EDPETEIO KYITIPOY - ITOAITIKH AIKAIOAOXIA

(IHIoArtikn 'E@eon Ap.: 273/2019)

08 IouAiou 2026

[A. KITEIOZ, M.T'. IITIKHZ, M. APOYZIQTHX, A/EZTEX]

I[TOAYYE AOYKA X”IQANNOY,

Egceocsiovtag,

GORDIAN HOLDINGS LIMITED
EgpeoifiAnto.

I'. TpravtapuAdibng ue M. Tpravtapuddibouv (ka) kar A. I'afpinAibn
yia Xxopébng, IHarancpov & Zia A.E.ILE., yiua tov E@eociovia.

Xp. KAnpidne ue A. I'swpyiou yia Poiffo¢ Xpioto¢ KAnpibnge &
Zuvepyarteg A.E.ILE, yia toug EpeoifAntoug.

KITZIOZ, A.: H andgpaon tou Atkactnpiou sivat opo@wvr Kat 0a

600¢i amno tov dikaotr) [Tiky).



AITO$PAZITH

IIIKHE, A.: O Egeociov (Evayopevog 2 npatodikeg) mpoofaiAet
Vv anogaot 1ou Entapxiakou Aikaotnpiou Aeuknoiag nuepopnviag
28.6.2019 omv Ayayr) urt’ apilBpov 7671/2009, pe v omnoia, g
eyyung tou Evayopevou 1 (epeng «Ilpwtogpeldétngr), Ouvapet
eyyunupiou  eyypagou  nuepoupnviag  31.10.2008  (eedng
CEYYUNTINPlO0 €yypaq@or), Olataxinke va TMAnpwoet otnv Tpamneda
Kurpou (e@efrigs  «Tpamelar) 1oocod  $20.000.000,00 6&olapiwv
Apepikng kat/ 1] 1o 10oroco o Eupan rAéov toko ®G akoAouBwg:
6.54% amno 22.1.09 - 21.7.09, 5,96% arno 22.7.09 - 11.8.09 kat 5%
artd 12.8.09 pexpt e§O@AnoNG, pe Ke@AAAlo1oinon 1oV oKV 6Uo

opeg 1o xXpovo OnAadn 30 Iouviou kat 31 Aekepfpiou.

To ev AOyw 11000 a@opouce Urnoxpewoelg tou IlpwtopelAetn pog
v Tpdarmeda, o1 OT0ieg MPOEKUITIAV ATTO TPEIS EYYUNTIKES ETTIOTOAEG
nuepounviag 15.10.2007, 19.11.2007, xat 31.08.2008 (e@edng
CEYYUNTIKEG €TTIOTOAESQ), TS ormoieg 1n Tpanefa e§edwoe wratormuv
o00nywwv tou [Ipwtopeldetn npog opsAog tng ABN AMRO BANK N.V.,

yla ta T1mooda twv $12.000.000,00, $10.000.000,00 «xat



$8.150.000,00 doAapiwv  Apepikng, avtiotowxa (ouvolo
$30.150.000,00). Kata 1) riepi 11g 22.1.2009, n Tparnela KAHOnKe va
katafBaler kat katefale oty ABN AMRO BANK N.V., ta noocd tev
EYYUNTIKOV EIMOTOAQV, Xpewvoviag TV adia toug rmAeov T0Koug Kat

aAAa £§oda oe Aoyapraopio tou [IpwtopelAen.

Zug 12.8.2009, n Tpanefa aneotelle otov Epeociovia emotoAr) pe
TV oroia Tov MMANPO@OPOUCE Yyid TOV TEPHATIOPNO TOU &V AOY®
Aoyaplaocpou kat v urofoAn anaitnong rpog tov [pewtopeldetn ya
MANP®HL] OAOKANPOU TOU XPEWOTIKOU UITOAOUTOU TOU AOydplaopou
[pe apBpo ...], kadwvtag tov Egeoeiovta va efopArjost apeoa
OAOKANPO TO XPEWOTIKO UTTOAOUTO yla To ortoio euBuvetal Bacetl tou
EYYUNINPIiou &eyypA@OU TIAEOV TOKO, IIPOEIOOIIOIVIAS TOV OTl
MAPAAEPT] CUPHOPP®ONG HUE TNV €IMOToAr] Oa ouvenayetatl ) ANYn
dwkaotkwv perpav evaviiov tou. Tnv 16a nuepounvia eotaln
ermotoAn kat otov [pwtogeldétn pe v ornoia kaleito va e§o@Anoet
10 UrtoAorto tou 18iou Adoyaplacpou avepxopevo os $32.186.655,24
6oAdpla Apepikng AEOV TOKOUG, OTO Oroio XpewOnKe 1 agia rmAsov
TOKOl KAl adda €§oda TtV TPV EYYUNTIKAOV EMMOTOA®V, KAl OTl
MAPAAEPT) TOU va CUPHoPp@®Bel pe tnv ermotoAr)] Oa ouvendyestat 1

ANyn S1KACTIKWV PEIPWV EVAVTIOV TOU X®Pig AAAn nposidornoinon. O



Egeosiov kat o Tpwtogeldétng dev avianokpibnrav otnv v Aoywn
antaitnon g Tpanefag pe amotédecpa vV KATAXQENON TG
npoavagepfeioag aywyrg. ZNHERTEOV OTL IPWV IV €KOo0n 1ng
EKKaAoUpevng ano@aong evavtiov tou Egeogioviog, oto rmAaioio g
16ag aywyng, otig 12.7.2011 ekd0OnKe €K OUPP®VOU ATO@PAOT)
evavtiov tou Ilpwtogeréty, yia to rood twwv $31.760.303,18
(6oAdpla Apepikrg), 1mAéov TOKOUG Kat €§oda kabBwg ertiong
OltataxOnke n nwAnon 100.000.000 petoxav g Ocean Tankers

Holdings Public Co Ltd pe avaotoAn ektedeong nevie (S5) etav.

To Baowo O¢pa 1o ormoio eyeipetal otnv Imapovca £Qeor €ivat 1o
KAt ITOCOo (a) To eyyunirplo £yypa@o AroTeAoUoe OUVEXI] £yyUn ol
ylia OAeg TS UE@OTAPEVEG 11 MEAAOVIIKEG UTIOXPEWOELS TOU
[Ipwto@elAetn, n onoia neplAapave TG UTTOXPEWOELS TTOU ATIEPPEAV
AITo TIG EYYUINTIKEG £ITIOTOAEG 1Expt rtooou $20.000.000,00 oAapimv
Apepikrg A€oV TOKOUG Katl £€§0da, 1 (B) meplopifotav otnv KAAUYn
OuyKeRp1IEVoUu PpaxunpoBeopou Saveiou tou Ilpwtogeldetn yia

roo6 $10.500.000,00 SoAapiav ApPEPIKTG.

Me PBdon ta adapeofrninta yeyovota tng unobeong, otug

31.10.2008 10 eyyuninplo €yypa@o otaAOnke aro v Tpdmnela



Kunpou pe tnAeopoilotunio otov E@eosiovia yia vnoypaen, padi pe
ETTIOTOAT) anteuBuvopevny otov 1610, uUMoypappEvny Ao  Tov

[TpwtogelAetn oty ornoia avaypda@oviav ta akolouba:

«O TTEPT ITPOXTAXIAY. OPIXMENHY KATHT'OPIAY, EITTYHTON NOMOX

Kupte,

@cpa: Avtiypago Anogaong otnv aitnorn ap. 018965001903
Avtiypago Kataotaong Ileplouoiakev Ztoxeiov

ZUpgova pe tov 1o nave vopo sSouciodoteitar n Tpamela Kurmpou
Anpoola Etapia Atd va oag nnapadwoet ta akoAouba:

1. Avtiypago amo@aong oty aitnon ap. 018965001903 yuwa 11
ouvayn g oUpQ®Viag IMOoItUKNG O61EUKOAUVONG TNV Oroia £X®
atnBet arno v Tpanela Kunpou Anpoola Etapia Atd kat yua v
OIT0ia £XETE EKPPAOEL TIPOOEDT] VA TIPOCPEPETE TV £yyUN 01 OAG.

2. Avrtiypago Kataotaong Ieprouoiakmv Ztowxeinv tou [Ipatogedétn.

Yroypagr) [Tpewtopeldéin
MIXAAHY IQANNIAHZ

[TapgdaPa ta 1o nave eyypaga arno v Tpdanela Kunpou Anpoowa
Etaipia At autonpoooneg v

Néog/ugilotapevog eyyuntrg

I[TOAYZ AOYKAZ X"IQANNOY»

H ev Adyw ermiotoAr) unteypden arno tov Egeoeiovia kat katateOnke

(tekpnpo 9) oy npwtodikn Owadikaocia padi pe 1o eyyunt)plo



eyypapo (texkprpo 8) ano tov Kk Makn Adapou, ME. 1, untaAAnAo tng
TpanieCag Kunpou otnv unnpeocia avaktnong oQelAOPEVOV ITOOKMV
(«recoveries»). Tautoxpova, e v €v AOY® €I10TOAT] 0tdAOnKav otov
Epeociovta pe 10 1610 tnAesopototurio daAda 6uo ouvodesutika
gyypaga, 1ot (a) 1n atmon ya T XOPNynorn IMOIROTUKQOV
d1eukoAuvoesnv yia Bpaxurpobeopo avelo $10.500.00,00 dodapiwv
Apepikng (epeng «PpaxunpoBeopo Oavewor) yua v €SOPAnOM
UP1OTAPEVOV UTTOXPEWOE®V ToU K MxaAn Ioavvidn npog tnv Tpanela
Kunipou, pe anorminpopn oe repiodbo 42 pnvev pe 7 100I00EG
eSapnviaieg 60oe1g, Kat (B) mpoo@epopeveg eyyur|oelg/eSac@aliosg,
Touteotv (i) eyyunon pepntov tou Mwxdadn Ieoavvidn uyoug
€1.917.000,00, (ii) mpoowrukr) eyyunon tou [IoAu X”Ioavvou yia 1o
rmoo6 v $20.000.000,00 6oAdapiev Apepikng, (iii) uglotdpeveg
evexuplaopeveg petoxeg S Ocean Tankers Holdings Public
Company Ltd, xat (iv) apvnukr) prnipa evexupiaong («negative

pledge») erti 1oV akivntav g owkoyevelag loavvidn.

[Ma mv anodeiln g vnobeong kata tou Egeosiovtog, n Tpanela
Kurnpou kaAeoe tov Makn Addpou (ME1), kat g deutepo paptupa
101wt O6kaotikd ermdotn, o oroiog Katebesoe OXeUKA HE TG

averntuxeig mpoorabeleg emidoong eidoroinong mrwxeuong otov



[Tpatogpeletn. O Egeocioviag dev €dwoe paptupia rat dev kadeoe
Kaveéva paptupa ot 6ikn. Katd v akpoaon £yive mnapadekto
yeyovog ott o Egeociov kat o [pwtogeldétng Katd mavia ouoimdn
XPOVO €1Xav @PAIKEG KAl ETTIXEIPNIATIKEG OXEOELS, KAl OTL O IIPMTOG
rtav peyalopetoxog otnyv etalpeia Ocean Tankers Holdings Public
Company Ltd (epedr)s «Ocean Tankers»). Me Baon tn paptupia tou
ME.1 (Tekpnpio 22) 1o mmoocootd petoxwv tou E@eoeioviog otnv

Ocean Tankers rjtav 29.55% ka1 tou [Ipewtogpsdétn 53.66%

O ME1 katebBeos oG pEpog g Kupiwg eSe€taong yparrtr) 61Awon
otnv oroia ava@epOnke, petalu AAA@v, otV oEelAr] TOU
[Tpwto@elA£tn 1 OOl MPOKUITIEL ATTO TG TPEIS EYYUNTIKEG ETTIOTOAEG
KAl KOAUITIETAl arto TO  EYyuninplo  €yypa@o HEXPl ITOO0U
$20.000.000,00 6oAapinv Apepiknig. Aviefetalopevog, aAréppiye
Katnyopnuatka tnv urofoAn wng Yrmepaoruong OTL 10 €yyuntL)plo
gyypa@o vurmeypagn arno tov E@esoegiovia amoxkAeliouika yua v
e§aopdldion tou PpaxunpoBeopou daveiou, urnootnpifoviag ot
MPOKETAL Yy1d HP1d OUVEXT] €yyUnor], Ol 0pOl ING Oroiag KAAUITTIOuUV
aPoU0oeg KAl NeEAAOVTIKEG UTIOXPEWOELS ToU [lpwtogetAetn, Katl otig
ortoieg rieptAapfavovtal Ta rnood @V EYYUNTIKWV EMMOTOAQV Ta oItoid

n Tpanefa kAnNOnke va rataPdlel kar mAnpwos pe epPfaopa otg



22.1.2009. To 06& 1tekunplo 9 agopouce A eruIPOoOen,
OUYKeRP1EVH O1eukOAUvorn Uyoug 10.5 ekatoppupiov dodapiav, 1
oroia mapaxwendnke katd v idta xXpovikr repiodo rmou nrav oe

10XU O1 EYYUINTIKEG ETTIOTOAEG.

To mpwtodiko Awkaotr)plo arodexinke | paptupia tou MEIL
npofaivovtag os avaloya euprjpata, eronpaivoviag, mapaAiAnia,
pn O6woypagnon tng Paokng Oeong urmepacruong TV oroia
npowBnoes n rmAeupa tou E@eosioviog, touteotiv OTL TO0 €£yyuntL)plo

EYYPAPO apOPOUOE ATTOKAEI0TIKA T0 PBpaxuripoBeopo daveto.

[TapaBétoupe autouolo TO OXEUKO AITOCITIACPA TO  OIO1o
AITOTUTTIOVEL TO OKEMTIKO ING E€KKAAOUUEVNG dAITO@ACHG £l TOU

MPOKEPEVOU (ogA. 11-12):

«....H paptupia tou k. Makn Abddpou ot0 pPeyaAuUtepo TG HEPOS
unootnpidetatl (0rwg kat otnyv undbson XXX Xp1otodouAou (o rnave))
ano ta kKatatefévia €yypaa, TOo TEPIEXOUEVO TOV OI0i®V eriong Oev
apeoPnteitat. Katd v avie§etaon tou k. Makn Addpou (M.E.1) tou
urtoPANOnke o1l TO eyyunplo uneypden ano tov Evayopevo 2 mpog
eCaopdalion ouykekpievou Ppaxurnpobeopou  daveiou uvyoug 10.5
ekatoppupiov Aodapiov Apepikng kat ot «fekabapn kar ekbnlwbeioa
npoBeon tou K. Xart(niwavvou niav va &yyunbel toUto TO OUYKEKPIUEVO
6aveor. O paptupag AMEPPIYE KATNYOPHATIKA TNV v AOY® UTIOB0AT], Kat
dwatodoynpueva. Kat' apxag o k. Xatdnuwavvou, &g eixe kabe dikaiopa,
ereAee va unv dwoel paptupia ota miaiola g napovoag Aywyn.
[Tepattepw, 10 €yypa@o 1mou uneypaye oudoAwg urootnpidel v mo nave
urtofoAr). Touvavtiov, ekeivo MMOU TIPOKUITIEL A0 TO E£yypa@o II0U
uneypaye, sivat 0Tt eyyudtal yia 1o ouvoAlko 1moco twv USD 20.000.000
rmA€ov Tokoug AoV £§oda, TG unoxpewoelg Tou Evayopevou 1, eite autég




elval mapouvoeg 1] peddoviikeg eite auteég exouv kataotei 11 rmbavov va
Kataotouv anattneg. Kata to xpovo mou o Evayopevog 2 uneypaye to
Eyyuntrplo Eyypago, Tekurplo 8, ot 1peig enidikeg Eyyunukeg Bpiokoviav
oe 10xU. MdAwota, oty napaypago 1 tou eyyuntnpiou (Tekprpto 8) yivetrat
avageopd otn QUOTN TV IMOTATIKOV O1EUKOAUVOE®V, Ol OToieg a@opouv ot
ouvaddaypatikeg, davela, oupPaocelg evolkiayopdag, KA., kKat oudemnote o
Evayopevog 2 {rinoe va ouykekpipevortotnOouv. O k. FaBpinAidng pe v
1KAVL] ayopeuct] Tou mapadeéxOnke OTL 11 €yyunorn TIOU UNEypaAYe o
Evayopevog 2 «sivar tov Ayiov IHaviow. Kat dikatodoynpeva, Oa €Aeya,
agou oug napaypagoug 2, 3 kat 4 tou Eyyunnpiou Eyypdagou avagepoviat
Ta akodouba:

Kat 1o epotnpa mou mpokUITIeEl €ival ylati Umeypaye pia TET01d YEVIKI)
Eyytnon mnou agopa oe USD 20.000.000, eav mpoBeor) tou rntav va
eyyunOei tov Evayopevo 1 yia ouykekpipévo Bpaxuripobeoiio davelo Uypoug
povo USD 10.500.000, wg aveépepe o K. 'aPfpindidbng. Tati dev anavinoe
otnv ermotoAn nuep. 12.8.09 (Texprpro 15) tng Evayouoag rou napéAafe,
pe v oroia n Evdayouoca, avapeoa oe aAda, €kave prnir) ava@opd OTo
Eyyuntpto nuep. 31.10.08 rou untieypawe yia USD 20.000.000 kat agiove
aro autov 1o v Aoy® 1ooo 1Aéov tokous. H nmapdAewyn tou Evayopevou 2
va rataBeost kat va dwoet ) 81kr) tou O€on oe oxeon HPE TS IMEPIOTATELS
urtoypa@rg tou Eyyunnpiou, dev avtuiotpé@et aopalwg to fapog anodeigng,
ou eivatl otoug wpoug g Evayouoag, mAnv opwg edw €xel tn onpaocia g
(XXX XapaAapnoug v. Acotuvopiag, ITowikr) Egeon 172/18, andgaon
npep. 20.2.19). Apnve PePfaing KAtd PEPOG OTL TETO10G OUYKEKPIHIEVOG
dikoypa@npuevog 10xXUplopog ek pepoug tou Evayopevou 2 dev undpxet.
Eival yvooto ot n dikoypa@gia ouviota to OgpéAdio ng dikng Kat artotelet
TO AIMOKAEOTIKO HECO yla TOV IIPOCOI0PIoPO TV Eermidikev Oepdtov
(Bpaxipn v. Kouvdoupnpn (1992) 1(B) A.A.A. 836). Kat dev Benpo 1og
autr) 11 OUO1WONG UTEPAOTTIOT KAAUTTIETAL Ao v rapaypa@o 10(iv) tou
dikoypapou tou Evayopévou 2, nuepopnviag 11.05.10, wg e1onynOnke o K.
T'afpinAidng.

Ev kataxkAeidl, oe oupgpovia pe tig Béoelg tou k. 'ewpyiou, eivar eupnua
tou Awkaotnpiou, oty Pdaon g aflomoing paptupiag Kat ot don tou
neplexougvou tou Evyvuntnpiou Eyypdoou rtou o Evayouevog 2 unieypauys,
ot 1o Eyyunu)plo ouviotoUos 1a OUVEXT] £yyunon tou Evayousvou 2 rpog
v Evayouoa Tpanela n omoia KAAumte Kat Ti¢ 1pelg enidikeg Eyyunukeg
ErmotoAég. [Ipwv anopaoiom KAtd 1o nave Tporo, £¢0e0d evartiov pou Kat
Vv o kKAt NopoAoyia n oroia a@opd oto mote Pia £yyunor ival CUVEXTG
1) OXWr.

[16ia untoypappon]
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To mpwtodiko Awkactnplo aneppye Kat addeg Oeoelg tou
E@eosiovtog, o1 omoieg oxetioviat pPe TOug AOyoug €@eong,

KAtaAnyovtag ott:

ITpatov, dev unr)ple mapadewyn ng Tpamnedag va 1KAVOTIOUOEL TG
arnattrjosig 1ou ApBpou 5(a)(i),(ii) xar (iii) tou epi IIpootaoiag
Opwoucvng Katnyopiag Eyyuntwov Nouou tou 2003
(N.197(I)/2003), oute 1 Tpamela £ixe 1€T010 UTTOXPEDOT], debopEvou
ott o Egeoeiwv dev eyyur)Onke tov Ipoto@elAetn yia OUYKEKPIIEVO
rmooco daveiou. Touvaviiov uneypaye pia cuvexr) €yyunon 1 oroia
KAAUTTIE OX1 HOVOo TS IapouceS aAdd KAt TS MPEAAOVUKEG
uroxpewoelg tou Ipetogedétn péxpt mooou $20.000.000,00

6oAapiwv Apepikrg, A€oV TOKOUG Kat £§oda.

AegUtepov, aro tnv napaypago 19 tou eyyuntnpiou eyypa@ou
MPOKUTTIEL 0Tl 0 Epeoeinv mapatr|Bnke ano tuxov dikaiopata 1)
IIPOVOH1A TIOU £VOEXOPEVRG Va €1Xe ®G eyyuning tou IlpwtogelAetn.
H &watunwon g ev Aoyw mapaypd@ou @epet tov Egeosiovia va
euBuvetat évavit g Tpdrnedag wg MPPTOPEAETNG V1A TIS UTIOXPEDOELS

tou [Tpwtopeldetn.
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Zinv e1domnoinon £peong Kataypa@ovial evvea AOyol £Qeong Katd
g o0pBontag TG MPEIOOIKNG aAro@Aong, €K IRV OI0IRV
artooupBOnkav ot Aoyot 1, 4, 6 rat 8. O1 evartopeivavieg Aoyot £peong
npoofaAlouv v KaAtdAndn Tou MP®TO01KOoU AlKaotnpiou emi TRV
axkoAouBwv {Ninpatev: (a) Ot To eyyunt)pPlo £YYPAPO KAAUITIE TG
aSwwoelg g Tpamefag Paocel t@v eyyunukov €motoAwv KAt dev
replop1ldotav otV €§ac@AA1On OUYKERPIPEVOU PpaxuripoBeopou
daveiou 10.500.000 OSoAapiwv Apepikng (2° Aoyog), (B) ot dev
urnpxe Owoypa@npueévog  1oxuplopog tou E@eosioviog ottt 1o
EYYUNINP0  £yypa@o  a@oOpouce HOVOo TV KAAUWn 10U
BpaxunpoBeopiou daveiou (3°s Aoyog), (y) ott n Tparela dev eixe
UToXpEWOoT va napadwoel otov E@eoeiovta emotoAr) n oroia va tov
evnuepovel yia ta StadapPavopeva oto ApBpo 5(a) tou Nouou
197(1)/2003 (5°s Aoyog), (6) ottt pe Paon v napaypago 19 tou
eyyuninpiou eyypagou o Egpeoeiov napattr)fnke amo TUXOV
dikawwpata 1] Impovopla Iou eviexopeveg eixe ®g eyyuntg (7°S
Aoyog). TlpooPddAetar emiong 1n mapdAelyn ToU MIPRATOHIKOU
Awkaotnpiou va efetdoel Paokeg O€oelg KAl 10XUPLOPOUG TIOU
npoPAnOnkav ek pépoug tou Egpeoeioviog, 1) va AdPet unoyn kat va
adlodoynoet ouo1wdn €yypa@a Kat yeyovota ota oroia faciotnkav ot

ev Aoy® O¢oelg, pe amotédeopa 1 ano@aocr va otepesital Enaproug
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attiodoyiag 1) va arnoAryetl oe kakod1Kia napafirafoviag to dikaiopa

oe dikain dikn (9°s Aoyog).

[Ipog vunootnpin Vv ekatepwbev Oeoswv, o1 eunaideutol
ouvir)yopol TV O61adiKOV KATAXwPloav AEMTOpPEpn) IEplypappata
ayopeuong, avarruoooviag, TapdAAnAa, ta Kupla onueia Ing
eruxelpnuatoloyiag Toug KATA TV EVOITIOV HPAS AKPOAUATIKL)
Oradikaoia. H e§etaon tav Aoyav £gpeong Oa akodoubrjoetl I oelpd pe

Vv oroia ripofaidovtat.

(I) Kata moco TO £YVYUNTHPLO £YVPAPO KAAUNMTE TA IMOOCA TGOV

TPLOV EYYUNTIKOV £MIOTOAMV peExpt mooou $20.000.000,00

SoAapicdv Apepirng, 1n neplropirlotav oto PBpaxunpoBdsopo

daveio.

Me tov deutepo Aoyo €@eong, ripoParAetatl n 6£on nwg n KatdaAndn
TOU MPOTOO1KOU Atkaotnpiou OT1 1) e1ib1Kn £yyUnon dev UNoypA@PTINKe
pog £6aoc@AA10on OUYKEKPIPIEVOU PBpaxunpoBeopou daveiou Uvyoug
10.500.000,00 6oAapiwv Apepikrg, 1o oroio o IpatopelAeng eixe
aunBet ano v Tpanefa Kurnpou kat to oroio o Egeoesiov eixe

eEK@PAoel TV MpoBeon tou va eyyunBei, eivar eopaldpevn 1)/xrat
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avtibetn rpog tr paptupia 1 oroia €ONKe evOIToV TOU MPXTOOIKOU
Awkaotnpiou 11/kat poiov ec@aijpevng Kat mMAnpupeAoug aSloAoynong
NG npooaxBesioag paptupiag 1n/xkat aviibetn pe g datadelg tou
Nououv 197(I)/2003 xat 1t vopoAoyia tou Aveotdatou Akaotnpiou,
rieplAdapPavopévng tng ano@aong otnyv urnobeon Aaixn Kunpiakn
Tpareda Até v. T.G. & Sons Importing Ltd x.a. (2004) 1 A.A.A.

180.

O1 eumnaideutolr ouvr)yopotr tou Egpeoeiovtog otnpioviat otig
rep1PaAAouoeg cuvOKeg UTTOYPAPL)G TOU EYYUNTNPLOU EYYPAPOU KAl
On eyypaga 1mou neplAapfPavoviar oto TeEKpnplo 9, ta ormoia
ouvarnootaAdnrav pe 1o eyyuninplo eyypa@o, mpoPdaAioviag ot
EMPOKELTO yla €181Kn eyyunon replopl{opievn oto Ppaxurnpobeopo
davelo twv 10,5 ekatoppupiov 60Aapiav ApepIKLG, TTAEOV TOKOUG Kal
€¢o0a. Kata ) B¢on toug, 1o pwtodiko Aikaotr)plo dev eAafe urtoyn
Kat 0ev 1x0On ota opbBa ouunepdopata aArtd 10 TEPIEXOHUEVO T®V
EYYPAP®V TOU TeKUNPiou 9, ta oroia ava@epoviav povo og eyyunon
Tou PBpaxurnpobsopou daveiou, xWPIG Kapia avapopd ot ertidikeg

EYYUNTIKEG ETTIOTOAEG.
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Yoot pidetal, ertiong, Ot 10 MPOTOH1KO AKACTIPO0 £0QPAApPEVA
Baociotnke otov toxupiopo tou ME.1, kata v avie§etaorn, ot o
Egeosiov yvoplle «ta mavia» 0e OXE0N HPE TG EYYUNTIKEG ETTIOTOAEG
Otav UTIEYypaye 10 £yYyUNINP10 £yypa@o Kat ot mpobeon Tou nrav va
eyyunOel OAeg TG TAPOUCEG KAl MEAAOVIIKEG UTIIOXPEWOELS TOU

[Tpatogpeletn npog v Tpaneda.

[TeputA€ov, poAaAAetal o 10XUPIOHNOG OTL E0PAAPEVA TO TIPOTOOKO
Awkaotr)plo Bewpnoe o1l n napadewyn tou E@eosioviog va aravtrost
OtnV €I0ToAL Teppatiopou g Tpamelag nuepopnviag 12.8.2009
(Texpnplo 15) katadeikvuel ot pobeorn tou Egeoeiovtog kata tov
XPOVO UTIOYpa@1|G TOU E£YYUNTIP10U €yypa@ou dev nrav va eyyunbOet
10 BpaxurpoBeopo davelo, aAdd 0Aeg TIG ITAPOUCES KAl PEAAOVTIKEG
unoxpewoelg tou Ipwtopeldétn, xwpig va Adfet kabBoAou unoywn to
YEYOVOG OTL OtV €v AOY® €I1OTOAT Oev yivotav Kapia avagopd otug
EYYUNTIKEG €ITIOTOAEG. QG eo@alApievn pooAaAAetal Kat 1) IPOOEYY1on
TOU MP®TOO1KOU AlKaoInpPiou va BOewprjost OTl 1 TAPAAEYPn TOU
Egeosiovtog va kataBeoel kat va dwoet ) 81kr) 1ou ekdoXr] OXETIKA
HE TG TIEPIOTACELS UTIOYPA@T)G TOU EYYUNTNP10U £yypA@ou, Kaitol dev

avTuiotpePet 1o Bapog anodeiing, £Xel I onuaocia g, Ye APAITOIT)
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otv vumnobeson Xapaldaumoug v. Aotuvouiag, ITow. Eg.

172/2018, nuep. 20.2.2019.

Télog, o Egeoeiav drateivetal ol n enidikn oupfaon eyyunong n
OIToia EUITIITIEL OTO MPOCTATEUTIKO MMAaicto tou Nououv 197(1)/2003,
Oev umopetl va kadurtelr otdrmote rmepav tou Oaveiou 1o oroio
MapaxXepPeital otov nmPETo@ENETn aro v Tpaneda, v Ooyel tou
KAONKoOvVIog TMPOonyoupevng EVNHEPOONG TOU eyyuntn pe Paon 1o
ApOBpo 5(a) tou pnbeviog Nopou. Kata ) 0¢on twv sunaideuiwv
OuUvVINYOpP®V TOU, OKOII0§ TOU VOouoBetn rntav va IEPlopioel Tnv
epPedela eyyunong rmou EUITUTIEL EVIOG TOU Tediou e@appoyng Tou
Nopou, oUtwg wote va KAAUITIEL POVo OAveEld Ol AEMTTOPEPEIES TOV

OTI01®V KO1VOITO10UVIdAl OTOV IMPOTIOEPNEVO £YYyUTTI) TIPOTOU UTTOYPAYEL

) ouppaon eyyunong.

Ztov avtinoda, ot eunaibeutor ouvnyopotr g EgeoifAntng,
urtepapuvOnkav g opOotNTag g NPWTOod1KNG anopaong, divovriag
101aitepn £@acn OTo0 ITOCO NG ITPOCPEPOUEVIG £YYyUNONG TO OIT0i0
eivat kata 9.5 ekatoppupla 6oAAapla ApPepilkng HEYAAUTEPO TOU
BpaxunpoBesopiou daveiou, mMAeov 1oKoUug Kat £§oda. Alateivoviatl ot

®G Oepa Adoyikrg, eav npoBeon tou Egeoeioviog ntav va syyunBei
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Hovo 1o 1000 10U PBpaxuripoBeopou davelo tote Ba £61ve 100100M
XpNuatikn eyyunon. To 8e AeKUKO TOU eyypa@ou eyyunong Oev
aprvel Kapia ap@iPodia 0Tt apopd OUVEXI] €yyunorn yla OAeg TG
UQLOTAPEVES KAl PEAAOVTIKEG UTIOXPEWOELS TOU E@eoeioviog rpog tnv

Tpanela.

Fvetat swonynon OtTL 1 gpunveia Tou eyyuntuikou eyypa@ou ®G
ed1kn eyyunon ywa 10 O0AQPWS XapnAotepo T1ood v 10,5
eRatoppupiov  dodapiwv, aviikeltalr otov KAvova IIPOooaAy®YNnsg
IIPOPOPIKIG Haptupiag yia v eppnveia ypartr)g ovppaong (PA.
IToxoupou x.a. v. Koota (1998) 1 A.A.A. 1618) Kal oTI§ APXEG
eppnveiag Twv oUPPACE®V Ol OIoie§ AMMOKPUOTAAA®VOVIAl OTnVv
unoBeon OeoAoyou x.a. v. Ktnuatikn Etawpeia Neucoig At
(1998) 1 A.A.A. 407 (BA. kat KapaoAn k.d. v. Aaoupn k.d. (2008)

1 A.A.A. 225).

O1 eumntaideutolr ouvryopor tng E@eoifAntng, pe avagopd otn
paptupia tou ME. 1, untoypappifouv iwg dev eivatr kabBolou tuxaio
OT1 TO EYYUNTIP10 £YYPAEPO UTIEYPA@PT TNV NUEPA TTOU €ANye 1 Pia €K
TOV TPV EYYUNTIKGOV EMOTOA®V yia rtocod $12.000.000,00 Sodapicav

Apepkrg, 1 oroia Kat avavewbnke, eve Alyn wpd PETA TV UTIOYPAQT)
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ToU, otaAOnkav odnyieg arno tov [pwtopeldétn ownv Tpanela Kunpou
peow tnAeopoloturiou  (tekprplo  20), yua  peta@opd  IOoCoU
$8.826.410,00 6&oAapiwv Apepiktig omyv ABN AMRO BANK.
Tovifouv emiong 1o mapadekto yeyovog ott o Egeosiov 1tav
peyalopetoxog oty Ocean Tankers, kat ot ovp@ova pe 1IN
paptupia tou ME. 1, o Aoyog rou 600nkKe 1 emidikn eyyunon rjtav ot
KO1VEG ETTIXEIPNPATIKEG dpaotnplotnteg pe tov [lpatopeldetn oty ev
AOYy® etalpeia, armo TS OI0iEG €1XAv KOO O@EAOG, KAl ACPAARDG

UIrpXxe MANPNG yvwor] tou E@eosioviog yla T1g eyyunTIKEG ETTIOTOAEG.

e 0,11 agopd tnv unodbson Aaixn Kunpiakn Tparela Até v.
T.G. Sons Importing Ltd x.d. (avotépm), poBdAlstal Otl autr)
Olakpivetatl pe Baon ta d1ka ng laitepa yeyovota, kabot cuppeva
HE TNV anogaoct, n 01ariot®on 10U nMpetodikou Awkaotnpiou o1l 1o
avtaddaypa g oupPaong eyyunong nNtav 0 TPEXOUHEVOG
Aoyaplaopog, eixe oav PaBpo ) paptupia g umnaddndou Twv
EPEOEIOVIOV, KAl ETMMOPEVROG Ol e@eoeiovieg dev propouoav va tnv
npoofdlouv ermkaloupevol Ogpa  epunveiag g oupPaong
eyyunong. AAAn e1doro10g dragopda eivatl 0Tl otV 1Mo nNAave unodeorn,
oe avtiBeon pe Vv rapouoa, Oev urrpxe IPokaBoplopEvo Oplo

gyyunorng.
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[TeputAeov, ot eunaibeutol ouvryopol g E@eoifAning, &ivouv
1Owaitepn €U@AON OTn OXEUKA IMPOO@EATI] AITO@ACT TOU AvVRTATOU
Awkaotpiou oty unobeon Prestos Confectionery Ltd k.a. v.

Alpha Bank Cyprus Ltd, IIoA. Ep. 114/2015, nuep. 30.4.2024.

'Exoupe 61e6€ABe1 pe 181aitepn npoooxr) TG npofardopeveg Beoelg
Kal ermxeipnpatoloyia twv 6uo 1Asupwv, v TpooPaAlAdopevn
ano@aor), Ta MPAKTiKaA g 61Kng, ) d1koypagia Kal ta TEKPPa 1rou

KaAtatednKav evwItiov 10U npetodikou Awkaotrnpiou.

To np®to 1o oroio xp1det e§etaong eival Kata rrocov dikatoAoyeitat
n enepPaon pag oy npeTodikn adlodoynorn g paptupiag tou
ME.1. Ot nayieg apxeg tng vopoloyiag, a@opmoes TS TEPTIWOELS
OT1§ oToieg ermrpenetal n mapepPfaon tou Egeteiou ounv Kpion tou
npatodikou Awaotnpiou emi g adlormotiag TV PaApTUPGV,
Kataypdagoviai, petalu dAAwv, oto KAtwbl anooracpa aro Inv
YoAwuou v. Vineyard View Tourist Enterprises Ltd (1998) 1

A.A.A. 300, ogA. 320-321:

«Xto 61KO pag ovotnua n adloAdynon ng adlormotiag TV Haptup®V
avrkel Kat' €§oxr) oto nMpmtodiko H1KAoTr)Plo TO OI0i0 £iXe v euKalpia va
aKoOUOE1 TOUG PAPTUPEG KAl va IMAapakoAoubnoel ) cupneplpopd To0Ug Oto
edwA10 1Tou paptupa. Kata kavova to Egeteio ontavia enepfaivel oto va
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anogpaocioel 1iept g adlormotiag evog pdptupa. Euxepelia yia tov
MAPAYK®OVIOPNO eUpnuatev Iept g adlormotiag IapEXEtat POovo otav
Katagaivoviat €§ avukelpEévou avumootata 1 otav esivalt mapdaloya 1
auvBaipeta 1) dev unoopifoviat ano 1 paptupia mou 10 IPOTOHIKO
dikaotr)plo €xel anodexBel wg agoruotn. Eav nrav evdoya ermrpentd oto
MPROTOO1KO H1KACTNP10 va KAPEL TA EUPHHATA TA OIT01A £€KAPE O OXEOT HE
mv aormotia 1t Egeteio 6ev  emepPaiver (BA. Kyriakou wv.
Aristotelous (1970) 1 C.L.R. 172, 176, Charalambides v. Hjisoteriou
& Son and Others (1975) 1 C.L.R. 269, 277, l'avvg k.da. v.
Xpirotopopou (1995) 1 A.AA. 340, LoorAn v. Aswvidou (1993) 1
A.AA. 1003, Aoidou v. Poooou, [Tohuikr) 'Egeon 8784/19.5.94,
A@avaoiou k.d. v. Kovvouvn (1997) 1(B) A.A.A. 614 ka1 Xptotodoudou
v. AyaBokAcoug (1997) 1(A) A.A.A. 396).

Tv A@avaociou (Mo mave) £yve ava@opd Ot Arooracpd arod Tty
unobson Whitehouse v. Jordan [1981] 1 W.L.R. 246 oto oroio
urtoypappidetat 61t 10 IMAEOVEKTIA TTOU ATTOKTA TO IMP®TO81KO S1kAOTL)P10
H€ To va ImapakoAoubr)oel KAl va akKoUoel ToUG PAPTUPES TTPETTEL TTAVIOTE va
yivetat oeaoctd arno to Egeteio.

Evarnokettat oto 61a8iko o ormoiog apgoPfnrel ta eupnpata  tou
dwkaotnpiou rmou oxetifovial pe v adloruotia va rneioet 1o E@eteio ot auta
eivatr eopadpéva (BA. Mylonas and Others v. Kaili (1967) 1 C.L.R.
77, Sakellarides v. Papa Savva and Another (1966) 1 C.L.R. 261, 262
kat Imam v. Papacostas (1968) 1 C.L.R. 207, 208)».

To anoonaopa g MPOIOd1KNG Ano@acng, oto oroio rnapatifetat
n paptupia tou ME.1 agpopwoa otn yvoon tou Egeoeioviog ya tig
EYYUNTIKEG EITIOTOAEG KAl TNV KAAUYN TOUG AI0 TO EYYUINInpPlo

gyypa@o, €ival to akoAoubo (ogA. 8-9):

«Avtegetalopevog, ermepeve ot O€oelg Tou KAl 1OXUPIOTNKE OTl O
Evayopevog 2 yvopile ta mavia oe oxXeon pe 1g ev Aoye Eyyunukeg, ntav
otevog ouvepydtng tou Evayopévou 1, agoU padi eékavav ermxeiprjoelg.
Onwg xapaktinplotika avepepe «O Kuprog X" Ioavvou ue mAnpn eniyvoon
£6@w0oe 10 EYYUNTHPLO TOU EVOO® 10XUAV AUTEG Ol EYYUNTIKES, YVWPIE TATPWS
Tola 1NTav n OWKOVOUIKY Kataotaon tou Kupiou Mixadn loavvidn kar ing
Ocean Tankers kai €ixe kat 30% twv uUetoxwv, dpa gixe avadafer va
emcelpnuUatiko pioko o kupio¢ IIoAug X" Ioavvou Kat auto 10 EMXEPNUATIKO
piorko mpopavwg bev ansbwoes kar twpa npbe n wpa va mAnpwost ue Bfaon
v gyyunon wou Kai n panela Baoiletar mAnpws otnu eyyunon tou n onoia


https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1970/rep/1970_1_0172.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1975/rep/1975_1_0269.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1995/rep/1995_1_0340.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1993/rep/1993_1_1003.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1993/rep/1993_1_1003.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1997/rep/1997_1_0614.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1997/rep/1997_1_0396.htm
http://www.bailii.org/uk/cases/UKHL/1980/12.html
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1967/rep/1967_1_0077.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1967/rep/1967_1_0077.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/1968/rep/1968_1_0207.htm
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ntav pia ovvexng Kar 601apkng eyyunon Kar Aot autoi ot 9pot avapspoviai
ot0 gyyuntrplo mou vnoypawe o kuptog X" Ioavvou.»

Anéppwype Ratyopnuatikd v unofolAr] g Ymepdaoruong oOtl 10
Eyyunu)pto uneypagpn arod tov  Evayopevo 2 yua  e§ao@dldion
OUyKeRppEVOoU PpaxurnpoBeopou daveiou uvyoug 10,5 exkatoppupiev
6odapiev. Onwg Xapakxktnplouka avepepe «Oxt dapowvew mAnpwg. To
gyyuntiplo avagéepetar o mapovoeg Kar ueddovukeg SieurkoAvvoeig
nepdapfavopusvov Kat eyyuntkov emotodov. Etor avapgpet to eyyuntrpto.
To ouykekpyevo Texkunpio 9 mov KateBsoa avapepetar o pia empPOoOen
ovykekpugvn dieukodvvon 10,5 skaropuvpiov alda nrav v ibia tepiodo

TOU UTHPXAv KAt Ol EYYUNTIKES EMOTOAEC Uoug 31.150.000 doAapiwv.»
Ao peAet 10V PakKtiKwv rpokurttetl ot o ME. 1 otrpi§e ) B¢on
Tou 1epl yvwong tou E@eoeioviog yia TIG EYYUNTIKEG EITIOTOAEG, TNV
O01KOVOU1KI] Kataotaorn tou llpwtogeldetn katl ing etaipeiag Ocean

Tankers, ota ako6AouBa otoixeia, ta oroia MapaBeToUIE CUVOTTTIKA:

(@) O Egeociov nrav peyaloperoxog otnv etaipeia Ocean
Tankers (1o omoio €yive mapadekto yeyovog). Hrav o deutepog
peyaldopetoxog, peta v [pwtogeldétn, pe mooootd oXedOv
29.55% (texprplo 21), exoviag erevdUoel OV €rAlpeia auty)

deradeg ekatoppupla.

(B) To eyyunmplo eyypago umeypaen v 1da nuepa
(31.10.2008) 1mou €Anye 1n eyyunuikn ermotoArn wng Tparnelag
ripog tnv ABN AMRO BANK vyia 1o 11000 tov 12 ekatoppupiov

0oAapiwv Apepikrg, eva 1n OeUtepn eyyunukn yia O&ka
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ekatoppupla  Oodaplta Apepikng  €Anye o €va  pnva
(30.11.2008). O1 eyyunukeg €rmOTOAEg avavembnrav Kat

Bpiokovtav oe 10XV otav mAnpwbnkav otig 22.1.2009.

(y) MoOAlg pua wpa peta Inv umoypa@r) Tou eyyuninpiou
EYYPAPOU aro MAnpPe{oucilo avurpoorro t1ou Eg@eosioviog, o
[Ipwto@elAetng pe tnAeopoloturio tou 1pog tnv Tparnela
(tekpnpo 20), €dwoe 00nyieg yla v ArootoAn espfaopatog
rooou 8.826.410,00 6olapiwv Apepikng o Aoyaplacpo tng
ABN AMRO BANK otnv EAAaba, ywa tnv anorAnpopr d0osmv

daveilou Katl IOK®V 1ou €Anye aubnuepov.

(6) To ev Aoy® 1000 Pplokotav oe KATaBetkO Aoyaplacpo g
Ocean Tankers kat pepog tou gixe XpnuatodoinOei arno tov id1o
Tov E@eociovia pe kepalaia IPOEPXOPEVA ATIO TNV TIOANOT

dikalnpatov npotipnong (rights issue) g ev Aoyw etaipeiag.

(€) H tpdamela enetpeye v arodEOPEUOT] KAl ATTIOOTOAT] TOU €V
AOym 1000U AOY® NG €§a0@AAIONG IOU NG TAPEIXE 1)

uTtIoypa@r Tou £yyuntnpiou eyypag@ou, oc pia 1epiodo mou n
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Ocean Tankers avupetomle rmeouka  InpoPArnpata

PEUOTOTNTAG.

To nmpwtddiko Awkaotr)plo oto otadlo g adloAoynong arnodeEXTNKeE
1 paptupia tou ME. 1, onuewwvovtag 01t 0to PeyaAutepo PEPOG NG
urnootnpidetal arno ta katatefevia £yypapa, TO TEPIEXOPEVO TOV
oroilwv 6ev ap@ofPnteitat. Ava@opika P v apvnor 1ou paptupog
OTl TO e&yyunuplo €yypago Ieplopidetatl  oOto IMOCO  TOU
BpaxunpoBesopou daveiou, n B€on autn ekpibn Sikailodoynuevn pe
YVQOHOVA TO AEKTIKO TOU £YyyPA@OU €K TOU OITO10U ITPOKUITIEL 1] OAPL)G
Katl {ekaBapn rpobeorn) tou E@eoesioviog va eyyunOei 11§ mapouoeg Kat
peAdloviikeg unoxpewoelg tou [lpwtogeldétn pexpt mooou 20
ERATOPPUPIOV O0Aapiov Apepikig ImAeov TOKouG Kat £§oda. Aev
dlarmiot@voupe orolodnIote o@aipa aloAoynong g paptupiag tou

ME.1 1o omoio va 61katodoyei tnv enepaot) pag.

[Tapd v anodoxr) tng paptupiag tou ME. 1 unoypappidetatl ot n
Elpaon g arno@aocns Ppiloketat Ooto AeKUKO TOU eyyuninpiou
EYYPAPOU KaAl TO TI00O TNG £yyunong €K T®V OI0iV 10 MPKTOH1KO
Alkaotr)plo ouvayet v 1npobeon twv oupfallopeveov pepav. Xto

onpeio auto tovidetal ot to Egeteio Bpioketatl oe 100U MAEOVEKTIKY)
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0¢on pe 10 MPWTOO1KO AKAOTIP10 OTO va J1ayvmoEeL TV £vvola £VOG
EYYPAPOU, CUPP®VA 1€ ToUS Kabiepopevoug kavoveg eppnveiag (PA.
Saab & Another v. The Holy Monastery of Ayios Neophytos

(1982) 1 CLR 499).

H vopwkrn auBeviia otnv omoia ompidetat 1 1mmAeupda 10U
E@eociovtog, sival ) undOson Aaikn Kunprakn Tparela v. T.G.
& Sons Importing Ltd k.da. (avotépwn). O Aoyog (ratio) g

aro@Aong EUMEPIEXETAL OTO KAT®O1 anoortaocya:

«To katd 1ooo Og P1a OCUYKEKPIPEVT UTIO0E0T Ha eyyunorn ivatl ouvexrng 1
oxt eivat {pa rmou oxetidetal pe v npodeon TV PEPOV OTING eEKPPAleTat
HE€oa aro 10 AEKTIKO IMOU Xprnolpgorioinoav, onewg auto yivetatr dikaia
avuANIIo pe Vv €vvola Tou €Xel Xprnolporionfeil kat n npobeon auvin
dlakpipavetal pe tov KAAUTEPO TPOIO Pe 1o va e8etdletal 1 OXETKN
KATAOTAOT TOV PEPWV KATA TO XPOVO oUuyypa@ng tou eyypdeou® (BA. Pollock
and Mulla Indian Contract and Specific Relief Acts, 9n ek., 1972, o¢€A.
619). Exe1 iepattepw vopoAoynBOei 6t to Bépa dev propei va ano@actobet
pe Bdon povo tnv amdr) epunveia tou eyypa@ou XmpPig va e§eETAoTOUV Ol
ouvOnKkeg rmou to riep1BaAAouyv via va aveupebei mo1d HTav To AVIIKEILIEVO TO
oItoio ta pepn eixav katd vouv otav 608nke n eyyunon** (Hefffield v.
Meadows [1869] L.R. 4 C.P. 595, 599)».

[16ia untoypapion]

H mo nave anogaon akodouBr|fnke os apiBpo petayeveotep®v
ATTOPACERV OT1S OTOIEG TIAPATTIEUITIEL TO MPKOTOO1KO AKAOCTI)P10 OTIG
ortoieg 60ONKe €UPAOT OTO AEKTIKO TOU €yyuninpiou eyypda@ou (PA.

I'eowpyiov v. Tparnelag Kurpou (2009) 1 (B) A.A.A. 862, ocA.
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867-868, Tuvepyatikn IIiotwtikn Etaipesia Makpaoukag v.
Kametaviou (2014) 1 A.A.A. 32, Christakis Ioannou Merkis
Services Ltd k.da. v. Hellenic Bank Public Company Ltd,
artopaon nuep. 10.7.2018, Miapng x.a. v. Aaixn Kurmpiakn
Tparsia Até (2011) 1(B) A.A.A. 1625, ocA. 1633, Mavt{alog v.

MixanAién k.d., IToA. Ep. 73/2013, nuep. 14.2.2019).

Yy Aaikn Kunpiakn Tparela v. T.G. & Sons Importing Ltd
(avetepw), rataypd@etat otV arno@aocn Otl To aviadlaypa tng
oup@®Viag eyyunong 1tav o IPEXOUNEVOS Aoyaplaopog oupp®va pe
T paptupia g tparedikig UIaAAAou KAl ETIOPEVOG 01 EPECEIOVIEG
dev propouocav va mpoofAAlouv 10 OXETIKO €UPNHPA EMMKAAOUNEVOL

Bepa eppnveiag mg ovppaong eyyunons.

[Tio mpoogata, oty urobeon Prestos Confectionery Ltd k.a.
(avetep®), HPETA amod aAvVACOKOINOn TG OXEUKNG Vouoloyiag,

AéxOnkav ta akoAouba:

«H raBe nepimwon eCetaletal ot Bdaon tov H1KOV G MEPIOTACEDV KAl OV
Oa mpenel va nmapayvepifetal n mpaypankotta oty Katd ravova av oxt
Kal ITAVIOTE, Ol £YYUI0£1G ITPOG MOTOTIKA 18pupata, ouvexeig 1) oxt, 6idovrat
TAUTOXPOVA HE T1 XOPNYNOI KATO01ag TMOTOTIKLG O1EUKOAUVONG ITPOG TOV
MPWTOPEIAETN 1] OTav u@lotapevn 6ieukoAuvon Ba dieupuvBel. Zuvenwg, n
dnuoupyia 1 n Oievpuvon g MOTETKLG OleukoAduvong dev ouviota
naviote KAt xepig dAdo Seomdlouoca ouvOnkn 1ou TePPAdAel 1N
onuoupyia g eyyunong. Efaptatar ano tg meplotacelg g KABe
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unoBeong, nepldapPavopevng g OXEONG KAl TOV OUPPEPOVIOV TOU
eyyunt] ot vunoBeosig tou  rnpeto@eldétn. Ebdwm, mpmopoupe va
UTTOPIVI)OOUE OTL Il ayyA1Kr) vopioAoyia, tapd to Ot urtootnpidetl Ot 1 yveon
aro TOV £YyUnt) G EIMXEPNPATIKIG 0XEONG PeTadl ToU IOt KAl ToU
MPOTOPENETY, Oev €lval OTOXel0 KATAAUTIKO ®G ITPOG Tr PUOI), OPOUS KAt
OKOITOUPEVO €UPOG TG OUPP®VIAg £yyunong, propei va Anebet unoyn g
HEPOS TV OUVONKOV KAT® artd Ti§ OIT0iEG UMOoypA@nKe I oUpQovia
eyyunong (National Merchant Buying Society Ltd v. Bellamy [2013] EWCA
Civ 452; [2013] 2 All ER (Comm) 674)

To oxetko anooracpa anod v anogacn tou AyyAikou Egeteiou,
otnv unioBeon National Merchant Buying Society Ltd v. Bellamy
[2013] 2 All ER (Comm) 674, 10 011010 Ava@EPETAl O] «YU@WON Ao
TOV €yyuUnNty ¢ Emxepnuanrxns oxeong uetalvu tov motwtn Kat Tou

TPWTOPELAET», ival 1o akoAoubo:

«[39] ...A guarantee is merely a particular type of contract. The relevant
question—in this as in every case—is 'what is the nature of the guarantee
obligation that the guarantor has assumed?' That is the question that
Phillips J, in the Mercers Co case, recognised as the critical one. It is the
question that in St Microelectronics NV v Condor Insurance Ltd [2006]
EWHC 977 (Comm) at [36], [2006] 2 Lloyd's Rep 525 at [36], Christopher
Clarke J said underlies all cases such as this; and it is the question that
the judge also asked himself at para [92] of his judgment in this case.
The answer to the question turns on the interpretation of the guarantee,
as to which there are no special rules. A guarantor is likely in most cases
to know the nature of the business relationship between the principal
and the creditor. So is the creditor. But proof of such knowledge by either
or both parties to the guarantee does not, by itself, tell vou anything
conclusive about the nature, terms or intended effect of the guarantee.
That depends upon the true interpretation of its language, an inquiry
involving 'the ascertainment of the meaning which the document would
convey to a reasonable person having all the background knowledge
which would reasonably have been available to the parties in the
situation in which they were at the time of the contract' (see Investors
Compensation Scheme Ltd v West Bromwich Building Society, Investors
Compensation Scheme Ltd v Hopkin & Sons (a firm), Alford v West
Bromwich Building Society, Armitage v West Bromwich Building Society
[1998] 1 AlER98 at 114,[1998] 1 WLR 896 at 912 ['per Lord Hoffmann).
In engaging in such an inquiry, it may well be appropriate to have regard
to the commercial arrangements which were at the time in place between
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the principal and the creditor, which will form part of the background
against which the guarantee is given. But the proposition that the
interpretation of the guarantee is conclusively dictated by knowledge that
the guarantor may alone have had is inconsistent with the now well-
settled approach to the construction of written instruments, including
guarantees, and is wrongy

[16ia unoypappion]

[6laitepa onpaviike eivatr n ano@aon g Awkaouxkng Emrporning
g Boulrg tov Aopbav otnv unioBeon Investors Compensation
Scheme Ltd v. West Bromwich Building Society (1998) 1 All
ER 98 - 1 oroia nmapareynel oto mo Mmave arnooracpa - Orou o
Nopbdog Hoffman cuvowilel 11g apxeg epunveiag t1ov cupPacsnv v
OYel g 0Uo1mdouUg PetaBoAng rou £xel ereABel oe autov Tov KAado
ToU O1Kaiou WG artoteAsopa v ano@acswv t1ou Aopdou Wilberforce
ot untoBeoelg Prenn v. Simmonds [1971] 3 All ER 237 ocuig o€A.
240-242, [1971] 1 WLR 1381 ouig ogA. 1384-1386 kat Reardon
Smith Line Ltd v. Hansen-Tangen, Hansen-Tangen v. Sanko
Steamship Co [1976] 3 All ER 5§70, [1976] 1 WLR 989. “XeU1KO

eival 1o KAtwb1 aroortaopa, oeA. 114 - 115:

«My Lords, I will say at once that I prefer the approach of the learned
judge. But I think I should preface my explanation of my reasons with
some general remarks about the principles by which contractual
documents are nowadays construed. I do not think that the fundamental
change which has overtaken this branch of the law, particularly as a
result of the speeches of Lord Wilberforce in Prenn v Simmonds [1971] 3
All ER 237 at 240-242, [1971] 1 WLR 1381 at 1384 71386 and Reardon
Smith Line Ltd v Hansen-Tangen, Hansen-Tangen v Sanko Steamship Co
[1976] 3 All ER 570, [1976] 1 WLR 989 [, is always sufficiently
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appreciated. The result has been, subject to one important exception, to
assimilate the way in which such documents are interpreted by judges
to the common sense principles by which any serious utterance would
be interpreted in ordinary life. Almost all the old intellectual baggage of
'legal' interpretation has been discarded. The principles may be
summarised as follows.

(1) Interpretation is the ascertainment of the meaning which the
document would convey to a reasonable person having all the
background knowledge which would reasonably have been available to
the parties in the situation in which they were at the time of the contract.

(2) The background was famously referred to by Lord Wilberforce as the
'matrix of fact', but this phrase is, if anything, an understated description
of what the background may include. Subject to the requirement that it
should have been reasonably available to the parties and to the exception
to be mentioned next, it includes absolutely anything which would have
affected the way in which the language of the document would have been
understood by a reasonable man.

(3) The law excludes from the admissible background the previous
negotiations of the parties and their declarations of subjective intent.
They are admissible only in an action for rectification. The law makes
this distinction for reasons of practical policy and, in this respect only,
legal interpretation differs from the way we would interpret utterances in
ordinary life. The boundaries of this exception are in some respects
unclear. But this is not the occasion on which to explore them.

(4) The meaning which a document (or any other utterance) would convey
to a reasonable man is not the same thing as the meaning of its words.
The meaning of words is a matter of dictionaries and grammars; the
meaning of the document is what the parties using those words against
the relevant background would reasonably have been understood to
mean. The background may not merely enable the reasonable man to
choose between the possible meanings of words which are ambiguous
but even (as occasionally happens in ordinary life) to conclude that the
parties must, for whatever reason, have used the wrong words or syntax
(see Mannai Investment Co Ltd v Eagle Star Life Assurance Co Ltd [1997]
3 All ER 352, [1997] 2 WLR 945 [

(5) The 'rule' that words should be given their 'natural and ordinary
meaning' reflects the commonsense proposition that we do not easily
accept that people have made linguistic mistakes, particularly in formal
documents. On the other hand, if one would nevertheless conclude from
the background that something must have gone wrong with the
language, the law does not require judges to attribute to the parties an
intention which they plainly could not have had. Lord Diplock made this
point more vigorously when he said in Antaios Cia Naviera SA v Salen
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Rederierna AB, The Antaios [1984] 3 All ER 229 at 233, [1985] AC 191 at
201

'... if detailed semantic and syntactical analysis of words in a
commercial contract is going to lead to a conclusion that flouts
business common sense, it must be made to yield to business
common sense."

H mo nave anogaon uobetnOnke ano ta Kunplaka Awkaotrpla
otnv urnobeon OcoAoyou k.d. v. Ktnuatikn Etapeia Neusoig Até

(1998) 1 A.A.A. 407, otnv ontoia AexOnkav ta e8r\g:

«O1 apxeg ou HiErouv v gpunveia oupPaong eivar kada kabiepwpéveg
kat e xpelaletatl va ug eravadapoupe. (BA. Saab and Another v. Holy
Monastery Ay. Neophytos (1982) 1 C.L.R. 499). I[Ipenet va ornpei®@ooupe
OT1, OUVeXNG €lval 1 TAON TPOG EVAPHOVIOI TV APX®V EPHUNVEIAS TRV
oupfdoewv pe 1a Kpatouvia otnv kabnpepwvr) {wr). To kpuu)plo eivat n
évvola tnv ortoia petadidel to Keipevo NG CUPPXVIAG OTO PECO AOYIKO
avBbpwro. Ta 10 okormd autd propei va sprdoutcfel 1 yvwon pPe v
aroxkdAuyn tou unofabpou g ocupewviag, £§aAlPOUPEVAOV TTAVIOTE TRV
dlanpaypatevoemv, Kabmg KAl PovoPEp®V dNAMOEDV KAl UTTOKEIHIEVIKQOV
npoBéoewv TtV oupPardopeveov. Maptupia TMOU  ava@EPETAl  OTOUG
UTTOKEEVIKOUG TTapAyovieg HIopel va yiver dektr) povo oe aywyr) yua
610pOwon tou eyypdagou (rectification). (BA. ICS v. West Bromwich
BS[1998] 1 All E.R. 98 (HL)). To avukeipevo PReBaia tng epunveiag
MTAPAPEVEL TIAVTOTE 1] £VVold TRV OP®V TNG CUPP®VIag Katd to PE€oo Aoyiko
avBpwro. H évvola, n omoia petadidetal o' autov, yia ta oup@avnOeviar.

(BA. ka1 KapaoAn k.a. v Aaoupn x.a. (2008) 1 A.A.A. 225).

H mpoavagepBeioca avaduon tou Aopbdou Hoffman uioBetr)Onke
arto ta AyyAika Awkaot)pla oe OXEon HPe Vv epunveia oupPdaoemv
eyyunong otnv unobBeson Static Control Components (Europe)
Limited v. Egan [2004] EWCA Civ 392 (niap. 14), kat otnv

HETayeveEDTEPT) ATO@AcoT) ToU Avatdatou Aikaotnpiou (Supreme Court)
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g AyyAiag, otnv uniobeon Rainy Sky SA and others v. Kookmin
Bank (2012) 1 All ER 1137 - n ortoia a@opouce tnv gpunveia
EYYUNTIKIG €IMOTOANG KAANG ekteAeong (performance bond) - 6mou

avagepoviatl ta akodouBa otnv anogaon tou Aopdou Clarke:

«[21] The language used by the parties will often have more than one
potential meaning. I would accept the submission made on behalf of the
appellants that the exercise of construction is essentially one unitary
exercise in which the court must consider the language used and
ascertain what a reasonable person, that is a person who has all the
background knowledge which would reasonably have been available to
the parties in the situation in which they were at the time of the
contract, would have understood the parties to have meant. In doing
so, the court must have regard to all the relevant surrounding
circumstances. If there are two possible constructions, the court is
entitled to prefer the construction which is consistent with business
common sense and to reject the other.

[22] This conclusion appears to me to be supported by Lord Reid's
approach in L Schuler AG v Wickman Machine Tool Sales Ltd [1973] 2
All ER 39, [1974] AC 235 [f'quoted by Sir Simon Tuckey and set out
above. I am of course aware that, in considering statements of general
principle in a particular case, the court must have regard to the fact
that the precise formulation of the proposition may be affected by the
facts of the case. Nevertheless, there is a consistent body of opinion,
largely collated by the buyers in an appendix to their case, which
supports the approach of the judge and Sir Simon Tuckey.

[23] Where the parties have used unambiguous language, the court
must apply it. This can be seen from the decision of the Court of Appeal
in Co-operative Wholesale Society Ltd v National Westminster Bank plc
[1995] 1 EGLR 97. The court was considering the true construction of
rent review clauses in a number of different cases. The underlying result
which the landlords sought in each case was the same. The court
regarded it as a most improbable commercial result. Where the result,
though improbable, flowed from the unambiguous language of the
clause, the landlords succeeded, whereas where it did not, they failed.
The court held that ordinary principles of construction applied to rent
review clauses and applied the principles in Antaios Cia Naviera SA v
Salen Rederierna AB, The Antaios [1984] 3 All ER 229, [1985] AC 191
. After quoting the passage from the speech of Lord Diplock cited
above, Hoffmann LJ said (at 99):

'This robust declaration does not, however, mean that one can rewrite the
language which the parties have used in order to make the contract conform to
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business common sense. But language is a very flexible
instrument and, if it is capable of more than one construction, one chooses that
which seems most likely to give effect to the commercial purpose of the
agreement.'»

[I6ia vnoypappion]

(BA. Law of Guarantees, 7% edition (2015), by Geraldine

Andrews and Richard Millet, ocA. 119).

Znpavukn eivat Kat n PEIAYEVEOTEPT] ATIOPAOCT] TOU AvVRTATOU
Awkaotnpiou tng AyyAiag otnv unioBeon Arnold v. Britton & Others
(2016) 1 All ER 1, ownv omoia o Aopdog Neuberger, avagpepopevog
OTOUG TAaPAYOVIEG KAl KPItpla Iou Aapfavoviat unoyn otnv
epunveia v oupfacemv, HPe avagopd otnv InpoavagpepBdeioa

vopoAoyia, Tovioe, petadu aAAwv, ta e§ng, oeA.7- 8:

«17] First, the reliance placed in some cases on commercial common
sense and surrounding circumstances (eg in Chartbrook, paras [16]-[26])
should not be invoked to undervalue the importance of the language of
the provision which is to be construed. The exercise of interpreting a
provision involves identifying what the parties meant through the eyes of
a reasonable reader, and, save perhaps in a very unusual case, that
meaning is most obviously to be gleaned from the language of the

provision...»

[...]

«[20] Fourthly, while commercial common sense is a very important
factor to take into account when interpreting a contract, a court should
be very slow to reject the natural meaning of a provision as correct simply
because it appears to be a very imprudent term for one of the parties to
have agreed, even ignoring the benefit of wisdom of hindsight. The
purpose of interpretation is to identify what the parties have agreed, not
what the court thinks that they should have agreed. Experience shows
that it is by no means unknown for people to enter into arrangements
which are ill-advised, even ignoring the benefit of wisdom of hindsight,
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and it is not the function of a court when interpreting an agreement to
relieve a party from the consequences of his imprudence or poor advice.
Accordingly, when interpreting a contract a judge should avoid re-writing
it in an attempt to assist an unwise party or to penalise an astute party».

[I6ia untoypappion]

Ev oyetl tng uobetnong g anogaong tou Aopdou Hoffman otnv
unoBeon ICS v. West Bromwich BS (avatep®) aro 1o Avatato
AKAOTI|P10 0€ OUVAPTN O HPE TO YEYOVOG OTL Ol ApPXEG EpUNveiag Tav
ouppaoswv eyyunong dev dla@Epouv Ao TG YEVIKEG APXEG EPUNVEIAG
TV oupPaocswv (PA. Static Control Components (Europe) Limited
v. Egan (avotépw), Halsbury’s Laws of England S5t edn. Vol. 49
(2021) par. 671-2, on the construction of guarantees),
oOnyoupacte, OT0 CUUIIEPACHA OTl - OGS O€l1a AOYIKIG KAl OUVOXI|G
tou d1kaiou - n apxr n omoia dwatunwvetatl oty unobson Aaikxn
Kunpiakxn Tpareda v. T.G. & Sons Importing Ltd x.ad. (Qvo1Epn)
(otnplopevn onv nadawa uvnoBeon Heffield v. Meadows [1869]
L.R. 4 C.P. 5§95, 3aocet tou ouyypappatog Pollock & Mulla, Indian
Contract and Specific Relief Acts, 9n ex., 1972, ocA. 619), 6a
pErnetl va 10mel urno 1o npiopa g npoavagpepOeiocag AyyAkng Kat

Kunplakrg vopoAoyiag.

Zipeopevol oty eribikn oupfaon eyyunong, oUPE®VA HE TNV

npopvnoBeioca vopoloyia, 1o Kpiolo epotnpa €ivat rmota n QuUon g
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EYYUNTIKIG UTIOXPE®ONG v ortoia avedaPe o eyyuntg. To yeyovog
OTl 0 £YYUNTING YVOPI(EL TN QUOT NG ETNXEPNHATIKNG OXEONG PETaASU
MPWOTOPEIAETT) KAl TOTAT), OEV IIPOCPEPEL ATTO POVI TG OTTI01001TI0TE
OP10TIKO CUUIEPACHA AVA@OPIKA M€ Tr] @UOI, TOUS OpPOoug 1) TO
ermdlwKopevo anotedeopa g ouppaong eyyunong. H anavinon oto
EPOTNHA auto edaptatal aro v opbr) epunveia 10U AEKTIKOU NG
oupPaong, pla €psuva n oroia ouvenayetal «nv §akpifwon tou
vonuatog¢ to omoio to fyypa@o Oa uctebibe o0 £vav UEOO OUVETO
avBpwro, o onoiog dtabstet Ao to urtofabpo yvwoswv to omoio Ba nrav
evdoywg¢ 6rabsoo otoug oupBardopucvoug Umo g oUuVONKES OTIC OTTOIES
autol teAdovoav Kata tov xpovo cvvawn¢ ¢ oupfaong (BA. National
Merchant Buying Society Ltd v. Bellamy (avotepw)). To
unoabpo auto, yvwoto Kal KOG «TAEypua twv yeyovotwv» (matrix of
fact), meprtdapPavel oudrrote Ba ennpeadle Tov TPOITO HUE TOV OT010 TO
AeKTIKO TOU eyypagou Ba yvotav avtiAnIo aro evav HEco AoYiKO
avBpowro. Eav undpxouv 6Uo0 duvateg epunveieg, to Awkaotr)plo
dwatloutal va 1mpokpivel v epunveia ekeivn mou ouvadel pe v

KO1VI] EUITOPIKI] AOY1KI] KAl va aroppiyet v adAn.

Ormou, 01®G, o1 CUPPAAAOPEVOL €XOUV XPNOTHIOITO)0El 0A@L] KAl

avavtidektn yAoooda, to Awkaotr)plo o@eidel va v epappooet (BA.
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Rainy Sky SA and others v. Kookmin Bank (avotépw)). Asv
artotedel €pyo tou Awkaotnpiou va Savaypdyet toug Opoug TNg
ouppaong 1 va apEPPetl eK @V UOTEP®V IIPOKEINEVOU va aTtaAAAdet
evav oupPaldopevo amo TG OUVENEES H1AG ATIEPIOKEIING 1)
OlKOVOHUIKA aoUp@opns oupeeviag. O OKOmMoOg TG €PUINVEUTIKIG
dwabkaoiag agopa ommv eSakpifpwon TV 00KV TIPAYRATIKA
oupEeVNONKav Kat oxXt 0o®v 1o Aikaotr)plo Bswpel 0Tl Oa empere 1)
Oa ntav evAoyo va eixav oup@mvnOesi, aro@euyoviag €101 1IN
petaPoAn tou oupPatnkou rewpevou (BA. Arnold v. Britton &

Others (AvRTEP®)).

O1 Paowoi opol tng emidbikng ouvupPaong eyyunong, Ot OI0i0l

rapatifevial otnv eKKAAOUPEVT ATTOPAOT] €X0UV OGS AKOA0OUOKG:

«2. FEyw, 0 nio KATw UMNOYEYPALUEVOC, UE TNV nNapouoa gyyuouual OAEC Tig
unoxpewosig tou Ilpwtopeldétn mpo¢ v Tpansla, eite ot
UTLOXPEWOEIS AUTEC Elvatl Tapovoeg 1 ueAdovtkeg, site kateotnoav
n mou mbavdv va Karaotouv anaitnieg, E£lte auvteg slvai
TPOOWTIKESG 1] KOWEG Ue omotobnmote dAAo mpoowmo 1 mpoowna
Kai eite lvar aueool 1 Euuecor avalauBave va oag mAnpwow
UOAig pou to {ntrjoste 0motodNTOoTE TTO0O XPNUATWV 1OeAe Kataotel
mAnpwtéo oe oag¢ oc oxeon ue ug Pnbeiosg UTOXPEWOTES TOU
IpwtopelAetn 1) omotaocdnmote ano avteg, TAEoV TOKOUC (TTooo peta
000 kai mpw onotadnmote araitnon 1 Sikaouky anopaocn) tov Ba
Kepaldomowovviar kabe €5 unveg, kara tmv 301 lovviou kar 317
Aereufpiov kabe €roug uexpt tnu mAnpn Kar tedeia e€opAnon, mpog
TTOOOOTO EMITOKIOU TO omoio 1OeAe oupu@P@UNOsl amo Kaypou &1
Kaipov uctalv tou Ilpwropesidetn war g Tparnslag wai/n
ovupavia pe wmv ouvnOn mpaxkuxkn ¢ Tpamnelag, mALov
npounBeieg kai/n adda parnslika dSikaiwuara Kat Sitknyopka Kat
Owaoura £§oba rai/n alda §oba kar damaveg mou nbesle
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unootel ) Tpanela oe oxgon ue tov Ipwropeldétn n tnv tapovoa
gyyunon.

Evvositar mavtote Kar umo Toug OPOoUG NG Tapaypa@ouv 7 Tou
Tapovtog, Ot to Tooo Kepalaiou yia 1o omoio Oa evubBuvouar faoet
¢ mapovoag eyyunong bev Ba umepfaiver o mooo twv USD
20.000.000,00 EIKOXI EKATOMMYPIA KAI 00/100 AoAdapia

AUEPIKTG.

EmimAéov Oa evbBuvouar yia tokoug, tpamneQika Oikaiwparta,
ounyopuca kar alda £§oba onwg meptypagpovial mo Tave.

3.  Zuupouvwo ot n mapovoa £yyunor] Uou glvatl pia CUVEXHS EYyUnon
npog v Tpamela kar 6sv OBa tepuatifetar mapd UOVOV a@ou
TELAOTOUV ETTA NUEPES ato TNV nuepa rouv Ba AaPBet n Tpamrela oto
Kataotmua C.B.C Head Office 2 vypanty ebomoinon ue
aopaliopugvn eniotoAr) pouv yia tv mpobeor) LoU va TEPUAtIon Tnv
mapovoa £yyunon Kai o€ mepintwon Bavarov pouv n svbuuvn pou
Baoetr ng mapovoag eyyunong, Oa efarxolovBei va 1oxvel uexpt tnu
nuépa mou Ba €xouv TEPAOEL EMIA UEPES Ao THV NUEPOUnvIa
TEPUATIOUOU NG ATO TOUG OLAaXEPIOTES NG TLEPLOVOLAS 1] EKTEAEOTES
¢ Owabnkng pou. Evvositar ot Oa evBuvouar yia oldeg g
unoxpewoeig tou IpwtopelAetn ou Ba exouv dnuioupynBei puexpt
v ugpa mou Ba 60b¢i n eiboroinon teppatiopov, avelapinta av
Ol UTIOXPEWOEIS AUTEC KATEOTNOAV amaiinies 1) 0xl, OmwS Kat yia
OAec ti¢ umoxpewoeig mou Ba dnuiovpyrost o IpwtoPelAetng ueoa
otnv mePiodo TV EMTA NUEPWV UETA TNV E160TOINONG TEPUATIOUOU
S EYyUNong pou.

4.  Kai n mapovoa eyyunon 6Oa woxvetr yia to tedikd umodouro mou
dvvarov va kataotel mAnpwteo mpo¢ v Tpamela amo tov
IpwtopelAétn kKar puexpig otov mAnpwbei 1o ev Aoyw umdldouro, n
Tparela Oa Sducarovtar va Kpatrnosl, va TPAyUatomoost 1 va
o1absoet ue omorovdrmote Ao tpdmo Kar katd tnv andAutn Kpion
¢ omoleodnmote e§aopaliosig xel onpepa 1 mov SUVatov va xel
oto ugddov kair xwpi¢ va sivar uoxpen va Aoyioer mpog opeAog
uou omowdrnmote avaloyo mooo twv efaopalioswv 1 glonpae®v
auvtwv UEXPIG OTOU To TteAuko umoldoirto Ba exst e§opAnOsi mAnpws
Kai, oto uetalu, 6sv Ba AaPBw omowadnmote drafnuata svaviiov
tou Tlpwtopeldéty yia v elompaln xpnudiov mou Oa Exw
nmAnpwoet otnv Tpanela Baocel tn¢ mTapovoag £yyunong, xwpic va
Exw otelder mponyouvugvawg ypamrtn siboroinon otnv Tpamrela.»

A0 TO TT10 TTAV® AEKTIKO IPOKUITIEL avap@ifoda ot porkettat ya

OUVEXT) £YYUN 0T YA «0AEC TIC UTTOXPEWOTELS TOU TIoWTOPEIAETN PO THY
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Tpamnela, €ite 01 UTOXPEWOEIS AUTEG £lval TAPOUOEC 1] UEAAOVTIKEG, £lte
Kateotnoav r mou mlavov va Kataotouv anaitnies», peExpt roocou 20

EKATOPNUPIOV 0Aapinv ApepiKng TTAE0OV TOKOUG Katl £§00a.

H mAeupd tou Eg@eoesiovtog 6ivel 181aitepn epgpaorn ota £yypa@a mou
ouvanootdABnKav e 1o MPog UTIoypaQr)] EyYyUntr)plo £yypago, Kat on
OV  OUVOOEUTIKI] E€ITIOTOAL), TNV €YKPOn 1S ITNOTOUKNG
d1euxkoAuvong yua 1o BpaxurnpoBeopo davelo KAl TIS IPOCPEPOIIEVES
eao@aliosilg, oug oroieg eplAapfavetal ) MPOOKITIKL] £YyUN O] TOU
Egeosiovtog yia roco 20 exatoppupieov dodapieov Apepikng. I'eyovog
elvat Ol 1 OoUVOOEUTIKI|] EITIOTOAL] AVA@EPETAL O AIMOQPAOCT] NG
Tpaneag va eykpivel aitmon tou llpwtogeldetn yia T ouvayn
ouppeviag Mmotwtkng O6leukoAuvong, v oroia o Egesoeiav
eCeppaoe Vv rpoBeon va eyyunOei. H motwtuk:n dieukoAuvorn apopd
BpaxumpoBesopo davelo yia moco 10,5 eratoppupiov doAapiwv
AlepKNG Pe OKOTIO TtV €SOPANOT] UPIOTAPEVAV UITOXPEWOEWV TOU

[Tpwtogeletn npog tn Tpdmela.

To mpwtodiko Awkaotr)plo, oAU euctoxa Oa Aeyape, Oetel 10
epnua ywati o Epeosiov unieypaye pia 1€to1a yevikr eyyunon yua

rtooo 20 ekatoppupiev dodapiov Apepikng edv pobeorn tou nrav va
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eyyunBet  tov Ilpwtogeldéty POVO Yyl  TO  OUYKEKPIIEVO
Bpaxurpobeopo davelo vywoug 10,5 ekatoppupiov doAapiev. Auto
10 ortoio Kat’ ouoiav emdntei o Epeocinv eival va eppnvevtcoupe v
U0 Kpion oupPaon og €181kr) €yyunorn 1 oroia KAAUItel povo 1o
OUyYKeRp1IEVO PBpaxunipobsopo davelo, mpaypa To ornoio avriketlrat
oto oa@eg kat {ekaBapo Asktko g oupPaong, to oroio dev

ermoexetal tetolag H1a@PoPETIKNG eppnveiag.

H ouppaon eyyunong avavtidekta KAAUITIEL OAEG TIS UTIOXPEDOELS
tou llpwtogeldétn, mapouoeg 1] PeAdoviikeg peEXpt mooou 20
eRAtoppuUpiav dodapiwv Apepikng rmAeov TokKo Kat £§oda. Aev
replopideTtal OTto avilKkeipevo oute OTO IMOCO Tou PpaxuripoBecpou
daveiou. To npwtod1ko Akaotr)plo opOws Paciotnke 0to AEKTIKO NG
oupfaong yia va oupriepavel Ot KAAUITIE KAl TS TPELS EIiOIKEG
EYYUNTIKEG ETIOTOAEG 11€XP1 TT000U 20 eKatoppupiav dodapiov mAEov
TOKOUG Kat €§oda. Akoun, opwg, kat av 110sAe Kp1Bei Ol urr)pxe
ap@onpia oto AeKTKO, 0g 0,11 A@Oopd TOV KAVOVA AUOTNP1S
eppnveiag g oupaong 1§ fAPOG TOU MOTAOTH KAl UTIEP TOU £YYUINTH
(yvootou g contra proferentem), TUYXAVOUV €V TIPOKEIPNEVRD
ePappoyng ta ooca rKaBodnynukda krataypd@oviai OTto cuyypappa

Chitty on Contracts, 24" éxéoon, Touog II, map. 47-064.
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«...the role of this traditional maxim of construction is less prominent
that formerly, and particularly between parties of equal bargaining
power, the courts seek to resolve ambiguities in a contract term by
reference to its context in the wider contracts, its factual matrix and
commercial common sense rather than by reference to this traditional
maxim»

Zinv npatodikn anogaoct ermonpaivetal, Xopig va ap@iopnteitat
Kat €@eorn, ot Epeocinv wvupova pue v Evayovoa Tpamela kat
ovpupova ue 1 TEPOOkO Forbes, cilvar Sioskatoupuuplouxog
smxsipnuatiag, maykoouwas — sufedsiagr  (yeyovog  1mou  Oev
apgofPnreital kat’ €peon), 1010tTa 1n oroia TOV £{10WVEL OE

dlanpaypateutikr) 10xu pe v Tpaneda.

[Teputdéov, Bewpoupe ot eav 1 poBeon tou Egeoesioviog 1tav va
eyyunbet povo 10 1000 TOU PBpaxurnpoBeopou  daveiou, 1
poo@epopevn eyyunon Oev Ba unepePaive 1o mooco twv 10,5
eRatoppupiaov doAapiwv Apepikng 1Agov 10Ko Katr €§odba. Zto
KAaoo1ko ouyypappa Law of Guarantees, 7t edition (2015), tov
Geraldine Andrews and Richard Millet, oc). 145 avagepetat ot
€AV TO TTOCO TG £YYUNONG TAUTI(ETAl EMAKPIPOG PE £vA OUYKEKPTHIEVO
Xpeog, 1o Awkaotrplo duvatatl va ouvayel aro ta yeyovotra OTl 1)
eyyunon 1poop1{otav artoKAE10TIKA yid TO XPE0G aUto («if the amount

of the guarantee precisely equates with a particular debt the court may
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infer from the facts that it was intended to relate to that debt only») (BA.
Plaster Decoration & Papier Mache Co Ltd v. Massey-

Mainwaring (1985) 11 TLR 20S5).

[Tepav g ouvpPaong eyyunong, 10 IPRTOOIKO AlKAOTr)Pl0
ouveKTIPA Kal v napadewpn tou E@eoesioviog va aravtrjost otnv
€rmotoAn nuepounviag 12.8.2009 (Texurplo 15), otnv omnoia ywotav
pPNIN ava@opd OT0 EYYUNirplo £yypa@o Kat araitnon yia tnv
AN P®UI] TOU OUVOAIKOU ITOOOU TG £yyunong tov 20 eKatoppupiov
0oAapiwv Apepikng. To mpwtodiko Awaotripio 6ev @aivetratr va
Ospnoe v apdelyn anavinong g napadoxt) TOU IMEPIEXOUEVOU
g ermotoAr)g (BA. T. HAwaén & N.I. Zavtn, «To Aikaio tng¢
Amodeilng» 2n €xdoon, ocA. 276-277). Aviibeta, evétale 1o
OTO1XE10 AUTO OTO0 €UPUTEPO ITAAIC10 TG Iapaiewpng tou Egeosioviog
va rataBeoel evOpKmS Kal va dwoel 1 81kn Tou €KOOXI) avapopika
HE TG TEPIOTAOEIG UTToypa@n|g Tou eyyuntnpiou eyypdgeou. Opbang,
ermonpaivetat ot n napaiewyn twou Egeoeioviog va katabeoetl otn
8ikn), kaitot ev petarortidetl 1o Papog anodedng, £xel ) onuaocia g,

KaOOTL agnvel avennpeaotn v ekdoxt] g AAAng rAeupdg.
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TéAog, pe kaBe oefaopo dev oupemvoupe oute He 1) Ogon Tou
E@eosiovtog o011 orotednrote 1 IPOCEEPOPEVI] £YYUI O KAAUITIEL
oupPaon daveiou n ortoia eprrirtel oto MPOCTATEUTIKO ITAAIO10 TOU
Nououv 197(I)/2003, dsv propei va nieptdapfavet oudrriote aAdo
ATV TOU OUYKEKPIPEVOU daveiou. Mia 1€t01a OTEVE] KAl TIEPLOPIOTIKY)
eppunveia dev d1katoAoyeital amo 10 AeKTIKO Tou €v Aoyw Nopou, oute

Kal propet va yivelr arodextr).

To ApBOpo S5 rabopilel TIg AUOTNPES UITOXPEWOELS TTPONYOUHEVNG
AN POEOPNONG KAl ATTOKAAUYNG TTOU UIEXEL O TTIOTOTNG «OE OXEON UE
NV mapaxwpnon daveiouvr, Ne 0a@r) OKOITO TNV IPO0Tacia ToU £YYUnTtr)
HEO® NG ermiyvoong v kKwvduvewv mou avadapPavet. O Nopog,
®Oot000, pubnidel kat srmPaiiel npootateutikeg O61KkAe1deg, aAAa oe
Kapia niepintworn) dev emepPaiverl oty eAeubepia twv oupfardopevav
va kaBopioouv 10 eUPOG TNG EYYUNTIKNG EUBUVNG, OUTE AITAYOPEUEL 1
ouprepiAnyn AAA®V UPIOTAPEVOV 1] NEAAOVIIK®OV UTTOXPEWOEDV TOU

MPOTOPEIAETH 010 1610 OUPPATIKO £yypago.

ZUvenwg, 1 E€MEKTACH TNG KAAUYNG NG €yyunong IreEpav 1ou
OUYKEKPIIEVOU daveiou eival aroAuta VOUIHnN KAl £yKUPIr), £QOOCOV

artotedel mpoiov g oupPatikng PouAnong WV HPEPWV, HPE HOVI
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ouvenela ot ot Hataelg tou Nouou 197(I)/2003 6a tuyxdvouv
ePApPPOyNg Oto HEIPO IMOU 1 rapaoxebesica eyyunon agopd Kat

KAAUITIEL TO €V Aoyw Haveto.

Yo 10 9oog TV avatep® o Oeutepog AOyog £@eong Kpivetat

apaowog.

(II) Kata noco n unepaomnion tnv onoia npoefade o E@eoeinv

dev nrav Sikoypa@npeEvn.

Me tov tpito AoOyo &E@eong mpoofdaldetar n opbotnta tou
OUMIEPAOHIATOS TOU IMPTOdikou Awkaoctnpiou ot Oev  urr)pxe
dwoypapnpeEvog 10XUPIOOG €K pEPoug tou Egeosioviog mmou va
KaAurtte ) 0€on tou 0Tl PoBeot) TRV PEP®V KATA TOV 0UO1wd1 XPOVO
uroypa@rng Ing E€rmdkng eyyunong ntav n KAAuyn aro Tov
Egeosiovta ouykekpipevou Ppaxunpofeopou npoomrmkou daveiou
uwoug 10.500.000,00 SoAapiwv Apepikrg, To oroio eixe {Ntnbei amno

tov [pwtogpelAén.

H napdaypagog 10(iv) tng ExBeong Yriepdoruiong, n oroia ekpidn

NMPRTodIKwG 0T Hev KAAUTITIEL TNV £v AOy®m B€om, avagepet ta e8Ng:
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«O1 kat’ 1oxXuplopo unoxpewoelg tou Evayopevou 1 mpog v Evayouoa
etvatl aoxeteg pe kat/ n éev kadurrovial aro 1o KAt 10XUP1oHO EYyUnTploy.

H mAeupda 1ou E@eocioviog unootnpidel ot 1) o rnave 61atuneon
elval emapkrg, Kabotl 1o eyyuninplo £yypa@o, 10OHEVO UTTO T0 POS
TOV IIPOPVNOBEVIOV  eyypap®Vv Tou Tekpnpiou 9, odnyet oto
oupIEpacia Ot 0ev KAAUITTEL TS EYYUNTIKEG UTTOXPEWOELS €I TRV
oroiwv e&dpaletar n afiwon g Tpamelag, 1EPOP{OIEVO OTN
OUYKEKPIPEVI] TNOTOWTIKY O1eUKOAuvorn tv 10,5 ekatoppupiov
6oAapiwv Apepkng. [IpofarAetl ¢ 10 epwtnua 1t addo Ba emperne va
avageper o Egeosiov ot 6woypa@ia tou, ermonpaivoviag
rmapaAAnda out n Tpamela dev {Nnoe MmepAllEP® KAl KAAUTEPES

AeTTOPEPELEG.

Ao v dAAn n mieupa g EgeoipAntng, unootnpiloviag tnv
MPRTOO1KN Kpion, nmapadetel 1o Aekuko ing 4.19, 0.4, 13 katl 16,
v radawv O@soucdv IoArtikng Aikovouiag, e MAPATIOUIT] O
OXEUKI] Vopoloyia, tovifoviag tnv urnoxpeéwon Kabe diadikou va
eyeipel pe ta dikoypaga tou 0Aa ta {nrrpata ta ornoia kadiotouv pia
ay®yr) 1] anaitnon VOMIKA avurootaty), Kabmg kat oAeg tg Paoeig
UTIEPAOTIIONG, Ol ortoieg, eav dev eyepBouv pntd, sivatr rmbavo va

awpvibiaoouv  tov  avtibiko. Yrnoypappifelr, mapdAAnda, v
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UTTOXPE®OT Tou d81adikou va pnv anavia Pe YEVIKEG ApPVI|Oelg Kl
UTTIEKPUYEG, AAAd KATA TPOTI0 CUYKEKPIPEVO KAl 1T TG ouoiag. Xin
Baon auty, eonyeitatl, ot n popvnoBeioa O¢on tou Epeoeioviog dev
dikoypageital KAt n OUVOITIIKL ava@opd tng rapaypag@ou 10(iv)
aduvatel va KaAuyel ) ypap ) UnepAoIiong 1 ornoia mpowdrndnke

Kata 1 6ikn.

210 Annual Practice tou 1959, oxstka pe ) 4.19, 0.19, 1

orola €ival mavopoloturn pe ) dwkn pag 4.19, 0.16, avagepovial

Ta &8n6:

«Evasive denial.- The pleader must deal specifically with every allegation
of fact made by his opponent — that is he must either admit it or deny it
boldy. Any half-admission or half denial is evasive. Thus a defence in
these words: “The terms of the arrangement were never definitely agreed
upon as alleged”, was held evasive. Jessel, M.R., said: The defendant is
“bound to deny that any agreements or any terms of arrangement were
ever come to, if that is what he means; if he does not mean that, he
should say that there were no terms of arrangement come to, except the
following terms, and state what the terms were” (Thorp v. Holdsworth, 3
Ch.D. p.641)”.

v KAaoowkr unobeon IHamayeswpyiou v. Klarnra (1991) 1
A.AA. 24, oy oroia mapeniepye 10 MPRTOd1KO Akaotnpio,

Toviotnkav ta akoAouba:

«O1 apxég tou Hikovopkou Hikaiou meplopifouv ta emidika OBepata oe
ekelva ta onoia nmpoodilopifoviatl ano 1 dikoypagia: SnAadr) v anaitnon,
TV UMEPAOITon KAl TV arnavinon ornou vurndpxet. O  enarpifng
npoodloplopog v  emidikov Oepdiwv  ouvaptatat  Apeca e 1O



43

avurapabetikd ocvotnua dikng rmou 10xUel 010 S1KA1IKO pag ouotnua Kat
anoppola g QUOIKLG Owkailoouvng mou ermPariel ) diao@dAion Tou
dwkalopatog diadikou yia ouolactiky eukalpia anavinong otg B€osig Krat
10XUp100Ug Tou avidikou tou. H §ikn dpopoldoyeitat, Ormg ermypappatika
avagepe o tote [Ipoedpog Tou Avetdatou Aikaotnpiou K. Baollelddng otnv
unobson Homeros Th. Courtis and Others v. Panos K. Iasonides (1970) 1
C.L.R. 180, (BAere ertiong Christakis Loucaides v.
CD. Hay and Sons Ltd (1971) 1 C.L.R. 134) xatd pnKog oV ypap @V ITou
oploBetel n dikoypapia kat n 6ikn datpexetl v 161a nmopeia ONWG KAt To
Tpaivo Kata P1Kog t®v rnpoxkaboplopévav ypappwyv tng dwadpoung. ... H

VEVIKI] APVNON IOV 10XUPLOU®V 1ou 1rpocdiopilouv tnv arnaitnon Oev
sfurtakoustl Kat tnv rpofoAn dAAov OsTKOV YEYOVOTKOV, TA Oroid £ite tnv
artoduvapevouyv 1 v Kabiotouv avedapikm»

[16ia unoypappon]

(BA. kai Bpaxiun v. Kovdouumrpn (1992) 1 A.A.A. 836, MeAadg
v. Kupiarxou (2003) 1 A.A.A. 826)

Apeoa OXETKI] €ival Kal 1 KAT®O1 mepIKor| aro v urnobeson
Aaikn AopaAiotikny Etaipeia Até v. Matoouka k.d. (2014) 1
A.AA. 1377:

«H A.19 0.4 opiel o1t onv €kOeon anaitnong kataypd@ovial ta ouctddn
yeyovota kat povo («material facts»), katd ocuvoruikd Tporo («summary
form»). H ouvtaln kat rataypa@r]) mg adiwong IMpernet auotnpwg va
nieplopidetat ota ouocwdn yeyovota Kat povo aAAd dev voeitat o rupnvag mg
aSlwong va rapapével ve@eA®Ong KAt aoplotog, Orwg otV £6® MePITtoon.
A0 tTnv AAAN 0 evavev, 1], 0 EVAYOLIEVOC AVTioToXa, MPEIEL vd EVEIPEL LIE TO
Owoypapo tou O0Aa ekeiva ta Oguata rou kabiotouv v aflwon 1 v
avtadiewon aotpikn, A.19 6. 13. Akdéun Kat 0Aa ekeiva ta {Nuruata mou
av bev_eyepBouv Ba kataAldaBouv tov aviidiko efarmivng. Ztnv Bruce v.
Odhams Press Ltd [1936] 1 K.B. 712, 61iwg uo0etr)0nke otnv 'eowpyucn
Etapeia IINATQNIA ATA v. Mohammad Al Sharif (2012) 1 A.A.A. 28,
®S «OUO1OEG», OPIOTNKE €KEIVO TO AvVAYKAIO YEYOVOG TIOU OKOItel Otn
dtapodppmon g attiag S Ay®yrg  KAtd  OAOKATNP®OHEVO
tporto. Orolodrrote AAAo yeyovog, 1tou dev eivatl anapaitnto rnpog anodeidn
G asiwong onwg draypdagetal pe v €kOeon anaitnong 1) g UIeEPAOCIToNg
avuotoixwg, dev anatteitat va kataypa@si kat priopel va rapaieipdei n
d1koypda@non tou, eKTOg av kadiotatatl @avepo ot eivat avaykaio va 600et
paptupia rpog anodeign tou (Odgers' Principles of Pleading and Practice,
211 exd. ogA. 87)»



https://www.cylaw.org/document?id=/cy/cases/ad/aad/meros_1/1970/rep/1970_1_0180.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/document?id=/cy/cases/ad/aad/meros_1/1970/rep/1970_1_0180.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/document?id=/cy/cases/ad/aad/meros_1/1971/rep/1971_1_0134.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/document?id=/cy/cases/ad/aad/meros_1/1971/rep/1971_1_0134.htm
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/rules.pl?order=19
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/rules.pl?order=19
https://www.cylaw.org/cgi-bin/open.pl?file=/apofaseis/aad/meros_1/2012/rep/2012_1_0028.htm
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[161a urtoypapyiion]

‘Exovtag kata vou 1ig 1o nmave apxeg @POovoupe OTL 1 Kpion tou
nptodikou Awkaotnpiou eri Tou Mpokelpevou urpSe opbn. H
napaypagog 10(iv) tng ExBeong Ymepaoruong aroteAei apvnon
10XUP1OPOU pe unek@uyr) (evasive denial), pe arotedeopa va pnv
KaAurtel v npoPAnOsica umepaoIoTIKL] ypAPn, v oroia 1
Tpanea Kunpou, g Evayouoa, mAnpogopnOnke yia mpwtn @opd
oto otadlo avregetaong tou ME.1, evveéa mepimou xpovia peta v
KATAXwP1nor tou dkoypdou. ['a va pnv unnpxe UMeK@UyL), IEpav
g npoavagepbeiocag yevikng apvnong, €rmpPallotav n mpofoAr)
OeT1KOU 10XUpP1oI0U OTL 1] oUpPaocn dev anotedouce OUVEXT] £yyUn o
ylia OAeg TS UE@OTAPEVEG 11 MEAAOVIIKEG UTIOXPEWOELS TOU
[Tpwto@elAetn, TIEPIAQPPAVOPEVOV TOV EYYUNTIKQOV £ITIOTOA®V, AAAd
agpopouces Jovo eyyunon yua PpaxurnipoBesopo davelo vyoug 10,5
eRatoppupiov Sodapi®v Apepikrg, &v OYel TV OUVONK®OV TI0U
neptefaddav v unoypa@n g cupPaocng eyyunong, yid TS oroieg

Ba enpere va d1koypa@nOoUVv OXETIKEG AETTTOPEPELEG.

Avagopikd pe ) 8¢on tou Egeoeioviog 011 dev {nir|bnkav amno tn

Tpdrneda mepaltép® KAl KAAUTEPES AETTTOUEPEIES YA TNV TTAPAYPAPO
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10(iv), mapamnepnoupe otnv arkoAoubn avagopd arnd 1o Annual

Practice 1959, A.19, O.6, oc). 458:

«A traverse by a defendant even of a negative allegation which the plaintiff
must establish in order to succeed is not a matter stated of which
particulars will be ordered (Weinberger v Inglis [1918] 1 Ch. 133], but
particulars may be ordered where the traverse involves a positive
allegation (McLulich v McLulich [1920] P. 439]. The principle may be thus
stated: where a negative allegation by a plaintiff is traversed in the
defence, the question whether or not the defendant can be ordered to
give particulars depends on whether the traverse is a mere traverse, or
whether, though negative in form, the negative is pregnant with an
affirmative. If the latter is the case, particulars of such affirmative must
be given; Pinson v Lloyds etc. Bank Ltd [1941] 2 K.B. 72, C.A.;...”

To 1o mave anooracpa eravalapPaverat auvtoAelel oto
Supreme Court Practice 1999, 0.18, r.12 (particulars of
pleading), map. 18/12/46: “(43) Traverse — pregnant negative”,
ouvexifovtag amd TO IO TAVE® Onpeio, He TNV  aKOAouOn

OUUITAT POUATIKIT] ava@opd:

“Inland Revenue Commissioners v Jackson [1960] 1 W.L.R. 873; [1960] 3
All ER 31, CA; but if the traverse is a mere denial of a negative allegation,
and it is not possible to read into it any affirmative allegation beyond that
which is necessarily implied from such a traverse, particulars will be
refused (Duke’s Court Estates Ltd v. Assoc. British Engs. Ltd [1948] 1
W.L.R. 963; Chapple v E.T.U. [1961] 1 W.L.R. 1290; [1961] All ER 612;
Howard v Boreman 1 W.L.R. 863; [1972] 2 All ER 867 (particulars refused
of mere denials of negative allegations); see para 18/13/6). This
paragraph was mentioned with approval by Lord Donaldson M.R. in
Mercer v Chief Constable of Lancashire Constabulary [1991] 1 W.L.R. 367,
375; [1992] 2 All ER 504, 511, CA”.

[16ia untoypapiion]
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Ev npokeyeve, n napaypagog 10(iv) tng ExBeong Yrnepaoruong
rneplopifetal oe amir apvnon (mere traverse) Xopig va rpofadietat
ortoloodnrmote BeTKOG 10XUPLOPOG yia tov oroio 6a propovcav va

8000UV nepattep® Kal KAAUTEPEG AETTTIOPEPELES.

Y110 10 p®G T®V avRTEP® O TPITOg AOYOog £peong Kpivetat afacipog.

(III) IIponyoupevn svnpepwon tou Eyyuntn - ApOpo 5(a)

N.197(I)/2003

Me tov meurmto Aoyo €@eong npofalddetar n kataAndn tou
nMPwtod1kou Awkaotnpiou ot 1 Tpamefa Oev eixe uroxpeswon va
napadwoel otov Epeoeiovta ermotoAr) otnv onoia arnokaAurntoviatl ot
MAnpo@opieg 1mou avagepoviat oto ApOpo S5f(a) tou Nouou
197(I)/2003, xkaBot1 o Epeocinv «bev eyyunbnke tov Evayouevo 1 yia
OUYKEKPIUEVO To00 Oaveiou mou xopnynbnke oc avtov Ouvauel
ypartng ovupaviag daveiov. Tovvavtiov o Evayousvog 2 [Epeociov]
UTLEYPAWE U1a OUVEXT) EYYUNON 1 oTtoia KAAUTITE OXt UOVO TIC TTAPOUTES
allda kai ueddovuikeg umoxpewoesig tov Evayousvou 1 uexpt mooov USD
20.000.000,00 mAeov oroug kar é€obar. H B¢on autr] nmpowtodikng

ouvdeBnke e OV 10XUPLOPO Tiepi arupontag g oupPaong
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€yyunong, o oroiog eyeipetat oty napaypago S(a) g ExOeong

Yniepdaoruong.

Me xaOe oefaocpo Oesv oupp@voOUpPe HPE TNV IIPOCEYYION] TOU
npatod1kou Atkaotrnpiou, n oroia otnpidetal aroKAE10TIKA Ot QUOT)
Kal AEKTIKO G oupfaong eyyunong. Ilapott n uno kpion oupfaon
€1Xe TOV XAPAKIIpA OUVEXOUG £yyUI0NG, KAAUTTIOUCA TO GUVOAO TQV
UQIOTAPEVOV 1] NEAAOVIIKQOV UTIOXPEWOE®V 10U IlpatopelAetn 11pog
v Tpdanefa péxpt tou opiou wwv 20 skatoppupiov doAapiwv
AlepIKNG - KAl @G €K TOoUToU Ogev Teplopi{otav oto PpaxurnipoBeopo
davelo - evioutolg e@poocov 1 napaxepndeioca  eyyunon
ouprieplAapPave 1o 6avelo autd, evepyortolouvial, KAtd TNV KpPion
Hag, o1 MPOCTATEUTIKEG TPOVoleg Tou Nouou 197(I)/2003. Y1id auto
10 Tipiopa, Bewpoupe ot 1 avagopd tou ApBpou S tou Nopou oe
uroypaq@r) oupfacng eyyunong «ava@opika HE TV IAapaAXwPnor)
daveiour, Oa mpemer va mpooeyylotel Oltactaitika. Mia tEtowa
tedodoyikry] eppnveia emPaldetat und 10 PEG TOU OKOIIOU TOU
vopoOetr, o oroiog ocuviotatal otnyv Ipootacia IOV £yyuniov PNEOCR
NG €K TOV IMPOTEPRV TMANPOUG EVIHIEPWOT|S TOUG yid T QUOT KAl TNV
eEKtaon tev Kwduvav T1ou avadapPavouv (BA. Southfields

Industries Ltd v. Anuou Asukwoiag (1995) 3 A.A.A. 59).
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Zinv uno e§etaon Mepinmt®orn), av UloOeteito 1n otevy] YPAPHATIKY)
IIPOOEYYI0N TOoU TMPRTOd1KoU Akaotnpiou — ot &nladrny o Nouog
197(I)/2003, cpappoletal POVO Oe TMEPUIIWOELS OTIG OI0iEG 1)
IPOOPEPOIEVT] £yyUnon replopifetal oe oupfaon daveiou - touto Oa
enietperte ota TpaneQika [6pupata va kataotpatnyouyv Pe €UKoAia TG
AUOTNPES UTIOXPEWOELS ATMOKAAUYPNG KAl ITANPOQOPNong Iou
ermPaldder o Nopog, peo® tng €rmAoyng evog eUpuUTEPOU CUNPATIKOU
TUTTOU, OTIOG €1val 1] OUVEXI)G €YYUIOT Ylid OAEG TIG UPIOTANEVEG KAl
peAAdoviikeg urtoxpewoelg tou [pwtopeldetn. ®a apkouoe dnAadn) yua
pua Tpameda va eviadel €va OUYKEKPIHIEVO TTAPAXKDPOUHEVO HAVELD
KAT® Aro TNV OUIIPEAd H1ag OUVEXOUG £YyUNOnNG, ITPOKEINEVOU va
arootepeital o syyuntrg aro to 6iXtu npootaciag rmou dradapPfavet

10 ApBpo 5 tou Nopou.

Enii tov yeyovotwv, Kaitolt 8ev UmMAapXel €IotoAr] n oroia va
rapexel otov Epeoeiovta 0An tnv rmAnpo@opnorn mou dtaAapfdavet n
mapaypa@og 5(a) tou Nopou, evioUtolg Mmapatnpoupe OTl ota
gyypa@a tou tekpnpiou 9 rat 6n otnv eykpiBeica aitnon yua
XOPI)YNO1 MOTOTKNG O1EUKOAUVONG, TTAPEXETAL TTANPOPOPTOT Yid TO

rmood tou Oaveiou, to UWog eraotng 6oong kat tnv 1epiodo
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arorAnpopng tou daveiou. Exkeivo yia to ormoio dev mapexetat
OXETIKI] TIANpPo@OpPNOn eival «ta emmokia Kar omoiadnmote dAAn
PUBLLION O€ OXEON UE TOV TOKO», TO OTI010 TIPOPBAETTEL 1] UTIOTIAPAYPAPOG
(iii) tou ev Aoyw apBpou. To epwtnpa, enopevag, Iou dikailodoynueva
eyeipetal kat kadloupaote va eSeETAOOUME, eival KaAta IOCO 1)
OlarmotwBeioa autr) mapdAelpn EmMEEPEl  OIto1AdI)IIOTE  £VVOUN

OUVETIELA G ITPOG TNV EYKUPOTNTA NG oUpaong eyyunong.

To ApOBpo 5 Hev TiepiExel omoladr)ote Ipovola yia araddayr) Tou
nmpotibspevou  eyyunir) O€ IEPUTIOON M1 MAPOXNG aAIl0  TOV
npotiBspevo oI g IMAnpo@opnong v oroia Swadapfavet n
napaypagog (a), oe avtiBeon pe 1o ApOpo 12(3) tou i6ou Nopou, 10
OTTI010 €10AYEl OUYKEKPIHEVEG KUPWOEIS Yla TI 1N OUPHPOP@P®OON ToU
IMOoTOTL) Je ta rnpoPAenopeva ota edagua (1) kat (2). Edwotepa, to
ApOBpo 12(3) opifel pnta Ol N €Kel IApAAsyn €ite oUvenayeatl v
artaAAdayr) tou eyyuntu) Suvapetr tou ApBpou 97 tou Keg. 149
(epooov mapaPAarttetal 1 TeAK 1KAVOITOiNOT] TOU €yyuntr] amno tov
MPWTOPEIAETY)), €ite OuUViold, O0e KAOe mepimworn, napdfaon
ouolwdoug Opou g oupfaong, n oroia MAPEXEL OTOV £YYUNTL] OAEG
1§ oupPatikeg Beparieieg KAl UMEPAOCTTIOEIG TTIOU TTapEXovtal Suvapet

tou Keg. 149.
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[Tapda v anouocia pntr)g rpovolag, Bewpoupe OTL 0 eyyuntrg dev
napapevel Xopig Oepaneia. Mia t€tola katdAndn Oa arnootepouoe 10
ApBpo S and kabes MPaAKUKI arnotedeopankota, vrioabpifoviag
10 Oeopobstnuevo KabBrjkov TmAnpo@opnong oe pa  Hwatadn

OePNTIKNG KAl HOVO ONaciag, Kevl] 0OUC1A0TIKOU TIEPIEXOEVOU.

Me kaBe oePaopod dev Bswpoupe OTL O1 OUVETEIEG KAT 10XUPIONO
napafaong twou ApBpou 5 tou Nouou, Suvaviair va efetaoctouv
AIMTOKAL10TIKA ®G {Ntnua napavopiag g oupfaong, umo 1o mpiopa
tou ApBpou 23 tou Tepi TuuPaoccwv Nouou, Kep. 149, omwg
KpiOnke pe apvnukr rKatdAnén otnyv uvnobeon MovAadiun x.a. v.
Themis Portfolio Management Holdings Ltd, IIoA. Eg.

418/2019, nuep. 22.5.2025.

Eipaote ng yvopung ot n mapdAewyn OUPHOP@®ONG HE TNV
UTIOXPEWOT TANPOEOPNONG TOU TPOTIOEPeEVvOU  €yyuntr] II0U
npoPAenetat oto ApOpo 5 1ou Nopou Ba npenet va eetaletal umno 1o
ripiopa tou ApBpov 101 tou mepi SupuPaoccswv Nouou, Kep. 149.
Nouiko €peiopa yia v rpooeyyion autr) avtiAoUpe arnod v unobeon

ITavayiotov v. Tparnela Kunpou (2014) 1 A.A.A. 1518, 1) oroia
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aA@pOPOUCE TO MEPLOPIOPEVO KaBnKov anokaiuyng g Tparnedag ripog
Tov rpotBipevo eyyuntr), ripv ) B¢oruon tou Nououv 197(1)/2003.

ZXEUKO €ival 1o akoAoubo anoonaouda:

«TiBetal emopevmg 10 epOTNUA TOU KATA TOOOV 1 £@eoiPfAntn tpanela eixe
UTIOXPEWOT], oup@ava pe 1o ApBpo 101 tou Kep. 149, 1) dAAwg nwg, va
AN PO@OPTIOEL TOV EPECEIOVIA Y1d TV OIKOVOUIKY) KATAoTaon 1) T duvatotnta
anormAnpourng tou daveiou amno v npero@eAetida.

To ApBpo 101 rpovoei OTl «eyyunorn IouU e§ACPAAIOTNKE A0 TOV ITOTMTN
TNPAOVIAS ORI ®S IIPOG OUCLACTIKO Teplotatiko dev eivat eykuprp. H O¢on
TOU IPOTOO1KOU dikaotnpiou ot 1) epeoiBAntn tpaneda dev eixe onotadrimote
UTTIOXPEWMOT| ATTOKAAUYNG IMANPO@OPIOV ITOU YVOPLE yia Vv rpatopeAenda,
npwv 1t B¢oruon tou N 197(I) /2003, dev eivat opbr). Zupgeva pe 10 KOWo
01Kka10 KAl Toug Kavoveg NG ertielkeiag, mou eival PeEpog tou dkatikou pag
OUCTIHATOG, UTIAPXEL TIEPLOPIOHPEVI] UMOXPEMOT] €KOUOAS ATTOKAAUWNG
MANPO@OPIRV, aro pia tpdarneda, oe &va IPoTBEPEVO eyyuntr), KAT® aArto
oplopeveg npounoBeoels. H oupfaon eyyunong dev eivat oupfaon anoAutng
niotewg (uberrimae fidei), onwg givatr pia acgadiotikn ovpfBaon. Enmopéveg
0 TOotEtg dev €xel, yevikd, KABnkov amoxkdAuyng, otov mpoubepevo
£YYyUnt], OA®V IOV OUOLAOTIKGOV OTOIXEI®V IMOU yVOPI(El 0 MOTOTIC yid ToV
OPRTOEEAETN. OP®G, 0 TIOTMTG £XEL TIEPIOPIOPEVO KABN)KOV artoKAAuyng, 1
eupUTNTA TOU O110i0u e§aptatal artd 10 CUYKEKPIIEVO TUTTO TG £YYUNONG. TV
MEPIITIMOT] TOV EYYULOEDV TV TPATE{@V, O OXEOT M€ TG UTTOXPEWOEIS TRV
neAdtwVv 1T0Ug, OM®S €ival n mpokeipevn, n mo aubevikn datunwon g
UTIOXPEMONG  AroKAAuYng OBewpeitart autry tou  Adpdou Campell onv
unoBeon Hamilton v. Watson [1845] 12 Cl & Fin 109 at 119,
HL. Zupgaova pe v npoava@epopevny aubeviia, €KTOG €AV O €YYUNTG
UTIOPBAAEl KATIOEG E€PWTILOELS OTOV ITOTOT), O ITOIWTIG OeV €XEl YEVIKI)
UTIOXPEWOT  ATMOKAAUYNG TV IMANPO@OPIOV Tou  yvepifelt ya tov
MPRTOPEAETN. TE€1010 UTTOXPEWON UMMAPXEL EAV 0 TNOIRTNG YVRPILEL yeyovota
1a omoia bev eivai, KATA I QUOIKY) MOPEid TV MPAYPAT®V, AVAPEVOUEVA,
aAAd eav dev umapxel KATL IOV Bev eival, UOIKA, avapevopevo, petadl 1oV
HEPOV, TOTE eival umoxXpewmon tou idou tou mpotubguevou syyuntr) va
po@uAaxBei amd toug sAdoxeuovieg Kivouvoug katl va urtofdAet o i6og 11¢g
EPWIINOELG, TOV OMOI®V TNV anavinon embupei va €xel, PV Umoypayet I
oupfaon eyyunong. H pr) anokaAuywn ano v tpaneda otov eyyuntn Ot o
MPRTOPENETNG €i1Xe Aoyaplacpd napatpaPr)ypatog aro v Kivnon Ttou
OITO10U 1] TPATTE(a UITOITIEUOTAV OTL O MPATOPEAETNG £6ATTIATOUCE TOV EYYUNTI],
Kpi1Onke ot Hev kaBiotoUuoe AKUp™ Vv eyyunorn (Acote: National Provincial
Bank of England Ltd v. Glanusk [1913] 3 K.B. 335 kat Royal Bank of
Scotland v. Greenshields [1914] SC 259). Entiong n tpanefa dev eivat
UTTOXPEWUEVI] VA  IIPOCEPEPEL, O TIIPOTIOEPEVO eyyuntr), ITANPOPOPIES
AVAQPOPIKA HE TNV OIKOVOHIKI] KATAOTAOT] TOU MPOTOPEAETT), AveSapTnTA ATTO
TO ITOOOV OUCLAOTIKY €ival autt) 1 mMAnpo@opnorn. Opwg av epwtndei, aro tov
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POTIOEPEVO EYYUITI], YA KATL TTIOU £XEL ONPACIA AVAPOPIKA UE TNV AvVAANYI
NG £yyunong aro Tov eyyuntr, 1 panela Oa npenet va dmoet tv mAnpogopia
(A¢ote: Hamilton, avotepn).

Zinv unoBeon Lloyds Bank Ltd v. Harrison [1925] 4 Legal Decisions
Affecting Banks 12, CAAéxOnke OTl 1 UNOXPEWON AMOKAAUWNG
EMEKIEIVETAL IOVO OTIG  IEPUTIRNOEIS OTIC OIoieg UmapXouv aocuvniota
otoxeia (unusual features), 0to CUYKEKPIIEVO AOyaplaolo yid Tov oroio Ha
mapaoxeBel n eyyvunon...

]

Me v eukaipia autrg g vrobeong, Bemwpoue OKOTTI0 VA MPOTPEWOUE Ta
npetodika Oikaotnpla, otav eCetalouv TIC VOUIKEG UIMOXPEWOEIS KAl Td
Owawuata v diadikemv, va cupBoulsvovial, EKTOC arno ta vouobstnuara,
KAt 10 Koo H1Ka10 KAl TOUG KAVOVEG TNG SIMEIKEIAG ITOU OUVIOTOUV ITNYEG TOU
01Kaiou pag Kat mapeXouyv IEpAcTid armofeuata VOUIKoU ITAOUTOU.

[161a urtoypapion]

(BA. xkat North Shore Ventures Ltd v. Anstead Holdings Inc
(2011) 2 All ER (Comm) 1024, wap. [31], Chitty on Contracts,

24n £xdoon, rap. 47-038).

Yto ouyypappa Law of Guarantees, 71 €ékdoon, twv Geraldine
Andrews, Richard Millet, map. 5-022, ocA. 224, avagpepovtal 1a
axKoAouba OXETIKA M€ TIS CUVENElES TNG I ATIOKAAUWYNG Aro Tov

MPOTIOEPEVO TTIOTWTL] OTOV MPOTIOEPEVO EyyUNTI):

«The requirement that disclosure be made is often referred to as “duty”
or “obligation”, although in the strict legal sense it is not, because failure
to disclose material facts does not found an independent cause of action
or give rise to a claim for damages. However, the consequence of such
failure is that, by the application of equitable principles, the creditor will
be precluded from enforcing the contract or the surety will be entitled to
have it set aside. In Westpack v Dickie [1991] 1 N.Z.L.R. 657, it was held
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that if the material fact which is not disclosed to the surety is
inconsistent with the presumed basis of the contract of guarantee, the
failure to disclose in effect amounts to a misrepresentation and therefore
will vitiate the contract (or give rise to a right to rescind)».

[I6ia vroypappion]

(BA. kat ouyypappa Pollock and Mulla, Indian Contract and
Specific Relief Acts, 11n £xboon (1994), Touog II, ocd. 992 -

994).

Avapeifoda, 1o ApBpo 5 tou Nouou 197(I)/2003 BicupUvel
0UO1ROWG T0 KAOrKoV IMANPO@OP1NONG TOU IMPOTIOEEVOU eyyunTr) ATIO
Tov Mottt yla 6dvela IoU EUITIIOUV OTO IPOOTATEUTIKO TOU
rm\aiolo. e mepimwon napaPiaong tou kabrjkoviog autou, o1
OUVETIAYOHPEVEG  EIMUITIWOELS OTNV  €yKUpOtnta tg oupPaong

egetadovratl uno to 1npiocpa tou ApBpou 101 tou Kegp. 149.

Aev ouvernayetai, €vioutolg, Kabe rnapdAewpn mAnpo@opnonsg tnv
autopatn akupotnta Ing eyyvnong. Ppovoupe ot n pun napoxr) @V
OToXelwV 1ToU ermtaccel 1o ApBpo 5(a) kau () ouviota anokpuyn
urno Vv evvola tou ApBpou 101, rat OspeAdlwvel ATTOTEAEOUATIK)
UTTEPAOTTIOT Y1d TOV EYYUnTr) 1] Iapexel 61kaiopa akupwong (right to

rescind), povo e@ooov Olarmotwbei o011 1 ev Aoyw mapdalewyn,
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AVTUIKEPIEVIKA KPIWVOMPEVT], EMEPePe oUowdn Silagoportoinon Ttou
O1KOVOH1KOU K1vOUVOU TOV 01toio 0 eyyuntrg rpotifeto va avaldafet,
aAllowvovtag tn Baon ng oupPaong kata poro rou Ba snnpeade

aApPVNTIKA TNV aro@act) Tou va oupPAnOei.

21V rapouvoa unobeon, dev €xel poPfAnOeil arno tov Egeoesiovia
OTl 1] |1 MAapPoXr) €Se181KEUNEVNG TTANPOPOPNONG AVAPOPIKA HE TA
EIMTOK1A 1] TI§ PUBNI0EIG TOU TOKOU EMNPEACE APVITIKA TNV ATIOQAOT)
Tou va oupPAnOBei 1) 0t aAAdoiwoe Tov Kivouvo Tov ortoio 1potibeto va
avaAddafet. Onwg exel 161 €§nynOei, n napaPfaocn tou ApBpou 5 tou
Nopou 6ev empepel autopatn araldayr) ToU syyuntt), oute Kabe
napaAswypn mAnpo@opnong odnyel avanodpacta 0e AKUPOTNTA TNG

ouppaong eyyunong duvapet tou ApOpouv 101 tou Kep. 149.

To 6e yeyovog o1l 0 Egeociav emedede va urmoypayel Pgia OUVEXT)
€YyUNo1, 1] ortoia KAAUIIIE TO OUVOAO TOV UPIOTAPEVOV 1] LEAAOVTIK®OV
UTTOXPEWOE®V TOU TIPXTOPEIAET] HEXPL TOU T1ocou twv 20
EKATOPNUPIOV doAapinv Apepikig, O OUVAPTNON HPE 1o OTl €Aafe
oagrn eVNUEPWON yia To Ke@dAAaio, 1ig 600elg Kat v mnpobeopia
ATTOTIANPOHINS TOU OUYKEKPIEVOU Haveiou, KATASEIKVUEL OTL 1] PUOT

Kdl 1] €KTAon TOU O1KOVOHU1KOU K1véuvou 1ou avaddapfave tou rjtav
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MA1peg yvaoteg. ESdAdou, yiua va tebel autoteAwg {ritnpa ywa 1o
EMMTOK10, Oa MpEmel auto va eival 10oo acuvrfiota vYPnlo, wote va

EKPEUYEL TOV 0PIV TG KAO1Ep@PEVNG TPATIEQIKNG TIPAKTIKIG.

Zuvenwg, n eAAsyn e181KI)G EVNHEPXONG Yid TO €IMITOK10, UIIO TO
PG TV OUYKEKPIPNEVOV TIEPIOTATIKOV KAl TOU E€UPOUSG 1NG
avaAn@Bsiocag vunoxpeéwong, O6ev Hlagoporoinoe ouoWdwWG TOV
avaAngBevia kivbuvo kata tporo rou Ba petefalde tnv ano@aon
€VOG AOY1KA OKEITIOPEVOU gyyuntr) va cupPAnOei, otepaviag €101 Ao
Vv npoPAnBeica mapdAswyn 1 duvatotnta va ATOUPYIOEl ®G

Baoun vniepaoruion.

Yo 10 oG TV avRTEP® O TIEUITIOS AOYOG £peong Kpiverat

apaowog.

(IV) H pitpa npwto@elAetn (Principal debtor clause)

Me tov €Bbopo Aoyo €@eong mpofdAdetat ot n KAtaAndn tou
nMptod1kou Akaotnpiou oTl anod v napaypd@o 19 g eridikng
eyyunong npoerkurtte ottt o Egeosiov mapaundnke arno tuxov

dkaiopata 1) IPovopla IoU £VOEXOEVOGS VA €iXE G EYYUNTIG TOU
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[TpwtogelAetn eival eoc@aApevr. Aev 61armotwvoupe OITO100NII0TE
O@AApa OtV IIPOOCEYYLoIN TOU MPRTOd1KoOU Awkaotnpiou emi Tou
ITPOKEPEVOU, TO OITO10 OTNPIXTINKE OTO {EKAOAPO AEKTIKO NG £V AOY®
rapaypagou. O Aoyog yia Tov ortoio replAapfavoviat T€Tto101 0Pol o€
oupPaocelg eyyunong (“principal debtor” clause) eSnyeitat oto
rnipoava@epBev cuyypappa Law of Guarantees, 71 £éxéoon, towv

Geraldine Andrews, Richard Millet, map. 7-006, ocA. 224

“If the guarantee covers obligations which prima facie require a demand
to be made on the principal before the creditor can sue the guarantor,
the device most commonly used to try to exclude this obligation is a
“principal debtor” clause”.

Zn napovoa unoBeor), pe faon ta yeyovota, PtV IV £yePO0T) G
ayoyng n Tpanela eotelde ermotoAr) nuepounviag 12.8.2009 otov
[Tpatogeldetn (Tekprplo 14) pe v oroia anattouoe TtV AHEOT)
e€OPANOn  OAOKANPOU TOU Xpe®woukou  urmodoirmou  USD
32.186.655,24 1A¢ov TOKOUG Kal aMAa €§oda ng adiag tev
EYYUNTIKOV EITIOTOA®V, TO OI0i0 Xpewbnke oe Aoyaplacpo tou. Me
€IMOTOAT 101ag nuepounviag (tekprplo 15) anattnOnke opoiwg amno
tov E@eoeiovia n kataPfolAr) tou ouvoAdou tou IMOCOU TG £yyUr0ng
(USD 20.000.000,00) mA¢ov toxkoug. H 6e aywyr) kata tou
[TpwtogelAetn kat tou E@eoeioviog kataxwpiotnke peta mnapodo

Te00AP®V KAl IMAéov unvev, nrot oug 22.12.2009. Ex 1twv
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MPAYRAT®V, ETIOPEVRG, EPOCOV £iXe 1101 rponynOei n 6€ouvca oxXAnon
KAl anaitnor, O OXETKOG 10xXuplopog tou Egeosiovtog mepi
€0@AApPEVNG evepyoToinong 1] gpunveiag tou opou 19 kabiotatai

aAUOTTeEANG KAl OTEPEITAL AVIIKEEVOU.

Yo 10 g TV avatep® o £Bdopog Aoyog epeong Kpiverat

apaowog.

(V) H xat’ 1oXupiopo napaAsiyn tou Atkactnpiou va £§etaoet

Baowkeg Ooe1g Tne Yniepaonong

Me tov €vato Aoyo €@eong mpoofdlAdetat n KAt 10XUPLOPO
nmapaiswypn tou Awaotnpiou va efetaocst Paowkeg Oeoelg 10U
npoPBAnNOnkav ek pepoug tou Egpeoeiovtog 1) va AdPet uvnown rat va
adlodoyr)osl €yypagpa Kat yeyovota ota ortoia Paociotnkav ot Bgoelg
auteg, HE amotédeopa 1 anogaocn va rKabiotatat avaitioAoynin
napaPiadoviag o Sikaiopa os dikain 6ikn. Asv UnApXel {EXM®P1OTI)
attiodoyia 1Tou AOyou £@eong MAnNV g ava@opdg OTl - Aro Toug
evartopeivavieg Aoyoug £peong - ernavalapPavetatl n attiodoyia tou
20v kat 599 Aoyou £@eong. O Aoyog £peong KPIvETAl WG avaltioAoyntog

KAl €V TIAOT] TIEPUTIOOEL OV UTTAPXEL AVIIKEIPEVO TIPOG €§€TaOT €V
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OYEl TNG aroppyng TRV Aoywv £peong 2 Kat 5. Eropéveg, kat autog

0 AOyog £€@eong Kpivetal oG afaoipiog.

H £@eon anoppintetat pe £§oda €7.400,00 esvavtiov Ttou

E@seociovtog Kat unép tav E@ecifAntav.

A. KITZIOZ, A.

M.T. IITIKHZ, A.

M. APOYZIQTHZ, A.



