodidw 0pbd Tov navéva Tov Awaotngiov dtav Afyw 6T dtav
évat oQLopuévo Bépa xoBiotatal aviukeipevo aviwdiniag xat exdi-
HOLOMG, CUITO CQUOBLO AKAOTIRQLO, TO AXOOTIHQLO CITOLTEL ATtd TOUS
duadixnovs oty ovibiria autyi vt ngoPdhouy OAdwnen TV
un6Beot) Toug xou dev Ba emLtoimel (entog xkétw amd EaLQETIES
MEQLOTATELS) aTOVG iDLovg duadixoue va avoiEouy To Lo avit-
KELEVO TG OvTLOLXIaG Ot oxéom pe Béua To omoio Bua urogovoe
va elxe VITOPANBEL WG HEQOS TOU OVTIKELUEVOL WO apgpuapritnon
ahhG dev wEofAnBme uévo eneldn ard apfiewa, mogadooun 1
CHOUA ATUXMUO TTOQEAELPOY PEQOS TN udBeans tous. H évota-
O TOU OEBROOPEVOV RORVITTEL, EXTOC OF EWDIRES TEQUILTWIORLG, OyL
HOVO grueio OE OXEON ME T OTTOLN TO AXAGTHOLO TTQRYUATL HAT-
Bme and 1oug Suadinovs Vo SLOLOQMMOEL YV XA VO CItaY-
yeidel amd@aon oAld xow waBe ompeio To onolo TRETdVTIG avit
®E OTO QVTLREIMEVO TNG avTLdIXIAS *aL TO Oroio oL Suddixot, emt-
dewviovag evhoyn empéhera, Ba pmogovaay va eixay TEoBdhel
TOTE”.

Zyetinég pe ™ SuvaTdTITe QoG ™S QUOTNENG EPAQUO-
TG TWV RAVOVAV GXS IR0 T0 dedaapévo, wdtw and eEawpetirés
TEQUOTAOoELS, eivan ov vrobéoe Armold v. NatWest Bank Plc
[1991] 2 A.C. 93 »ou The “Indian Grace™ [1994] 2 Lloyd's Law Rep.
331, oig omoieg dev YELGLETOL Opung Vo eexTafoE agov Sev eel-
QeTau TéTOoLo THiTnpa oty toQovaa vdBeam. (Bh. xow Havayiorns
Heaurogidng v. Kenuarvay Tearébne Kvmgov Atd (1995) 1 AAA.
670).

O eweoeiwv, pe TV aimom sov odiynoe oty egecBodiduevn
otdpaoT, enediwEe Sudtaya habeas corpus emXOAOUUEVOS I Lt
andpe pogd Adyoug mov dntoviav T dwatayns Tov Emagyiaxol
Amaotngiov nuegounviog 14 Asxepfioiov 1995 mov odifynoe otnv
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1AAA. Carter (Ag. 3) Kovoravavidng, A,

»pdenon wou.  OQuopévol atd toug Adyous mov TEOBAE, Grwg o1
UELGIVEL XOU, O GUVADEAPAS ag Ttov exdixace Tnv widBeom mowtodi-
WG, WToTéAEoay EMido Oépa oty aitnon 214/95 ko amoQoiedn-
®av. Avo pdhioto omd autols Tidn amoQQI@BnKay waL XAt EQEoT.
IMpdoBeoe ot véa aimom xou dAAoug woyxvelopovs. Tlwg 1o adixn-
ua TG ouvopwatag yie To ooio emineiton 1 éxdoor} Tov dev xo-
Mimreray azté ) Zuvbipn Exdoong duyodinav petald Hvopévou
Baoukeiov waw HITA, nuegopnviog 22 Asxepfoiov 1931, n onoia
TQOTAEME (e ®oAUIToOVoa o Tv Kimeo duvier tov Agbgov 8
g TuvBipeng Eywabiidouamg g Kumguonetic Anponoariog. Kat stwg
N ZuvBin aut 8e Seousvel Ty Kunguomn Anpoxpatia enewdn 1o
O T0érvio GpBEO Eivon AVTLOUVIOYUOTING, EVOWEL TwV TEOVOUDY TOV
ABoov 169 Tou Zuviaypartog.

004 nolBme gTnv TEWTASLKY CITGPAON TTWG AUTOL OL ETLITQC-
obetot AdyoL Ba prtopooay va eixav meoinBel atnv aithon 214/95,
%Al TEvTwg, dev exdnialinre omowadimote aupuoBitnom wg Qg
vt v ooy s, H avelAmym Tov epeceiovia TEwmg OHQuopatind
WITOQEl v TQOogeUYEL e dadoyrés autioeg otov xGBe éva od
TOVG ALXAOTES TOV AVITATOU AaoTnQiov yia Trv éndoom evidhua-
10 habeas corpus mdvw ota idue yeyovota, eivar ecpaipévn. Aev
UTAQOYEL TETOLW Stxaimpa. O epeotiwv xwlvdtav va vmoBdhel véa
aiTnom yi habeas corpus mtdvo ot faon twv Sedopéviv ov oniQL-
Eav v alton 214/95. H autioom ev TQOXELMEV, TS TOoBAN0Mory
VEOL LOYUQLOPOL, CUUGWVE LLE TA TELO TIEVID, SEV QLQEL TO KWOAVUO HoiL
1 EQECT CITOQQITTTETOL.

H épeon anmogointeral.

413



