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OANAZZIEZ AZDAAIZEIZ



1. APXEZ OAAAZZIAZ AZDAAIZH:

1.1 Eivat to OaAdooio acdpalAiotriplo cupBoAraio anolnuiwong; (Is it a contract of indemnity?)

* YUudwva pe tn vopoBeoia MARINE INSURANCE ACT 1906, mpokettal yla €va cupfoiato amolnuiwong. To SikolwpoTa KAl Ol UTIOXPEWOEL TOU KAOE
oupBaAAOpevou pépoug (aodalloTig kal aodaAl{OUeVOC) amoppEéouV oo autr tnv Wlotnta (kupla apxn tne anolnuiwong).

* Qotooo Sev anotelel éva téAelo cupfoiato anolnuiwong. O L.J. Bowen otnv unobeon Castellain v. Preston (1883) 11 QBD 401 CA Siatunwoe tnv anoyn:

* Je OAa ta SuokoAa mpoPAnpaTa, EMIOTPEDW LLE OLlyoUpLd OTNV eupeia apxn Tng anolnuiwong. Edapudote auto kat Ba Bpebel pia anavinon otn duokoAia, aAAd
Umopel va anoteAéoel kamola e€aipeon otov aAdBOnTto Kavova OTL Evag avBpwmoc unopet va anolnpulwbel povo oto Babuod tng anwleLlag tou;

* Navtote Ba umdapxel €va meplOwplo oPAAUOATOC, OE OPLOUEVEC TEPUTTWOELC BEWPNTIKA v €XEL OPKETA TEPLOCOTEPEC TOAVOTNTEC va amolnuwOel o
aopaA{OHEVOC VW YLa AAAO TpOcwTta N amolnpiwon va eivatl atodntd pikpotepn.

e 0 J. Patterson otnv unoBeon Irving v. Manning (1847) 1 HLC 287 avayvwploe TO YEYOVOC OTL TIPEMEL va BacloTtoupe otig Se€loTnTeC, Uia amod TIg omoieg ival ot
ETUMTTWOELG EVOG €yKUpou cupBolaiou (valued policy).

* 16avikd o aodaAllopevog mpémet va amolnuwBel pe Baon tnv €ktacn tng anwAelag tou. Mpaktikd dev eivatl T0oo VKoo va emiteuxBel aAAd 6060 N apxn auth
umopet va epappooTtel, 1000 Ta dikaotrpla Bswpolv OTL N Sikaoolvn ekPpaleTal KAAUTEPO OVTL LE TNV AUCTN PN KOL KUPLOAEKTLKI) THPNON TWV KAVOVWV.



1.2 H avaykaiwotnta tng Oaldacoiag (vautikng) aodpaiiong: lotopikr avadpoun

* 0 Beopog tne Bahaooiag aopaiiong (OA) epdaviletal yia mpwtn Gopa oTa BpTAVIKA VNOLA APKETA PETA TNV EMOXI TWV PWHATKWY KOTAKT)OEWY OTIOU N TIPOKTLKN
TNG VaUTyNnong mAoLwv ApxLoE va aipvel popdr).

*  MapdAAnAa, evw o evBouolaopog yla Baddoola tagidia ntav éviovog, urtipxe EAAeWPn emkovwviag LeTay mAolou kat Enpadg, ta tagibla ntav peyaAng XpOovikng
SLAPKELAG KL KATA CUVETIEL OL VOLUTLKOL ATAV APKETA EKTEODELUEVOL OTOUG KIvOUVOUG TG BdAacaoas.

* 'Etol yevwnOnke o Beopog tng Baldoolag aodaAionc (i vautikng acdpaielag). MPOZOXH: Staxwplopog g «Baiacolag acdpaiiong» (Marine Insurance) pe tnv
aodpalela otn Balaooa (safety at sea), SL0TL 0 TeEAsUTALOG OPLOUOC apopd oTNV acPAAELD TNG vauouTtAolog Kat Tng avBpwrivng {wng.

*  Emionua 1o 1o maAld aopaAlotikd cupuBolalo avakaAudOnke otn MaAAia (1584) katl kaAumte KwvdUvoug petadopag ayabwv mou Bpiokovtav mavw oto TAoio
«ILLARION» yia éva taéidL ano ) Maooalia otn Zupia pe cupdwvnBév aodaiiotpo 5%.

* Ac un Anopovouue o6tL ol Bahdacotol kivbuvol (perils of the sea) cuvetéheoav otnv epudavion tng Baldoaolag acdhaiiong oAU vwplitepa amod tn xepoaia achaiion.

*  Apketa apyotepa (1656) otnv AyyAia epdaviotnke Eva aoPaAloTikd cUUPBOAALO YLa OELPA EUMTOPEVUATWY Tou UeTadEpovtav amnod Ti¢ AVaToAkég Ivdieg mpog To
Novéivo pe 1o mhoio «THREE BROTHERS» Bdaoel tou iSlou aoddaAiotpou.

* To nalatdtepo aoddAlotpo mAoiou £yve o 1680 Kot TtPOKeLTaL Yl To MAoio «GOLDEN FLEECE» . Ytnv EAAGSa n mpwtn etatpia Baldooiog achaiiong (1836)
eyKpiOnke pe TNV emwvupia "Axaikr Aodpaliotikr tng Oaiacoconoiag Etalpia" pe €6pa tnv MNatpa.



To kadeveio (Lloyd’s Coffee House) tou Edward Lloyd (1688) amnoteAouoe tov ocuviBn tomo cuvavtnong moAwv achaAiotwy mbavov Adyw tng B€ong Tou Kovtd otov TAueon
(otn yédupa tou Aovdivou) mou Tautdxpova ATav KAl To ohpeio mpoodeoanc Twv MAolwv TPog GpopTwon Kot EKPopTwon ayabwy ekelvn TNV emoxn).

MapdAAnAa pe tnv mpwtoBoulia Tou LELOKTATN TNG eTixeipnong ekd6Onke (1734) éva dulradio (newsheet) mou ovopalotav "Lloyd's List" kat ameuBuvotov os cuvSpoOUNTES TTOU
embupoloay MANPOdOPLEC OXETIKA HE TIC TILEC TWV LETOXWVY KOL TLC KIVAOELG TWV TAOLWV.

Apyotepa (1774) n évwon Twv aodoALoTWY LETOKOMLOE 0TO KTiplo TNE «Royal Exchange» dmou kat mapépewvay mepinou évav owwva. Me vopoBetikf mpdén tng BouAc ot Lloyd's
£ywvav emionua stotpia Kot akoAoUBnoav oL TPOTTOTOLOELG TOU Kataotatikol Twv Lloyd's ta étn 1888, 1911 kot 1925.

ITIG MPWTEC TEPLOSOUC TNG dpuang Toug elyav emikevtpwOel oe Bépata OA aAAd MPog To TEAOG Tou 190U alwva €yve eloaywyn VEWV aohaAelwy oTnV ayopd A.X. TUPKAYLA,
KAOTtA, atopikr Woloktnota, autokivnta. To 1951 akoAoUBnoe véa TPOTOMOLNGN KAL CUVETIECE LIE TOV SLOXWPLOUO TwV aodpalelwy (WAG.

Mo tnv lcodo evog véou péloug otoug Lloyd's amatteital cUUPWVA LE TOV ECWTEPLIKO KOWOVIOUO N KATABECN XpNUATLIKAC Ttapakotadnkng aodalelag oavaloyng He Tov KUKAO
gpyaclwv tou urtoPrdlou.

O oxnuatlopog anobepatikol kepahaiov aodaAetlag emiBAANeTAL O KABE PEAOC KOl SLEEAYETAL UE ULKPEC ETNOLEG KPOTNOELG A0 TA 0.0PAALOTPA TTOU ELCTIPATTOVTALL.

H npootaocia tou aodpaAillopevou otnplletol oTnV UMOXPEWON TWV HEAWV vVa TNPoUV Kal va UTIOBAAAOUV TOV £TNOLO LOOAOYLOUO TWV AOYAPLACUWY TOUC KAl oo ToV omolo dev
ETUTPEMOVTAL AVAANPELG LEXPL TN OTLYUN TToU Ba eKMANPWOOUV OAEC OL OXETLKEC UTIOXPEWOELG ATO Ta cuvadBEévta aodalilotrpla.

Ao 1o aA\o pépog, to "de facto" povonwAlo otov Topéa g N.A. oo toug aodaAloteg Tou Aovsivou mpokaloloe peydAn Suadopio oTov KUKAO TwV MAOLOKTNTWY yla pia ospd
OULTLWV.

MoAAol TAOLOKTNTEG TTOU N BACH TWV ETIXELPHOEWVY Toug ATav o aAAa Atpavia (A.X. AiBeproul, Mmipiotod), Bewpoloav OTL oL aoPaALOTEG ATOV ATOMAKPOL Kal avTimadntkol. Ot
TIHEG TV 0.0PAALoTPpWVY (premium rates) Sev emnpedlovtayv amo KOVO AVTAYWVLIoHO.



1.3 O Baotkég apxég Oadaooiag aocdpaiiong

*  JUpdwva pe tov R. Brown dev udlotatat VOULKN utoxpéwaon Katd To ayyAlkd dikalo yia évav Eumopo va aodpadicel ta ayabd tou. To LoxUoVv MOTWTLKO cUoTNUA
ouyxva amnattel va Kwel tig dStadikacieg mpog acdaAion, LoAovott sivat IATna Kowng Aoyikng va acdpaiiotel pia maptida ayabwv evw Bploketal «in transity.

*  Me aMa Aoyla untapxel €0uuLkog kavovag (customary rule) va acdpaAilovral ta ayabd npog Baddcola petadopd S0t dixws aocdalion Ba ATav avaykaio ylo tov
evéladepopevo va SLabéoel Eva onuavTKO Tooo yLo TV KAAU PN Tiavwy amwAeLwyv.

* JUudwva pe to Section 1 of Marine Insurance Act (1906): «A contract of marine insurance is a contract whereby the insurer undertakes to indemnify the assured,
in manner and to the extent agreed, against marine losses, that is to say, the losses incident to marine adventure”.

* OL KUpLleg apxEC NG OA eival To aodaAiotikd cupdépov (insurable interest), n duvatotnta anolnpiwong (indemnity) kat n cupnepipopd TG KAARG miotng
(utmost good faith).

* 3TNV MPWTN Mepintwon, éva aoPpaAloTikd cUUPBOAaL0 SeoueVEL Tov aodaALloT LOVO OTav SnUloupyeital Ue okomo va KOAUPEL KATIOO CUPDEPOV TO OMoio TO
Loxvuov 6ikalo opilel ot elvat Suvatov va achaAloTel.

* 'Eva a0¢poAloTikd oupBolalo eival cupBoiato anolnuiwong, SnA. To TOCO TOU TMPOKELTOL va €OTIPAEEL 0 aoPaAllOPeVOG eKTIHATAL e BAaon Tto péyeBog tng
XPNUATIKAC anwAELaG (pecuniary loss).

*  Me aAla Aoyia o acdaillopevog Ba TAPEL TO OGO TTOU TOV TOTOBETEL 0TNV (8La OLKOVOULKI) KOTAOTAON TPV CUMBEL N amwAeLa.



H amoyn tou Sdikaot Sumner oe pia umtdéBeon (1921) Atav 6tL n Baotkn apxn Tt anolnpiwong ota vautaodaAloTikd cupBorata Sev eival ahavBaotn dnA. ta
neploootepa aodaAloTikd cupBorata Sev 06nyolv mAvtote og MANpN anolnuiwon.

Mapopola o dikaotn¢ Patterson untootriplée 0tL 10 aodaAlotiko cupBorato Sev sival Eva tEAelo cupPforato amolnpiwonc.

H OA og avtiBeon pe TG KOWEG aodaAloelg m.X. TUPKAYLAC, ATUXNUATWY KATL., Ttapouolalel pia Wblopopdia, SnA. n acpailldopevn afla tn oTyun tng acpaiiong
Sev Suvartal va mpoodloploTel pe akpiBELO WOTE VO CUUTIIITTEL KATA TN XPOVLKI OTLYUN TNG UTapEng eVOG MEPLOTATIKOU He TNV afia tou aopaAllopevou ayabou.

AuTO odeiletal oTo OTL OL AfleC TWV UETAPEPOUEVWV EUTIOPEVUATWY KUavovTal o HeyaAo Babuod amod tov TOmo nMPoEAeUon OTOV TOTO IPOOPLOUOU Kal n afla
TWV MAOLWV UTIOKELTAL LE TN OELPA TNE KOTA TIEPLOOOUG O UEYAAES SLOKUUAVOELG TLLWV.

H aodaAillopevn afla yia (a) to okddog kot Twv punxavnuatwyv tou (hull & machinery) slvat to avtikeipevo cuvevwonong Hetally aopaAlotr kot aohaAllopevou
Katd tn cuvadn tng aopaAiong kat kabopiletal pue kowr cupdwvia (agreed value),

(B) To doptio cuvnBiletal n aohaiillopevn ala kabopiletal oto emninedo tng alag CIF mAéov 10% yia to dtadpuyov kEpdog.

Mo va BewpnBOet éva cupforato wg vautaodalloTiko eivat amapaitnto n evoexouevn amwAeLa va OXETI(ETAL e KATIOl VAUTIALOKA dpaotnplotnta.

Ztnv unoBeon Re London County Commercial Reinsurance Office (1922) 127 LT 20, ChD: A policy of insurance was issued by an insurance company, the risk
insured being against a total loss in the event of peace not being declared between Britain and Germany on or before 31 March 1918. The policy was in the marine
form. It was held that this was not a marine policy and therefore not governed by the Marine Insurance Act 1906.



To ayaBo6 mou mpokewtal va aodaAlotel (subject-matter) pmopel va ivai:(a) mAolo, (B) poptio, (v) vavlog, (8) kEpdn, mpounbela, (g) uobol, (ot) n ubLVN ToOU
TIAOLOKTHTN WC TTPOC TOV LOLOKTATN Tou doptiou Kal ({) davela, mpokataBoAEg Kat £€08a TPAKTOPWYV. AC AVAAUCGOUE TIEPLOCOTEPO T TPla MPWTA oToLXEla:

JUpdwva PEe ToV Kavoviopo 15 t¢ MIA, o 6pog mAoio meplAapBAVEL TO KUTOG, TO UALKA, TLC TIPOUNBELEG Kal TOV EOTTALOUO YA TOUG AELWLATIKOUG KAl TO TIARPWHA,
TN pnxowvn, Ta Kalavio, Toug XWwPoug KAUGIHwWY, EPOCOV avrKouv otov aoPpaAl{OEVO ELTE TIPOKELTAL YLO LnXovokivnTo TAoio 1} yla tAoio €181koU eumopiou.

O Kavoviopog 17 opilel o 6pog poptio onuaivel doptio epmoptkng Gpuonc Kat dev MePNAPBAVEL TPOCWTILKA €16 Kal MPOUNBEUTIKO UALKO ylal Xprion MAVW OTOo
mAolo.

H prtpa 90 opilel 6TL vaUAog onpaivel To KEPSOG TTOU ATTOKOUIZEL O TTAOLOKTATNG amtd TNV Amaox0Anon tou mAoiou tou yla tn petadopd doptiov eite ikou tou
evbLadpEpovtog ite AAAou LSLoktrTn, aAAd Sev meplAapBAveL Ta AsyOUEVA «passage money».

Mia eldkn mepintwon nmpoPAenetal otn pntpa 4 tng M.LLA. 1906 ywa ta cuppolaia mou Baocilovtal oe «otoixnua i pioko» (wagering or gaming contracts).
Ynapxouv Vo Baolkég katnyopies. H mpwtn adopd o cupPolrata mou o aodaillopevog dev Slabétel aodaAloTikO cupdEpov aAAA oUTe emBUMEL va TO
QUTTOKTI OEL.

AuTO 1o €160¢ oupPolaiou Bewpeitat dkupo (void). To idlo ocupPaivel otav To cupPoralo xapaktnpiletal wg «interest or no interest» f «without further proof of
interest» ; GAAN mapopoLa IPOTAoH).

Ztnv aAAn katnyopia Bpioketal o TUMog cupBoAaiou ppi (policy proof of interest) mou kuplwg €xeL ebpapuoyn O MEPUMTTWOELG Yl £€08a TPAKTOPWVY N TPOUNOELEC.
H ouvnOng prtpa eivat: «in the event of loss the production of this policy to be deemed a sufficient proof of interest».

Auta ta cuppolata kalouvtal kat "honour policies" 810TL 0 aopaAlldopevog Baciletal amOKAELOTIKA 0TOV AOYO ToU aoPaALOTr) O EVOEXOUEVN AMWAEL OO TN
oTLyur Tou Sev £XeL VOULKA edapuoyn, A.x To cUUBOAALO ppi Elval AKUPO aKOWN Kal €AV 0 achaAllOpeVOC eixe aodaAloTkO cuUPEpoV.

Qotooo, autd ta cupBolala sival akupa oAAA OXL TAPAVOUX KoL EMOMEVWG 0 aocdaAllopevog Sikaloutal emotpodr) acdpaAlotpou av amodeifel OtL eixe
00paAloTIKO 0deog mpog to ayabo.

Mia adAANn mepinmtwon duoxépelag otnv anddelén tou aodallotikol cupdEpovtog sival ot damaveg (disbursements) tig onoieg udiotatal to mAoio, N mpounOela
TOU SLAXELPLOTH, O AVOUEVOUEVOG VOUAOG aAAG KOl N oIMWAELD KEPSOUG. X’ QUTEC TLG TIEPUTTWOELS Ol A0PAALOTIKEG KAAUELG yivovTal pe TN popdr Tou ppi cuvhnBwg
ylat OALKA QMWAELQL LOVO.



1.4 Ta Baowkd otolyeia tov achaAlotikol cuppoAaiov

Ye kABe aodaliotikd cupPBoialo (insurance policy) meplAapfavovtal kal OpLOPEVA amapaitnTa oTolxela:

Ta ovopata tou aopaAoth (insurer r) dtav mpokettat ya aopoaAiotr twv Lloyd’s underwriter) kat tou acdaiilldpevou (assured) mou amoteAouv ta cUUBaANOpUEV
HEPN TNG 0loPOAALOTIKN G oL UPBaoNC.

To avTikelpevo o mpokeLtal va achaAlotel (subject-matter insured) m.x. 1000 tévol otapy, 1 to poptnyo mhoio «Esmeralda» (okadog kat pnxaviuata) KA.

To aodpdaAotpo (premium) mou cuvnBwg ekppdaletal oe MOoooTo (%) emi tng aodaAilopévng aglag. H kataBoAn tou achdAlotpou adopd eite 0T0 MOCOOTO €ite
0TO oUVOAO ToUu mocoU, dnAadr To YIvopevVo tn¢ achaAllopevng afiag ent tou mooootou aodalioTtpou Sia EKATO.

H aodaillouevn ala (insured value) n omoia dev ivat avaykaio va TauTtileTal pe tnv mpaypatiki afia tou ayabou mou acdaliletal KATd tn OTyUN TG ouvayng
ToU aopaAlotikol cupBolaiou. Edav n acdaillopevn afia eivol PKPOTEPN TNG TTPAYUATIKIC TPOKELTOL yia urto-acdaAilon (under-insurance) evw otnv avtiBetn
neplmtwon €xoupe unepaocdalion (over-insurance).

OL kaAuTttopevol kivbuvol (perils insured against) TOU OUGLAOTIKA TIPOKELTOL YlA €KElva TaL aitia Tou TMBAvVOV va TPOKAAECOUV TN {NULA 1 TNV AWAELX TOU
aodpaAllopevou ayabou.

H Sldpkela tng aodpaiiong mou cuvABw sivat xpovikn m.x. 12 piveg apyilovrag amd 31.11.99. It nepumttwoel acdaAlotikig kaAudng taéldlov | petadopdg
UTIAPXEL IPORAePN TV YewypadkwV opiwv A Twv TOTwv Evapéng kat AnEng tng kaAung, .. from London via Suez to Bombay and then to Hong Kong, evw étav
TPOKeLTaL yLa peTadopd dopTiwv poPAENeTAL aoPAALOTIKA KAAUYN oo anoBnkn Tou anmooTtoAéa og amoBrkn tou mapaAnmtn (warehouse to warehouse).

O Skatouyocg tne anolnuiwong (beneficiary) mou otnv mAsloPndia Twv MEPUTTWOEWV £(VAL TO (510 TPOCWTTIO PE AUTO TTOU aPXLIKA acdalileTal.



Yndpyouv Vo yvwotol tuol achailong:

(1) H aodpalion moool Baolopevn ent TnG kepalalomoinong tou KataBarlAopevou aohAALOTPOU KOl EMOUEVWE TO KEDAAALOTIOLOUHUEVO TTOGO KataBAAAeTaL oToV

Swatouyo peta tn Anén tng achaAiong padl Le TOUG TOKOUG.

(2) Avahoya pe tn Inuia (insurance of indemnity) mou Baoiletal otnv apxn tng dlaomopdg Tou Kvduvou Kat n anolnuiwon kataBaAAetal povo Aoyw EAeuong Tuxaiou

TEPLOTATIKOU €L6AAAWCE 0 aiodaAl{opevocg otepeital Tou acdaliotpou otn Anén tn¢ acdaiiong.

1.5 Ow kupLotepoL aodaAiotikoi popeig

a)

H vautaopaAloTikr ayopd Katd kavova amoteAeitat amo toug Lloyd’s kat tig Stadopec aveédptnteg acdalloTKEG Talpieg (companies) onw¢ n Guardian, n Royal
Exchange KA. ZuvnOwg aUTEG oL eTaLpieC elval HEAN KATA €va LEYAAO TTOCOOTO Tou lvatitoutou AodaAlotwy tou Aovdivou (ILU).

Ot Lloyd’s 6ev avohapPavouv aueca pia aodaAloTik KaAuPn oAAG armAd mapEXouv SLEUKOAUVOELG PE TN Hopdr TNG OTEYAONC TwV MEAWV TOUG KAl TNG OANG
OPYOVWTLKNAC SOUNE TOUC E OKOTIO TNV EVPECT AOPOAELWV.

H aodalion yivetal povo amo toug aoPpaAloTtég — LEAN (underwriting members) evw n Sloiknon Tou opyaviopoU €ival £pyo HLOC ETUTPOMAG Ta 16 HEAN TG omolag
eKAEyovTal yla pia meplodo 4 eTwv amo to UTtOAOLTTA LEAN.

Ta péAn-aodaAlotég euBUvovTaL To KABEVA EEXWPLOTA KAL ATIEPLOPLOTA YLOL OAQ TO TIEPLOUCLOKA TOUG OTOLXEL OXL OUWC Kol aAAnAéyyua. KataBétouv pia eyyunon
(security ) deposit) To U og TNG omoia meplopileTal and Tov OYKO TWV CUVAAAQYWV TOUG.

OMAa ta aocdaliotpa katatiBevral og elbko tapeio (premium trust fund) amo ta onoila povo {nuiLeg, £€oda dlaxeiplong kot akplBn kEpdn punopouv va katafAnBouv
oe KaBe pENoG.

Ot Lloyd’s taB€touv S1koUg TouG MPAKTOPEG (agents) Mou oKOMOC TOUG elval n cuykEvtpwan Kot n StaBiBacn mAnpodoplwv OXETIKA LE TNV EVPUTEPN TIEPLOXA N TOV
Alpéva e Sikatodooiag Toug evw ocuxva TipoPaivouv O TPAYUATOYVWHOOUVN €Ml TWV EUMOPEUMATWY KAl AELTOUPYOUV WG SLAKOVOVIOTEG {NUWWV ylo Ta
gumopevpota (settling agents).

Ektog amod toug aodallotég undpyouv ta N achaAlopeva péEAn (non-underwriting members) m.x. oL peoiteg (brokers) kat oL cuvétatlpol (associates) m.x. ot
Slakavovioteg afaplwv (average adjusters).



e Ou18loKTATEG POPTLWV KOl OL EUITOPOL XPNOLUOTIOLOUV CUXVA TLG UTINPECLEC TWV HECLITWVY yla TNV acddAlon Twv GopTiwv Kol oL TAOLOKTATEG yLa TNV aoPaALOTIKNA
KAAL N Twv MAOLWV TOUG.

* O peotiteg BEBata avimpoowneUouv Toug aodaAl{OpHevouC Kal OxL Toug acdalloteg. EuBUvovtal yla tnv KataBoAn tTwv acpaAioTpwy oToug aoPaAloTEG Kal yla
v e€aodalion autwy (0tav paAlota umtapxet poBeopia mMAnpwung) €xouv Sikaiwpa enioxeonc (lien) tou aopaiiotnpiou.

* O peotiteg ya va kaAupouv acdallotikd Eva mAoio otpédovrtal eite mpog Toug Lloyd’s eite mpog T avedptnteg aodaAloTikeég etalpieg. Otav mpokeLtal yla
aopaAloTikn kKaAupn moAAwv mAolwv i} oTOAWY, auTtr yivetal péow Twv brokers tou Aovbivou oe aAAeg SteBveic ayopég r.x. HMNA, FaAAia.

b) To Ivotitouto AopaAiotwv tou Aovsivou evepyel wG oUVOECUOC HETAED TWV ETALPLWV-PIEAWY TOU KoL Twv Lloyd’s yia acdallotikad {nTripata Kowng moALTtlkiag (joint
hull understandings) ta omoia 6ev S€opeUOUV VOULKA TO LEAN AAAQ ATTAQ 0PLOBETOUV TN YPA UL VL0 TO KOO GUUDEPOV.

* Anotelet eniong tov ouvdeopo pe Toug Stddopoug Stebveig aodalloTikoUg opyaviopoUg Katl EKSLOEL, TPOTIOTOLEL KAl cUXVA avaBewPEL TIG YWWOTEG AODAALOTIKEG
pATPEG (institute clauses).

c) Ot ANA\nAacdaAiotikoi Zuvetatpiopoi NMpootaciog kat Anolnpiwong (P&I clubs) mou adopouv otnv aoPaAloTikr) KAAU PN opLoUEVWY KIVEUVWV Kal oxetilovtol pe
TNV KUPLOTNTA, Slaxeiplon Kal EKPETAAAEUON TOU TTAOLOU Kall 0TOUG omoiloug dev mapexetal acdaAloTiki KAAU YN amo Toug KavovikoUg aodpaAloTikoug GopeEig.

*  AMOTEAOUV CUVETALPLOMOUG TTAOLOKTNTIKWY CUNPEPOVTWYV Sixwe KEPSOOKOTIKA KivnTpa £XOVTOG WG 0TOXO TNV AAANAACPAALON TWV HEAWV TOUG YyLa TOUG KvdUVOUG
ekelvoug mou Sev mpoPAémnetal acdaiion and tnv acdhaAloTiki ayopa.



2. BAZIKEZ AZOAAIZTIKEZ ENNOIEZ

N

H mpayupatomnoinon tng acdaliong yivetal péow tng mpwtoBouliag tou broker o omoiog pall pe tov aodaAllOpevo TPOETOLUALEL T ouvTaén TOu OpPXLKOU
npooLudwvou (slip) mou mepthapBavel GAoug Toug 6poug TNE acdaALoTIKAG KAAUYNC.

Me Bdaon to TeEAEUTAIO, O TPAKTOPAC avalnTd €va N TEPLOCOTEPOUC OO0PAALOTEC HE TOUCG Oomoloug SlampaypateUsTtaol Toug O0poug tou cupPolaiou, tnv
aodalillopevn afio aAAA Kol TG eVEEXOUEVEC KAAUYELS .

.1 H dtapdpdpwon tov acpaiictpou mAoiwv

To Baoko xapakTnploTikd tng Baddoolag acdpaiiong eival otL dev untdpxouv pokaboplopéva acdpaiiotpa (Bacel m.x. kamolag KAlpakag) aAAd otabpuilovtal anod
TIG EVWOELG TwV aodaAlotwy . OL mapapeTpol mou kabopilouv ta KpLtipla otdbuiong evog achdaiilotpou eival ot €NG:

Ta mponyoULpeva anoteAéopata t¢ aodaiions. Me okomo va avavewBel kamolwa aopaAion ival puoikd va umoloyilovtal ta dedopéva TNG TPONYOULEVNG
aopaALoTIKN G TtepLodou, T.X. eav n KaAudn e€eAloostal e SUOUEVEIG OpoUC yLa ToV aodaALoTr) TOTE EMBAANETAL KATIOLO TIPOOTLUO (UE TN Hopdn TNE mocooTLaiog
avénong tou acdalilotpou).

H mAoloktnoia f Staxeiplon tou mAoiou. Ze mMoAAA aodaAloTikd cupBolala oto mapeABov unnpée dtadwvia wg mpog Tnv €BviKOTNTA TOU KUPLOU TOU TAOLOU Kal
aUTO eixe odnynoeL og dlakomn ) dpvnon anolnuiwong amno tv MAeupd Tou achalloTh.

Ta Baowa otolxeia Tou MAoiou, SnAadn o TUMIOC, N NAKIA, N XWPENTLKOTNTA, TO oUVNOEG PopTio, Ta YEWYPADIKA Opla TwV TAOWV TOU, N TIPOWOTIKI SUVOUN KoL N
KaTtaotacon tou e€omAlopoU.

H amotipnon tou mAoiou. H mMAeupd Twv 00PAALOTWY Yl TOV KOBOoPpLOPO Tou aodpAAoTpou Tou TAolou uloBetel Suo pétpa dnAadn, éva acdallotpo Tou
kaBopiletal Baoel Tou vekpoU Bapouc yla TV KaAuyn {nULwV OU EUNIITTOUV OTNV HEPLKN aBapia kat éva dAAo Baoel Tng acdpaAllopevng atlag Tou Aoiou pog
KaAuyn tng oAlkng amwAetag tou. Ta U0 acdAAOTPA CUYXWVEVUOVTOL 0’ £€Val TO OTIOLO PETATPETETAL O TT0000TO X100 £l ToU cUVOAOU TNG aodaAllopevnc agiag.
Q¢ éva mapadelypa:



W

‘Eotw 10 Se€apevomAolo «VIVID» 10.000 kopwv pe aodaAillopevn afia £ 2.000.000. To acdaliotpo kabBopiletal pe ta £€n¢ Sedopéva:

Mo peptkn aBapia: tovol 10.000 X £ 2 ava tévo = £ 20.000

Ma oAwkn anwAeta: agia £ 2.000.000 X 2,5% = £ 50.000

JuvoALko aodaiiotpo = £ 70.000

MNoocooto acddAiotpou et tng achaAllopevng agiag £ 2.000.000 = 70.000: 2.000.000 = 3,5%

Amo to mopandavw mapadelypa cuvayetal OtL to acdaAlotpo (Bewpwvtag Toug UTIOAOLTTOUG TTaPAyovTeC otaBepouc) sival ouvaptnon SUo TAPAUETPWY, TNG
XWPNTIKOTNTAC KoL TNS ouudpwvnBeiong i acdpaiilopévng alog tou mAoiou.

Edv to mAolo aocdaAiotel povo yla oAk amwAela, TOte 10 aodaAotiplo SiEmetal and tnv acdaAllopevn afio emeldn autr amoteAel Kal TO METPO TNG
arnolnuiwong. Eav undpéel acdallotiki KAAUYN KaTtd avtog Kivduvou, ToTe tiBetal oe epappoyn n oxéon xwpntikotnTag — acdailldopevng aslac.

To KOOTOG EMIOKEVWV. € TIEPLOSOUG MANBWPLOTIKWY TILEGEWV AAAQ KA OVAKOUP NG TWV TILWV ETILOKEUNG, TO A0PAALOTPO EMNPEALETAL AVAAOYQL.

Ol 6pot ¢ acdaliotikig kaAudng, dnAadn ol kaAuTtopevol kivduvol, n éktaon tng KAAuYPng, oL eyyunoelg (warranties), to UPog kat n ¢uon tng amaAlAayng.



2.2 To npocUudwvo
* To Aeyouevo «slip» meplhapfavel cuvonTika Ta €€N¢ otolxeia: (a) Amapaitnta Sedopéva:

1. To évopa Tou mAoiou A Twv MAoiwv, Tn cupdwvnBeioa r} achaAlopevn agia kal To aoPAALoTpO.

N

. Tnv nepiodo kadAuPng ) Tov mAou.
3. To avTlkeipevo tNG achAALoNG T.Y. OKAPOG KOl LnxavAaTa, VAUAOG 1 ultepagia autou KATL.

4. Tic pATPeC oUWV UE TIC oToieg SLEmetal n acdaAion.

]

. Ta yewypadkd 6pla Twv EMUITPEMOUEVWYV TAELSLWV OE EPLTTWOELG Xpovo-aodaiiong (trading warranties).

[¢)]

. Tnv amaAAayn.

*  (B) ZupmAnpwuaTIKEG pATPEC TL.X. TN leased equipment clause mou KAAUTITEL Kal Ta Opyava TAVW OTO TTAOLO e TN popdn Tou evolKiou.

* To slip 6ev amote)el ekteAeOTO TiTAO oTa AyYALKA SlKOOTHPLA e TNV Evvola OTL §ev pmopel va BewpnOel pepovwEVA WG SIKALOAOYNTIKO OTOLXELO TNG A0DAALOTIKAG
KaAung.

* Qotooo Sev otepeital VOULKAG aflag SLOTL pumopel va LoxUoEL WE amOoSEIKTIKO OTOLXELO OTLG TTEPLUTTWOELG EKEIVEG TTOU epdavileTal Siyoyvwuio wg mpog TG MTPoBETELS
TWV OUUBAANOUEVWY PEPWV KAl TAVTA O cUVOUAOUO LE TO UTIAPXOV acdAALOTIKO cuUPOAALO, TL.X. OTAV UTTAPXEL audLoBnTnon tng MPAyUATIKAG Evapéng NG
kaAuyng, To slip pmopet va anote A€ol TEKUAPLO yia TNV e€aKpiBwaon TOU TMpayUATIKOU XpOVoU €vapéng.

* Ao Aoyou eival 6tL 0 aopaAloTAg otnV Ipatn deopevetal NOKA Pe TNV uTtoypadr Tou TPoolUPwWvoU Kat eival mBavo va amolnUWOoEL Yot OALKH OTWAELQ TOU
ayaBou akopn kot eav dev eixe ekboBel To 0plOoTIKO aodaAloThplo.

*  BA. tig untoBéoelg Cory v. Patton (1874) LR 0QB 577 kat Lower Rhine and Wurtemburg Insurance v. Sedgwick [1898] 1 QB 739 at 747.



2.3 To aocdaliotiplo

To Aeyopuevo policy yia ta mAola Stevepyeital ouvnBwe 1 €wg 2 PAVeG PV TNV Evapén tou kivduvou dnAadn mptv tebel og WoxV N aoPaAloTikr) KAAUYPn. MeTa Tig
obnyieg oplotikomnoinong tou aodaAllopevou (closing insructions) kot evtog 4 pnvwyv amo tnv £vapén Tou Kwwduvou ekSISeTaL TO 0PLOTIKO acdaAloTAPLO.

Mo tnv anoduyn tng ypadelokpatiag cuvnbiletal ot brokers va mpoBaivouv otnv mpostopacia Suo achaliotiplwy yla toug Lloyd’s underwriters kat toug
independent insurance companies (ILU).

Mepovwpuéva aodallotpla ekdidovtal povo yla Tt acPaAloTIKEG eTalpieg TOU eV AVAKOUV OE EVWOEL VW TA OUAAOYLKA aodallotrpla Seopevouv KaBe
OUUMETEXOVTA A0POALOTH KATA TO HETPO TOU TTOCOOTOU CUUHETOXNG TOU ATEPLOPLOTA AAAA OXL aAAnAEyyual.

H ouvoAwrn ékmtwon mpog toug brokers eivat 15% ent twv pKTwv aocdAAloTpwy yla e€0Anon g LeTpntoig kat 13,1% yia e§6dAnon oe tpwunviaia §éon mou
KOTOVE LETAL WG €€NG:

Nivakag 2.1

MANPWHEC yLa TNV KoTapTion aodpailotrplov cupBolaiou

Eidog mooou Metpntoig (%) MpoBeopiakad (%)
ApolBEg peaitn (brokerage) 5 5
‘Ekmtwon (discount) 9,5 7,6
Elodopa (allowance) 0,5 0,5
YUvolo 15 13,1




2.4 H avouxt kaAuvyn

To yvwoTo Kal «open cover» Slvetal yla mepiodo 12 unvwyv Pe okomo thv KAAU PN LeTadopas EUMOPEVUATWY. YTIOKELTOL OE MEPLOPLOUOUC oUWV UE Ta €ENG:
TiBetal avwtato 6plo agiag doptiou kata mAolo.

Juudwva pe to «classification clause» mpoBAénetal OtL To epnopevpa dev pumopel, UTd To kaBoploBEv aopaAlotpo, va dopTtwbel mapd Hévo oe TTAOLO TAKTIKWV
vypappwy (Liners) kat 0xt peyaAUtepng Twv 15 etwv nAkiag. H mapafiacn autou Tou 6pou onuaivel tnv kataBoAr npocBetou aopaAloTpou.

Jupudwva pe to «location clause» n afla TwWV CUCOCWPEUUEVWY EUMOPEVUATWY OTOV (610 xwpo oto Alpéva doptwong dev pmopel va umepPel katd kavova to
Suthdolo tng alag tou avwrtatou opiou Ppoptwong katd mAoio.

O npoodloplopds tng aodaAllopevng atiag kabe poptiov yivetal Baoel tng agiag.

CIF (cost-insurance-freight) tou epnopevpatog + 10% képdoc.

2.5 To npoaocdaAiotiplo

AUTO eival yvwoto wg «floating policy» kat Stadépel amo to open cover ota €N c:
Eival tithog ekteAeotdg ota ayyAika Sikaotrpla (enforceable).
H kaAuTttO eV oUVOALKH TtoodTnTa avaypadetal o’ auto Kol os kaBe doptwon adatpeital n poptwbeica moocodTNTA AMO TO CUVOAO.

Ye kaBe empépoug poptwon Sev ekdidetal Eexwplotod aocdaiiotriplo alAd pia mpocOetn Mpafn oploTikomoinong HECw TNG omolag yivetal slompaén to KabBEva
aopaAloThpLo.

Zta uTtdAoua onueio polalel apKeTA e To open cover, SnA. dev avadEpetal To Gvopa Tou TTAolou 1 Twv TAolwy, TepLléxovtal oL opol classification, location ka
npoodlopileTal o TpOMOG UTIoAoyLoHoU TG atiag Tou kabe doptiou.

Ta mAeovekTApaTa autng TG LeBOdou cupPolaiwv eival pavepd. Ta ayabd otéAvovtal otov mapaAnmTn pe SIKO Tou pioko Kal pEXPL va glbomolnBel anod tov
arnootoAéa Ba €xeL Ayvola OtLTo ayaBo €xeL NdN otalel kat emopévwg dev Ba yvwpilel tnv ala tou oUte To MAolo WG HEco petadopdg.

AN\Q UTTOpPEL VO TTPOCTATEYEL TOV EQUTO TOU OO TNV MBavotnta anwlelag pe tnv eicodo tou ot «floating policy».



3. TO AZOQAAIZTIKO 2YMOEPON

3.1 Anolnuiwon Kat acpaAloTtiko cupdEpov

* Edv 8exBolpe 6t to aopaliotiko cupBoAato eival cupBolato amolnuiwong kat cupBoAata Tou TUToL "interest or no interest” eivat dkupa (being void) cUpdwva pe To Section
4 tn¢ ML.LA., Tote 0 aodpaAL{OUEVOG TOU oKoTtEVEL va amolnpLlwOel cUpdwva Le To cupBoAato ipemel va amodeiel otL:

(o) €xeL umtootel olkovopkn anwAela €attiog tng Kn ekmAnpwaong tou tafldlol (marine adventure),
(B) n anwAeLa mpokAnBnKe amo va kivéuvo mou mpoBAELneTAL 0TO GUUBOAALO,

(y) n anwAeta tou achaAlopevou ayabol KAAUTTETAL amo To cupBoAalo.

e H OLKOV0|.}J.\LKﬁ anwAeLla eival T0 GUCLIKO QTTOTEAECUA TNG EVVOUNG OXECNG KETOEL Tou aodaAlopevou kat tou ayaBol mou acpahiiotnke. O Babuog tng oxeong autig motkiAel amo
TNV AIMOKAELOTIKN KUPLOTNTA PEXPL TNV TUBavVA avapovr KEpSoug Katd Tnv oAokAnpwaon tou Tagldlou.

* M ouykekpuéva n vopoBesia M.I.A. oto S. 6(1) avadpépel otL anatteitat: «the assured to have an insurable interest in the subject-matter insured at the time of the loss
although it is not necessary that the assured have such an interest when the insurance is effected» .

e Ta ouvnBn npdéowrna mou £xouv achaAloTIKO cupdépov oto aodalllopevo ayabo sival ta e€AG:
(o) Lokt TOL ayabou,

(B) evumoOnkog opeIAETNG KAl SAVELOTAG,

(v) mAolapxog kot mARpwHa,

(6) mpaktopag,

(€) kowoG petadopéag,

(o1) acdaiioTic,

(7) tpoowma ou mpocdokoLV kEpSog amd éva a.opalloTiko cupBoiato.

e naperBovia aodaliotikd cupBorata to Aoio avadepdtav anhd we «by ship or ships» A pe kdnola mapéuota popdn wg «by ships of the Universal SS Co Ltd»yevikd. KA. Itnv
nepintwon Tou W8LoKTATN evog ayaBou (ownership of the subject-matter insured) pmopoupe va Stakpivoupe TIG €€N¢ EMUEPOUG KATNYOPLEG :



1. NAotoktATNG (owner of ship). To aodaALOTIKO CUUPEPOV TOU TTAOLOKTATN SlaTtnpeital akOpn KoL €AV €XEL TIPOXWPNOEL O VAUAwWGCN Tou TAolou Tou oludwva UE
06pouc mou tou Sivouv to Sikailwpa va anolnuwbet and tov vauvAwTr tnv agia Tou TAoLoU o€ MEPIMTWON AMWAELOG TOU . TNV TAPAKATW UTIOOE0N LoXUouV Ta ENC:

* Piper v. Royal Exchange (1932) 44 LIL Rep 103, KBD: A yacht was bought in 1926 in Norway and was at the risk of seller till she arrived in London. The plaintiff
effected a policy in respect of her, and claimed against the insurer for damage which she has suffered by stranding in 1928. The insurer counterclaimed for £ 350
which he had paid him in respect of damage suffered by her on the voyage from Norway to London in 1926 on the ground that he had no insurable interest in her.
It was held that the counterclaim succeeded.

2. 16oktATNG doptiov (owner of cargo). Auth n MePIMTWON OXETETOL HE TO SIKOLWHATA TOU TIWANTH KOl TOU 0yopaoTr) Tou ¢poptiou. EMoPEVWE TO EpWTNUA €AV
uTapxeL aodpallotiko cupdépov oto doptio Baoiletal oToug 6poug Tou cupBoiaiou MWANGONG Tou ayaBbou Kol 0To XPOVLKO 0TASLO TToU N KUPLOTNTA Tou UeTadEpeTaL
amo Tov WANTH oToV ayopacTh . AvTioTolya, oTnV mapakatw undbson:

* Re National Benefit Assurance(1933) 45 LIL Rep 147, ChD: It was an "all risks" policy in respect of 30 bales of woolen goods from Tilbury to Novorossisk for
Rostoff-on-Don, one of the issues which arose was whether the goods had been sold by the assured to the purchaser, or whether they had only been sold subject
to their safe arrival at Rostoff. In fact the goods never reached that place. When the assured claimed for a loss under the policy, the insurer contended that he had
no insurable interest in them because he had already sold them. It was held that the assured had an insurable interest since the sale was only conditional on the
arrival of the goods.

3. 18toktATNG Tou vauAou (owner of freight). Xtnv nepimtwon tou «ordinary freight» to acdallotikd cupdEpov eival Tou TTAOLOKTHATN 0 omoiog Ba MANPWOEL yia T
petadopd Twv ayabwv povo otav autd ¢OAcoUV 0TO ALLAVL TTPOOPLOUOU.

* AuTO onpaivel OtL eav Ta ayaba Sev mpooeyyiocouv To AUAvL eKPOPTWoNG aAAA KATIOLO GANO TIPONYOUHEVO ALUAVL, 0 VOUAOG &gV elval MANPWTEOCG AKOWN KAl €AV
TIPOKELTAL YLOL TN OV EVAAAQKTLKA AUCN TIPLV TNV EVOEXOUEVN OMWAELQ TOUC.

* Avtibeta, pe tnv mpolindBeon otL to Ppoptio mapadobel 0To AlAvVL TPOOPLOUOU OTNV (8la EUMOPLKA KATAoTAon OTwG GopTwONKE, AKOUN Kal €AV €XEL UTIOOTEL
{NULA, TANPWVETAL O CUVOALKOG VOLUAOG.



4. Npaktopag (agent). Autog dev €xel aodAALOTIKO CUUPEPOV €AV N LOVN OXECH TOU HE Ta ayaba eival n ekMpoownnon evog AAAOU IPOowTou (A.X. TOU LELOKTATN Tou
doptiou).

* XNV avtiBetn mepimtwon, £xel aopaALoTIKO cUUDEPOV OTAV TIPOKELTAL Yl KEPSN, MpounBeleg, £€0da Tou €xetl umtoBAnOetl (profits, commissions, advances) A.x. a
shipbroker in the brokerage on a vessel addressed to him.

5. AcpaAotig (insurer). Z0pudwva pe to S. 9 TN MLLA. €xel aopaAloTiko cupdEpov oTov Kivéuvo Tov omoio avélafe Kal Umopel va Tov avtaopalioel OALKA 1} LEPLKA.
Ztnv mpa&n o acdaAlotng KAAUTITETAL AVTAUOPOALOTIKA VLA EVOL LEPOG TWV KWVOUVWV TIou aveAaBe, TL.X. KPaTd ylo AoyapLloopo tou 1o 25% tnGg aodaAloTtikig KAAudng
koL avtaopaAilel to 75%.

* 210 TeAeuTtaio MocoaoTo £xel acdaliowo cupdEpov SL1OTL o€ Tepimtwon anolnuiwong yia evdexopevn {nuid euBuvetal eEohokAnpou €vavtl Tou acPaAlloptévou
HEOW TNG CUMPBATLKAC OXEONC LE TOV TEAEUTALO.

6. Aavelotng. ZUpdwva pe to S. 10 Tng M.LA. autog €xel aocdaAloTikd cupdépov yla neputtwoelg vavtodaveiwv r Balaccodaveiwv (bottomry and respondentia).
Autd ta ouvantopeva SAVEl OMAVIO CUVAVTIOUVTOL CAUEPO KoL cuviotavtal otnv katafoAn mocou o€ Aléva kataduyiou yla va emrpanel oto mAoio va
avtipeTwriosl ta dtadopa £€oda mapaoOVAG KoL ETILOKEUNC.

* Otav mpokettal ya bottomry o davelotng €xel wg umoBnkn To mAoio, evdexopeva Kal To Ppoptio, evw oTtnV MeplmTwon Tou respondentia £XeL EVEXUPO €L TOU
doptiov. Auta ta Savela kabopilovtal pe TNV mPolTdOeon otL To MAoio Ba pOACEL oTOV IPOOPLOUO TOU.

¢ e meplmtwon anwAelog katd tn Stapketa tagldlov o davelotng xavel kaBe dikaiwpa eni Tou SaveloBEéviog mooou.

7. NAolapxog kat mARpwpa. To S. 11 tng M.LLA. avadépel OTL autol prmopouv va a.oPaAiloouv Toug HoBoUcg Toug KaTa Tou eVEEXOUEVOU OMWAELAG Tou TTAolou. AuTtoU
Tou eiboug n aodaiion dev Bplokel onpepa epappoyrn Aoyw Tng LoxUOUCOG TIPOOTATEUTIKAG VAUTEPYATLKNC VopoBeoiog dtebvwc.

* Edv 6exBolpe OtL n Baowki apxn TNG anolnuiwong ival To KUPLO CUCTATIKO TNG VOUTLKAG aodAAlong, eVAoya €dv Eva GUOLKO IPOCWTIO KATA TN XPOVLKN OTLYMA
™G anwAelag Emae va €xel aoPailoTikd cupdEpov 1 BplokeTal UTIO SLaTPAYHATEVON Kal SEV EXEL ATOKTAOEL AKOUN A0PAALOTIKO CUUPEPOV 0TO TIPOG aodAALoN
ayaBo, dev umopel va mpoxwprostL o aywyn cUpdwva Pe 1o aodaAlotiko cupforato. H oxetikn unmtdéBeon avadépel ta e€NG:



* Powles v. Innes (1843) 11 M&W 10: In January 1838, the plaintiff (insurance agent) by directions from, and on account and for the benefit of, R. Page and R.
Chamberlain, effected a time policy in respect of two thirds of the ship "Commerce", which was lost in January 1839, during the currency of the policy. Before the
loss, Page conveyed his share to S. Banks, who already owned one-third. On the day after the sale Banks effected a policy in respect of her two-thirds, upon which
she was paid as for a total loss. The defendant (an underwriter) for £ 150, and paid £ 75 as being due to Chamberlain in respect of his share. Held: as Page has
parted with his interest before the loss, he was not entitled to recover.

* BA. eniong tnv untéBeon Camden v. Anderson (1798) 1 Bos&P 272.

*  JuvnOwc ta aodaAloTKA cupBoAata £xouv cupdwvnOel xwpig Sloxeteuon MANPOPOPLWV CXETIKA UE TNV aocdAAELA TOU TTAOLOU 1) KoL Tou dopTiou.

*  Emopévwg, edpooov to mAoio 1 to doptio xabel mpv umoypadel 1o aodpailotikd cupPoOAalo, To aohaALOTIKO cUUDEPOV TOU aodaAlldopevou Ba aloEL va LoXUEL
kot 6ev Oa pmopel va amolnuwBel, akOun Kot €AV UTIHPXE TO OTOLXELO TNG KOANG TOTNG KATd T Slampayudteuon tou cupBoAaiou kat n dyvola ylo To cupBav tng
anwAELaG.

* Me okomo va anodpevyBel autd To Patvopevo, n dpacn «lost or not lost» loépyetal ota achallotikd cupBolata Kal Seopevel Tov aodaAloTr) TPoC TNV KAt oA
anolnuiwong akOuUn Kot €AV TNV NUEPOUNVIA TNG uTtoypadnG Kal LoXUoG Tou cupPBoAaiou n anwAesla eixe Ndn cupPel.

* H povn nepintwon mou o aodpaiillopevog dev dikatoutal anolnpiwong epapudletal otav KoTd Tn oTyun tng ocuvadng tTou aodaAloTikol cupBolaiou autog
yVwpLle TV Uapén anwAeLag evw o achaAloTnG OxL (POKeLTaL yLa TNV TepIMTwaon pn eniSelEnG KAANg miotng amnod tnv MAeupd Tou achaAl{OPEVOU).

* To gVAoyo gpwtnua gival edv to SOypa Tou aoPaALoTIKOU CUUDEPOVTOC EXEL KATIOLA XPNOLUOTNTA OTN ONUEPLVI ETTOXH. ATIO TNV IPOKTLKA okomid dev daivetal va
TIPOODEPEL KATL ONUAVTIKO aAAQ SV TIPEMEL VAL alyvOELTaL N CUUBOAR Tou OTLG £€QG MEPUTTWOELC:

(o) mpoPBarAel epumodia otnv €l0060 VEWV MPOCWNWVY OTNV A0PAALOTLK) ayopd TOU AEITOUPYOUV UE TN Hopdn tng adikiag f tng amatng (unfair and fraudulent
competition),

(B) epmodilel toug oxeTIKOUC UTTOAOYLOOUC Kal TIG poBAEYEL (speculations),

(y) n un xprnon twv cupPBoraiwv «without interest» pnopel va anodeybetl wg avnBikn (immoral).



3.2 AutAn) acdaAion

ITnv €vvola Ttou acdaALoTIKOU CUUPEPOVTOC EVTACOOUE Kal tn SuTAn acddaAion (double insurance). Eav kamotog emiBupet va achaiiotel Suo popég oe Stadopeg
00PaALOTIKEG ETALPLEC UE KEPOOTKOTILKO OTOXO, TOTE TPOKELTAL YLO TIAPAVO LN TIPAEN.

QoT000, UTIAPXOUV TIEPUTTWOELS SUTANG aodaAiong ou Sev vdiotatal IATNUa €AmMATNONG T.X. O ATTOOTOAEAG KAAUTITEL AOPAALOTIKA KATIOLO EUMOPEVUHO AAAA €K
napadpoung To achaAilel kot o TTapaAAATITNG .

Yndpyxet SuTAn aopaAion otav to abpolopa Twv acdhaillopevwy moowv umepPaivel tnv achailldpevn afia Onwg auth kabopiletal and Tov Vouo.

Me aUTOV TOV TIEPLOPLOUO WG TPOE TO AVWTATO OpLo TNG aodaAiolung agiag tou ayabol, o acdpaAllopevog Pnopet va emAeEeL Ttnv elompaln amolnuiwong Omwg
QUTOG Kplvel euvoikotepa. € pia umtoBeon:

AyaBo6 acdoaliotnke anod tov aodaAoty A kot tov acpaliot B pe avtiotoya mood $ 11.000 kat S 10.500 pe aodpalotrpla npoodlopopévng afiog (valued
policies). To epnopevpa xdbnke oAdkAnpo katd tn petoadopd tou. Ao tov vopo (S. 16 M.I.A.) kaBopiletal n acpaiiotikr) tou afio o S 12.000. Emopévweg o
aodpaAMlOpEVOC HImopEl Katd TNV emloyr] Tou va glorpaéet S 11.000 amd tov A kat S 1500 and tov B, 6nAadr o ovvoho 12.500. EGv n nuLd avepxotav m.X. o€
1000 $ 6.250, nA. oto pod and autd mou opilel 0 VOUOC, TOTE propsi val AdBeL avaloyikd amd tov A S 5.500 kat amno tov B $ 750.

Ao tnv mAeupad TNG oxéong Twv dVo acdpaiiotwy cuvnBiletal va potpalovral tn N avaloyka pe tnv aopoaAlopevn afia kabs acdaAloTriplou. ITO MAPATIAVW
napadelypa oAlkng anwAelag, n {nua Ba Stapotlpactel wg €€AG:

$10.500X12.500 $11.000X12.500
O Aouvelopépet @ @ ——————— KiLoB ———————

$11.000+10.500 $11.000+10.500

O B Ba mAnpwoel otov A tn Stadopd tng anolnuiwong tnv onoia katéBaie otov aopaAllOpevo cUUPWVA E TNV TTAPATIAVW ETIAOYH.



3.3 To aocdaAiiotpo

AUTO elval éva idog apolBng (premium) mou mMAnpwveTal otov acdaAlotr) anod tov aoPaAl{OPEVO £TOL WOTE O TPWTOC VA EXEL TNV UTIOXPEWCT VO OITOLN ULWOEL TOV
bevtepo o€ mepintwon anwAelog tov achaAllopevou ayabou.

To akplBég Mooo pmopet va €xel cupdwvnBel otav umoypadet to cuporato ) va anodaclotel oe HeTENELTA XpOVIKO otadlo. Emiong, mpoPAEnetal mpocOetn
opoLBn o€ elOIKEC TEPUTTWOELG, A.X. Hia aAAayr) Tou mpokaBoplopévou taldlou, .. otnv untoBeon:

Hewitt v. London General Insurance (1925) 23 LIL Rep. 243, KBD: A cargo of nitrate was insured for a voyage from Tocopilla to La Palice, via the Panama Canal. The
policy contained a clause: «In the event of the voyage being changed or of any deviation from the terms of this policy, the same to be held covered at premium to
be arranged hereafter». The insurer of the cargo reinsured his risk under another policy which was expressed to be subject to the same terms contained in the
original policy. The vessel sailed on her voyage and called at Colon which was on the contractual route, but there she was ordered to go to New Orleans. She
deviated to get to that port and, after sailing from there some weeks later was lost with her cargo. One of the issues which arose from the insurer who had paid the
original assured for a total loss, was whether the reinsurer was entitled to the payment of an additional payment. It was held that he was not entitled to such
payment.

The test is that the parties must assume that the breach was known to them at the time when it happened and ascertain what it would then have been reasonable
to charge. BA. kaL Greenock v. Maritime Insurance (1903) 1 KB 367.

Ag onpewwBel 6tL, 6tav 10 acdaAloTIKO cUUBOAALO cupdwWVEITAL LECW EVOG TIPAKTOPA, Kal epooov Sev udiotatal Stadopetikn cupdwvia, o aopaiillopevog dev
umoxpeoUTaL Vo KATABAAAEL TO aoPAALOTPO SLOTL Ba MANPWOEL TOV TPAKTOPA, O ONMOLOG YIVETAL APECA UTIELOUVOG yla TNV TANPWHI TOU achAALOTPOU OTOV
aodalioth.

Y€ OPLOUEVEC TIEPLITTWOELG TIPOPAETETAL TO SIKalwpa Tou aopaAllopevou yla entotpodn Tou "premium” kol autd e€aptatal and tnv katafoAn f OxL autol oTov
aodaAioth, A.X. n pAtpa 22 twv Institute Time Clauses (Hulls) mapaBétel Aemtopepelakd TNV emotpodr) Tou aopAALCTPOU OTAV TO TAOLO EXEL TIOPOTIALOTEL O€ €val
ALLAVL 1) EKTEAOUVTOL C' QUTO ETLOKEVEG. H OXETIKN UTIOBEDN TEPLEXEL TOL EENG OTOLKELDL:



Hunter v. Wright (1830) 10 B.&C. 714: A clause in the policy stated that the premium was returnable if the vessel was "sold or laid up". After being laid up for
several months she was again employed during the currency of the policy. It was held that no premium was returnable on the ground that the clause did not cover
a temporary laying up.

OL oUVONKEG UTIO TLG OTIOLEC, EKTOC €AV UTIAPXEL pNTN Stataén oto cupPoAato, urnopet va anattnBel n emotpodr Tou achaAlotpou, Bpioketal otn prntpa 84(1), (2)
kat (3) tng M.1.A. 1906.

Mia ediki mepintwon ouvictatal 6tav to aodaAloTkd cupdépov "pelwvetal”, SnAadn Exoupe aoddAiion mAnpoug doptiou aAAd pHovo to % €xel doptwbel oto
mholo.

O aodaAilopevog Sikatoutal éva HEPOC Tou aodPAALoTpoU Tou Looduvapel e TNV ENeln pépoug Tou doptiou, He AAAO AOYLOL LE TO PLOKO TIOU TEALKA avéAaPe o
aopaAloTnC. Fevika to aodaiiotpo enotpeédetal (return of premium) oe U0 MepUMTWOELC:

Mo un ekmMANPwon tw npoinoBéoccwv tng achailotikng kaAudng (failure of consideration).

Eav unapyel Tétola mpoPAen oto acdalilotrplo.

Ektog eav umapxel 60Ao¢ 1 mapdvoun mpagn, To achAAOTPO eMIOTPEDETAL O TEPIMTWON ABETNONG €yyunong i aveu 60Aou amokpuPng n eodaAuévng
QUTELKOVLONG OUCLWOWV TEPLOTATIKWY I KN paypatonoinong tou tafdlov. Avaykaia mpolmobeon yla tnv emotpodr Tou aodpAAlotpou eival n un évapén tou
KwéUvou.

Emopévwg eav to aodallotiplo apxloe va L.oxVeL UTIO KaBeotwg xpovo-achaAiong, Sev emotpedetal to acdaAiotpo. E€aipeon amotelel n SutAn acdaAion xwpig
va yvwpilel o aodpaAllopevog onote 10 aohAALOTPO eMIOTPEDETAL KATA avaAoyia TNG uTtEPAoPAALONG UTIO TWV EVEXOUEVWYV 0T SUTAN aodaiion acdaAloTwy.

Eniong, to aodpaiiotpo Sev emiotpédetal otav o achaAlopevog amodeixbnke OtL dev eixe aodaAlotikd cupdépov aldd Intnoe aodaAloTikn KGALYn Katd
napafacn Tou VOUOU MEPL TUXEPWV TOLYVISLWVY Kal oTolXNUATwY (gaming and wagering act) pe tn yvwaon OtL dev EMPOKELTO VA ATIOKTAOEL AUTO.



3.4 O aopaALOTIKOG MPAKTOPAG

* AmO Tn XPOVIKA OTLYUN TIou eTAEYeL €vag mpaktopag (broker) va CUMUETACXEL 1 KaL VO TIPOETOLUACEL TO 0.0POALOTIKO CUBOAALO, Elval UTIOXPEWMEVOG Vo TNPEL
OPLOMEVOUG KAVOVEG:

* Na urnakoUeL oTig odnyieg aodaAllopevou, dnA. Tou poowTou Tou ekmpoowrel (duty to obey his principal's instructions). O yevikog kavovag mou ¢aivetal va
uLoBeToLV Ta Sikaothpla adopd otnv NPoBean Tou MpakTopa va evepyel KaAn tn iotn (bona fide) o' OA&¢ TIC MEPUTTWOELG, TI.X. OTNV TTAPAKATW UTIOBEON:

Moore v. Mourgue (1776) 2 Cowp 479: The action was brought by a Spanish mechant against his agent in London, on the ground that he had not insured his goods
according to instructions. The goods consisted of fruit and no evidence was given to show that any particular instructions had been given as to how or with whom he
was to effect the policy. The defendant insured with the London Assurance Office, which in policies on fruit, always put in the exception «free from particular average».
The loss which ensued was not a total loss, for though the goods were at first under water, some were saved. The jury found a verdict for the defendant.

* To Baolkd otolxeio TN mapamavw umoBeong otnpixBnke otnv evépyela tou mpaktopa w¢ bona fide, 810TL edv emBupovos o aopaAllopevog EMpemne va SwoeL
KATtAAANAeG 0dnyiec va punv aocpaliosl ta ayaba o€ ekeivn tTnv aodaAloTikni etatpia.

*  Emopévwg n emdoyn otnpllotav otn SLaKPLTLK EUXEPELA TOU TipakTopa. Emiong, to acddaAiotpo Atav akplPwg to i6Lo Kal sivat davepd OTL Sev UTIAPXE EMLPPON
oTnV €AoY ToU.

*  QO0T000, Ue Ta onpepLvA Sedopéva eival apketd SUOKOAO va urtootnpixOel pia tétola anddaaon. Asv unrpxe Kapio anodelén 0tL o PNVUTNC, ou nTav aAAodamag,
UImopouoe va yvwpilel tn dtadopd oTig pRTPEC TwV AoAALOTIKWY CUUBOAALWVY.

* Eniong, eivat Suvatov va SnAwBel 6TL o mpakTopag dev AOKNOE CWOTA T KABKOVTO TOU OO TN OTLYI) TTOU 8EV UMOPOUCE Vo IPOodEPEL TIANPN TPOCTACIA OTOV
EKTIPOOWTIO TOU.

* Noa aokel Ta kabrikovta Tou pe dpovtida kal tkavotnta (duty to use proper skill and care), SnAadn oto moapadelypa:



Mallough v. Barber (1815) 4 Camp 150: The insurance broker was sued for negligence in effecting a policy for the assured. The latter had instructed him to effect a
policy for £ 550 on the ship Expedition and her freight «at and from Tenerife to London at 10 guineas per cent». 53 This was done in the words communicated to
him. The vessel took some goods on board Tenerife and then proceeded to Lanzarote to complete her cargo. Lanzarote was another island in the Canary group but
not on the direct to London. The vessel was later captured, and the insurer naturally refused to pay on the ground of deviation. The Jury gave judgment for the
plaintiff, because the defendant had not inserted the usual clauses.

H kowvr) mpaktik utoSnAwveL OtL 0dnyieg mou adopolv kAsiolwo cupBolaiwv «at and from Tenerife», akoun kot eav &g 60000V eL8IKEC 0ONYLECG, UTIOXPEWVOUV
TOV TIPAKTOPA VA €LoAyeL 0To cUUBOAaLo tnv €€ng prtpa: «liberty to touch and stay at all or any of the Canary Islands», 810tL amlovotata ta mAola omavia
doptwvouv MANPeG doptio povo oto Apdvi tng Tenerife.

Na ekteAéoel T 0dnyieg (duty to carry out the transaction). Ze pia maloawd unoBeon umootnpixBnke OTL 0 MpakTopag v UMopel va unoxpewBel and tov
EKTIPOCWTIO TOU VA TIPOETOLUACEL €va aoPaALoTKO cUUBOAaLo, ald o mpaktopag ebpocov €xel dexbel cadeic odnyleg mpémel va dwoel eldomoinon apvnong
€l6aA\WG Ba eival Eévoxog apélelag, dLotL Ba oteprioetl otov aopaAl{dpevo tn duvatdtnta Aoy GAAOU TPAKTOPQ, TLY. OTO MAPAKATW TMOPASELYUAL:

Corlett v. Gordon (1813) 3 Camp 472: The plaintiff being at Paramiribo in South America, enclosed a bill of lading in respect of some cotton addressed to the
defendant who was a merchant in London, requesting him to effect an insurance to the full amount. The broker had not done business with the assured before,
and had not promised to act as his consignees. For some reason they wish to decline to do so, and on receiving the bill of lading, they endorsed it over to one
major, a friend and creditor of the plaintiff. Major effected the policy and received the goods, which never came into possession of the defendant. Major afterwards
became insolvent with the proceeds in his hands. Judgment was given for the plaintiff, because the defendant had no right to endorse the bill of lading.

MoAOVOTL 0 TTPAKTOPAC EMPOEE UE CWOTIH CUVELSNON Sev ATV CWOTOC Ao TN MAEUPA TOU LoXUOVTOG SLkaliou. Agv pmopouaoe va petadepet tn dikatodooia o aAo
npoowmo Kat va Swaoel ta ayabad og kamolo Eévo. H emthoyn Ba ntav va SexBouv ) 0xL TN GopTWTLKA.



4. ANNOKPYWH 2HMANTIKQN ZTOIXEIQN

4.1 H apyn ¢ KAANG iotng

*  To aopaAloTkO cupBolato otnpiletal otnv apxn «uberrimae fidei» . El6ikotepa, 1o S. 17 avadEpetal otnv amolutn KaArn iotn (utmost good faith) n omoia eav
Sev tnpnBel amo kamowo cupBaAAOUEVO HEPOG, O BLYOUEVOC UMOPEL VA AKUPWOEL TO CUUPBOAALO.

* Auth n apxn edapudletal o’ 6Aa to achoAloThplo aveédpTnTo OO TOV KIvOUVO 1 TO avTKeipevo mpo¢ aodaAion. H kaAn miotn mpemel va elvat amolutn dixwg
SlaBabuloslg kat meploplopolg, T.X. akoun Kol pia amAn napdAewpn mou dev odeiletal o 66Ao N e€amdtnon amo 1o €va HEPOC OTAV TIPOKELTAL YA oUcLwdN
otolxela givatl mBavov va 600el n eukatpia 0To AANO HEPOG VAL ETILKAAECTEL TNV OKUPOTNTA TOU CUHBOAaioU.

e Xto mopeABov, umtipxe N anodn OTL pia mapaPiacn TNG apxng tTNG amoAUTNG KAANRG miotng o meputtwoelg andtng (fraud) ékpve To cupBoAalo wg akupo (void) . H
dpaon «may be avoided» mou onpaivel ab initio , SnA. pmopel va eivat akupwoluo To cupBoAato xwpic va amattouvtal AAAeg anolnulwoelg (right to damages).

* JTNnV nepintwon Tou akupwolpou cupBolaiou evamokettal otnv entbupia tou evéladepopevou va poBel rj OxL otnv akUpwon tou cupBolaiou. ESw dev untapyet
Stakplon petafl achaliotn ) acPoAlopevou alAd otnv PAn Hovo o acdaAloTrC EXEL CUUPEPOV VA EMKAAECTEL TNV aAKLUPOTNTOA.

* O 68wkaotng Stephenson oe pia umoBeon [1] umootnpiée v amoyn OtL €vag vPnAog BaBUOG KOANG TOTNG QMALTETOL XWPELE va amattoUvTol EpUNVELEC
StaBabuionc tne apxng, dnAadn amAd KATL MEPLOCOTEPO OO TNV amouacia KAKAG Totng amatteltal amo touc dUo cupBaAAopevouc o OAa Ta AoPaALOTIKA
oupBoAata.

*  Qo1600, 0 SikaoTAG Steyn og pia AAAN untdBeon [2] E6woe TNV epunveia OTL To KABRAKOV lval OxL LOVo N amoucia KakAg iotng aAAd va dadaivetal pe tn OeTikn
gvvola n arnoAutn kaAn niotn.

* [1], [2]: BA. TG umoBéoelg Container Transport Int’l v. Oceanus Mutual Underwriting Ass. [1984] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 476 at 525 kat Banque Keyser Ullman v. Skandia
[1987] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 69 at p. 93.



4.2 AlOCLWMNGCN OUCLWSWV OTOLXELWV

* H apxn tng KaAng miotng €ivat n Bdon mou mnyalouv U0 CNUAVTIKEG EVVOLEG, N ATMOCLWTINCN ONHAVTIKWY oTtolxeiwv (non-disclosure of a material fact) kat n
eodpaApévn amelkovion yeyovotwy (misrepresentation of a material fact).

¢ [pénel OpwG va onUelwOel OTL N apxn TNG AmMoKAAUYNG ONHUAVTIIKWY OTOLXELWV TIPOKUTITEL A0 TNV apxn TNG KOANG ioTtng Kat OxL vice versa, SnAadn n tehevtaia
€XEL EUPUTEPN €vvola Kal avadEPeTal o’ OAn TN XPoViKn SLApKELa TOU aoPaALOTAPLOU EVW N PWTN Kupilwg edpamntetal «before the contract is concluded» .

* JKOTOG TNG apxng “disclosure of material facts” cUudwva pe 1o S. 18 M.L.A. gival T660 0 aoPaAlOUEVOG OGO KOL O OVTIUTPOOWIOC ToU (Heoitng, mpakTtopag) va
ook AU ouV OTtOLOSTIOTE YEYOVOC 1 TIEPLOTOTLKO £XOUV OUGLWEN XOPAKTHPO.

¢ Me dM\a Aoyla TpOKeLTaL yla KABe oTolyelo ou eival yvwoto 1 0delle va ywpllel KATA TNV AOKNoN Twv dpactnplotitwy tou (not only material circumstances
known by the assured be disclosed but also those which he is deemed to know), 1.x. otnv unoBeon:

Berger and Light Diffusers Pty v. Pollock [1973] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 442, QBD, Com Ct: The fact that a bill of lading in respect of some steel injection moulds was ‘claused’ in
that it stated that the moulds were ‘unprotected’, ‘secondhand’ and ‘insufficiently packed’ was deemed to be known to the assured, for it was known by his shipping
agents.

* H un amokdAuPn Twv CNUAVTIKWY oTolXeiwv pmopet va eivat aratnAn (fraudulent) 4 aBwa (innocent), m.x. n mMAnpodopia pmopel eokeppéva va unv 660nke 1 to
TIPOOWTIO TIOU EMPETIE VA SLOXETEVTEL TNV MANpodopia Bewpnoe OTL SV ATOV GNUOVTLKH KoL KATA CUVETTELX SEV EKPLVE TNV OVAYKALOTNTA OIOKAAUL PN AUTNC.

* To cUMBOAALO €lval AKUPWOLUO SLOTL KAl OTLG SU0 MEPLUTTWOELG TO AMoTEAeoHa elval To (61o. Eivat puokd 6tL 600 o peydlog eival o Kivduvog, Tdéoo 1o avaykaio
elvat yla tov aopaAllopevo va Swaoel OAeG TIg TANpodopleg Tou BewpouvTal GNUAVTLKEG.

* 'Eva oupPorato tou tumou «on ship or ships» f; «on steamer or steamers» f; «on goods with an indorsement of different lines of steamers on which the goods
insured may be Carried» amnattetl meploocotepn ppovtida Kal AemTopépela amnod tnv MAEUPA Tou a.opaAllopevou amo eva aAAo cupBoAalo Tou TUTou «on goods to
be shipped on a named ship».

*  To kaBrkov kot otig SU0 MEPUTTWOELG TOPAUEVEL TO (610 0AAG N TBavoTnTa abwag amokpuPng OTOXELWVY elval HEYAAUTEPN OTNV TPWTN TIEPLTTWON.



IXETIKA UE TOV TIPAKTOPA, AUTOG TIPETEL VA ATIOKAAUPEL OXL LOVO OAa T oucLwdn meplotatikad ou StafiBactnkav o’ autov amod tov acdaAllopevo (ektog eav
unnpée peyaAn apyomopiat WOTE va PNV UTIAPXEL XPOVOC Yla yVWOTOMOoIlnNon Twv oTolXeiwv otov acdailoth mpwv ) ocuvapn tou acdallotrplou), aAAd Kot
otwdnmnote yvwpilel 1 6delle va yvwpilel «in the ordinary course of his business».

Edv o acdalillopevog Bpebel ekteBeluévog kal dveu aodaAloTikng KAAUPNG emeldn o pakTopag MOPEAEWE VO YWWOTOTIOL)CEL KATIOLO VEO OTOLXELO, TOTE UMOpEL
va otpadel evavtiov tou broker kat va InTAoeL amolnULWOoELC.

Emopévwg o mpaktopag dev anaAldoostal anod tnv euBuvn, otnv nepintwon mou Loxuplotet otL StaBiface ta otoeia tng kKAAuY NG otov acPaAl{opeVo 0 omoiog
Kal 0delle va ta eEAEyEeL. ZTnV UTIOOEON:

Blackburn Low v. Vigors (1887) 12 App Cas 531, HL: The plaintiff instructed a broker to insure an overdue ship. Whilst acting for the plaintiff, the broker received
information material to the risk and did not communicate it to him, but no policy was actually effected by him (broker). Later the plaintiff gave instructions to
another broker who effected the policy with the defendant. Both the plaintiff and the second broker acted in good faith, and the question was whether the
knowledge of the first broker would affect the policy and enable the defendant to treat it as voidable. It was held that the policy was not vitiated on the ground
that the first broker was not one of those agents whose duty it was to give information to the principal.

H anodaon otnpixbnke oto yeyovog OtL n €uBUvn evog abBwou acdaAlldpevou yla tn pn mAnpodopnon Twv oToLXElwV ToU £TUXE va ATOV HOVO YVWOTA o€
MPOCWTA TIOU €lXE UEPLKWCE TIPOCAABEL yia va cuvalouv éva acdallotriplo mpog KAAuPn CUyKeKPLUEVOU Kvduvou, bev énpene va petadepbel mépa amnd to
POOWTO TIOU €KAELOE TEAKA TO cUMPBOAALO Ttpog 0deAOG Tou.

Qot60o0, o€ pia AAAn untéBeon Tov EMOUEVO XPOVO, N SikaoTkA anddaon Atav ek Slapétpou avtiBetn kat untpxe coBapog Adyoc.

Blackburn v. Haslam (1888) 21 QBD 144. BA. eniong tnv unoBeon Webster v. Foster (1795) 1 Esp 407: A firm of underwriters endeavored to effect a reinsurance
policy on an overdue ship, and gave instructions to some Glasgow brokers to that effect. The brokers wired to their London agents to insure at a rate which their
principals had named. While the negotiations were going on, the brokers received information that the ship, the subject of the insurance, had been lost. But such
information was given in confidence, and for that reason was not communicated to their principals. The principals afterwards effected the reinsurance through the
London agents of the Glasgow firm. It was held that there had been merely a handing over of the negotiations by the Glasgow brokers to their principals, and,
therefore the nondisclosure by the Glasgow brokers of the loss of the ship was non-disclosure by their principals, and the reinsurance was voidable at the instance
of the reinsurers.



EQv €va onpavTiKo YeYovog Yivel ywwoto otov aodaAl{OUEVO QUECWS LETA TNV EVTOAR Tou yia cbvapn acdaAiotrplou, eival kabrikov Tou va mTANpodoproeL TOV MPAKTOPA HE
OKOTIO TO VEO OTOLXELO VAL YIVEL ETLONG YVWOTO OTOV A0DAALOTH.

O aodahilouevog mpenel va acknioeL Ty (6l empglela (duty to use the same diligence) amaAAdooovtag tov acdaiioth and tnv avénon tou kvbuvou onwg Ba ékave otnv
nepintwon nov emBupoloe XapunAOTeEPO aodAALOTPO EQV TO VEO OTOLXElO TTPOC artokaAudn SIKaloAoyoUoE pia TETOLA EVEPYELQ.

Edv To onuavtiko otolxeio epdaviotel moAU apyd wote va sival adVvato va mAnpodoprnoetl o aoPaAl{OUeVOG TOV AVTLTPOCWIO Tou, eivat INTnua anodelEnc (a question of fact).

H Sokwn katd toco n nepiotaon eivat ouowwdng (test of materiality) kpivetat ano ta Sikactrpla pe yvwpova tnv enidpacn mou Ba eixe Eva yeyovog otnv kpicn tou acdoioth
va {ntnosL uPnAotepo aodaALlotpo f va avaidafet tov kivbuvo . H dpaon «prudent insurer» eppnveltnke KatdAAnAa amno tov dikaotn Atkin otnv mapakdtw unobeon:

Associated Carriers v. Union Insurance Society of Canton [1917] 2 KB 184: The question was whether it was material on 31 July1914 to disclose the fact that the charterer of a
vessel was of German nationality. This fact had been held material in British and Foreign Marine Insurance v. Samuel Sanday 71 which had been decided by the House of Lords.

H A£€n «influence» onuaivel 6tL n amokdAun evog otolxeiou eival tétolag popdng mou umopel va emnpedoel t dtapopdwaon TG ywwung tou aohaiiotr oAAd KoL TNV TEAKA
anodaon Tou CXETKA e Ta {NTAKATA TG KAALYNG.

Emopévwg ya va anodactotel n andkpudn A OXL GNUAVILKWY oTolXEiwv, To KAEWSL elvat o « prudent insurer» kat Oxt o ‘particular insurer’. Aev undpxeL amaitnon Ot o
OUYKEKPLUEVOG aoPOALOTAG Empene va TtapakvnBel avalapBdavovtag to ploko N va XpeWOEL éva XaunAotepo achAALoTpo armo autod mou ot dladopetikr nepintwon Ba ékave
ooV AMOTEAECHA TNG ATOKPUYNG OTOLXELWV.

YUpdwva pe To S. 18(3) M.ILA. uTtdpyouv oplopéva yeyovota ou Sev emtBAAAeTaL oTov aodaAl{Opevo n amokaAun Toug:

KdBe mepintwon mou petwvel tov kivéuvo. O Sikaotrg Mansfield untootipiée 6tL 0 aoPalloTrg dev mpémet va yWwpileL TL akptpwg HEWWVEL TOV Kivduvo, TLy. if he insures a voyage,
with liberty of deviation, he need not be told what tends to show there will be no deviation.

KaBe mepinmtwon tnv onoia o acdaAlotig odpeilet va yvwpilel péoa amod TNV AOKNON TwV KABNKOVIWY TOU 1 TUXALVEL KOWVWE YVWOTH.

KdBe mepintwon mou o acdaAlotiig avtindpeAbe yia Tov €QUTO TOU OTOLASHTOTE TEPALTEPW TTapOXr| TTANpodopiag amod tov acdaAildpevo (any information which is waived by
the insurer). Na napadelypa, v n meptypadr) TOU AVTIKEWHEVOU TNG aoPAALong SlatunwOnKe KATA YEVIKO KAl A0PLOTO TPOTO, 0 acdalotrg eival Aoywko va BEceL oplopeva
SLEUKPVLOTIKA EpWTAMOTA KATA TN SLapkela avalndng tng achaAlotikig kaAuPng. Edv o tedeutaiog Bewpnoe TePLTTO VoL TO MPALEL, TOTE oLWMNPA arnodExOnke tnv meplypadn
arno tov aopail{Olevo we emapKr).

KdaBe mepimtwon n omoia Ba Atav neptttd va arnokaAudOeil dedopevou OTL TO aviikeidevo pog achAalion amoteAel pnt 1} utovooupEvn yyunon (express or implied warranty).
2tn xpovo-aoddAion mhoiou, n UTapgn TG eyyunong datrpnong tng kAdong tou mAoiou umo .. tou Lloyd’s Register of Shipping, n adaipeon tng onoiag r aAlayr) vnoyvwpova
EMPEPEL QUTOUATA TNV AKUPWON TOU aOPAALOTHPLOU QO TN OTLyHr TOU OUVERN TO TEPLOTATIKO. TO AoPAALGTAPLO OUWG LOXUEL MEXPL QUTA TN OTLYHr KOl EMOUEVWG OL
TLPOYEVEOTEPEC {NULEC KaTaBAaAAovTal KAVoVIKA OOV OL KIvEUVOL TTOU TLG TTPOKAAEcav KOAUTITOVTAL Ao To cUBoAalo.



Onwg unootnpiéape mapandavw, n Eppnveia «ouolwdeg» otolyeio mou Ba Swaoel To SikaoTtrplo ToKIAEL amo mepintwon o€ mepinmtwon. YIAPYXouV OUwWE OPLOUEVEC
teAeoibikeg SIKAOTIKEG ATOPATELG, OTIWE OL TTAPAKATW TIEPUTTWOELG:

H unepektipnon tou acdpaiiopévou dopTiou MPEMEL va yvwoTtonolnBel otov acdaliotr) el6AAWG 0 TEAEUTALOC UIMOPEL var aKUPWOEL TO cupBOAato. Asev cupPaivel
To (610 otV umepekTipunon tou Aoilou, nA. dev cuvendyetal akUpwaon tou cupPolaiou dedopévou OTL 0 AodAALOTHC OO TIG YVWOELG KOL TNV TIE(pA TOU odeiAeL
va yvwplilel Tnv afla tng katnyopiag tou mAoiou otnv omoia avikel 1o acdaillopevo okadog evw to UPog Tou acdPAAOTPoU amoTeAEL avTikelpevo apolBaiog
ocupdwviac.

H mepypadn pnxavipato Sev €MOPKEL LOVO TIPOKELUEVOU TEPL UETAXELPLOUEVWV UNXOVNUATWY. AUTO MpEnel va SleukpvloTtel kot va amokaAudpBel otov
aodpaAiotr SotL epooov 600¢el n meplypadn tou doptiou dev eival duvatdv va {ntnbel and tov acPaAloT va pwTHOEL EAV TIPOKELTOL VLA HETAXEIPLOMEVA
pUnxaviuota r oxL.

O aodaillopevog Sev eival uTtoxpewpEVoC , €av Sev Tou {NTNBEL va TaPEXEL AEMTOUEPELEG OTATLOTLKNG GUCNC WG TTPOG TA TTPONYOUUEVA ATIOTEAECHOTA TIOPOUOLAG
KAAL NG 1 yeVIKA va eldomotioel Tov achaAloth oTL StamotwOnke WSiaitepa uPNAG TOCOOTO {NULWV 0TV KAaTnyopia Tou avaAaupavopevou Kivduvou.

Ta yeyovota mou Bewpouvtal 0Tl yvwpilel évag aodaAlotic 1 odpeilel va yvwpilel kal dev umoxpewvetal o aopaAl{OUevVoC va anokaAU e, ival ta €€1¢: (a) n
HEBodo¢ TNC dopTWONC ota Alpavia ou avadpEpovtat oto acdpaiiotiplo, (B) n pEBodog ekpopTwong oto Alpdvi mpooplopou , (y) n otolBacia tou dpoptiou oto
KATAOTPWHO OE OPLOPEVEC TIEPUTTWOELG ETUTPENMETAL CUUPWVA HE TO £BLo Tou oyVeL (usage of trade) , (6) n yevikn uon Kol TA XOPAKTNPLOTLKA TOU EUMOPLOU
€Kelvou Tou oxetiletal to aocdpaiiotiplo , (€) n mopela n OXETIKN UE TO MOAALO AVOTOALKO IVOLKO EUMOPLO, OL OPOL TOU VOUAOCUUPWVOU Kol O TIPOOPLOUOG TWV
Ivéikwv mAoiwv.

London General Insurance v. General Marine Underwriters Association (1920) 124 LT 67, CA: The plaintiff on 24 September insured ‘lost or not lost’ the cargo of a
vessel which was on a voyage from Italy to the U.K. On the evening of that day she put into port with her cargo on fire. Notice of fire was posted on the casualty
board at Lloyd’s on 25 September at 10 a m. At about 4 p m. on that day the plaintiff effected a reinsurance policy on the cargo ‘lost or not lost” with the defendant.
Neither the plaintiff nor the defendant knew of the casualty at the date effecting the reinsurance. The plaintiff claimed for a loss under the reinsurance policy, but
the defendant contended that the occurrence of the fire should have been disclosed to him and that consequently he was not liable. The plaintiff however
maintained that since the defendant ought to have known in the course of his business the contents of casualty slips, this was a circumstance which he was not
bound to communicate to him. It was held that the defendant was not deemed to know the contents of casualty slips about a vessel which, at the time he received
the information, would have had no interest to him at all.



Eniong, o aodaAlotn¢ mpémel va yvwpllel eav epdaviotnke véo €idog epmopiou apa kat Ta £€6a mou To ouVOSEVOULV , 1) €AV TTPOKELTAL VO EE0TIACEL TIOAELOG.
QoTO00, TA MEPLOTATLKA TIOU O0deilel va EEpeL 0 A0PAALOTHC TIPEMEL va £lval OXETIKA olyxpova, SLOTL £xel amodacolotel 0Tto mapeABOV OTL TPONYOUUEVN YVWaon
€VOG YEYOVOTOC TTOU OPKETA MAAQLOTEPQ £lXE amoKTOEL Pprun, Sev anaAAdoosl Tov aodaAL{OUEVO Ao TNV AmokAAuyn Tou otov acdaAloTr) AV €lvol GNHOVTLKO.

BA. tiq umoBéaoeig Noble v. Kennoway (1780) 2 Doug KB 510 at 512, Planche v. Fletcher (1779) 1 Doug KB 251 kal Bates v. Hewitt (1867) LR 2 QB 595.

Edv o aodpaAllopevog IKAVOTOLEL TIC amattroelg tou cupPolraiou evepywvtag tipwa (honestly) otig amokaAUelg Tou, Kot emSEKVUOVTAC TN CUMMEPLPOPA va
XElplotel Tov aopaAiot pe Sikalo tpomo, dev Ba kplBel unmevBuvog emeldr dev amokaAupe €l8IKA Eval TTEPLOTATIKO TIOU O€ HETEMELTA oTASI0 amodeixbnke
ONUAVTLKO, EpOcov n TAnpodopia mou E6woE ATAV EMOPKIC VLA VO TIPOELSOMOLNOEL ToV aodaALoTr) yLa TNV UapEén autoU TOU TTEPLOTATIKOU.

Ytnv untoBeon Asfar v. Blundell [1895] 2 QB 196: o dikaotric Mathew ev cuvtopia untootipiée otL: «It as a well settled principle of insurance law that underwriters
are not entitled to be told what they waive all enquiry about. In this particular case they were told that there was a charter, and if they wanted to learn the
contents of that charter, they had only to enquire» .

IXETIKA UE TNV UTIOPEN EYYUNROEWV KAl TNV AmoKAAU PN onUavIkwy otolxelwy, pia mAnpodopia otnv katoxn tou achaAllopevou OTL €va TIAOLO o€ a.opaALoTHPLO
TtaéLdloU (voyage policy) Atav avaélomioo, dev anatteitatl va anokaAludpOet.

AvtiBeta, Sev UTIAPYXEL UTTOVOOUEVN €yyUNon OTLG Xpovo-aodaAiosls (time policies) kot emopévwe mANPNG amokaAudn Tou otoelou avaélomAolog mpEMeL va
yivel

BA. tic umoBoeig Russell v. Thornton (1859) 4 H&N 788 kau Foley v. Tabor (1861) 2 F&F 663.

IXETIKA UE TNV UTAPEN EYYUNOEWV KOL TNV AMOKAAUYN ONUOVTIKWY oTolxElwy, pia mAnpodopia otnv katoxn tou aodaillopevou OTL €va mAoio o acdaAloTriplo
ta&ldlou (voyage policy) ntav avaglonoo, dev amnatteital va amokaAludOet.

AvtiBeta, Sev UTIAPYXEL UTTOVOOUEVN €yyUNnaon oOTLG Xpovo-aodaAiosls (time policies) kot emopévwe ANPNG amokaAudn Tou otoelou avaélomAoilog pEMeL va
yivel

Eniong, €dv n ¢uon tou doptiou mpokalel avaykaotikd kakr otolBacia (bad stowage), mMAnpodopieg oXeTIKEG W aUTO TO cupBav Tpémnel va doBolv otov
aodallotr), LOAOVOTL N uTtoVooUEVN eyyunon aglomiotag napafBlaletal ano kakn otolBacia r unepdoptwon .

Yrootnpifape mo mavw OtL éva OXETIKO Yeyovoc, ouolwdes N N ouowwdeg eival {NTnUa SIKAOTIKAG €psuvag oUpdwva pe to S. 18(4), (5) M.LA. Aev eival
amnapaitnto otav £va otolxeio BewpnBnke acripavto o€ pio umtoBeon va cupPet akplBwg to idlo oe pia AAAn unéBeon:



loanides v. Pender (1874) LR 9 QB 531: The assured did not disclose that the real value of the insured cargo was £ 970, but he insured it for £ 2,800. The insurer
was held to be entitled to avoid liability because the overvaluation was material.

Agv ouvERN 6uwc To (6lo otnv unoBeon Berger and Light Diffusers v. Pollock [1973] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 442, QBD, Com Ct. 6mou o acdaAlopevog otL To doptio RTav
aglag £ 20,000 kal to SkaoTpLo €KPLVe OTL 0 aodpalloTrg anétuxe va anodeifel otL n woxupllopevn unepadia nTav onuavtikr. E€etalovtag tnv meplmtwon g
arnokaAuPng otolxeiwv mpwv va oAokAnpwBel To aocpaliiotriplo (before the contract is concluded) eav otdrmote ouclwdeg €xel SNAWBEL PEXPL TN OTLYUN TOU
etolpaletal to slip amo tov acpaAiotr), aAAA KATIOLO OTOLXELO €€l0OU ONUAVTIKO €UPOVIOTEL OTN XPOVIKN TEPLOSO AVAUECO OE QUTOV TOV XPOVO KOl TOV XPOVO
€KTEAEONC TOU aodaAlotriplou Kal dev SnAwbei, Sev uTtapyeL Un amokdAun mou va odnyet o akUpwaon cupBolaiou.

AvtiBeta, eav o aodpalilotrg ekbwoel To cupBoralo pe emionun Stapaptupia (under protest) apéows HOALG EAafe mMANpodopia OTL €va oUCLWOECG oTolxelo bev
armokaAUdOnke, dev epnodiletal ano tn diekdiknon amoduyng tng eubBLUvNg Tou pe Baon tv anokpudn adou PeEPIKWES EXEL EKOWOEL TO A0DAALOTHPLO.

Mia cuvtoun avodopa MPEMEL va YIVEL OTNV KAVOTOULKN oX€on Tou Kwdka ISM kat Tng epappoyng tou o {ntrnpata Baldacolag aodaiions. Eva onUavTiko TURU
TwV aopalelwv To omolo ennpealetal Apeoa ival n pun anokaAuPn ovclwdwv oToLXELWV.

Emopévwg oL MAOLOKTATEG Umopel va avTlpeTwriioouv mAsiota npoBARuata acdaAloTikng KAAULYNG oTo UEAAOV Kal TTAEOV QKOUN KOL O€ TIEPUTTWOELS KOTA TN
Sldpkela ekTEAEONC TOU 0l0hAALOTHPLOU 1) AVAVEWGNG TOU.

ElbkOTEPQ, O€ Eva oWOoTA Asttoupylkd ocvotnua acdaloug Staxeiptong (SMS) eivat puoikd va untdpéel mMAnBwpa AnpodopLwV, CTOLXELO TTOU onUaivel OTL Kal pia
eAayiotn ninyn mAnpoddpnaoncg yla Intuata aodpaletag (safety) mpémnet va amokaAUMTETAL 0TOV AchAALOTH .

4.3 NavOaopévn ameLKOVLON OUGLWEWV MEPLOTACEWV

H amoocwwnnon | un anokdAuvdn ovolwdwv neplotacewyv (non-disclosure) amod tnv mAeupd tou aohaAL{OUEVOU I} TOU UECLTN TOU AMOTEAEL pia apvnTKA oTAdon
evw n AavBaopévn amnelkovion (misrepresentation) amoteAel TNV evepynTiki MAEUPQ, SnA. TN BTk aAAoilwon TwV MEPLOTATLKWV.

Edv n teleutaia yivetal pe 80Ao, T0te 06nyoUpOOTE 0 aKUPpWON Tou acdaiiotnpiou. ¥to S. 20(1), (2) opiletal OTL N AMEKOVION UMOPEL va elvatl emi ouclwdwv
YEYOVOTWV.

H e€akpifwon Tou ouclwdoug xapaktripa eivat OTwE otn TponyoUEVN evotnta «a question of fact». EKTOC TNG amelkoviong YEyovOTWY UTIAPXEL KAL N ATIELKOVLON
amAwv tpoodokilwy A enolBroewv oL onoieg Oswpouvtat opOeG e TNV MPolToBeon OTL UTIAPXEL KOAR TILOTN €K PEPOUG TOU aodaAllopevou, n 6 ENAeln autng
nipemneL va anodelyBel anod tov aodpaiioth.

OL anetkovioelg A oL meplypadeg (representations) SUvartal va tpomomotnBouv 1 va avalpeBolv mpv TRV oAokARpwaon thg achdALong.



Pawson v. Watson (1778) 2 Cowp 785: The assured represented the ship carried 12 guns and 20 men. In fact, she carried 9 guns, 6 swivels, 16 men, and 9 boys. It
was held that the representation was substantially correct.

Y€ OPLOUEVEG AANEG IEPUTTWOELG CUVERNOAV Ta EAG yeyovoTa ou BewprBnKe n AMELKOVION TWV OTOLXELWV WG onUavTIKA (representation by the assured held to
be material):

To mAolo ATav apePLKAVLKAG TAolokTnolag. BA. Steel v. Lacy (1810) 3 Taunt 285.

Ta ayaBa Bpiokovtav mdvw oto mAolo «Socrates», ou ATV €va VEo TAOLO, AAAQ OTNV TIPAYHUATIKOTNTO ATAV TIAVW OTo «Socrat» mou Atav maAald mAoio. BA.
loanides v. Pacific Fire and Marine Insurance (1872) LR 7 QB 517.

To mAoio eixe yaAAkn adela va aokel epmopto. BA. Feise v. Parkinson (1812) 4 Taunt 640.

To mAolo €mpemne va apyioel tov mAou os popdr koot BA. Edwards v. Footner (1808) 1 Camp 530.

Demetriades v. Northern Assurance (1926) 21 LIL Rep 265, HL: A cargo had been insured for a voyage from Leith to Piraeus. The vessel on which it was loaded was
a total loss off the Portuguese coast. When the assured claimed under the policy, one of the grounds on which the insurer repudiated liability was that he was
guilty of misrepresentation of a material fact, and that consequently the policy was voidable under S. 20(1). The vessel was, in fact, Greek owned but she was
falsely certified as British and was falsely entered on the British register, and had been represented to the insurer as sailing under the British flag. It was held that
the representation that she was sailing under the British flag implied that she was entitled to be registered as British ship and this was untrue.

‘Eva dAAo onpeio Stadpwviag Atav n andkpuPn ovcuwdoug otolxeiou, viz. a Greek interest in the vessel.



5. TO AZDAAIZTIKO 2YMBOAAIO

1. Ewoaywyn
¢ To cupBoAialo BaAdoolag acddailong amoteAel, OTwe Exoupe AdN avadEépel, tTnv anapaitntn mpolmobeon tTNG VOULKNE UTtOoTACNG TNG AoPAALOTIKNAG cUUBaoNC.

* O ouvnBNnG TUMOC Kal OXL UTIOXPEWTLKOC, £lval o avaypadOUeEVOG 0TO TPWTO TUNUa tou Marine Insurance Act 1906, yvwotog we «Lloyd’ S.G. policy form», 8dnA.
0lUTOC O TUTIOG KAAUTITEL TOGO TNV aodAALlon Aolou 6co Kot TV acdaliion ¢optiou (S.G.= ship and goods).

* Apxwa poopllotayv yia tnv kKaludn taftdlov (voyage policies) aAAd otnv mopeia, xwpig va aAGfel N SLaTUTTWON Tou, TPOCAPHOCTNKE OTLC AVAYKEG TNG KAALYNG
Xpovou (time policies).

* H 6oun tou, mou €xet datnpnBet avaAloiwtn (apxailovoa yAwooa) OAa aUTA T XPOVLA, ETUTPETEL UE TNV TPoobnkn dAAwv pntpwv kat daktuAoypadnuevwv
OpwvV 1 adalpwVTaC OPLOUEVOUE OPOUC, VA TPOTIOTIOLNB0oUV oL apXLKEG ToU TIPOPAEPELS KAl va CUMTIANPWOEL amo VEEG.

*  JUudwva PE TNV MapAAvVW VOUoBEeasia, oL EVTUTIEG, OTO MEPLOWPLO PATPEC UTIEPLOXUOUV TWV OVTLOTOLXWV 0TO KUPLO LEPOG TOU CWHOTOC Tou acdaAloTriplou.
* Ot évtumol emKoAANUEVOL OPOL UTIEPLOXUOUV TOCO TWV EVIUTIWV PNTPWV ToU aodaAlotnpiou 600 Kol auTwy Tou neplbwpiou.

* O daktuloypadnpeEVeG PATPESG UTIEPLOXVOUV OAWV TWV TAPATIAVW PNTPWV KoL TEAOG OL XELPOYpadOoL OPOL 1) TPOTIOTOLNCELG UTIEPLOXVOUV OAWV TWV TAPATIAVW
PNTPWV.

* Tov lavoudpto tou 1982 ot Lloyd’s kot ot umtoAounteg aodAALOTIKEG ETALPLEC PE OVTIKELMEVO TN Baldoola aodalion e€€dwoav VEEC LopdEC cupPBoAaiwv Tou
neplelyav pla SnAwon (statement): «In consideration of the payment of the premium the insurers agree to insure the subject-matter against loss, damage, liability
or expense in the proportions and manner provided».

* Tnv 8l xpovoloyia véeg prtpec tou lvotitovutou Acodaliotwyv tou Aovdivou (Institute Clauses) ekd66Onkav pe okomod tn XPrion Toug mMapdAAnAa He to VEQ
cuMBOAaLa.

*  AUTEG MepLElXaV YEVIKOTEPA TOUG KvdUVOUG TTou KAAuTTay, TG anaAAayEg, Tn Slapkela Tou cupBolaiou, TIC MPoUmoBETeLC KOTA TIG OmMoieg umopel pia aywyn va
yivel, to kabnkov Tou acdaAl{OPEVOU VO LELWOEL TIC ATIWAELEG TOU KAl TO OTOLXE(O OTL To ayyAlko Sikalo Kal n mpaktiki epappolovial o’ auTEG TG pATPEG. OL
ONUOVTLKOTEPEC ATIO QUTEG lval ot €€Nc:



The Institute Cargo Clauses (A) — all risks, dnA. katd movtog kivduvou petadopdg, e€apwvtag Hovo To 18Lo eAdTtwia kat thv apyoropia (delay) 1/1/82.
The Institute Cargo Clauses (B) — with average, &nA. kaAUTTouv KwvdUvVou¢ HePLKNG afapiag urtd oplopévn amaAAayn Kat oAwkr anwAela (1/1/82).

The Institute Cargo Clauses (C) — free of particular average, 6n\. dixwc va umapyxouv {ntrpato pepLkng apoapiag (1/1/82) .

The Institute War Clauses (cargo) kat The Institute Strikes Clauses (cargo) 1982.

The Institute War and Strikes Clauses (Hulls-Time) 1995.

The Institute War and Strikes Clauses (Hulls-Voyage) 1995.

The Institute Time Clauses (Hulls) 1983, tponorotfjoslc [ITCH 1/11/95]. ArtotedoUv tnv mAnpéotepn Hopdn Xxpovo-aopailonc okadoug Kol UNXOVWY, KoL n EKTaon
TOUG €lvaiLl TETOLA TTOU KOAUTITEL TN UEPLKI], YEVIKN afaplo Kol TNV OALKI) OTWAELQL.

The Institute Voyage Clauses (Hulls), 1983, tpomomnotroelg [IVCH 1/11/95] amoteAoUv mavopuoldtumn KAAuyn He TIG mapandvw pRtpes . 104
The Institute Time Clauses (Freight), xpovo-aoddAion vavAou 1995.

The Institute Voyage Clauses (Freight), acdpaiion vaviou yia taidt, 1995 .

5.2 Katnyopieg aodaAiiotiplwv

MoAAEG dopég Ta aodailotikd cupBorata Stapouvtat avaloya Pe To avtikeipevo mpog achdAion, m.x. hull policy, goods policy, freight policy. Mia &AAn Saipeon
elvaw og voppa (lawful policy) kat pun ekteAeotd pe tn vouun 066 cupfoiaia (honour policy).

Mia Baoukr) Stdkplon eival o «voyage policies», «time policies», «mixed policies». Onwc éxoupe avadpEpel, 6Tav n achAAlon MEPLYPAPETAL LE YEVIKOUC OPOUC KAl
Sev neplhapBavel To 6vopa Tou TAoiou kot Ta aAAa otolxeia Ba e€akplBwBolv pe peténetta SnAwoelg, to cupBoAato eivat yvwotd wg «floating policy».

TéNog, pia alAn pébodog Slaipeong eivat o «valued policy» kat «unvalued policy».



JUpudwva pe to S. 25(1) dtav to cupBolalo avadépel OtL To avtikeipevo acdaliletal «at and from» r} «from one place to another or others», mpokettal yla
aodpaAotiplo tafldlou (voyage policy), m.x. €va mloio aodpaAiletal yia €va taidt «at and from London to New York» 1 éva ¢optio aodaliletal wg «from
anywhere to anywhere».

Eniong, otav to cupPoralo avadEpel OTL TO AVTIKEIPEVO aodaAileTal yia pia CUYKEKPLUEVN XPOVLIKA Tiepiodo, Tote ovopdletal «time policy», m.x. €va mAolo
aodaliletal yia 12 pnveg apyilovrog amno tv 1/1/2000.

H ikt aodaAion meplEXeL Kal Tig SUO MOPATIAVW TEPLITTWOELS, TL.X. £va TTAOL0 aodaAiletat amd 1o Aovdivo oto Xovyk-Kovyk kal evw Bploketal eKel yla 6 pUrVEG.

BA. tnv unoBeon Wilson v. Boag [1956] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 564, where a motor launch was insured for 4 % months while used within a limited radius, and a loss was
sustained while on a voyage to a port outside the limits, and it was held to be a time policy and not a mixed policy.

Jupudwva pe 1o S. 27(1) éva acdaliotrplo pumopel va €xet mpoodloplopevn atia, SnAadn cupdwvia petaty Twv Vo cupParropevwy pepwy (valued policy) i oxt
(unvalued policy), 6nA. n aia Tou ayaBou Ba ektiunBel og mepimtwon anwAeLog tou, cupudwva pe 1o S. 28 M.I.A. AkoAouBoUv §U0 aVTUTPOCWTIEUTIKEG UTIOBEDELG:

The Main [1894] P 320: A policy was effected on freight valued at £ 5,500, the valuation having been made in accordance with the rates of freight then current. The
ship, however, met with an accident, and in consequence of her detention in port for repairs some engagements for cargo had to be cancelled. Meanwhile freight
rates had decline considerably, and when the ship sailed, she carried a freight of only £ 3,250. On a claim for total loss it was contended by the insurer that, having
regard to the fall in freight rates, the valuation could be opened, or at all events payment should be made only on the freight actually risked, which was £ 3,250 less
£ 952 paid in advance. It was held that the parties were bound by the valuation.

General Shipping and Forwarding co v. British General Insurance (1923) 15 LIL Rep 175, KBD: 109 a vessel was insured for £ 2,000 in December 1921 under a
policy in which she was valued at £ 5,000. In fact, her market value was about £ 1,500. She became a total loss on 23 September 1923 during the currency of the
policy. The assured claimed £ 2,000 under the policy, but the insurer repudiated liability on the ground that she was grossly overvalued. It was held that the claim
succeeded. Although the vessel was considerably over-insured, probably to the extent twice her value, the insurer was just as able to estimate her market value as
her owner was. There was no fraud, and under S. 27(3) of the M.L.A. the value fixed by the policy was conclusive.



5.3 MetaBifaon tou acpaAiotiplou

H vouukn kataotaon ‘assingment of the policy’ mpokUTTeL oo To yeyovog OTL To aodpaAloTiplo sival petaBiBacipoc tithoc. H ekxwpnon auth amoppEEL anod tnv
opxn Tou acPaAloTikoU cUUDEPOVTOG.

Zupdwva pe to S. 50(1), (2) mpoPAEnetal umo moleg mpolnobeoelg n petaBifaon tou achaAiotiplou duvartal va mpayuatomnolnBel. H ekxwpnon mpénel va eivat
Tautoxpovn Ue tn pHetafifacn tou achaAloTikol cUPDEPOVTOG OO TIPOCWTIO O€ TIPOCWTIO, EKTOG €AV UTIAPXEL AVTIOETN pNTH i UTIOVoOoUEVN cUdwvia.

Otav npokettat ywa 1o ¢optio, N ekxwpnon yivetal pe anAn ontcBoypadnon (indorsement) pall pe tn petaPifacn tng dloktnoiag f tou cupdEpoviog emi Tou
doptiou kat yevikad Sev uTtdpyeL amayopeuon petaBifaonc.

H petafifaon pmopel va yivel Kal oe HETEMELTA OTASLO apkel auTO va poPAEmeTal and to cuPBOAaLlo mMwAnong. Emeldn ol epnmoptkég cuvaAlayeg Sie€ayovtal pe
YPNyopougs pubuoug Kot EMOUEVWE To popTio Umopel va aAAdgeL kuplotnTa Katd Tn SldpkKela TNG HeTadopdg Kat PEXPL TS mapadoong otnv amobnkn (Auavt) Tou
napalnmen, n petaBifacn tou achaAloTrplou SV KOWVOTIOLETAL OTOV A0POALOTH).

MNpooBeta, edpdoov n acdalloTiky KAAUYN ival pe tov 0po ‘lost or not lost’ n petaBifaon pnopet va yivel kot HETA TNV EMEAEUCH TOU OTUXUOTOG.

Itnv nepintwon tng petafifaong mAoiov f vaulou mponyeital n €ykplon Twv aopoaAlotwy emneldn n mAoloktnoia | Slaxeiplon eivatl puBULOTIKOG apAyovTog Tou
aodaliotpou.

H petaBifaon yivetal pe tnv €mikOAAnon mpocBetng mpaéng mou mpocoumoypAadeTal and toug achaAlotég. Eav ol aopaAlotég apvnBouv tn petafifaocn to
aodpaAloTrplo akupwveTal kal To acdaAloTpo enotpédetal kat’ avadoyia (pro rata daily return of premium).

Qotoo0o, €dv o MAolo Bploketal ev mMAw katd tnv nepiodo aAlayng wWbloktnoiag, tote n acdalion pumopel va ouveylotel, epooov to emibBupel o aodaillouevog,
HEXPL TO ALUAVL TTPOOPLOHOU €AV €XEL GOPTLO TO TTAOLO ] HEXPL TO TIPWTO ALUAVL APLENG €av ival o€ TaidL uno Epua.

MoAovoTL o ekboxEag (assignee) €xel To Sikalwpa aywyng evavtiov tou acdaliotr, dev £xel meploodTepa SIKOLWHUOTA Ao ekelva Tou SLabétel 0 aopaAllOpUeEVOG
KQTA TOV XPOVO TNC aywyng,

S10TL onmoladnmote abgtnon, mapaBacn f KAKOMOTio €K HEPOUG TOU apXLKWG achaAl{Opevou, Bapuvel To aoPaALOTPLO LE TIG OLEG KUPWOELG AV O OPXLKOG
aodaiillopevog mapepeve SikaoLXog TN anolnuiwaong, mapa To YEYovOg OTL 0 ekSoxEag NTav TeAeiwg aBwog 1 apétoxog o pia Tétola mapaBaon.



‘Eval QVTUTPOOWITEUTIKO TOPASELyUa glval n TepmTwon tng evunébnkou Savelotplag tpamnelag, n onoia MOANEC PopEC eival ekdoxéag Tou aodaAloTrplou UTO

pHopdn eyyunong eni tou daveiov tng.

Mropel o€ mepintwon akupwong tou achaAlotiplou, Aoyw abétnong eyyunong (breach of warranty) tou aocdaAillopevou, va Bpebel autrh akdAumtn. Amo tnhv
GAAN mMAeupad, o ekdoxéag pmopel va BpeBel xapevog oe pia aywyn €av o achaAlotrg anodeifel 6tL To cuPBOAALO €lval AKUPWOLUO AOYW TNG KN amokaAudng
(non-disclosure) evog oucuwdoug atolyeiou amno tov acdaAl{oUevo.

William Pickersgill v. London and Marine Provincial Insurance (1912) 107 LT 305, KBD: The assignors of a marine insurance policy failed to disclose a material fact
to the insurance company. The insured vessel was lost, and the assignees of the policy, who did not know of the nondisclosure, claimed against the insurance
company. It was held that the insurance company was entitled to rely on S. 50(2) and avoid liability under the policy on the ground of non-disclosure even against
an innocent assignee.

Edv kat bev eival avaykaio o acdhaillopevog va avadEpetal oTo cUUPBOAALO, N TTPOCTACLA TTOU TIPOCDEPEL TTEPLOPIZETAL APXLKA 0° AUTOUG TTOU TIPOG ODEAOG TOUG
ekbibetal To cupPforato, kal ival StaBéoipo oto pdowmo mou o0 achaAllopevog exel petaBLBdaoel to acdaAiolpo cupudEPOV TOU OXETIKA UE TO QVTIKELUEVO TNG
aodpaAiong eav o aopaAl{OUEVOG EXEL ElTe pNTA €lte uTovooUueva cupdwvnoeL va petaBLBaoel To cupBolalo o’ autov R va To KPATHOEL tPoG 6dEAOG TOU Tpitou
TIPOCWTIOU .

Emopévwg o ekdox£ag Tou aodaALloTrpLlou TIPEMEL va elval 0 eKSoXEag Tou aoPaA{OPEVOU QVTIKELUEVOU, EAV AUTO UTIAPXEL. EAV OpwG amwAsoTel auto, Sev pumopet
va petofiBaotel av katl to Sikailwpo €vvoung mpaéng oto cupBolalo mapapével otov aodaAllopevo kot Ba mepdoel otov ekdoxéa pe tn petafifacn tou
oupBoAaiou.

5.4°Evapén kot AR§n tou Kivéuvou

Autn n kataotacn, SnAadn n mepiodog katd tnv omoia o acPaAloTAG ival umtevBuvog yla kabe anwAela A {NULA IOV UTEoTN To ayabo mou acdaliotnke Oa
e€aptnBel amod 1o €dv 10 AoPaAALOTHPLO ival xpovo-aodaAion 1 aopaiion talldlou.

Katd kavova n aocpdAion mAoiwv Slevepyeital yla pia xpovikn mepiodo evw OTav MPOKELTOL YLoL EUMOPEVATA EXOUUE aodpAAlon Kotd MAoU. e pio xpovo-
aodalion n Evapén kat Anén tou kwwduvou (attachment and duration of the risk under the policy) 6a e§aptnBel and toug dpoug tou cupPolaiou, .. Eva TAoio
aodaliletal from 12 noon on 1 January 1999 to 12 noon on 1 January 2000.

Zupdwva pe to cupPorato oe autn tn popdn to pioko Afyel puctodoyikd tnv 1n lavouapiouv 2000 otig 12:00, aAAd cuxva Ta achaAloTApLa TIEPLEXOUV Uia pATpa
eMékTaong (continuation clause).



To xpovo-aodaAiotriplo cuvnBwC KaAUTTEL TtEPiodo 12 pnvwv. Ito mapeABov to acdallotriplo SLAPKELNG HEYAAUTEPNG TWV SWOEKA UNVWV ATOV avioxupo aAAd
onuepa Sev UTIAPXOUV TETOLOL TIEPLOPLOMOL, av Kal n ouviBela Twv AyyAwv eivat Babld pllwpévn wote onavia va epdaviletal aopaAloThpLlo MEpAV TwV 12 pnvwy,
KOl QTTAQL VOL VOIVEWVETOLL .

H wpa NG nUéEpPAG Katd tng omoiag o kivbuvog apxilel kot Anyel epdaviletal o’ oAa ta ayyAlkd cupfBolata wg Greenwich mean time . Mepikég dopég To
oUMBOAaLO apyilel TNV LOXU TOU HE TNV TOUTOXPOVN EUPAVION EVOG CUYKEKPLUEVOU YEYOVOTOG. ITNV UTOBeon:

Rosa v. Insurance Co of the State of Pennsylvania, the Belle of Portugal [1970] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 386, US Ct of Appeals: Cargo was insured under the policy which
stated: ‘insurance to attach when vessel advise Carl and Carl insurance, inc of the amount of fish on board. Vessel is permitted to report at various times
throughout the voyage. No insurance to attach hereunder unless message is received and confirmed in San Diego that the vessel had taken on a load of not less
than one-fourth of her loading carrying capacity. This policy shall not be prejudiced by any unintentional delay commission in the reporting hereunder’. It was held
that the failure to report the amount of fish on board was caused by heavy rain which curtailed the sending capacity of the vessel’s radio, and was therefore
excused by the clause set out above.

To aodpallotrplo Umopel va mMePLEXEL KOL pATPA TtaUonG (termination clause) omwg n prtpa 4 tou Institute Time Clauses (Hulls) n omoia mpoPAEmEL TNV AUTOMOTN
Anén otig €€ng meputtwoelg: (o) aAAayn tou vnoyvwpova tou mAolou, (B) alayr tng kKAdong tou mAoiou, 119 (y) aAAayr otnv mAowoktnoia, (6) aAlayn tng
onuatog Tou mAolou, (g) petadopd tou MAolou ot véa etalpia dlaxeiplong, (ot) vavAwon yupvn (bareboat basis), () enitaén (requisition) ywa titho 1 xprion tou
mAolou.

Eriong, n pAtpa 5 twv Institute War and Strikes (Hulls-Time/Voyage) avad£pel pntd OtL akupwvetal N aopalion and onolodnmote anod ta cupBalAopeva pépn
Slvovtag 7 nuépec mponyoupevn ewdomoinon, aAAa kat eav dev €xel 0Bl n eldonoinon, n aohaAilon mMavEL AUTOUATA OTAV:

ocuuPav exBpompallwv Kal ELOLKOTEPA TIEPL TTUPNVLKWV OTIAWY,

Eéomaopa moAépou (eite kRpuén moAépou) avapueoa ota kpatn HMA, H.B., TaAAia, (mpwnv) EZZA, Kiva. Ztnv aocddAion doptiou mou Sie€dyetal ava mlou, ol
avtiototyol 6pol Institute Cargo Clauses epapudlovral, e€alpoUpUEVWY TwV KIVEOUVWYV TIOAEUOU, Kal EMEKTEIVOUV TNV KAAUYN armod TNV anodnkn tou ¢optwtr HEXPL
Vv anoBnkn tou napaAnntn (warehouse to warehouse), to Aeyouevo ‘transit clause’.

OL pATPEC QUTEC UTTEPLOXVUOUV TWV OpwVv Tou KUplou acdaliotriplou S.G. policy, mapolo mou n kaAuPn enekTelveTal KAl KOTA TN Xepoaia petadopd, Kot OAOKANPO
10 acdaAiotiplo Stenetal amno tn M.I.A. 1906 avefaptnta v To atuxnUo cUVERN Katd TN Sltadpoprn Tou eumopelAToC otn Enpa.

Ma va yivouv katavontd ta mapandvw, IPEMEL va Yivel pia apyikr) Sldkplon o€ voyage policies on ship, voyages policies on goods kat voyage polices on freight.



TNV MpWwTn Mepimtwon, n évapén tou Kwvduvou e€aptatal amo To v to TafidL neplypdadetal wg ‘from’ éva Adyave 1) ‘at and from’ amnoé éva Awuavi. MpooBeta, o
Kivéuvog dev Eekva amo T oty mou to Aoio dev puyeL amd To Alpdve mou opiletal oto cupBoAato ) caAmapel pe SLadopETIKO TPOOPLOUO.

Zta ovuyxpova aodaAloTikd cupBorata to aopaAlopevo mAoilo dev umoxpeouTal va EEKVAOEL TO TAElSL amod Eva CUYKEKPLUEVO ALUAVL, SLOTL CUXVA TIEPLEXETOL Uia
prATpa OTL To TaidL eival m.x. «from any port in Greece».

Otav éxoupe «from London to Montreal», n Aé€n from KaAUTITEL LOVO TO PLOKO AUECWE UETA TN XPOVIKI OTLYUNA TIOU To TTAoLo peUyeL amo to Aovdivo. Mpémel OUwg
va UTapxeL n mpoBeon €vapéng tou Ttafldlou, dnA. €dv to mMAolo amAd dAlae aykupoPoAlo i Sev eival MANPWG eMavOpwHEVO 1 €POSLACUEVO yla TNV
Tipaypotonoinon tou mpoPAendpevou taldlol, TOTe n aohaiion Sev Eekva.

Itnv mepintwon tou ‘at and from’ n ppdon auty mpootateVel To TAOLO 0TO ovopalOpevo Apdve av Bploketal ekel pe aodpalela (good safety) kal mpaypaTIKA
TPEMEL va lval oe acdaAr) Kataotoon (.. anattolvTal EMOKEVEC) elOAANWCE To pioko Sev Eekva, eKTOC edv n aodaAion eival «lost or not lost».

Aev gival Opw¢ anapaitnto to acpaiiopévo mAoio va BplokeTal oto onpeio mou Eekva o Aoug otav untoypadel To cupBorato acdaAloTikig KAALPNG .

Bell v. Bell (1810) 2 Camp 475. See further Horneyer v. Lushington (1812) 15 East 46: Where a ship was insured at and from Riga to her port of discharge in the
U.K., and upon arrival at Riga was seized and condemned, it was held that, the vessel once having been in Riga in good physical safety, the risk had attached.

H acddAion (at and from) Eekvd, doxeta edv umapyeL mpoyeveéotepn acddaAilon n omoia v EAnée akodun, OMWE oTNV MEPLTTTWON ToU TO TAOLO BplokeTal eSKA o€
taidL emotpodng oto apxikd onueio (homeward voyage), umopel va mpokaAéoel SmAn achaAion (epooov cudwva pe to S.G. policy n mponyoluevn achaiion
nipoBAEneL Tn AREN TNG KAALYNG KE TNV TAP0S0 24 WPWV UETA TNV APLEN TOU TTAOIOU OTO €V AOYW ALUAVL TTPOOPLOUOU). AUTO QVTLUETWIT(ETAL HE TN PATPA «risk to
commence on expiration of previous policy» .

Ztnv évapén kat Slapkela Tou Kwwduvou (duration) umdpyxouv Kot EALPECELG Ao TOV YeVIKO kavova (risk on ship and goods). Apxikd, cUudpwva pe to S. 42(1)
UTTAPXEL UTTOVOOUEVN UTIOXPEWON OTL TO TaibL Ba Eekvroel evtog eVAoyou XpovikoU Slaotrpatog (within reasonable time).

H enibpaon piag evéexopevng kabuotépnong otnv €vopén tou Taldlol dtadoporolel To ploko amd auto mou eixe mpv cupdwvnOel amod ta cupuBarlopeva HEpN,
T.x. A summer risk may become a winter risk or may become for other reasons more hazardous.



Eniong, oto S. 45 M.I.A. yivetal avadopd otnv aAlayr tou 1Aou (change of voyage). Otav petd tnv €vapén tou kwwduvou aAAAeEL 0 TPOOPLOUOG TOU TTAoioU
nBeAnuéva oe oxéon W autov mou cupdwvnOnke oto cupPoOAaLo, TOTE MPOKELTAL Yo aAAayr Tou TTAOU.

O aodaAiotrg SikaolTal va armoduyel TNV gubuvn edpdoov umapyxel To otolxeio «voluntarily». H aAlayr) tou mAoiou Stadépel amd tnv MOPEKKALON, TIOU
e€etalovpe mopakdatw, o Vo onueia: (a) o TEALKOC MPOOPLOUOG alAdlel oploTikad Kal (B) apkel n amAn ekdnAwon tng mpobeong allaync TnG MopPEiag ya va
BewpnOel otL emépxetatl aAdayr Tou TafldLou.

AUTO onpaivel 0TL To achaAloTtrplo kKabiloTatal AKUPWOLHO Ao Tn oTyUN EkGNAwONG TNE TPOBEeoN Kal OXL AT TN OTLYUN TIoU Ttpayatonolionke n aAAayr mAou.
Ac ToVLoTEL OTL, €@V 0 TAOUG aAAAEeL TtpLy TNV Evapén Tou Kvduvou, n acddaiion dev akupwvetal aAAd anAd Bswpeital un upLotdapevn .

BA. T oxetikég utoBéoelg De Wolf v. Archangel Marine Insurance (1874) LR 9 QB 451 kal Bah Lias Tobacco and Rubber Estates v. Volga Insurance (1920) LIL Rep
155 at 202, KBD.

Rickards v. Forestal Land, Timber and Rlys [1941] 3 All ER 62 at 78: A cargo was insured for carriage on a German vessel from south American ports to Hong Kong
or Shanghai. The vessel arrived at Rio on 25 August 1939. War was declared on 3 September 1939. Her master sailed from Rio on 6 September in compliance with
the order from the German government that all German vessels should seek refuge in neutral ports or to return to Germany, or as a last resort to scuttle
themselves. Subsequently she was scuttled off the Faroe Islands to avoid capture by a British warship. One of the issues which arose was whether there had been a
change of voyage. It was held that there had been no such change because the destination of the vessel had not been voluntarily changed.

AKOUN Kot €av uTtapgel aAAayn tou mAou, o achaAlotig Ba mapapeivel utelBuUvog epdoov 0 aoPaAl{OpEVOC ETUKAAECTEL TOUG Opoug TNG prAtpag ‘held covered’
niou Ba mephapPavetal oto achaAlotrplo, T.x. N pAtpa 10 tou Institute Cargo Clauses (A) avadepel: «where after attachment of this insurance the destination is
changed by the assured, held covered at a premium and on conditions to be arranged subject to prompt notice being given to the underwriter» .

Jupudwva pe to S. 46(1), (2) M.LA. gav katd t Sie€aywyn tou Tafldlov, To mAolo MapeKKALVEL Ao TNV KaBLEpWUEVN TIOPELA TOU 1) amd auTr mou opiletal oto
00paALoTHPLO XWPLG VOULUN SikatoAoyia, akoun Kot AV ETMOTPEYPEL OTNV OPXLKI) TOU TIOPEL, TOTE UTIAPXEL TapEKKALON (deviation).

Me dAAa AdyLa, gival adladopo v n MOPEKKALON NTAV ACHUAVTN 1) EKTETAUEVN, SLOTL Ao TN OTYUN Tou AapuBAvel xwpa Kal To TAOL0 oTpEdETAL TEAIKA TTPOG TOV
OPXLKO TIPOOPLOUO TIPLV VoL CUMBEL kammoLa amwAeLa, TO anmotéAeopa eivat To (dlo .

Enopévwe o aodaAiotnic dev xpeldletal va amodeifel OTL UTIAPXEL OXEON UETOED TTAPEKKALONG KOl ATIWAELQLG.



Kingston v. Phelps (1795) cited in 7 Term Rep 165: The master sailed with an intention of deviating to call at an unauthorized port. Before reaching the point at
which the deviation was to take place he was forced by stress of weather into the very port. Held, that there was no deviation, for the intention was never carried
into effect, and the actual deviation arose from necessity and was therefore excused.

To S. 47(1), (2) avadépetal oe oAAA Apavia ekdoptwong Kat To Aolo Tpénel va emokedBel eite OAa eite kAmola amod ta Alavia, oAAA €V AMOUGLA KATIOLOU
€0ipou 1 AAANng e8kAG attiag mou avadEpetal oto cupPorato, mpenel va ¢OACEL 0 QUTA PE TOV TPOMO Tou opiletal oto cUpUPBOAaLo, eLOANAWG UTIAPXEL
TapEKKALoN. NMpocBeta n eniokePn o’ Eva Alpndvi Vo dopeg Bewpeital mapékkAlon (revisit is deviation) .

Qotooo, dev umdpyeL uTtoxpEwaon oto mAoio va emokedBel OAa ta Alpndvia tou ovopdlovtal oTo aohaALoTAPLO KoL AV TEAIKA TIPOCEAKUOEL €val Ao QUTA, OUTO
bev Bewpeltal mapékkAion. Eav v ovopdlovtal Ta Aludvia, n pooEyyLon IPETEL VAL YIVEL LE TPOTIO TToU Talpldlel otnv mopeia tou mAolou (yewypadikn mopeia).
Itnv unoBeon:

The Dunbeth [1897] P 133: A ship proceeding from Gibraltar was held to be guilty of deviation when she called at King’s Lynn and then went to Cardiff, instead of
taking those ports in the reverse order.

MoAAEG dopEg To aodalloTrplo MePLEXEL Hia priTpa Tou TuTou «liberty to touch and stay at any port whatsoever». 135 Qot000, N PATPA QUTH OV ETUTPEMEL TNV
TIPOOEYYLON EVOC ALEVA TIOU SEV CUVOEETOL PE KAVEVA TPOTIO LE TOV OKOTIO ToU Ta€LSLoU .

Bragg v. Anderson (1812) 4 Taunt 229: A vessel was insured at and from Martinique and all or any of the West Indian Islands to London, with liberty in that voyage
to proceed and sail to and touch at any ports or places whatsoever. She sailed from Martinique for St Domingo, where she loaded a cargo for London. In holding
that there had been no deviation, Mansfield said there is not getting over these words; instead of ‘all’, you must substitute the words ‘some of the West Indian
Islands, such as lie between Martinique and London’, and you would make quite a new engagement.

BA. Kal TIG oXeTIkEC UToOEoELG Carter v. Royal Exchange Assurance (prior to 1746), Kewley v. Ryan (1794) 2 Hy Bl 343, Beatson v. Haworth (1796) 6 Term Rep 531,
Mardsen v. Reid (1803) 3 East 572 kau Elliot v. Wilson (1776) 4 Bro Parl Cas 470.



o

L 0 N

Oplopéveg dopég eival amapaitnto yla tn Statrpnon tou goptiou va yivel n petadoptwon tou (tranship) o’ éva aAlo mAoio pExpL va mapadoBbel oto Ayuavt
T(POoOPLOHOU. ANAG edv Sev umtdpxel TPOPAeN yia peTadOpTWaON, N AVAYKALOTNTA TIPEMEL va daivetal kabapd el6AANWG Uropei va BewpnBel mapEkkALoN.

Edv n petadoptwon Sev mavel Tov kivéuvo, o aodaAlotr¢ elvat urtevBuvoG yla omola {NULd mBavov va cupPel katd tn Slapkela TNG HeETadOpTWONG, mapadoong
(landing) kat emavagpoptwonc (re-shipment), meptdapBavovtag kat tn Stadikaoia eAddpuvong 6mou auto ivart eBuLko (S. 59 MLLLA.).

Otav 1o cupBoAato mepLéxel to «transit clause», o kivbuvog cuveyilel va utdpyel kata tn Sldpkela tng petadoptwong.

Emtiong, OtL loyVUeL mopanmavw ylo TV aAAayn Tou TTAOU OXETIKA UE tn pNtpa «held covered» to (610 LoyVEL KaL yLa TNV MepiMTwon tn¢ mMopekKALonG. Z0udwva Pe To
s. 49(1) avadEpovtal ot e€apETELC YL TNV TEPUMTWON TNC MAPEKKALONG:

Otav untapxel eldIKOC 0pog 0To acdaALoTHPLO.

‘Otav autr mpokAnBel amod KATAOTACELS TTOU €lval TTEPA Ao Tov EAeyX0 TOU MAolapxou Kal Tou €pyodotn Tou.

Otav gival AoyLKa avayKaio e OKOTO VoL CUUMOPDWVETAL PE pia pnTr 1 UTTOVOOU UEVN €yyUnon,

Otav eival avaykaio yla tnv aoddaAela tou Aoiou Kal Tou achaAl{OPEVOU AVTIKELUEVOU.

Me okomo tn cwtnpia avBpwmivng {wng n mapéxovtag Bornbela os mAolo ou ekMEUTIEL orja KlvdUvou otav Kivduvelouv avBpwrveg LwEg,
Otav gival avaykaio yla mopox LatpodopUOKEUTIKNC KoL XELPOUPYLKAC TEpIBaAYnG og omoladnAmoTe MPOCWTTO MAVW OTO TTAOLO.

Otav npokadeital and tn cupnepipopd vavtandtng (barratry) tou mAoldpxou r Tou MANPWHATOG ME TNV TPoUnoBeon OTL n vautandtn €ival évag amo Toug
kwv&Uvoug mou TipoBAEmovTaL 0To aodaAloTrpLo.

Zupdwva pe to S. 48 otig mepuTtwoelg aodailong mAou, to TtadidL mpémel va Sie§axbel peca o Aoyikd xpovika mAaicla (reasonable despatch) kat edv ixwg
voupn SikaoAoyia, dgv cupPel autd, o achaAlotig anaAldcoetal ano tnv evBUvn and Tn oTyun Tou n kabuotépnon (delay) yivetat aloylotn.

Emopévwg, omoladnmote apyomopia KAatd tn SLOPKEL TOU TTAOU €lval TAPOUOLN PE TNV TEPLTTTWON TNG TOPEKKALONG KoL £XEL TO (610 amotéAsopa. To EpWTNUO TL
givat Aoyikn kaBuotépnon Baciletal ota WSLaitepa XOpAKTNPLOTIKA TS KABe umoBeaonc.

BA. t1g urtoBéoeLg Oliverson v. Brightman (1846) 8 QB 781 kat Australian Agricultural v. Saunders (1875) LR 10 CP 668.



Eav éva mlolo kaBuotépnoe o’ éva MOTAUL AOYW OUYKEVIPWONG TAYOU Kol €UMOSIOTNKE OTNV MPOoEyylon Tou otnv amofdabpa, autd dev BeswpnBdnke
adkaloAoyntn apyomnopia.

Mapopoiwg, n kabuotépnon mou odelldtav otnv mapapovi Tou mAoiou oto AlHdvL yia e€elpeon TAnpwuatog dev BewpnBnke peydain (dnAadn dev umnpée
OTWAELQ XPOVOU YLla 0o LavVTo Yeyovog). To (8lo oxVEeL yla Tnv mepimtwon kabuotépnong Le okomo tnv mapaAafn ¢optiou, 1 avapovr adslog yla tnv mapadoon
doptiou.

British American Tobacco v. Poland (1921) 7 LIL Rep 108, CA: The assured insured a quantity of twine under a Lloyd’s policy against a number of risks including fire
for a voyage from London to Kavalla, a port in Greece, on the ‘Bosporus’ or other steamer. Under normal conditions the goods would have been shipped by a
through bill of lading and have been transshipped at Piraeus to a coasting steamer for carriage to Kavalla. Owing to war conditions the only means of forwarding
the goods was to consign them to the British consul at Piraeus, and request him to forward them. They were delayed at Piraeus for 3 months whilst awaiting a
permit from the British government . On arrival off Kavalla a coasting steamer to which the goods have been transferred was refused permission to land them, so
her master decided to take them back to Piraeus for further instructions. On the return voyage the goods were destroyed by fire. The assured claimed for a loss
under the policy, but the insurer refused to pay on the ground that there had been unreasonable delay at Piraeus. It was held that the action succeeded for there
had been no unreasonable delay. There had been undoubtedly a considerable loss of time at Piraeus, but the goods had been shipped on board the coasting
steamer at the very earliest opportunity.

H adela aut agdopoloe to eunapyko otnv KapfdaAa Aoyw twv apdBoAlwy yia tn B€on mou kpatoloe o EAANVIKOG OTPATOC Kol KOTA moco Ba umootrplle Toug
OUMMAXOUG I Toug Fepuavoug.

BA. tiq unmoBéoelg Samuel v. Royal Exchange Assurance (1828) 8 B&C 119, Schroder v. Thompson (1817) 7 Taunt 462 kot Bain v. Case (1829) 3 C&P 496.



5.5 Eyyunosig (warranties)

Emteldn) ol amokaAUYPELG Kot oL TtEpLypadEC TWV OTOLXELWV EKELVWV TIOU E(VOL ONUAVTIKA Yot TNV €k6oon Tou acdaAloTriplou yivovtol cuvnOwg mpodopLka, UTIAPXEL
SuoyEpela yla Touc aoPaAloTEG yla TNV UTTooTRPLEN TNG B£0NG TOUG OTa SLKOOTAPLA KL ETIOUEVWC YLl TNV KATOXUPWON TOUC Kal Tov akplBn mpoodloplopd Twv
ouvONKWV KATW armo Tig onoleg avaAapBavouv tnv kaludn, va INTouV OPLOPEVEG EYYUNOELG.

Zupdwva pe 1o S. 33(1), (2) M.LA. gyylnon onuaivel uTTOOXETIKA €yyunon, dnA. auth Le TNV onoia o achaAllopevos avalapBavel va pdeL ) va v mpAageL KATL,
A VO EKITANPWOEL OPLOPEVOUG OpOUG 1 va BeBatwvel 1) va apveital Tnv UTtAPEN KOG KATAOTOONG TPOYHATWV.

H avaypadn eyyunoswv eéaodalilel oxtL povo tov aodpaiiotr aAldd Sivel tnv eukatpia otov achaAl{OPEVO av ETITUXEL EVOEXOUEVWG EVOL EUVOIKOTEPO AOPAALOTPO.

H mapafaon tng eyyunong, €KTOG €AV UTIAPXEL avtiBeTn cupdwvia, CUVETAYETAL TNV aKUPWON Tou acdaAloThplou amd tnv nuUepounvia tng mapafaocng, site
TPOEKUPE amwAELa €(TE OXL CUVETELQ TNG ABETNONG AUTHG, 1) OOLACONTIOTE altiag.

O vopocg poPAEmel Suo e€alpéoelg mou SikaoAoyeital n abétnon Tng eyyunong: (a) otav Adyw aAlAayng Twv cuvOnkwy, n eyyunon kabiotatal aveddapuootn Kot
(B) 6Tav N cUPPOPPWON TIPOG AUTH ATIOPALVEL TTAPAVOLN, CUVETIELQ LETAYEVECTEPOU VOLLOU.

Qotooo, n pntpa 5 twv Institute Time (Hulls) avadépetal oto «held covered with or without notice», dnA. mpoPAEnouv MAEloTEC EyYUNOELG N ABETNON TWV OTOLWV
6ev ouvenayetal TNV akUPwWOon Tou aopaAlotnpiov aAAd To Statnpouv o€ LoV UE TNV aipeon KataBoAng emaodAALoTpoU Kal BovOV TPOTIOTIOLROELS TWV OPWV TNG
aodallotikng kKaAudng.

Yrnidpxouv 800 €16WV €yYUNOELG, oL pNTEG (express warranties) kot ol umtovooUpeveg (implied warranties). Ztnv mpwtn nepintwon dev eival amapaitnto n A&€n
‘warranted’ va mponyeitat tng Slatumwong Twv O0pwv gyyunong aAlAd wg enil to mAsioto cuvnBiletal va avaypddetal wg «warranted class maintained» 1
«warranted, not east of Aden not west of Gibraltar» ) «warranted 25% uninsured».

Laing v. Glover (1813) 5 Taunt 49: Where a vessel was warranted ‘to sail with convoy’ and sailed with the convoy indeed, but was driven back by bad weather, and
the convoy went on without her, it was held that the warranty did not mean that she was bound to wait for a fresh convoy.

Mia gyyunon TpENEL va TEPLEXETAL 0TO acdaAlotriplo | va neplAapPavetal oe autd He 8k avadopd, cuudwva pe to S. 35(2). Mia pntr gyyunon bev
nepthapBavel pila umtovooUpevn eyyunon, eKTog eav eivat avtiBetn (S. 35(3) M.ILLA.). Napadsiypota Twv pnTwy EYYUrnoewy ivatl ta €NG:



(1) Eyyunoelc vauvouthoiac. Xtnv untobeon:

Ridsdale v. Newnham (1815) 3 M&S: A vessel insured at and from Portneuf to London. The policy contained a warranty ‘to sail on or before 28 October’. The vessel
sailed from that port on 26 October with a crew sufficient to take her to Quebec, where she got her clearances, and took on board the rest of her crew. She left the
last port on 30 October. It was held that, when lying at Quebec and taking in her crew she could not be considered as having sailed on her voyage .

Entiong tic umtoBéoelc Graham v. Barras (1834) 5 B&Ad 1011, 6mou 1o mAnpwpa dev eixe emavdpwaoel To mMAolo TNV KATtaAAnAn oty kat Pittegrew v. Pringle
(1832) 3 B&Ad 514, omou bev eixe doptwbel to £€ppa. MNa ocUykpLon Kol Katd cuvémela Stadopetiky dikaotikn anodaon BA. tTnv untdéBeon Bouillon v. Lupton
(1863) 15 CBNS 113.

(2) Zxetikd pe tn O€on Tou TMAoiou. ZTNV UTOBOEDN:

Colby v. Hunter (1827) Mood & M 81: A policy on a ship stated at and from Hamburg to Vigo. Warranted in port on 19 October. On that date the ship was in the
port of Cuxhaven, which was 90 miles outside the limits of the port of Hamburg. It was held that the warranty had not been complied with.

(3) Zxetika pe Tov aplBuo tou mMAnpwpatoc. BA. tnv unéBeon De Hahn v. Hartley (1786) 1 Term Rep 343.

(4) Eyyunoelg yia koppoL. BA. tnv unoBeon Anderson v. Pitcher (1800) 2 Bos&P 164.

(5) Zxetka pe TNV €BvikdTNTA, OMOU TO S. 37 opilel OTL SV UTIAPYXEL UTIOVOOUEVN €YYUNON yla TNV €BVIKOTNTA Tou MAolou i OTL N €BvikdTNTa Tou Sev Ba aAAAEeL
Katd Tn Stapkela tou kivduvou. BA. tnv untoBeon Tabbs v. Benedelack (1802) 4 Esp 108.

(6) Zxetikd pe tnv oubetepotnta, Omou to S. 36(1) opilel O0TL To aodaiillopevo ayabo, eite mAolo eite gumdpevpa, pnTa avadEPETal WG OUSETEPO, UTIAPXEL
olwmnAR umoxp€éwaon OtL To ayabo Ba €xel oubETEpPO Xapaktrpa otnv &vapén tou Kwvduvou Kal 6co €xel tn duvatotnta o acdaAllopevog, Ba Statnpel Tnv
oubetepOTNTA KATA TN SLAPKELD TOU KvSUVOU.



(7) ZxeTka pe TUAMa TTOU €ival avaodaAloto. Itnv unobeon:

Muirhead v. Forth and North Sea Mutual Insurance Association [1894] AC 72: A warranty that the assured shall keep one-fifth uninsured, was held to mean that the
assured should be his own insurer for 1/5, and that if he effected an insurance or insurances for more than four-fifths, the underwriter on the policy containing the
warranty was not liable.

*  IXETIKA LE TIC UTIOVOOUUEVEG €yyunoelg umtdpyxouv duo eldwv, n gyyunon aflomloiag (seaworthiness) kal n eyyunon vouwpotntog (legality). H mepinmtwon tng
aélomAoiag cuviotatol 0To Yeyovog OTL eV UTIAPXEL AMOAUTHN KATACTACN YLo €va TTAOLO avayvVwpLoREVN armo To LoxUoV Sikalo va LKAVOTIOLoEL TNV EyyUnon aUTH.

* 0 06pog eival oxeTkAg popdng, dnAadn n aflomioia eival n kataotoon MOU To TAOLO €ival LKAVO VA AVTLLETWTIOEL TOUG KivOuvoug TnG BAAaocoag EKTEAWVTAG TO
Taidt.

* Jta voyage policies e€umakovetal OtL Katd TNV €vapén tou Ttatldlou to TAolo Ba eival aflomAoo pe OKOTO va TPAYUATOMOLROEL To Taidl oUWV LE TO
oupBoAato.

* H aflomhoia €xel eupeia évvola kat v adopd Povo To okddog Kal TG unxavee. Eva mhoio pmopel va BewpnBel avalomioo eneldn dev eival epodlacpévo pe
EMAPKNA KAUOLUA, [} EMAVOPWHUEVO UE LKAVO aplOUO TTANPWHATOG, 1 0 TTAoLapx0G SV MANPOL TO TUTILKA TTPOCOVTAL.

* Emniong, dev eivatl katdAAnAo yla poptwon evog eldikol doptiou otav dev dlabétel Tov anapaitnto e€omAlopd. MNa napadelypa:

Harocopus v. Mountain (1934) 49 LIL Rep 267, KBD: Two dumb barges carrying petroleum in bulk were separately insured for a voyage from Batum to Instabul. One
was lost in the Black Sea in August and the other was also lost there in October while performing the voyage. The assured contended that the losses were due to bad
weather, but the insurer denied liability on the ground that the barges were unseaworthy at the commencement of the voyage. It was held that both barges were
unseaworthy by reason of their steering badly, having too little freeboard and insufficient bulkheads. Further, the second barge been towed by a tug which was also
unseaworthy due to her insufficient bunkers for the voyage and on this ground the implied warranty of seaworthiness had been broken.

* H umovoouUpevn eyyunon tng aglomioiag Sev ektelvetal ota gpmopevpata (goods) S10tL 0 aopaiiotng Sev eival UTELOUVOG yla TNV KATAOTOON TOUG, EKTOG Ao
TOUG KvdUvoug ou rpoPAémnovtal oto acdaAloTikd cuBoAato, cUpdwva pe to S. 40(1), (2). Apéows mapakdtw eéetdletal To INTNa TG aflomAolag:



Blackett, Magalhaes and Colombie v. National Benefit Assurance(1921) 8 LIL Rep 293, CA : A deck cargo of cotton was insured at and from Liverpool to Oporto. Some of the
cargo was lost overboard by perils insured against. The assured claimed under the policy, but the insurer repudiated liability on the ground that the vessel had sailed in an
unseaworthy condition in that she was improperly stowed, with all the light cargo in the hold and the heavy cargo on deck, thus tending to make her top-heavy and unable to
resist the action of the winds and waver whereby she took a heavy list resulting in the loss alleged. Moreover, the deck cargo was insufficiently secured. It was held that the
evidence did not satisfy that the vessel was not unseaworthy.

Ita time policies 6ev udlotatal umodnAolpevn eyyunon aflomioiag, dOTL KAtL Tétolo Ba Ntav avédikro. Evtoutolg, mpoPAEmetal OTL e TNV AvOXN Kol €Miyvwon Tou
oaodalllopevou (privity) To mAoio apyilel Tov MAou evw elval avaélomAoo, o achaAlotic Sev evBuvetal yia anwleta i INpLd odeopevn otnv av alomAoio.

ATO Ta MOPAMAVW cuvayetal OtL: (a) To atuxnua ya va pnv kpBel amolnuwtéo, MPEMEeL va €XeL Apeon altia tnv av aflomAoia tou mAoiou, evw avtiBeta otnv acddalion
Ttaldlov apkel pévo to mholo va eival avaflomhoo katd tnv évapén tou tafldlol, (B) emeldn otn xpovo-aoddalion dev eEumakoUeTal n gyyunon aflomAoiog, €dv to mAolo
TIAPOUCLAOTEL AVAELOTTAOO OE [ia OPLOEVN OTLYUN KOTA TN SLdpKeLa TNC aodAALong, To Bapog tng amodeléng petatoniletal otov achaAloth. MNa mapddetyua:

Frangos v. Sun Life Insurance Office (1934) 49 LIL Rep 354, KBD: A Greek steamer was insured under a time policy by the assured who was Greek citizen. Whilst on a voyage from
Cardiff to Istanbul, she sank. She was about 30 years old, and had been in the ownership of the assured for 3 years. When the assured claimed for a total loss, the insurer
contended that she had been sent to sea in an unseaworthy state with the privity of the assured. It was held that the action succeeded, because although possibly she was
unseaworthy at the inception of the voyage, that state was not known to the owner. The loss was due to the springing of a leak owing to the labouring of the vessel in a heavy
sea, which was loss by perils of the sea.

IXETIKA HE TNV €yyUNON VOULUOTNTAG, cUMbwva e To S. 41 M.LA., UTLAPXEL UTTOVOOULIEVN €YYUNnon OTL N acdaAL{OUEVN TIEPUTETELN ELVOL VOULUOG KAl OTL 600 0 a.opaAl{OEVOG
propei va eAéy€el autod, n meputétela Oa ohokAnpwOel pe vouLpo tpormo.

To ta&ibL mpémet va givat vopLpo cupdwva pe to ayyAikd dikato. Eqv kabiotatal mapdvopo s€arttiog €€vng vopobeoiog alda e€akolouBei va eivat VOULUO KOTA TOV ayyALlko vouo,
N €yyunon TNG VOULUOTNTAG Sev €xel edappoyn, TLX. N LeTadopd OMAwY oTo lopanA Bewpeltal mapdvopun yLa Tov AlyUTITLOKO VOO, OXL OLWGE Yo TO ayYALKO Sikalo.

MNna va xapaktnplotel o achaillopevog mapaBAtng Tng eyyunong VOULULOTNTAC TIPEMEL VA EVEPYEL TTOPAVOUA LETA TN BECTILON TOU VOUOU, U CUUUOPPWUEVOC TIPOC TIG VEEG
Slatdagelg, m.y. Katd TV KRpuEn mMoAéuou petafl AyyAlag kat Mepuaviag, To mhoio ekteAoloe TaLSL TPOC £va YEPHAVIKO ALUAVL KAl 0 TTAOLOKTATNG £6woe evtoAn (cUUdPwWVA PE TIG
Statatelg tou ayyAilkol vauTtikoU Sikaiou) oto Aolo Tou va eToTpEYPEL o€ ayyALKO ALpAvy, TOTE N epunetela Sev Bewpeital mapavoun.

OpLopPEVEG TEPLUMTTWOELG, BAOEL SIKOOTIKWY AMOPACEWY KAl ayyAlKwV VoUWV, TTOU €KpLVOV Ttapdvoun thv €18IkA meputétela (adventure) eival m.y. (i) ¢poptwon doptiov oto
KOTACTpWHUO o€ avtiBeon e otL mpoPAénel n vopoBeaoia Customs Consolidation Act 1853, OXETIKA e TNV LKAVOTNTA TOU TTAOLAPXOU £V aVTLOEoEL e Th vopoBeoia repealed Act of
31 Geo lll, kAT,

BA. tic umoBoelg Cunard v. Hyde (1859) 2 E&E 1 kat Farmer v. Legg (1797) 7 Term Rep 186.



6.

AZDAANIZOMENOI KINAYNOI

H Inua n anwAela eivat Ba anolnuuwbei edpdoov mpokAnbel apeoca amno éva kivbuvo mou npoPAEmnetal 0to aodaAloTikd cupBoialo. EMopévwg elval onUavTiko va
e€etaotouv oL dladopol kivbuvol (marine risks) tou cupBolaiou S.G. aAAd katl Twv Institute Clauses ol omolol mpooBeta emekteivouv 1 meplopilouv TNV
aodalloTikn KaAuvyn.

H katnyoplomoinon tTwv KvdUVwV UImopel va yivel pe TToAAoUG TpOTouc, Tt.X. amAotl kivbuvol kat kivbuvol ToAépou kal exBpomnpatiwyv. Eniong, (a) perils irrespective
of want of due diligence by the assured, (B) perils where the assured is not guilty of want of due diligence, (y) steps to mitigate a pollution hazard.

6.1 ArtAol kivSuvol

(1)

TNV MPWTN Katnyopia Twv amiwv Kwwduvwv meplapBavovral ot €ng: 1. Kivduvol tng Bahacoag (perils of the sea). 2. Ekpnén kat mupkayla. 3. KAomn amnod
MPOoWTA €KTOG MAoiou. 4. EkBoAn. 5. Mepateia. 6. ATuxnua o€ TMupnVikoUG otabuoug. 7. Emadn Ue agpookadn n mapopola avtikeipeva KA. AkoAouBel n
avaluon Twv KUpLwV a.oPaAllOHeVWY KIVOUVWV:

Perils of the sea: Autol odeilovtal oe tuxaio i AMPOPAETTO TEPLOTATIKO KoL OXL AOYW TNEG PUOCIKNG EVEPYELOG TWV AVELWV KOl TWV KUHATWY . ESw avrkouv ol
InuEC ouveneia Balacootapayxng, mpoodpaénc Kal cUyKpouaong Ue AAAO TAOLO 1) TPOOKPOUONG LE OTABEPO QVTIKELLEVO (TTOU eTUMAEEL ] UPaAo), aveEaptnTa eav
TO TMEPLOTOTIKO OPEIAETOL OTNV AUEAELQ TTAOLAPXOU 1 TIANPWHATOG.

MNpooBeta, oL {NULEG TTou TipoEpxovTal arnd Guaolkég dBopeg kal (blou eAattwpatog (wear and tear), emeldry TUYXAVOUV TEPLOTATLKA Tou TipoBAEmovtal, dev
UTIOKELVTaL 0€ anolnuiwon . Mo cuyKekpLUEVA:

Canada Rice Mills v. Union Marine and General Insurance [1940] 4 All ER 169, PC: A floating policy in respect of shipments of rice as from time to time declared
had been effected by the assured. The policy covered loss occasioned by (inter alia) perils of the sea ‘and all other perils losses and misfortunes that have or shall
come to the hurt detriment or damage of the subject-matter of the insurance’. Rice was shipped on a vessel at Rangoon bound for the Fraser River. On arrival there
it was found that the rice was overheated due to the closing of the ventilators and hatches in heavy seas to prevent the incursion of sea water. The assured claimed
for a loss under the policy. The court held that the action succeeded because the damage, which was not caused by the incursion of sea water but by action to
prevent incursion, was recoverable as a loss by perils of the sea.



AN\a mopadeiypata Tng mapamavw Katnyopilag eivat m.x. N anwAgLa Tou MPokKANBnkKe and Guaotkn XxnULK attia tov Balaocowvou vepou, SladopomoLlwvTtac ano tnv
aMWAELQ TTOU Snuoupyeital amo tn opodpdtnTa TWV KUHATWY, Sev ivat amolnuwotpn. BA. tTnv unoBeon Paterson v. Harris (1861) 1 B&S 336.

Eniong, dltappor amd kaokeg v Bewpeltat kivbuvog tng Balacoag, eKTOG €dv To GOPTIO PETATOMIOTNKE KOTA TN Sldpkelo Balacootapayrng , KoL eV amouoia
€16IKWV 6pwVv 0To cUUPBOAaLo. BA. tnv untdBeon Crofts v. Marshall (1836) 7 C&P 597.

AKOUN, otav To mAolo £maBe {NULEG OO TLG EVEPYELEC OKOUANKLWY OTOUC KOPUoUC 8EvEpwv (timbers), auto dev Bewpeitat anpoBAemnto yeyovog kat Sev KaAUTTETAL
aodpaAloTikd, (BA. tnv untéBeon Phoenix Insurance of Hartford v. De Monchy (1928) 35 Com Cas 67) svw otav {wa yAlotpayav ota aunapla (cattle, horses) kat
EMedTAV TTAVW OE TOLXWUATA TOU TTAOLO UE CUVETIELX TOV TPOUUATIONO TOUC, Bewpeital KaAumtopevoc kivduvog tng Oalacaoag. BA. Rohl v. Parr (1796) 1 Esp 445.

Otav ¢optio £mabe {nuLd Aoyw elopong vepou péow BaABidag deapevig and kabapn apélela Tou pnxoavikol, Bewpeital anwAsla ano Kvduvouc tng Balaocoag
(BA. Lawrence v. Aberdein (1821) 5 B&AId 107; Gabay v. Lloyd (1825) 3 B&C 793), aAAd os pia GAAn mepimtwon AOyw HeyAaAng kabBuotépnong mpokAndnke {nuLa
oe ¢doptio kpéatog (BA. Blackburn v. Liverpool, Brazil and River Plate Navigation [1902] 1 KB 290), n anwAslwa Sgv eivatl Kivduvog KAAUTITOUEVOG OV KAl N
kaBuotépnaon mpokAnbnke amo katatyida. BA. Taylor v. Dunbar (1869) LR 4 CP 206.

Mia anwAela ou pogpxetal and BUBLon Tou Aolou w¢ anotéAeopa olykpouong, ival kivbuvog tng Balaccoag OTL LoXUEL KAl yLa TNV EpLTwon mou éva mAoio
XAOnke AOyw TNG ApEAELOG KATA TN PUUOUAKNGON oto Aludvi. BA. the Xantho (1887) 12 App Cas 503 kat Mountain v. Whittle [1921] 1 AC 615. Ztnv un6Beon:

P. Samuel v. Dumas [1924] AC 431, HL: The House of Lords held by a majority that the loss of a vessel by scuttling was not a peril of the sea, for the term peril of
the sea referred only to fortuitous accidents and casualties. Consequently even an innocent mortgagee of a vessel, which was scuttled with the connivance of her
owner, could not recover under a policy of insurance in respect of her.

(2) Fire and explosion: E&dw amolnuiwvetal T0oo n {nHLd ou TpokaAeital and ¢wTtld 000 KoL AUTH TTou Snuoupyeital and tnv mpoonadela KAatacBeong TNC. IXETKA
HE To ¢opTio €AV N MUPKayld odeiletal otnv autopatn avadAetn (inherent vice) tou epumopevpartog, n {nua dev amolnuiwvetal, S10tL n avadAeén ouviota dLo
eAATTWHA cUVOPEC TIPOC TO €160¢ TOU dopTiou.

Ze auTn TNV EpLMTwon, apkel 0 aodaAllopevog va amodeifel OtL n UL mpokANBnKke anod nmupkayld, dnA. KwdUvou KAAUTITOUEVOU amod To aodaAloTrpLo, yla va
HETATOMLOTEL autopata To BApog TG anodeleng otov acdPaAlotr o omoiog MPEMEL va GEPEL OTOLXELO OTL N YEVESLOUPYOC attia TNG InuLag unnpée n avadAe€n tou
doptiou (spontaneous combustion).

AvtiBeta, n avadAeén npokaAwvtag {nULa n kataotpEdovtag mAoio, eivat amolnwolun. Xtnv unobeson:



Busk v. Royal Exchange Assurance (1818) 2 B&AId 73: The ship was frozen up for the winter in a Russian port and, according to the custom of the country, the crew
were paid off. The ship was left in charge of the mate who lit a fire in his cabin, but negligently omitted to see that it was extinguished before he went to bed. The
ship was set on fire and burnt to the water edge. It was held that the mere negligence of the mate was not a ground for relieving the insurer, for, although the fire
was due to negligence, the loss was caused by fire.

(3) Theft: O 6pog autodg pmopet va amoPel MAPATTAAVATIKOC YU QUTO Kol TPEMEL va avadepBel 0Tl dev KaAUTTEL TNV KAoT Sla uTte€alipeong 1} UTIO ATOMOU TIoU Eival
HUEAOC TOU TTANPWHATOG I Ao eMIBATEG.

H kAomn mpenel va StampoayxOet amod emtiBEuevou§ KAEPTEG, KATL TTOU €(val OXETIKA OTIAVLO O LEPQ OV KOl 0TO TapeABOV amoteAovoe ouvnOeg GaLvoOUEVO .

Katd tnv emoxn t¢ ouvtaéng tou S.G. policy opadeg atopwy mou evepyoloav ANCTPLKA, TepLdEpovTaV TIG BPaSIVEG WPEG OTA ALLAVLA IE OKOTIO Va eTteBolV oe
mAolo mou 6ev pulaoodtav Kald kat va To AnotéPouv.

AvtiBeta, pe TNV MEPLOPLOUEVN €vvola TTOU SIVEL 0 ayyALKOG VOUOG ‘thieves’ n auepLlkavikr VOLoAoyila EpUAVEUCE QUTOV UE TNV eupeia €vvola ‘pirates, robbers or
rovers and thieves’, 6tou 0’ OAEC QUTEG TIG MEPUTTWOELG 0 AoPaALOTA G ATaV UTtELBOUVOG yLa vautanatn (barratry). Na moapadelypa:

La Fabrique des Produits Chimiques v. FN Large (1922) 13 LIL Rep 269, QBD: Two cases of vanillin and one case of caffeine were insured at and from London to
Brugg (in Switzerland). The policy contained a warehouse to warehouse clause. The two cases of vanillin were stolen from the warehouse of the forwarding agents,
who had arranged for them to be put on board a vessel bound for Bordeaux, at night whilst she was unattended. One of the defenses to the claim made by the
assured was that this did not constitute theft in marine insurance as no violence had been used. Held, without deciding whether in a warehouse to warehouse
policy the word theft ought to be limited to theft by violence in the same way as it was in a purely marine policy, there had clearly been theft by violence. Two sets
of doors had been smashed by crowbars. Further, theft by violence did not necessarily involve an assault on some person or other.

TNV aoPAALON EUMOPEVUATWY O KivOUuvog KAOTING TIPEMEL va KAAUTITETAL exwplotd. ZuvnBws yU auth tnv kaAudn mpootiBetal oto achaAlotiplo n pRTpa
KAOTING, UIKPOKAOTING, uTte€aipeang emt EAaTtwy 1 pn mapadoong Kot EAAEiPpATOC.

(4) Jettison: ZuvnBwg n Buoia tou doptiou yivetal Skt otn yevikn aBapia dev mavel OpwWG va Bewpeital anolnUiwaotpun Kol wg KAAUTITOUEVOG Kivéuvog. Emopévwg
otav n ocupdwvia eival ‘loading on deck’ amatteital mpooekTikr pveila oto acdaAiotrplo, T.X. Sev udlotatal amolnuiwon anod t ocuvelopopd otn yevikn afapia
mapa Hovo edv cuvnOiletal va GopTwVETOL TTAVW OTO Kataotpwia, SnA. dpoptia Euleiag.



H anoppupn doptiov otn Balacoa sivat n nBeAnuévn Buoia os oTIYPEG KvOUVOU amod KATL PECA N TTAVW OTO TAoLO Kal pixvoviag To otn Bdlacoa £XEL WG
npb6Beon tn Statripnon tou doptiou Kal Tou TAoLoU, TL.X. 0 TMAolapxog £ple otn Balacoa moootnTa SoAapiwy yla va NV TECOUV oTa XEpLa Tou €xBpol o omoiog
ouvéAaBe teAka to mAoio, BewpnOnke KAAUTITOUEVOG KivOUVOG.

Ouwg €av n ekBoln eival avaykaia Adyw ampoBAentou yeyovotog (inherent vice) katl oxL and KOAUTITOPEVOUC KlvbUuvoug, o acdallotig dev €xel eubuvn. BA. tnv
untoBeon Buttler v. Wildman (1820) 3 B&AId 398.

(5) Piracy: Ol melpaTég lval MPOCWTA TO OTIOLA, XWPLG VOULUO oKoTto, Anotelouv aAAa Aoia adtakpita ota Stebvr) vdata ylo MPoowIko cupdépov . To MANpwWHA
€vOG MAoilou ou aokel avtapoia kat To cUMapBavet kat TeAka to Byalel otn Enpad, Bewpeitotl OTL elval TELPATECG, AV KAl 6’ AUTH TNV epimtwon pnopet va BswpnBei
Kol w¢ vautanatn. BA. tnv unoBeon Dixon v. Reid (1822) 5 B&Ald 597.

Eniong, otav évag aplBuog kakomowwv (mob) avéBnke mavw oto mAoio katl to Anotee, eival melpateia (Nesbitt v. Lushington (1792) 4 Term Rep 783), aAAd
Anotela mAolou amd vavayoug eival anwAela and Kwduvoug tng Bdlacoag. BA. tnv untdBeon Bondrett v. Hentigg (1816) Holt NP 149. Asv undpxel Wolaitepog
AOyog va Teploplotel n melpateio oe evépyeleg ektog oplwv atytaiitidag {wvng. KAomn xwpis doknon mieong dev eival melpateia oUte amelAi LOXUPNAG mieong.
ZUYKEKPLUEVAL:

Athens Maritime Enterprises Corpn v. Hellenic Mutual War Risks Association, the Andreas Lemos [1982] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 483, QBD: Armed men came on board a
vessel intending and expecting to steal without violence but anticipated the possibility of some resistance or interference. They intended to use force or the threat
of force if that possibility materialized. Held, that there was no loss by piracy in regard to the ship’s equipment which they threw into the sea. The loss was due to
clandestine theft.

H 8eltepn katnyopia amAwv kivduvwy meplapfavel ta €€AG: (a) atuxAuota Katd TIG GopTWOELS, EKPOPTWOELG 1 HETATOMIONG dopTiou N Kauaoipwy, (B) €kpnén
ota kalavia, omaclpo afdvwy, atpdktou r onoltadnmote Aavbdavouoa katdotacn (latent defect) otn pnxavn i 1o okadog, (y) apéAela MAOLAPXOU, AELWHATIKWY,
TANPWHATOC KoL MAoNywv , (6) apEAELD TWV ETOKEVAOTWVY N} VAUAWTWY UE TtV TIPpolndBeon otL autol dev gival pe kamolo Tpomo acdaAllOpEVOL OTO €V LOXU
OUMBOAOLO Kal (€) vauTamatn MAOLAPXOU, AELWHATIKWY KoL TTANPWHATOG.

Ye pla unméBeon n aduvapla TNg KATAOKEUNG €vOg TAolou Sev BewpnBnke latent defect, oUte TO OMAGCLUO €VOG EVWTIKOU TUAMOTOG TNG Unxavis (Jackson v.
Mumford (1904) 9 com Cas 114). Eniong, o pia umoBeon mou o mAolapxog MapESwaoe To Goptio o MPOOWTO IOV SV KATEIXE TIG OXETIKEG POPTWTLIKEG, SV
BewpnBnke vautanatn dLotL avutr cupPaivel povo os Bapog tou mAotoktrtn (Commercial Trading v. Hartford Fire Insurance [1974] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 179).



* H enéktaon tTwv uno Tou KUpLou aodallotrplou Kivduvwy yivetat and ta Institute Clauses. OL mpooBnkeg Twv pnTtpwv €ivat ot €EAG:
1. The running down clause, n omola KAAUTITEL, O€ EPUMTWON CUYKPOUONG TNV ACTIKI €UBUVN Tou aodaAlopévou TAolou Evavtl AAAou okAadouG.

2. The inchmaree or negligence clause, apyxika emwvondbnke yla va KaAUPeL TN INULA TNV ATTWAELD CUVETTELQ AEAELOC TTAOLAPXOU, QELWHATIKWY, TTANPWUATOC Kol
mAonywv. Apyotepa, KaAuPe apéAela yla Intipata dtappnéng AeBntwy, Bpavong afdvwy i omolo kpudo eAdttwua (latent defect) Tou okadoug A Twv pnxavwv.

3. The institute cargo clauses (all risks), meptAappavel GAoug Toug KivdUVOUG yLla TNV a.oPAALON EUMOPEUUATWY, EKTOG TWV KLVSUVWV TTOAEOU.

6.2 Kivéuvol moA£pou kot anepytwv (war and strike risks)

* H mpwrtn nepinmtwon, Twv KdUVwV MoAEpou mepAapBavel acdaAloTIkEG KOAUPELS 4 utokaTnyoplwy, SnA. yevikd, unod twv Institute Clauses, oe oxéon pe €BviKN
aodalion kal oe oxeon He achaiion mpoepxopevn ano Mutual Associations. Zuvortikd Ba avadEpoupe Toug e€RC KVOUVOUG:

(1) Warlike operations and hostilities, ormou €va mAoio mou BuBioTtnke amd MOAEULKO TIAOLO TO OTolo evepyoloe MepUTOAieg otn Bopela BANACOQ, EUTTTEL OTOUC
KlvdUvoug autoug . Emiong, mAoio evw ekteAoloe VAUAWUEVO TOELSL, OUYKPOUOTNKE UE TIOAELLKO TIAOLO TO omoio ixe eumAakel og MoAeIkEG exBpompalieg BA. tnv
unoBeon Mazarakis Bros v. Furness, Withy (1924) 18 LIL Rep 152, CA.

(2) Capture, seizure, arrest, restrain or detainment, 6nA. oL KOTOOXEOELS, TIEPLOPLOPOL KOl KATAKPATAOELS, AapBAavouv TOANEG popdEG TNC GUAANYNG HETA amo
anodacn TG EKTEAECTIKAG E€0UCILAC KO KATA OVTIOLAOTOAN TwV AMOPACEWV TNE SIKAOTIKAC apXnG. Mo TIG TTEPUTTWOELS KIVOUVWV amepylwv avadEépovtal SLte€odika n
pAtpa 1 twv Institute Strikes Clauses (cargo) kat ot pAtpeg 1 twv Institute War and Strikes Clauses (Hulls-Time/Voyage), Institute War and Strikes Clauses (Freight-
Time/Voyage). Entlong, ot opyaviopol npootaciog kat arnolnpuiwong (P&I clubs) kaAUmtouv Stddopoug KivEUVOUC. SUYKEKPLUEVA OL YEVIKAG PpUong KaAuPelc adopolv
ota €€NG:

[. ZnuLEg Kat amolnUWOELS yio amwAgLla avBpwrivng {wng 1 MTPOoWTIKOU TPOUMATIONOU A appwoTLaG.

Il. Emavanatplopol kat €€oda mou npogpyovtal anod vopobeoia f eldikn cupdwvia yia tnv anwAela avBpwrmivng {wng.
. ZupmAnpwpaTika €€oda MANPWUATOC Kal £€06a KIVSUVWV VAUTIKWV.

IV. Aipevikd TéAn kat £€oda mopekkALong.

V. EmBoaAdcoia apwyn avBpwrivng {wng kot euBUVEG cUYKpouon .

VI.EuBuvn mou amoppeel and cupBoAalo pUuHOUAKNONG.

VII.  METOKLVAOELS VOUayLwV.

VIIl. ‘E€oda kapavtivag.

IX. Fevikn afaplo kat vopKa £€oda KATT.



6.3 AntaAAayég (exception clauses)

* H vopoBeoia M.I.A. 1906 mpofBAenel éva aplBud amaliaywv mou epapudlovtal o 0Aa ta acdaAloTikd cupBolata, eKTOC €AV UTIAPXEL TETOLO PATPO OE Eva
aodaAotriplo. Kat ot pAtpeg ITC, IVC, ICC meplExouv TETOLOU €160UG PATPEG OV anmaAAdccouv Tov acdaAlot amd TNV euBuvn otav n anwAesla f InULd €xeL
TIPOKANOEL amd CUYKEKPLUEVEG QLTLEG.

*  JUpdwva pe Tnv MIA 1906 UTIAPXOUV APKETEC ATIWAELEC YL TLG OTIOLEG 0 alodaALoThC Sev euBUveTaAL:
(1) amwAeleg ou dev €xouv apeca PokANnBel amnod kivduvouc mou mpoPAEnovTal 0Tto aoPaAloTPLOo,

(2) amwAeleg mou mpokARBnkav amnod tnv ekovola apdfacn (wilful misconduct) tou aocdaiillduevou,
(3) anwAeleg mou Bacilovtal os kaBuotépnon-apyonopia (delay),

(4) anmwAeleg mou mpokaAouvtal ano tn puactoloyiky ¢pBopd (ordinary wear and tear),

(5) anwAeleg mou poépxovtal anod anpoPAsmnta yeyovota (inherent vice) kat

(6) GAAEG AMWAELEG TL.X. QUTEC TTOU TIPOKOAOUVTOL OO TPWKTLKA (vermins).

* JTNV MPWTN Katnyopio n apxr mou UTEPLOoXVEL elval OTL N OMWAELA TIPEMEL VoL EPATTTETAL OTNV TIPAYUATIKA Kol euBeia attia, £tol wote o pla aAvoida amo
YEyovOTa Katd tn SLAPKELX TOU XPOvVou (Tto éva yeyovog mMpokoAel To AAA0), To TteAeutaio cupPav mou mapdyel TtV anwAsla Ba Bewpeital kot n attia mou
TIPOKAAEDE TNV anwAsLa. XTi¢ SU0 MAPAKATW UTOBETELG:

* Cory v. Burr (1883) 8 App Cas 393: Where the master was guilty of smuggling, which led to the seizure of the ship by the revenue authorities, it was held that the
actual loss was occasioned by the capture or seizure on the part of the authorities, and not by the barratrous act of smuggling.

* Pink v. Fleming (1890) 25 QBD 396.: Two ships came into collision, and one of them had to put into port for repairs. To effect the repairs her cargo of fruit had to
be discharged and subsequently reloaded, in consequence of which, and also by reason of delay, the fruit was damaged. It was held that the loss of the cargo did
not arise from the collision.



21N S6elTepn MePIMTWON , N €K MPOBECEWC MOPAVOUN CUUTEPLPOPA ELVAL TAUTOCNUN UE TNV TAPAVOUN EKTEAEON Hiag MPAENG N omola TPOKAAEL TNV anmMwAeLa. X
oUTA TNV ePUTwon o aodPaAloTtig dev UTEXEL eUBUVN SLOTL TO SiKaLo eV ETUTPETEL O KAVEVA TIPOCWTIO VA €XEL TTAEOVEKTN A arto S1kd Tou Aabog.

INUOVTIKO TUAUA TWV SIKAOTIKWY UTIOBECEWV QUTAG TNC KATNYOPLOG Elval N TTEPLTTTWON TNG EOKEUUEVNC BUBLONC Tou TTAolou. Eva amo ta moAAd mapadsiypota:

Compania Naviera Santi SA v. Indemnity Marine Insurance, the Tropaioforos [1960] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 469, QBD: The vessel was registered in Panama and was insured
for £ 160,000. At the time of the loss in good weather in the Bay of Bengal it was clear that she could not have much of a future as a trading vessel because freight
rates had slumped alarmingly and she was nearly 40 years old. The assured claimed for a loss by perils of the sea. Held, that on a balance of probabilities he had
failed to prove his case, and that the vessel had been scuttled. The evidence was based on some facts, such as instead of an SOS message being sent out, the
master had sent a private telegram to the ship’s London agents stating that water had entered the engine and boiler room, and he had ordered the crew to
abandon her. The telegram was false because it gave the wrong position and it had been sent deliberately to prevent early discovery of the vessel. When her crew
were picked up by another vessel, they were found to have brought their luggage with them, and the master was perfectly dressed and clean, but when he was
asked for the logs he said that they had gone down with the ship.

Zupdwva pe 1o S. 55(2) (b) o acdaAiotig eite yla mAolo ite ywa dpoptio, dev Ba eivat umevBuvog yla kKABe anwAgLla mTou ATAV AUECO amoTéAeopa kKaBuoTépnong
ave€aptnta edv n kabuotépnon odelotav oe aodaAllopevo kivbuvo, dnAadn:

St Margaret’s Trust v. Navigators & General Insurance (1949) 82 LIL Rep 752, KBD: A ketch was insured under a time policy and was put on a mud berth at
Lymington. She slipped over and filled with water, and was later raised and towed to Pyrewell Creek. No further steps were taken, and she gradually deteriorated
and had no more than her breakup value. Held, that the assured was not entitled to an indemnity for a total loss because her eventual deterioration resulted from
delay. All he could recover was the expenses in raising her, which had been incurred under a ‘sue and labour’ clause in the policy, and the estimated damage to her
fittings caused by the submersion.

Avtiotolya 1o S. 55(2) (c) avadépel 6TL 0 aodaAlotn¢ Sev €xel euBUVN yLa TN puactoroyikny pBopd Tou acdailldopevou ayabou. Itnv unobeon:

Rhesa Shipping v. Edmunds, the Popi M [1983] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 235, QBD: The insurer contended that a vessel which sank in the Eastern Mediterranean in calm seas
and fair weather was lost due to her defective deteriorated and decayed condition. Held, on the evidence that the loss was due to perils of the sea for the cause of
water entering her was contact with a submerged submarine. The House of Lords, however, reversed the decision on the ground that the burden of proving that
the loss was caused in this way lay on the assured and he failed to discharge it.



O 6pog «inherent vice» mou KaAUTTEL TOV al0PaALOTH WOTE va amodUyeL TNV evBUVN, meplthapBavel ocuvnOwWE TTEPUTTWOELS OMWCE TL.X. spontaneous combustion,
disease, decay or fermentation. Ztnv unoBeon:

Wilson, Holgate & Co v. Lancashire and Cheshire Insurance (1922) 13 LIL Rep 486, KBD: 657 barrels of palm oil were insured for a voyage from Singapore to
Liverpool. On arrival there, 107 of the casks were found to be in a much damaged condition, and there had been a leakage of about 4 per cent of the oil. When the
assured claimed for a loss under the policy, the insurer denied liability on the ground that the loss was due to insufficiency of the casks, i.e. inherent vice. Held, that
the damage was due to bad stowage and not to inherent vice (because when the goods left Singapore they were in sufficiently good order and the state in which
they arrived was not due to the fact that oil was originally packed in inefficient barrels).

Zupdwva pe Toug kavoveg ICC (A), ol amaAlayeg ou mepLExovtal 6° autolg eivat: (a) pia yeviki amaAlaktiky pAtpa , (B) pntpa ywa av alomloio kat KakA
kataotaon mAoiou, (y) pATpa yLo TIOAEULKEC EVEPYELEG KaL (§) prATpa YL ATIEPYLEC.

Ou kavoveg ICC (B), (C) mephappavouv Tig (61eg¢ amaAAQKTIKEG PATPEG EKTOG QMO Hia EMUMTAEOV PrTPO TIOU QVAKEL OTN YEVLKA QIAAANQKTIKA prATpa Kal opilet:
«deliberate damage to or deliberate destruction of the subject-matter insured or any part thereof by the wrongful act of any person or persons».

Me tn oelpa toug ot kavoveg ITC kat IVC (Hulls) mepléxouv Tig €€nG amaAAaKTIKEG pNTPEG: (a) pnTpa mMoAEuou, (B) pritpa amepylwy, (y) pRTPa MAPAVOUWY TIPALEWY
(malicious acts), (6) pAtpa mupnvikwv Soklpwy, (&) prtpa vavaouthoiag kat (oT) prtpa % guBuvn yla cUykpouon TAOLWV.

TEANOG, UTIAPXOUV Kal aTAAAQKTIKEG PATPEC TIou avadEpovtal e8ka ota acdallotripla, onwe To «cancellation clause», m.x. ota acdaAlotikd cupforata yio
vaUAoug opiletat O0tL ‘no claim arising from the cancelling of any charter shall be allowed’, pe mo ouvnBlopévn nepimtwon T dSuvatodTNTA TOU VAUAWTH va
OKUPWOEL TO VOuAooUudpwvo otav to TAoio dev pBaoeL | pOBAcEL apyotepa oto ALHAvL popTwaon eViog mpokaboplopévou xpovou (BA. Tnv untéBeon Mercantile v.
Union Marine Insurance (1874) LR 10 CP 125).



7. XPONIKH AIAPKEIA KAl APXEZ NOY AIEMOYN TH OAAAZZIA AZDAAIZH

7.1 To acdaAiotrplo twv Lloyd’s

N

IAUEPO EXEL ETUKPOTOEL VO XPNOLUOTIOLE(TAL EUPEWC OTN VOUTIALAKA aodPaAloTikr ayopd n ¢opua Twv Lloyd’s, To Aeyouevo Lloyd’s.G. (ship and cargo) pall pe tig
OUVELUHEVEC pATPeC TwV ITC (Institute Time clauses). To acdaAloTiko auTto cUUPBOAALO TIEPLEXEL TA EENG:

Tn 6nAwon Twv acdpaAloTwy 0TL cUPPWVOUV UE TOUG Opoug Kat Séxovtal va acpaAicouv Toug KivéUvoug.
Tnv enwvupia tng acpaAloTIKAG EMXElPNONG Kal To Tooo acdpaiiong (aia ayabou r} VPocg eubuvnc).

Tn Alota pe ta kUpLa otolxeia tou aocpaiiotnpiou (schedule), 6nA. To ovoua Tou achaAlopEVOU, TO OVOUA Tou TTAoLou, To TagibL 1 tnv nepiodo aopdAiong, dnA. to
OUVOALKO XpOVo LoxUog Tou acdaAlotnpiou.

To avtikeipevo tng acpdaAiong (subject matter insured).
To aopaALlOEVO TTOCO TIOU AVTLOTOLKEL O0TNV afla Tou aodaALoOEVTOC AVTLKELUEVOU.
To aodpdAotpo (premium).

Toug MpOCOEeTOUC OPOUC, TTOU TTAVTOTE UTIEPLOXVOUV TWV YPATITWVY OpwV.

.2 H xpovikn Sitapketa tng aodpaiiong

Opiletal amnod tnv unoypadr tou acdpaiiotiplov amnod ta cupPariopeva pépn kat apyilel n aodpaiiotiky) kaAudn. Asv gival anapaitntn mpolindbeon n dupeon
kataBoAn Tou acdAAloTpou yla TV Evapén Loxuog TnG aopaAlong wotdoo evdexopevn kabuaotépnon Ba emnpedoel tn dtadikaoia.

Mmopet va L.oxUoeL kat n avadpoutkn évapén otav autn emPBAAAETOL Qo TNV nepiotaon, T.X. aodpaliletal éva ¢optio yia oAokAnpn tn dldpkela tou Tafdlou, av
Kol To TagidL Eekivnoe pia nuepounvia aAlla to doptio Nén taideve mMPog Tov MPoopLopd Tou. To cUUPBOAALO OPWG UTIOYPADNKE Uio NUEPA UETA QMO QUTH TNV
nNUEPoUNVia, aAAA €xeL avadpouLKn LoXU TTOU OnUaivel OTL KOAUTITEL OAEC TIG {NULEG 0TO dopTio Ao TNV MPpWTn NUéEPa SLOTL N aodaAlon €yve yla OAo To TagidL.



AvTIO€TWG, N ANén tng acdaliong emMEpXETAL:

Me tnv mdpodo Tou XPOVOU OTN CUYKEKPLUEVN NUEpOUnVia ARENG. Zwwmnpn mopdtacn Unopetl va yivel amodektr). To xpovikd Sldotnua mou to acPaAloTiko
ouuPoAato mapapével evepyo kaheital acdallotikny epiodoc.

Me katayyeAia epooov €xel cuvadBel yio adPLOTO XpOVO.

Me TNV eKTTANPWON TWV UTIOXPEWCEWV TWV OUUPBAAAOUEVWVY HEPWV, LOLWGE OO TNV TTAEUPA TNEG A0PAALOTIKAG ETALPLAC EAV €XEL TIPOKU P EL {nuia.

7.3 ApxEG ou SLEnouv tn Badacolwa achaiion

1.

N

Apxn NG KaAng miotng (outmost good faith): H un tpnon tng omoiag pnopei va odnynoet oe akUpwon Tou cupBolaiou. E¢unakovetal 0Tl 0 aoPaAllopevog dev
TPEMEL HE SOALO TpOMO va mpoomaBel va mMeTUXEL TNV KAALYN aodaAloTKwY KIvOUVWY, WBLwE oTnV MEPMTWON tTNG UTEP-aodAALONG UE OKOTIO Vo KapmiwOel
HeyaAuTepn amolnuiwon Aoyw anwAeLag Tou ayabou.

A6 TNV AAANn TAEUPQA, aveEAPTNTA OO TLG VOULKEG SEOUEVOELG TToU avaAapBavovtal pe To acdailotiplo, n dpvnon anolnuiwong evw dev udiotatal mPayUaTKA
Swatoloyia amno tnv achaAloTiki enyeipnon, emdpd tn GprApn tnge.

210 EAANVIKO 0.0paALoTIKO SiKalo n apxn auTh MPoKUTTEL amo ta apBpa 1 kat 6 Tou N. 2496/97, cUpudwva LE TOV OO0 0 AoPAALOTHC UTIOXPEOUTAL VA KAAUEL TN
Inua kat 0 aoPaAl{OEVOC va TIANPWOEL TO acdAALOTPO.

. Mn amnokpun otoxeiwv (non-disclosure of material facts): Q¢ Baoiki apxn €lval va Pnv amokpUTTOUV oTolxeia LeTa§L Toug Kat ta SU0 cupBarAopeva LEpN.

Edv toxvUel auto, tote Ba umapéel éva aopaAloThplo He SLadOPETIKO TEPLEXOUEVO, OTOTE otepeital to Sikalwpa otov acdallotr) va anodaociosl av Ba
ipoxwpnoeL otn cuvayn Tou cupPBolraiov epdcov yvwplle Ta oTolxela TToU amokpUdONnKav, kal emnpealotav n yvwun tou, f o aodpaillopevog dev Ba mpotiuovos
VO CUUPWVIOEL LE TN CUYKEKPLUEVN aodAALOTIKN €TOLpla KOL KATA CUVETELX Ba eMEAEYE KATTOLA AAAN.

JUpdwva pe to S. 20 MIA, woxvouv ta €€ng: «Omotadnmote mMAnpodopnon mou divetal and tov aodaAllOUeVO 1 TOV TPAKTOPA TOU oTov aodaAloTh KATA Tn
Slampayudteuon tou cupBolaiou TPV aUTO oploTikomoLlnBel, mpémel va eivat aAnBbng.



Ye mepintwon avoAnbwv otoweiwyv, o aodaAloTn €xel T SuVOTOTNTA VA OKUPWOEL TO cUpBOAalo. H meplypadn tng katdaotaong sival ovowwdng Siott Ba
ennpéale TNV Kpilon evog cuvetol aoPaAloT WG ITPOC TOV MPOCSLOPLOUO TOU aoPaALOTPOU 1 WG POC TNV avaAnyn tng eubuvng».

OL mapakATw UTOBETELS Elval AVTUTPOCWITEUTIKEG:

Demetriades v. Northern Assurance (1926) 21l.11 Rep 205: A cargo was insured for a voyage from Leith to Piraeus. The vessel carrying it sank off the coat of
Portugal. When the assured claimed for a loss under the policy, one of the grounds on which the insurers repudiated liability was that there had been non-
disclosure of a material fact, viz that there was a Greek interest in the vessel, and that this was material to the risk in view of the attitude of underwriters with
regard to Greek ships. The House of Lords held that this was a material fact which ought to have been disclosed and that consequently the insurers were entitled to
avoid liability.

Berger and Light Diffusers v. Pollock [1973] 2 Lloyds Rep. 442: where the assured had stated that some steel injection moulds were worth £ 20.000. It was held
that the insurers had failed to prove that the alleged overvaluation was material.

Campbell v. Innes (1911) 104 L.T. 354: It was held that the non-disclosure of the nationality of the assured was material and a ground on which the insurer could
avoid liability.

Associated Oil Carriers v. Union Insurance Society of Canton (1917) 2 K.B. 184: where the insured vessel had been chartered to a German shortly before the
outbreak of the First World War, it was held that it was unnecessary for the assured to disclose the charterer’s nationality as this was not a material fact.



8. ZHMIEZ KAl ANQAEIEZ TQON AZOQAAIZTIKQN ATAGQN

8.1 M'eviKEG £VVOLEG

T onuaivel «amwAslo» ayabol; H mpaypatiky anwAsLo i kataotpodn Tou o TEToLa £KTaon mou eivat aduvato mAgov va aflomolnBel. Qg «Inuia» sival pia BAABN oto ayabo n
omnola Opw¢ propel va anokatoaotabei ) 0L, aAld n dtadopd e tnv anwAela ival 0Tl To ayado Bewpeital Lkavo mpog xpron.

Y& MoAAG uTtepaTAavTika Tagidla, yla aitio mou dev adpopoUv amoKAELOTIKA TO TTAOLO, TL.X. KALPIKEG oUVONKEC, eloobo¢ Bahacoivol vepoU oTa apmapLa KAT., Uropel va mpokAnBetl
Inud og p€pocg Tou doptiou f va Stappeliosl oto BaAdoolo meplBaiiov.

H napadoon Alyotepng mocotntag doptiou eyeipel amolnUIwoelg, EKTOG dv edpappolovtal ol armaANaKTIKEC pATPeC. To mpoPAnua Suoyepaivel otav UTtapEel HiEn avaueooa oe
opoeldn popria.

Qotooo bev elval amopaitnto n {nuia R anwAela va avodpEpetal o 0AOKANPO to ayabo, alld os pépog Tou (av Sev elval KATL eviaio), T.X. OL TMEPUMTWOELS TwV SLddopwv
doptiwy (cuvnBwg XNV Hopdng). OL anwAeleg Twv ayabwv (boptiwv) Stakpivovtal o 3 Katnyopleg:

OAkn anwAela (total loss): H mepintwon anwAegtag tou ayadou dixwg auto va PUmopel va avaktnOel e omoloSAMOTE TPOTOo, TI.X. TO VauayLlo mAoiou, anwAela ¢opTiou KATT.

OAn tekpapt anwAela (constructive total loss): Mpokettal yla 1o acdallopévo ayaBo mou €xel umootel {nuila TETolog £Ktoong, mapd tnv Umapén tou Oev pmopel va
XpnolpomolnBel OTwg 0 apXLKOG OKOTIOC TTPOC Xpron 1 €xeL kataotpadel og peydho Babuo mou eival adlvatn n MLOKEUH Tou R SV elval olkovopLKA cupdEépouaoa, Ti.X. coBapEg
{nuieg oto KUTOC TOU TTAOLOU TIOU eV EMIOEXOVTAL ETILOKEVEG ) TO KOOTOG TWV ETLOKEUWV EEMepva TtV apXlkn afla tou mAoiou (repairs exceed the initial cost of the vessel) i
S1aBpwon kat aloiwaon doptiou nou av mapadobel Ba BewpnBel katL Stadopetikd and autd mou apxika sixe poptwOel (cargo must be delivered In the same good order and
condition as when loaded).

Mepikn anwAela (partial loss): ZTIg MepUTTWOELS TTOU €va ayaBo €xel mabel {nuia | PAARN N LEPOC AUTOU €xel amwAeoTel AAAG yLA TO UTTOAOLTTO LEPOG WMOPEL val Yivel n xprion
Tou.

Ztnv unéOeon Asfar v. Blundell (1896) 1 QB 123 Court of Appeal (Lord Esher MR, Lopes and Kay LJJ), Eva thoio oto omoio eixe amootaAel poptio xoupuddwy, Bubiotnke KaTd TN
Slapkela Tou Tafldlou evtog Tou TApeon Kot otn ocuvexela aveAkUotnke. Katd tnv ddLen oto Apavi ekdpdptwong Stamotwdnke OTL, av Kal oL hpuepopnvieg e€akolouvBolcav va
SlatnpouV TV KOTACTAON TWV XOUPHUASwWY, Kal TIAPOAO TIOU €ixav KAmola afia ylo Tov oKOmo TG andotaing oe aAKOOA, ATV TOCO EUMOTIOUEVOL e AUMOTA KoL OE TETOLA
Katdotaon Upwaong, mou umnpée oAlkn anwAela doptiou. Akawbnkav ot LELOKTATEG Tou dopTiou mou apvAdnkav va to apaidpouy, onote 0 MAOLOKTATNG Sev KEPSLOE TO
vaUAo cUpdwva pe To vouAooU udwvo aAld amolnpwbnke amno tov aopalloth).



8.2 NpoUmoBEceL TNG MPAYHATIKAG OALKAG OIWAELOG

ZUpudwva pe 1o S. 57 MIA, n mpaypatikn anwAesla sivat: «Otav to avtikeipevo ta acdpaiiong €xel kataotpadei ) €xel umootel toon PAAPN mou dev eival mpdayua
Tou 161ov eidoug ue ekeivo ou acdaliotnke A 6tav 0 aoPaALOUEVOC OTEPNONKE AUTO AVEMOVOPBWTA, UTIAPXEL TIPALYLOTIKI) ATIWAELAY.

IXETIKA UE TNV KATAOTPOPI) TOU QVIIKELHEVOU aodAAlong: (a) yia mAoio, coBapd atuxnua, anwAsla okadoug, (B) yia ¢poptio, BuBon kal (y) yia vavAo, un
KataBoAn.

IxeTka pe BAAPN mou to kablota Sladopetiko idoc: (a) yia to mAoio va £xel komel o U0 ) MEPLOCOTEPA KOUATLOL WOTE VA LNV UTOPEL VOl EMILOKEVAOTEL Kal gival
HOvo £toluo yla dtaAuon (scrap), (B) yia to doptio, n StaBpwon tou n emadn e To VeEPO Sev elval TNC dLog moLdTNTAC LE AUTO TTOU ap)XLIKA acdaAiotnke, (y) yla To
VaUAO AOYyWw HOVOUEPOUC cupPNDLOPOU E£XEL AMWAECEL TOV OPXLKO TOU XOPAKTAPA W UEPOC TNG VAUAWONC, T.X. OTAV UTIAPXEL KATIOLO XPEOG KOL TO €va
oUUBaANOUEVO pPEpOC opilel TO OGO cupPndLopol wg e€6dAnon Kat oL voUAo.

IXETIKA UE TNV OPLOTIKN OTépnon tou acdaAlopévou ayabol (a) ywa to mAoio, n kpdtnon 1 cUAANYN tou amd allodarmn onuaic MOu €ival O EUMOAEUN
Katdotaon Kol Bewpeital anotéAeopa Asiag, (B) yia to doptio, n kataoxeon 1 apmayn wg Asia nepateiag, (y) yia to vaulo, katdoxeon Ue dikaoTtikn anddaon N
SlolkntikA tpan.

Y€ MOA\EG TIEPUTTWOELG N TIPAYUATLIKI) OAKN amwAeLa (actual total loss) cuvSéetal pe To v To MAolo Bewpeital vauaylo ) oxL. Mo CUYKEKPLUEVAL:

Cambridge v. Anderton (1824) 2 B & C 693: The well-known “a congeries of planks” expression was used by J. Abbot: If the subject-matter of insurance remained a
ship, it was not a total loss.

The Blairmore [1898] AC 393: Lord Watson decided that the ship was not a total loss because she did not become, in the sense of the term, a total wreck, seeing
that she was not reduced to the condition of pieces of iron which could not without reconstruction be restored to the form of a ship., and that she had sunk in a
depth of water which admitted of her being raised to the surface and repaired.

ITIG TEPUTTWOELG OlyVOOUUEVWVY TAOLwV (missing ships) mou Bewpeital otL €xouv xabel amod kwduvoug tng Bdlacoag (perils of the sea), kavel Mo gUKoAn tTnv
amnaitnon Tou dikatouxou tou aodallopévou ayabou. ITIG MapaKATW UNODECELG:



Houstman v. Thornton (1816) Holt NP 242: A vessel which was not heard for 9 months was presumed by the court to be a total loss, but with the caveat that
should she be discovered afterwards, it will be for the benefit of the insurers.

Dyson v. Rowcroft (1802) 3 B & T 474: A cargo of fruit, which was so damaged by sea-water and stunk so badly that the government prohibited its landing, was
thrown overboard. The court held that there was in this case an actual total loss.

Ol neputtwoelg cUAANYPNG TMAolwv amod tov gxBpo, mou katéAnfav oe MwAnon toug, BewpnBnkav oAwkr anwAela. Emiong, otav o aodpaillopevog otepeital
avenavopbwta 1o acdaAilopévo ayabo tou (irretrievably deprived thereof). BA. tnv unoBeon Stringer and Others v. The English and Scottish Marine Insurance
(1869). L.R. 4 QB 676. ZuyKeKpLUEVQL:

The Sanday Case(11916) AC 650 HL: In relation to goods, it was prepared to hold that the assured whose goods, though they remained in specie and were
effectively in his possession, has been irretrievably deprived of them because all prospect of their safe arrival on the voyage was hopelessly frustrated by the out
break of war. The subject matter insured which was lost, was not the goods but the adventure.

8.3 NpoUnoBEceL TNG TEKLAPTAG OALKNG ATWAELOG

ZUpdwva e to S. 60 MIA, mpoBAEmeTAL OTL: «UTIAPXEL TEKUAPTH aTWAELX 0TtV To acdaAlopévo ayabo £xel eykataleldBel Adyw Tou yeYovOTOG OTL N TPAYHATLKN
oAk amwAela gival avamodeuktn f eneldn n tehevtaia dev Ba pumopouvoe va anodevxBel xwpic pia damdvn mou Ba unepéPalve tnv afia Tou OTAV AUTA N
Sdamavn Ba eixe mpaypatomnonBel.

IXETIKA UE TNV OPLOTIKA OAKA amwAela, (a) ywa to mAoio n pepkn BuUBLon kot n aduvapia mpooéyylong Adyw Bdboug udATwy Kol KALPLKWY CUVONKWY Kot
PUUOUAKNONG 1 ouvepyeiou avéAkuong, (B) yia to doptio, n Staomopd tou doptiou otn BdAacoa mou kavel aduvatn tn cuAloyn Tou f 6éoa Pépn Tou dpoptiou
OUAAEXBNnKav va Bewpouvtal dxpnota, (y) ya to vauAo, n adepeyyuotnta f Kakr GrApn Tou VAUAWTH 0TOUG EUMOPLKOUE KUKAOUG.

Ztnv mepimtwon tou umo Aaviki onpaia Svendborg Maersk (2014) otov Blokaiko KoAno, otav dvepol (ouvOnkeg tudpwva) EmAnéav Tig akteg Tou ATAavTikol TNg
Evupwnng. Ev péow kupdtwv 30 modlwv kot avépwv 60 KOpBwvY, To TTAOLO APXLOE va XAVEL KOVTELVEP OTaA avolxtd tng Bopelag MaAAiag kal avakaAudBnke OtL
nepimou 520 kovtélvep ayvoouvtav. Ztoifec GAwv eixav katappeloel. Eival n peyaAluTtepn Kataysypapupévn amwAela Koviéwvep otn Balacoa o éva PHOVO
TIEPLOTATLKO.



IXETIKA PE TNV avumapéia mbavottwy avaktnong tou acdailldpevou ayabou, (a) yia to mAoio, enitaén tou mAolou anod tnv kKuBEpvnon kal évtaén A xprion Tou
o€ eunoAeun {wvn vdnAoL kwvdovou, (B) yla to doptio, KAom pe aduvapio avelpPeECNG TWV UTIOTITWY YLO LEYAAO XPOVLKO SLAcTNUA, yla TO VAUAO, N ETILKELLEVN
TITWYEVUON TOU VOWWAWTN KAl N TIEPLEAELON TOU VAUAOU OTNV MTWYXEUTLKN TIEPLOUTLA.

Aev TIPETEL VAL CUYXEOUUE TIG TIEPUTTWOELCG ETITAENG EITE ylA ELPNVEUTIKOUG OKOTIOUC. TL.Y. MeTadopd NaAatotiviwy apdyxwv i EAAAvwy tn¢ Fewpylag pe eAAnvika
mAola Ttiow otnv Xwpa, ) otav yivetal enitaén anod Siebveic opyaviopoUg yla CUYKEKPLUEVOUC OKOTIOUC, TL.X. AleBvig Apvnotia, EpuBpog ZTaupog KA.

IXETIKA pe Ta £€0da amokatdaotaong tne {nuiag va unepBaivouv To kOGoToC TG atiag, (a) yia to mAolo, m.x. mhoio afia 100.00060A. Acdaliotnke yia 70.00080A.

Kat uméotn {nULEG n emokeun Twv omoilwv kootoAoyeital 80.00080A., opuwg e€attiag Twv emokeLwWV To TAolo Ba €xel afia péxpl 70.00080A., TOTE UTIAPXEL
TEKUOPTH anwAela 510tL dev eival cwdpov va damavnBouv 80.00080A.

Kat to mhoio va ailet 10.000 Ayotepo, (B) yia to ¢optio €dv ot dtadikaoiec kabBaplopou 1 AWV gpyactwy, Ta £€06a EMOVACUOKEVAOLOC Kal EMAVAPOPTWONG
unepBaivouv tnv afia tou, (y) ya to vavAo, dv To moaood sival T0oo waote Ta £€o0da yLa TN SIKAOTIKN Tou emdlwén kat eiompaén va ivat acupudopa.

In Boon and Cheah Steel Pipes v. Asia Insurance [1975] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 452, it was held that the amount of the damage suffered must be strictly proved.

Irvin v. Hine [1950] 1RB 555, [1949] 2 All ER1089, KBD: During the Second World War a trawler was being towed to a dry dock. She stranded, and was severely
damaged. At all material times, the assured would have been unlikely to obtain a license to repair her or to place her in a dry dock within a reasonable time. The
assured claimed for a constructive total loss. It was held that, since the type of loss did not fall within any of the heads of loss stated by S. 60, there was no
constructive total loss. The assured could claim for a partial loss.



O. ETKATAAEIWH TOY AZDAAIZMENQY ATAGOY

9.1 Nadte avadekvieTal To Sikaiwpa eykataAewng

TNV nepinmtwon TN¢ oAKNAC TEKUAPTAC AMWAELG VOGS aodaAlopévou ayabou, o aodaAllopevog dikatoutal va To eykataleipel otov aopaAloth Kal va {nTroeL TNV
OALKA amwAELa TOu.

Mobvo auTtOg 1 0 EKTPOCWTIOG-TIPAKTOPAS UMopel va {NTHOEL KATL TETOlo. Auto ekdpaletal pe tnv elbomoinon sykatdAewpng (notice of abandonment). Aev
anatteltal n xprion eW8kAg dopuag, anmid va emdobel otov acdaliotr. O xpovog rmou Ba §oBel emionpa n eldomnoinon e€aptdtal amnod TG EKAOTOTE CUVONKEG.

Qotooo, dev eival umoxpewpévog o acdallotig va anodexBel tnv ewdomoinon eykatdAewpng. H amodoxr umopel va eivat pnt [ umovooupevn (express or
implied).

MOALG yivel amodekTr, lval apeTakAntn, av Kal 0 aoPpaAloTAG Umopel va mapattnBel amo to Sikalwpa tou va apvnbel n amodexOet tnv eldomoinon eykataAswng
(waived by the insurer). ApKeTd SIKALWUATA ATIOPPEOUV TIPOC TOV AoPaALOTH OTAV N TIEpLoUCia €XeL eyKaTOAELPOEL e EyKupo TPOTIO.

Zupdwva pe 1o S.61 MIA, «Where there is a constructive total loss, the assured may either treat the loss as a partial loss or abandon the subject-matter insured to
the insurer and the treat the loss as if it were an actual total loss».

H pntpa auth onuaivel oty n amAni npoobokia i ektiknon yla oAwkr anwAetla dev mpoodEpel To Sikalwpa eykatdAewpng, m.x. T0 yeYovog OtL To TAoio tpocdpace,
bev volotatal IATtnua oAlkAG anwAeglag €dv pmopel va petakvnBel pe omolo tpomo, aAAd edav apxioel va SlaAvetal [ 6ev yivetal va pupouAknBel, tote o
00paAL{OUEVOC UTOPEL VA TO eyKATOAEPEL.

Otav o aopaAllopevog eykataleipel To ayabo, autod yivetal pe 81k Tou pioko, kal av To ayabo mbavo va emavéNBEL 0TNV apXLKr) TOU KATAOTOON, KOL OTETUXE val
TO AMOKATAOTNOEL (restored), TOTE N AMWAELX XPEWVETAL OE QLUTOV.

Emopévwg, av kat o acdaAllopevog EXEL TNV €AoY TNG eYKATAAeWPnG, n mPAagn autn €XEL MEPLOPLOPOUC. ATIO TNV AAAN oKoTld Sev €lvol UTIOXPEWUEVOG VOl
eykataAeiel to ayaBo aAAd, av To eTUAEEEL, va EMLOKEVAOEL TN {nuia Kal va INTHoEL LePLKN anwAela e Baon To aodallotrplo.

BA. tnv untéBeon Thornely v. Hebson (1819) 2 B & Ald 513.



Oupwg, otav évag Kivbuvog KoAUTITETAL aodaALOTIKA, KOl UTTAPXEL TEKUAPTH OALK amwAsla, kat dgv Sivetal eldomoinon sykataAeupng, tote o pia puoikn
Sladkacia yeyovotwy, N TEKUOPTH OMWAELQ LETOTPETIETOL OE OAIKI) Kol 0 alodaALoTnC elvat urteVBUVOG yla TNV TeAeutaia, oAAG dev Ba gival UTTOXPEWUEVOC TIPOC
amolnuiwon gav n anwAela eival anotéAeopa piag emontevovoag attiag. 2tnv unobeon:

Fooks v. Smith (1924) 132 L/1 486: A cargo of hides was insured from Galentta to Bourgas and loaded on an Austrian ship. In view of the imminent outbreak of war,
Austrian shipowners were instructed to get their vessels to a place of safety. The vessel on which the goods were loaded, sailed for Trieste, where they were landed
and sent up country. The insured gave the notice of abandonment. A year later the goods were requisitioned by the Austrian government and sold. The insured
claimed for a total loss. It was held that the claim failed, for the actual total loss had been caused by the requisitioning which was not an event that in the ordinary
sequence of events followed the constructive total loss by restraint of princes to the previous year.

Otav o acdailopevog Intdet va amolnuwBOel yia TeKapT 0AKA anwAeLla, TPEMEeL va tapattnBet (relinquish) and ta dikatwpata Tou mpog Tov achaAlotr yla To
aopaAlopévo ayabo.

Eav tou erutpanel va Slatnproetl ta Sikalwpato tou, Ba €xel, avw tnNg aflag Tou amMwAecBEVTOC OVTIKELMEVOU WG OALKN amwAela, n {nuioyodva aio mou oe
OPLOUEVEG TIEPLTTWOELG Bl ElvVaL APKETA ONUOVTLKA.

Omnote, avti va elompatel pia amolnuiwaon Ba avtAnoel mEPLOCOTEPO 1) AlyOTEPO MAEOVEKTNUA IO TN {NHLa TTOU TTPOKANBNKE OTO MEPLOUCLAKO OTOLXELO.

Y€ pia Tétola mepimtwon 6ev UTIAPXEL KATL TTPOC EYKOTAAELPN Kol SEV UTIAPYXEL avayKaldtnTa mpog swdomnoinon eykataAswpng. Zopudwva pe to S. 62(7) MIA: “Notice
of abandonment is unnecessary when at the time when the assured receives information of the loss, there would be no possibility of benefit to the insurer if notice
were given to him”.

ITnVv nepimtwon tng HEPLIKAG amwAELag 0 aoPaAllOPEVOG Uopel povo va {NTRoeL pia popdn anolnuiwong. Edv to avikeipevo €xel uTtooTel 1000 peyaAn {nuia
Tou Bewpeital dxpnoto, n anwAela eivol oAkr).

Edv €xeL akoun atla, n anwAela sival pepikn. Emopévwe to dikailwpa o anolnuiwon eivatl akplPwg to idlo, aveédptnta Qv MPOXWPHROEL O EYKATAAEWPN 1 OXL.
BA. tnv untéBeon Mellish v. Andrews (1812) 15 East 13.

To MPAYUATIKO TAEOVEKTNUA TNG eyKATAAEWPNC lval, OTAV OwoTA evepyeital yla va emippldpBel to Bapog tNg suBLVNG otov achaAlot yla va avaldBel tnv
uToxp£wan Kat va avtiAndOei tn ala Tou aviikelpévou Tou eykataAeipOnkKe.



9.2 Eldonoinon eykataAewdng: Avaluon unoBécewv

Onwg €xoupe 6N avadépel n edbomnoinon eykatdlewpng onuaivel va adrioelg To EPLOUCLAKO oTolxelo otn SldBeon tou acdaAlotrh av Kol autog Sev €xel
umoxpéwon va anodexBet autn tnv eldomnoinon.

O oKomog TN¢ edomoinong eykataAsng epunveluTnke amo tov J. Atkins otnv unoBeon Vacuum Oil v. Union Insurance society of Canton: “Nevertheless it is a
requisite to give notice of abandonment, and in many cases it is a very necessary part of the contract, because the principle of it is that the assured is, as soon as
he is aware of the circumstances that make it a constructive total loss, to give notice to the underwriters that the property is to be theirs and that he abandons the
property to them, and that from thenceforward, what dealings take place with the property, take place for the benefit of and for account of the underwriters” .

Otav o acdalllopevoc £xel TNV poOeon va {NTOEL TNV TEKUAPTH OALKN ATWAELQ, OTLONTIOTE UMopEel va amokatactabel and tov aodaAloTr) we KEPSOG yla To
KOOTOC TNC AIMOKATAOTAONG, AUTOG Tipenel va SexBel tnv eldomoinon eykataAeupng.

Qoto00, n anwAela pmopel va cupPet untd ouvBnkeg ou n eldomoinon eivat evieAwg dxpnotn. O acdaAilopevog, anod anodPn dikatoouvng (kat eubotntag), va
dwoel otov acdaAioth Tnv eldomoinon o€ kAOe mepinmtwon mou T0 AoHAALCUEVO OVTLKELLEVO QKON UTIAPXEL. ZTIG SUO0 TMOPAKATW UTIOBECELG:

Martin v. Crokatt (1811) 14 East 465: A ship was damaged by perils insured against, and put into a small fishing port on the coast of Sweden. She was surveyed and
reported to be incapable of proceeding on her voyage without undergoing very expensive repairs. The assured gave no notice of abandonment but wrote to the
insurers for directions, and they refused to interfere. The ship and her cargo were sold. The assured claimed for a total loss but the action failed because he had not
given any notice of abandonment.

However, in Cambridge v. Anderton (1824) 2 B & C 691, a ship stranded on some rocks and by inspection it was decided that the expense of getting her off and
repairing would exceed her value when repaired. The master sold her and the purchaser fixed her. No notice of abandonment was given but it was held that this
was not necessary.

Roux v. Salvador : A policy on goods had been effected in a respect of a voyage from Valparaiso to Bordeaux. The vessel carrying them met with bad weather and
sprung a leak, which so damaged part of her cargo of hides that, on putting into Rio de Janeiro for repairs, the master sold the damaged goods which were valued
in the policy at £ 1.117 for £ 273, since they were in a state of incipient putrefaction. The ship duly arrived at the port of discharge and the remainder of the cargo
was delivered undamaged. The damaged goods were a separate parcel and were separately insured. No notice of abandonment was given. It was held that since
the notice was unnecessary for ti was a case of total loss of the goods since they could never arrive.



Ztnv umoBeon Knight v. Faith , o L. Campbell e€fynoe otL: «if the subject matter insured remains in specie, though in a damaged state, a notice of abandonment
must be given to entitle the assured to make a claim as if it had been actually destroyed. With to an insurance on a ship this condition is imposed by the law to give
the means of inquiry and of guarding against fraud to enable them to repair the ship if they should deem such a proceeding for their advantage to which, if liable
for a total loss, they would be entitled as owners of the ship from the time when the damage was sustained to which the loss is ascribed.

Emtiong, otnv unoBeon Fleming v. Smith (1848) 1 HL Cas 313, a vessel was valued for in a policy at £ 1.000. She was sold for £ 72 10s after a survey had been made
in a place where she could not be repaired. It was held that the notice of abandonment was necessary.

Qotooo to mapandvw doyua tpomomnolnonke os peyalo Babud otav ot pio mapepdepn unobeon, Rankin v. Potter (1873) L.R. 6 Ill 83, sfetaotnke fava yla eva
aodpaAotriplo vaulou. O vauAog Enpene va TANpwOel cuudpwva pe éva vavlooLudwvo omou Tto mAoio Ba €pBave otn N. ZnAavdia petadEpovtag poptio ylo to
0deNOC TOU LBLOKTATN TOU, KAl HETA TNV EKGOPTWON Tou, va EeKvroel pe katevBuvon tnv KaAkoUta pe okomo tn ¢poptwaon VEou $poptiou yla ToV VOUAWTN yla Eva
ta&idL mpog Aifepmoul i Aovédivo.

To aopoaAotriplo Atav tng popdng “lost or not lost at and from Clyde to Southland, while there, and thence to Otago and for 30 days in port thereafter arrival”. To
avtikeipevo aocdaliiong ntav £ 4.000 pe Baon To vaulo Tou vaulwpévou talldlou.

210 Awave Southland to mAoio uméotn INULEG Kol AOyw EAAEWPNG XPNMATWY TIPOG ETILOKEUN, TIOPEUELVE OTO ALUAVL Yo oxedOv 12 prveg. META TIG ETILOKEUEG
tagidePe uTo Eppa otnv Ivéia, OTIOU 0 TOTILKOG TTPAKTOPAC aPVHBNKE TNV EKTEAECH TOU VAUAOGCU UPWVOU SLOTL 0 VOUAWTAG OTOUATNOE TLG TANPWHEG.

Me tnv TomoBEtnon tou mAoiou yla Se€aeVIONO, avakaAudpOnKe OTL TO KOOTOC EMIOKEUWY Ba UTIEPVLKOUOE TNV ala TOU UETA TIG ETILOKEVEG. AGBNKe n eldomoinon
gykataAewng Tou vaulou otov aodpaAlotr) Kal oe Ao acdaAloTh yla To TTAoio, aAAA Kavelg amo Toug aodaAloTég Sev Tn SEXONKE.

H anodaon tng BouAng twv Aopdwv ntav otL n ewdomnoinon eykatalewpng dev kpibnke amapaitntn, otav kavéva odeAog i} mMAeovEKTNHA Sev Ba TIPOEKUTITE OTOV
aodpaAloth yla pia tétola eldonoinon.

H (6la apyxn akoAouBnbnke otnv untdBeon Trinder, Anderson v. Thames and Mersey Marine Insurance (1898) 2 QB 114, ou adopoloe aodpaAloTtriplo vavAou yLa
€va tagidL amno Sydney to Newcastle, kat anod ekel yla onotodnmote Apnavi tng N. ZnAavdiag kot otn cuvéxeta npog Tav Opavaeioko.

310 tedevtaio talibL doptwpévo pe avBpaka, to mAoio £€dBaoce otn XovoAouloU yla mapalofry vepou, alAd mpoodpate oe Bpaxla Aoyw aUEAELOG TOU
TIANPWHATOC.

Metd and oultnon avapeoa otov TAolapxo, Eva mpaktopa Twv Lloyd’s kat tov Alpevapyn, katéAnéav oe mwAnon tou mAoiou kot Tou ¢poptiou npog £ 374. Alyo
opyotepa 0 ayopaoTr g EeKkOAANOE TO TAOLO Kal MoUAnoe to ¢poptio mpog £ 1.000.

Aev umnpée tnAeypadikn emikowwvia petafld Xafdng kat AAAwv pepwv kot Sev umnpxe evaAlaktikn Avon tng petadopdg tou doptiou oe dAAo mAoio.
AmnodeixBnke SikaoTikd OtTL 0 acdallotrig dev UMOPOUVE va KAVEL TimoTta yla Tov vauAo edv ixe 600el n eldomoinon eykatdAewpng tou , apa n ewdomnoinon dev
arnotteito.



9.3 Ta anoteAéopata piag eldonoinong eykataAewdng

* Otav 1o avtikeipevo tng aodpaliong £xel Eykupa eykataleldpBel, o aopaAlotrg avarapBAveL OTIONTIOTE MAPAUEVEL ATIO AUTO KoL OAd TA LOLOKTNTA SIKALWUOTA TIOU
ouvbEovtal pe auto. Emiong Sikatoutal To vaulo mou Ba eixe kepdnBel anod éva acpaAiopévo mholo.

*  Touto LoxVeL 816TL 0 acdaALoTAG elvat TTAEOV O LBLOKTATNG Tou TTAoilou Kal Ba e€aodalioetl To vaulo pe tnv mpoindBeon 6t to mAoio Ba oAokAnpwaoet to Tagidt kat
Ba mopadwaoel 1o GopTio 0To ALavL TPoopLopol (oxoAla tou L Atkin otnv unoBeon Case v. Davidson (1816) 5 M & S 79).

*  To Skalwpa TNG aywyn evavtiov evog mapaBatn tou vopou (wrongdoer) yia pn vopwun mpaén mou nmpokaAeoe tnv eldonoinon eykataAswpng, daivetal va eivat
KATL EVTEAWG SLOPOPETLKO ATIO TA LOLOKTNTA SIKALWUATA ML TOU TTAOLOU, TTOU pETAdEPBNKOV UE TNV EYKATAAELN.

* Edv kamolog xelplotel kot avaAoyia tov aodpallotr) wg ayopaotr (purchaser) Hetd amo tnv epudavion evog vauTAlakou kivduvou, eivat EekaBapo OtTL n mMwAnon
autn &gv Sivel Tn Suvatotnta aywyng, d1otL Ba napapeivel otov mpounBeutr/nwAntr (vendor).

e ZUyxuon dnuiloupyeital ouxva otav dev yivetal Stadopomnoinon Twv VOULKWY SIKALWUATWY TNG EYKATAAEWP NG UE AUTA TG uTtoKaTtAotaong (subrogation). BA. tnv
unoBeon AG v. Glen Line and the Liverpool and London War Risks Insurance Association (1930) 37 LIH. Rep 55 HL.

* Aev unapyxel apdBolia 6tL 0 aoPaAloTig os nepinmtwon {nuiog oto KUTOG Tou MAoIoU AOYw GUYKPOUGONC Kol EyKATAAEWPN aUTOU WG TEKUAPTH OALKN OMWAELQ,
armoAapBavel To 0dpeAOC TOU SIKALWHOTOC TOU acPaA{OPEVOU VA TIPOXWPNOEL O aywyn KOTA Tou umteUBuvou tn¢ mpokAnong {nuioag.

*  To dkalwpa auto anoppéel amo 1o S. 79 MIA, omou €xel umokataotabel yla OAa ta Sikatwpata kal ta SLopbwTtikd pETpa (remedies) Tou aocdpaAlldpevou os oxéon
He to aopaAlopévo ayabo, SnA. teAeiwg Sladopetikr tonoBEétnon anod tnv avtiotown “all proprietary rights incidental thereto”.

* Eniong, og oxéon Ue tnv gykatdAsewdn ta dikalwpata autd utapxouv wg “valid rights of abandonment”, evw og oxéon Ye TNV UTOKATACTACH TIPOKUTITOUV UOVO yLa
TIANPWHEG KoL TtpoodEpouv otov aodaAlotr) mood pExpl 20s o€ avtiotolyia pe £, ue BAon TL EXEL TTANPWOEL.

*  AwadopeTikéc amoPelg €xouv ekPPAOTEL OXETIKA HE TNV acdaAlopévn Teplouoia, n omola £xel €ykupa eykataleldpBei, al\d Sev €xel avaindBel amod tov
aodpaAloth, Kat yivetal “res nullius”. tnv unoBeon:



Boston Corpn v. France Fenwick (1923) 15 LIL Rep 85 KBD : A vessel was a constructive total loss and the assured gave notice of abandonment to the insurers. The
vessel blocked the fairway to Boston harbor. The harbor authority brought an action under S. 29 of the Boston Piers Act 1847 against the assured to recover the
expenses of removing her. It was held that the action failed because the expenses could only be recovered under the Act from the owners, and since the assured
gave notice of abandonment they ceased to be the owners.

Awadopetikn ATav n aroyn tou J. Greer otnv undéBeon Oceanic Stream Navigation v. Evans , (1934) 50 LIL Rep 1, CA where he said that it does not follow that,
because of abandonment is given to an insurer, therefore the vessel, which may have some value, is abandoned to all the world, so that it has no owner at all, and
becomes res nullius.

JUpudwva pe ta S. 63 (2) kat (3) MIA, o Sikailwpa Tou achaAloTr va LOTIPALEL TO VAUAO PO 0PeAOG TOU TIOU TTPOEKUPE MO TO PETAYEVECTEPO ATUXNUO TIOU
TIPOKAAECE TNV AMWAELQ, ETUKPATEL TOU SIKALWUATOG TOU o Tov {dlo To vaulo.

O Sataéelg tng deutepng mapaypadou Unopel va tpomomnotnbolv HeTd amnod cupdwvia, 1.x. pAtpea 20 twv ITC (Hulls), “In the event of total or constructive total
loss no claim to be made by the underwriters for freight whether notice of abandonment has been given or not”.

O aodaAloTtig yLa Eva mAoio meplopiletal avotnpd ota Sikawpata tou acdalillopevou, kot dev umopel, e€attiag tng eykatdAewpng, va amoktioetl Sikolwpata to
omola oté dev katelxe 0 AoPAALOUEVOG OXETIKA LLE TO QVTIKEILEVO AoDAALONG.

Katd ouvémela o aodaAlotrg tou TAoiou dev €xel to Sikailwpa va swompdalel and tov aocdpallopévo vavlo mou €xel kepdnBel amod tn petadoptwon Twv
EUTMOPEVMATWY KL TNV TPOWBONGCN TOUG 0ToV TPOoOopPLopd, amnd TnG otyun rou To mAoio dev képdLoe to vaulo.

ITNV MEPUTTWON TNG TEKUAPTAG OAKNAG amwAelag, dev Sikaoltal To vavAo mplv TV eykataAewpn 8LOtL to mAolo elval akOUn TEPLOUCLOKO OTOLKEIO TOU
aodaillopevou. TG UTIODEDELG:

Sea Insurance v. Hadden (1884) 13 QBD 706: A vessel was engaged under a charter-party and her owner effected separate insurances on ship and on chartered
freight with different underwriters. The vessel was lost in collision before the chartered fright had been earned, and the owner abandoned the ship to the insurers.
In subsequent litigation the assured recovered damages from the owners of the other ship for the loss of chartered freight, and the insurers on ship claimed to
receive this from the assured. It was held that there were not entitled to do so.



The Red Sea (1896) P 20: A vessel having stranded at the entrance of the port of delivery, was abandoned to the insurer who accepted it. Her cargo of timber was
got out and delivered and consequently freight was payable. The insurers claimed that he gross bill of lading freight, i.e. £ 4.279 was payable, less the expenses of
delivery incurred subsequent to the casualty. He assured, however, contended that the deductions to be made not only those incurred subsequent to the casualty,
but also two sums of £ 1.677 advanced by the charterers to the master at the port of loading for disbursement and £ 339, necessarily disbursed for coals at an
intermediate port to enable the vessel to complete her voyage and so earn her freight. It was held that the sum of £ 1.677 was to be deducted, since it was really
advance freight , being exposed to maritime perils and insurable, and that the balance was all the freight that the ship-owner was entitled to earn at the date of
abandonment, and was therefore all that the insurer acquired by subrogation. The other sum of coals was not allowed to be deducted, since there was no evidence
to show that these disbursements were incurred for freight alone, and they could not therefore be regarded expenses on account of freight.

NaUAog ou MANPWVETAL TPOKATARBOALKA. TNV MEPLUTTWON TNG KATABOANC XPNUATWY OO TOV VAUAWTH TPV TNV mapddocon tou $GopTiou 6To ALUAVL TIPOOPLOHOU,
€XOULE TOV VOUAO 0 omolog prnopet va BewpnBet akoun kat éva idog daveiou mpog kaAuPn Twv e€68wv Tou TAoiou oTo Alpdvt GopTwaon .

Emopévwg n mMAnpwpun tou vavAou bev e€aptdtal anod tnv napdadoon tou ¢optiou Kal PEMEL va TANPWOEL akoun Kot €av To mAoio €xel xabel pall pe to poprtio.
Edv €xeL 6N mMAnpwOel mpokatafoAikd o vaUuAog kat Alyo peTd to taéidL eykatadeinetal, kavéva HEPOC TOU VaUAoU Sev eTloTpEPETAL.



10. AIAAIKAZIEZ ANTAZDAAIZHZ

1. H oxéon tou aodpaAillopevou pe tov aviachaAioti

Ta cupPBorata Baldooiog aodaliong kat aviacdaAlong (reinsurance) eival SltadopeTkA Kol o€ TETOLO BaBuUd SlopopomoLNUEVO WOTE 0 APXLKOG aoPaA{OUEVOG
va Unv gyeipet Sikawwpata oto cupforato avtacdaiiong.

Q¢ ek TOUTOU, €AV O APXLKOC AoPAALLOEVOC TIPOXWPNOEL O€ TIPAEN AyWYNG KOTA ToU aodaAloth, o TeEAeuTailog dev pumopel va KaAéoeL Tov avtacdalloth wg tpio
npoéowno otnyv bla aywyn, kot yla tov i6lo Adyo avtacpaAlotig ExeL To Sikalwpa, edv dexOel aywyn, va eMUELVEL 0€ pia avotnp amodelfn TG AMWAELAS KoL TNG
g€uBbuvng tou avtacdalllopevou (reassured). BA. tnv untéBeon Chippendale v. Holt (895) 1 Com Cas 197.

Eniong, mBavov va UTtApXEL VOULUN QUUVA Yol TNV TAEUPA TOU avtacdaAloty aAAd OxL Tou avtachaAllopevou efaltiag KAMOLOU MEPLOPLOMOU OTO GUHBOAALO
avtaodAaAlong mou MPOKUTITEL Ao TNV anokpuPn BAoIKWY OToXELWV oo TV MAeupd Tou avtacdaAlopevou. BA. Tig umoBEoelg Property Insurance v. National
Protector Insurance 1913) 18 Com Cas 119 kat London General Insurance v. General Marine Underwriters Association (1921) 1 KB 104.

Eav o avtaopaAloti¢ Sikaoltal va INTAoEL amolnNULWOEL oMo Tov apXlko acdaAllopevo AOyw eykataAeupng tou acdaAlOPEVOU OVTIKELUEVOU, MECW TN
aopaAionc omoloudnmote moooU Tou mapeAafe amnod €va Tpito MPOowno w¢ anolnuiwaon, n BouAn twv Aopdwv ekdikalovtag tnv unobeon, dpnoe avolyto to
{ntnua. BA. tnv unoBeon AG v. Glen Line and the Liverpool War Risks Insurance Association (1930) 37 LIL Rep 55, HL.

2. NAnpwpn Kot ARn cupudpwva pe To apxko achalilotiplo

H oxetikn pRtpa meptlapBavel 6Aoug Toug cuvhiBeLg OpoUC Tou ap)LlkoU cupBolaiou kat Sev lval avtiBetol pe autouc tou avtaodaAlotikol cupBolaiov. AAG n
dpaon “to pay as may be paid thereon” dgv divel To Sikaiwpo otov avtacPaAl{OPEVO VA OVAKTHOEL TTANPWHEG Ao Tov avtacdaAloth cupdwva e TN pATPa “sue
and labour clause” otn ouvn6n popdn tng. EMopévwg, otnv unobeon:

Uzielli v. Boston Marine Insurance (1884) 15 QBD 11: The reassured sought to recover from the reinsurers a sum which they had paid out on a loss which,
including “sue and labour clause” charges amounted to 112 per cent. It was held that there was no liability on the reinsurers under the reinsurance policy to pay
the charges under the above clause because the work done under the original policy to preserve the vessel was not done by persons who could be properly
described as the “factors, servants, and assigns” of the reassured.



w

To cupPoAaLo avtaodAALoNC auoTnNPa TEPLOPLlETAL OTO apXLkO cuUBOAaLO cUUPWVA UE TO omoio ekdpaletal wg pia popdn avraopaiiong n €av ta cuforata
bev opilovtal (designated) tote meplopiletal oe cupPoOAaLa TTOU UPLOTAVTAL TN XPOVLKH OTLYLL TIOU TO GUBOAL0 avtaodAALoNG PAYHLOTOTOLETAL. 2TV UTtOBeon:

Lower Rhine and Wurtemburg Insurance Association v. Sedgwick [1899] 1 QB 179: A reinsurance policy was issued with a clause stating “subject to the same
clauses and conditions as the original policy”. Two time policies so reinsured expired during the currency of the reinsurance policy. Then a new time policy was
underwritten on the same subject-matter, but with some variation of the details especially as regards the valuation. It was held that the reassured could not
recover from the reinsurers in respect of losses under the new policy.

. AodaAiotiko cupdépov (insurable interest)

OL mapakdtw unmoBEoels avadépovtal oTo aodaAloTIKO CUUPEPOV TTOU UTopel va dtatnpel o apxtkog acdaAllopevos ) o avtaoPaA{OUevoc.

Hewitt v. London General Insurance (1925) 23 LIL Rep 343 KBD: A cargo of nitrate was insured for a voyage from Tocopilla to La Pallice. The insurers reinsured
their risk under a new policy. The vessel and the cargo were totally lost. The insurers paid the sum insured to the original assured and when they claimed and
indemnity from reinsurers, the latter contended that they were under no liability because the original assured had no interest at the time of the loss since at that
time the cargo had been requisitioned by the French government. It was held that the reinsurers were liable because the risk of loss of the cargo against marine
perils was on the original assured at the time of the loss and they were the real assured, although the war risk was borne by the French government.

Re Overseas Marine Insurance Co Ltd (1930) 386 LIL Rep 183 CA: The Australian insurance office insured a vessel under a policy which had pinned to it a slip
containing the words: “Full interest admitted, the policy being deemed sufficient proof of interest. This insurance is without benefit of salvage”. The insurers
reinsured part of the risk with the Overseas Marine Insurance which went into liquidation. The assured claimed against the insurers under the original policy, and
the insurers sought to prove in the liquidation for the amount of their contingent liability under the original policy. But the liquidation rejected the claim on the
ground that the assured had no legal claim against the insurers under the original policy. It was held by the Court of Appeal that he was entitled to do so, as the
original policy was void under S. 4 of MIA 1906.



4 AvaglomAoia

Firemen Fund Insurance v. Western Australian Insurance and Atlantic Assurance (1927) 28 LIL Rep 243 KBD: The plaintiff had issued to the owners of a cargo of
gunpowder a policy of insurance against loss by perils of the sea and jettison in respect of a voyage from NY to La Plata. In this policy there was no “seaworthiness
admitted” clause. In addition to the consignment of the cargo the vessel contained a quantity of other explosives and nearly 3.000 drums of sulphuric acid. In a
heavy although not exceptional sea some off the drums shifted, and some were broken and leaked. The acid found its way to the vessel’s pumps and disabled
them, and also destroyed the oakum in the seams and caused the vessel to leak. She went to a port of refuge but before she was allowed to enter it the
harbourmaster directed the explosives to be jettisoned. This was done, and the plaintiffs paid the owners for a total loss and claimed to be reimbursed by the
defendants. It was held that the claim failed. The vessel was unfit to perform the voyage when the gunpowder was put on board her, and she as unseaworthy. Since
the plaintiffs were under no liability on the original policy, they were not entitle to recover from the defendants under the reinsurance policy.

5. Eyyug awtia anwAelag (proximate cause of loss)

Merchants’ Marine Insurance v. Liverpool Marine and General Insurance(1928) 31 LIL Rep 45 CA: The plaintiffs were reinsurers of marine risks including perils of
the sea on a Norwegian vessel. They reinsured their risk with the defendants. The original policy and the reinsurance policies were time policies form 1 January
1925 to 31 December 1925. Each of them contained a “continuation clause” which stated: “In the event of the vessel not being at the place of destination at the
date of the expiration of the policy the insurance shall be prolonged until the end of the day when the vessel arrives at the first place of destination” [1]. The policy
expired while the vessel was on a voyage from various ports on the coast of South Africa, beginning with Luderitz Bay and ending with Beira. On 9 January 1926 on
entering the first port she stranded at the Angra Rocks. Her bottom was holed. She reached the port and anchored there. There were no facilities there for
repairing the damage. A diver was sent from Cape Town and he patched the holes form outside. She sailed to Cape Town and made water very last, so she was
beached on Possession Island, and became a constructive total loss. The plaintiff paid for the loss and claimed an indemnity from the defendants who repudiated
liability on the ground that their liability ceased when the vessel reached her first place of destination, and that her loss was not an immediate consequence of
th4e damage she had sustained on the rocks. It was held that the claim succed3ed, for the loss of the vessel was an immediate consequence of the still existing
damage caused by the stranding.

[1] Both policies incorporated S.27 of the Norwegian Plan which stated: “If the insured object is in a damaged condition at the time the insurance expires, and the
damage comes within the underwriters responsibility, the risk shall continue for the immediate consequences of such damage until the object, without
unreasonable delay, has been repaired or sold”.



11. AIAAIKAZIEZ AMOIBAIAZ AZDAAIZHZ

. Fevikég mapatnpnoeLg

Jupdpwva pe to S. 85 MIA: «(1) Otav uo 1 meplocotepa Atopa cupdwvouv apolfaia va achaAicouv To éva To Ao évavtl BaAdoolwv anwAswwyY, AEyeTal OTL
umapxel apotBaio achdaAion. (2) Ot SlatAelg TOU TTAPOVTOG VOUOU OXETIKA UE To aodAaAlotpo Sev oxUouv yla tnv apolBaia aodpalion, aAld pa eyyonon n
omotadnmote GAAn puBULON Tou pmopel va cupudwvnBel, pumopel va avikatootioel To acdaAotpo. (3) Ot Statdgelg Tou MopoOVIog Vouou, oto Babud mou
UIopoUV va Tpomomnolnbouv e cupdwvia TWV HEPWY, UIMOPOUV OTNV TIEpIMTWON TNG apolaiag achaAiong va TpomonolnBouv amod Toug 0poug Twv cupBoAaiwv
mou ekdidovtal amo to Tuvdeopo (OUAOG) 1 armd TouG KAVOVEG Kol KavovIopoU¢ Tou. (4) Me tnv emidUAagn twv e€alpécewyv ou avadEpovtal 0To POV TUAKA, oL
Slatdtelg tou mapovtog vouou epapuolovial oe apolBaia achaiion».

Tinota Swadpopetikd Sev LoxUeL o ox€on ME TIC AoDAAELEC TIOU TIPAYUATOTIOLOUV TETOLOL OUVOESHOL amo AAAoUG aodaALoTIKOUG opyaviououg, T.y. Lloyd’s
underwriters. KaBe oUvdeopog dLabétel Toug SIKOUG TOU KAVOVEG TTOU UTIOKELVTOL 0TO Mvnudvio kal ta ApBpa Kot tepLEXOUV 0poug e Bdaon toug omoioug n Evwon
Acdallotwyv Slayxelpiletal tnv acdaAloTikn ayopd.

2. H nepiodog tng apofaiag acpaiiong

H aoddAion auth, ektog and pia cupudpwvnuévn XPoviky otyun ANEng, ouvexilel va LoxUeL HEXPL TO TEAOG Tou €touc cupPolaiou (tpéxov) amod Tnv nueEpounvia
TIou N aodpaAlon €ixe TNV enionun évapén tng, m.xX. To €TAolo cuPoAatlo EeKva va LoXUEL amod To TG HeonUepLaveg wpeg otig 20 OeBpouapiou. BA. tnv undbeon
Compania Maritime San Basilio v. Oceanus Mutual Underwriting Association (Bermuda), The Eurysthenes (1977) QB 49 [1976] 3 All ER 243 CA.

Edv oto TéAo¢ Tou TpEXOVTOC £ToUC cUpPoAaiou €va TAolo Tou £xel aoPpaAloTel, SLAPOPETIKA AMO TNV MEPIMTWON YO OPLOUEVN TiEPLodo, N SlapKeLla TNG
e€akoAouBel va elval ev LoxU Kol ouvexileTol Yo TO EMOUEVO £TOC HE TOUG (BLOUC OPOUC PE AUTOUG TTOU 16N LoXUoUV, EKTOC AV OL SLAXELPLOTEC L&OMOL)COUV
YPOATITWG ToV 0.0POALLOUEVO-LOLOKTATN OTL N aodaiion mPokeLtal va Stakomel i va aAAd&ouv oL 0pol UTO Toug omoiou¢ Ba acdalloTel yla TO EMOUEVO £TOC
oupBoAaiou. Itnv UT6OeoN:

Gregory Maritime v. Thos R. Miller, UK Mutual Steamship Assurance Association and UK Freight, Demurrage and Defense Association [1966] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 296
ChD: The plaintiffs were the owners of the MV Eirini and were members of the Mutual Assurance Association. The managers of the Association stated that they
intended to ask its directors to terminate the plaintiff’s membership. The latter sought an injunction restraining the Association from brining their membership to
an end. It was held that the injunction would not be granted. If it had been so, the directors would be forced to continue the insurance of the vessel indefinitely
and the power to terminate membership would be transferred from the directors to the court. Further it was not clear who would decide the terms on which the
vessel would be insured. Again, there was no ground fir suspecting that the directors would be influenced by the managers.



3. Afén tng aodaAiong (cesser of insurance)

H

‘Evag 8loktntng maveL va eival aopallopévog e tov Bavato tou i pe T Afdn evtoAng evavtiov tou. NMopopotla n etatpio o sivat pélog Ba otapatiost va Slatnpel autn tnv
dLotnta pe tnv ékdoon omotoudnmote Pndiopatog yio otkeloOeAr ekkaOdpLon 1 Le EVIOAN avaykaoTikng ekkaBdplong r Staluong r pe tov Sloplopd mapaAnmen n Stoxelploth
NG ETXELPNONG N eTXElpnong Ttou €xeL emilexOei (Sloplotel).

. Aywyég (claims)

Mpamtn ewdomnoinon yla kaBe atuxnua i KAt aAAo ou pnopei va odnynoetl o afiwon yla tnv Evwon mpénet va divetal ota SLeuBuvtika oteAEXn 1 o€ OMOLOVONTIOTE EKMIPOCWIIO
NG pnta e€ouolodotnuévo amnod autoug va amodexBel pia tEtola eldomoinon yLo AoyapLlaouo tge.

‘Evag LBLOKTNATNG TIPEMEL AVA TTACO OTLYUN VA aTOKAAUTITEL OTO ZUVOETUO Kal Vo Ttpookopilel otoug SLeuBuVTEG TO GUVTOUOTEPO SUVATO, OTIOTE ATALTETAL, oTolodNToTE £yypado
N mAnpodopia €XEL TNV KATOXN TOU I TWV QVIUTPOCWIIWY TOU TIOU UTopel va oxetiletal pe omotadnmote anwlela, {nuia, £€€oda n euBULVN yla Ta omola o LBLOKTATNG €lval
oopaAlopévoC.

BA. VFG Siderurgicia del Orinoco v. London Owners Mutual Insurance Association, the Vainqueur Jose [1979] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 537 QBD.

Ye mepintwon epudAaviong onoloudnoTe yeyovoTog Tou Umopel va dnutoupynaoet afiwaon, o LLokTTNG Sev MPEMEL va améxel adikotloAoynta amo th APn HETpWVY OMWE AUTH TN
oTlyun ¢aivetal KOTAAANAQ yLo ToV OKOTIO TNG AMOTPOTNG ) EAa)LoTomolnong omolacdnmote anwielag, {nuiag, damdvng r euBuvng yLo To omolo pnopel va eival acdailopévod.

Kapia afiwon dev mpémel va SieuBetnBel oUTe va yivel amodekth Kapia euBuvn amd 1 yia Aoyaploopd Tou LELOKTATN XWwpPLg TNV tponyoUlevn cuykatdBeon va yivel ypartn
eldomnoinon otoug dlaxelplotec. Kabe a&lwon MpEMEL Vol KOLVOTIOLELTAL OTOUG SLAXELPLOTEG TO CUVTOUOTEPO SuVaTO, AAAA O€ KOULO TTEPIMTWON 0pyoTEPA amo 12 uRves adotou o
dloktNTNG €XeL AaPeL eldomoinon otL n afiwaon ival i pmopel va urtoPAnBet evavtiov Tou.

5. Aladwvieg (disputes)

Eav mpoku el onotadnmote dtadopad ) Stapwvia HeTafl Tou LBLOKTATN Kol Tou JUVSESUOU amod | o€ oxEon e Toug Kavoveg ) omotadnmote cUUPBacn HeTafl TOUG N w¢ TPog Ta
SIKaLWUATA 1) TG UTIOXPEWOELG TOU JUVOEGHOU 1 TOU LBLOKTATN PAcEL auTtol | 08 OXECN UE AUTO, auth N dtadopd i Stadwvia MPEMEL va ival TPWTAPXIKA E TTAPOTTOUTTH KOl
Kplon amo Toug SLaxXELPLOTEC.

EAv o L8LoKTATNG Ttou eUIMAEKETAL O ULa Tétola Sladopd ) dtadwvia Sev amodexbel tnv anddacn Twv SLAXELPLOTWY, MOPATEUTETAL O SlalTtnola Kot n Slatnoior UTTOKELTOL OTLG
Slatagelg tng vopoBeoiag nept Alattnotiag (1959).

BA. Wells Fargo Bank v. London SS Owners Mutual Insurance Association, the John W Hill [1977] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 213, District Court of NY.



12. O EMINTQZEIZ TOY KQAIKA AZQAAQYZ AIAXEIPIZHZ ZTH ©ANAZZIA AZDANIZH

*  Apxwa, 6a avadepBoupe oto INTnua tn¢ aflomAoiag. uykekpLuéva o vopog Marine Insurance Act (1906) otig evotnteg 39 (1), (4) kai (5) avadépet ta e€nG:

«In a voyage policy there is an implied warranty that at the commencement of the voyage the ship shall be seaworthy for the purpose of the particular adventure
insured». «A ship is deemed to be seaworthy when it is reasonably fit in all respects to encounter the ordinary perils of the adventure insured».

«In a time policy there is no implied warranty that the ship shall be seaworthy at any stage of the adventure, but where, with the privity of the assured, the ship is sent
to sea in an unseaworthy state, the insurer is not liable for any loss attributable to unseaworthiness».

* To Bapog tng anddelEng piag evdexopevng mapafiaong tTng UTIOVOOU LEVNC UTTOOXEDNG TNG aLoTTAOLOG £XEL 0 A0PAALOTAG OTAV TO ETUKAAELTAL.

* To yeyovog otL €va mAoio elxe Slappon apéowc HOAL Eekivnoe to Tagidt, av kat gival {NTnua Tou Sikaotnpiou va anogpaciosl dv to MAolo NTav avaflomAoo
OTLyUN Tou amomnAou, Sev emnpealel TN YEVIKA apxn OTL 0 Blyopevog, ou Loxupiletal TNV av aflomAoio mpENEeL va TNV anodeiel oute petadEpetal To BApoC NG
anobeifewc otov aopaAlopevo.

* H unooxeon autr dev MpoUlmoBETeL O6TL 0 MAOLOKTATNG avalapBavel va Seifel 6tL To mAoio tou sival eAelBepo swkaolwy tng avallomAotag. Eival emapkég eav
TPAYUATIKA €ivat aglomAoo.

* 0O 06po¢ av aflomAoia Tn onUeEPLVR EMOXN ElvaL OVOLXTOC TTPOG TEPALTEPW QAVAAUGK, €KTOC €av adopd otn PUOLKA KATAOTOON TOU TMAOLOU, EVW OTNV EUPUTEPN
edappoyn tou dev daivetal av eEUMNPETEL TOUC OKOTIOUC TNG UTTOOXECEWC, TL.X. OTAV XPNOLUOTIOLEITOL OYETLKA LE TNV LKAVOTNTA TOU TTAOLAPXOU I TOU TTANPWUATOC.

* Jtnv unoBeon Thomas v. Tyne and Wear Steamship (1917) éva mAolo ixe acdalloTel yla €va Xpoviko Staotnua Kol KATEANEE o€ oMK OMWAELA KATA T SLApKeELa
Tou tafdlovu. Mevyovtag and o Aavt poptwoews, NTav avaflomloo oe SUo onueia: a) NTav akatdAAnAo yia to taidL emeldn eixe nén unootel (A Aoyw
npoodpaénc SUo dopég o mponyoupeva Tagidla kat B) To MANPWUA ATAV aVeMapKES. O aodpaAlopevog dev ATav ywwotng tne avaélonhoiag aAld réepe yla tnv
OVETIAPKELD TOU TMANpwHATOG. H anwAela tou mAolou odeldtav oe mponyoupevn (N oto KUTo¢ tou. H amodacn Atav otL o acPaAlopevog ixe Sikalwpa
amolnUWoswc SLotL n anwAsla ev eixe mpokAnBel amo tn cuyKekpLUEVN avaélomAoia yia TV omoila 0 aoPpaAlOUEVOC NTAV UTIALTLOG.



H pntpa 39 (5) tou vopou MIA (1906) eppnvevetal kaAltepa otnv untoBeon The Star Sea (1995) rpiv anod tnv évapén oxvog tou Kwdika ISM, otnv onoila petd tnv
avaxwpnon tou mAoiou amo 1o Apdvt GopTwoew EEoTace GWTLA OTO KUNXAVOOTAGCLO KOl EMEKTABNKE o€ AAAQ EPN TOU TTAOLOU, avVayVWPIL{OVTAG TO WG TEKUAPTA
amwAELQ.

O aodaliotrc apvnOnke tnv amolnuiwon S10TL To mAolo anénAevos o€ Kataotaon avaélomAolog ev yvwaoel tou aodaAllopevou. O Sikaotng anodpaclos BACEL TwWV
OTTOSELKTIKWY OTOLXELWV OTL UTINPEE AVIKOVOTNTO 0T CUUTIEPLGOPA TOU TTAOLAPXOU Kal £EQLTLOC AUTOU TOU YEYOVOTOC TO TAOLO ATaV avaELOmAoo.

Eniong, o mAoloktATNG Kal 0 SLaxelplotn g tng Talpeiog dev eAaBav yvwon amnd 00 MPonyoUEVA TIEPLOTATLKA TTUPKAYLAG Ta omtola eixav ekONAwBEeL oe dAAa mAola
NG 16laG ETALPELOG KOL CUVETIWG TOL TTANPWLLATA NTAV AVEKTIAUSEVUTA TNV OVTLUETWTILON TETOLWYV TIEPLOTATLKWV.

TéNog, 0 aodaAllopevog elxe MARPN YVWON AUTWY TWV CUMBAVTWVY.

O 8ikaotng anodacilovtag moLog ixe TO YeVIKO pooTaypa eAEyxou avadoplkd pe TIG mapaAnPELg, Tpoondbnoe va avayvwplosl Ta mpdowmna Tou lxav ARPN
EUXEPELA ] QUTOVOULD 08 BEpaTA LKAVOTNTOG TANPWHATWY KOL KATAOTACEWG KAL CUVTNPNOEWS TWV CUCTNUATWY acdAAELAG Kal EEOMALOUOU.

Amoé tnv mAeupd Tou achaAlotr), AUTOC apKel va amodeikvue OTL UTNPXE MPAYUATIKA yvwaon 1 urtoia [ €otw avtiAnyn TouAdxlotov evog amod ta oTteAEXN TNG
€TAlPElag OTL TO MAOLO ATV MPAYHOTL avValOTTAOO Kol TNV anddaon ToU TPOCWIIOU aUTOoU va PNV eAEéyEel Ta otolxeia and ¢Ofo UNTIWG KoL ATOKTACEL TTANPN
YVWON QUTWV.

H amodaon tou Sikaotnpiov dev €dpBace oe BABo¢ avalUoewC, apkoUoE QMAQ OTL EMPETE £TOL Kal AAAWC va To yvwpillouv kal OxL OtL to yvwpllov i
uroPLaovtay Kol AmETUXAV VO TIPOXWPHOOUV O Hia EUMEPLOTATWEVN EPEUVAL.

Q¢ eni to mAeioto, 0 KwdKaG Ba SleukoAUvel and edw Kal oto €€N¢ Tov AoPOALOTr) VA QVILLETWITIOEL E EUVOIKOTEPECG YU QUTOV CUVONKEG TNV UTOXPEWON
anolNUWoew¢ Adyw tng umapéewg tou DPA, o omoiog Sloxetelel OAe¢ TG mAnpodopieg otn Sloiknon TNG eTalpelag Kol 0 cuVOUAOUO HE TO CUOTNUA
ETUKOWVWVIAG To omolo Ba umdpxel kat Aettoupyel wg mpoarmnattolpuevo dtapéocou tou DOC.

Emopévwg, o MAOLOKTATNG KIVOUVEUEL vaL OMWAELTEL TNV acPaALOTIKH Tou KAAUN og Tepimtwaon mou to mAoilo Bpebel otn Balacoa os katdotaon avatlomAoiag evw
QUTOG TO YVWPLLE.

To eVAoyo gpwtnua eival Tt Ba cuvéBalve edv n umoBeon auth eKSIKA{OTAV HETA TNV UTIOXPEWTIKN edappoyn tou Kwdika ISM. To mpoBAnua emtteivetat S1OTL n
unoBeon Baociotnke otoug Kavoveg ITC-Hulls (1983).

H avaBewpnon toug 1o 1995 mbavotata Ba dwoel Tnv eukalpia oTou¢ acdaALOTEG va NV eTKAAECOTOUV TV evotnta 39 (5) Lot n teAeutaia €kdoon autwy
(pATtpec 4.1 kat 4.2) avadEpet:



«It is the duty of the assured, owners and managers at the inception of and throughout the period of this insurance to ensure that: any recommendations required or
restriction imposed by the vessel’s classification society which relate to the vessel’s seaworthiness or to her maintenance in a seaworthy condition are complied with
by the dates required by that society».

«In the event of a breach of the duties set out in clause 4.1 above, unless the underwriters agree to the contrary in writing, they will be discharged from liability under
this insurance as from the date of the breach provided that if the vessel is at sea at such date the underwriters’ discharge from liability is deferred until arrival at the
next port».

* H OXeTIKOTNTA TOU KWdLKA TOVIIETAL Ao TO YEYOVOC OTL amod €86w Kal MEPO OL TAOLOKTATEC TIPEMEL va StaB£touv €va cuotnua, BAcel Tou omoilou OxtL povo Ba
avakoAUTITOVTAL 0AAG Kol Ba TEKUNPLWVOVTOL TETOLOU €160UC¢ MPOBARMATO KAl CUVENWE EUKOAX avTIAAUBAVETAL KATIOLOG OTL O TTAOLOKTATNG NEEPE 1 EMpENE va
yvwpilel Tnv umapén mpoBAnuatwy, Ta onola Ba £npene va SnAwBoUV 0TO VNOYVWHOVA, TO OO0 OUCLAOTIKA onpaivel 0TL aodaAlotn¢ Sev Ba deifel Tn S€ovoa
Katavonon.

* O KAA Ba auénoet to Bapog tng euBUVNG OTOUC TAOLOKTATEC KOl TOUC TIPAKTOPEG TOUC KOL OTLC TIEPUTTWOELS AMOoKPUPEWG ouowdWY OToLXElWV TIPOC TOoUG
0.0POALOTEC TLG XPOVLKEG OTLYEG TTIOU TO OUMBOAALO EKTEAELTAL ] AVOVEWVETOL.

*  YUpdwva pe ™ pAtpa 17 tou vopou MIA to aodaAlotikd cupBoAato ival éva cupfoiato mou Baciletal otnv apxn tnG KAANG TOTEWG KoL €AV auto dev eival
0paTO Ao TO €va CUUPBAAAOUEVO PEPOC, TOTE 0 Blydpevog unopel va mavoel va deopevetal anod to cupBolato. Eniong, ot pitpeg 18 (1) kat (2) opilouv:

«Subject to the provisions of this section, the assured must disclose to the insurer, before the contract is concluded, every material circumstance which is known to the
assured, and the assured is deemed to know every material circumstance which, in the ordinary course of business, ought to be known by him. If the assured fails to
make such disclosure, the insurer may avoid the contract».

«Every circumstance is material which would influence the judgment of a prudent insurer in fixing the premium, or determining whether he will take the risk».

* Itig unoBéoelg Associated Oil Carriers v. Union Insurance Society of Canton (1917) kat British and Foreign Marine Insurance v. Samuel Sanday (1916) to epwtnua
€av Atav onuavtiko otig 31 lovAiou 1914 va anokaAudBel 0Tt 0 VOUAWTAG Tou TAoiou RTav Meppavikig eBvikdTnTag, N andvtnon ATav Katadatikn, Tou onuaivel
0TL 0 aodaAlotn¢ Ba eixe emnpeaoctel oe kAmMoLo Babud woTe va PoXwPNOoEL i} OXL oTNV uTtoypadr) Tou cupBolaiou.

* ARo tnv @AAn mMAgupA Ta otolxeia ou dev eival anapaitnto va SnAwbouv amnod tov acdaAllopevo avadépovtal Le AemTopépela otn pntpa 18 (3) kat eldikotepa
TepAAUBAVOUV TIC TEPUTTWOELG EKEIVEC TTOU (at) LELWVOUV ToV Kivduvo, (B) elval yvwoTég 1 Bewpeital OtL yvwpilel o aodallotnc, (y) ExeL mapattnBel p ayvonoeL o
aodaliotrg we MAnpodopia kat (8) elvat mMAeovaopuog va SnAwBouv SLOTL UTTAPXEL PNTA 1] UTTOVOOUEV UTTOOXEDH.



Oocov adopd TNV eykupoTnTa Tou cupPBoAaiou (insurance policy) oe MepUTTWOELS OOV O TAOLOKTATNG Sev €xeL otomolnBel pue Baon tov ISM, eav dnAwoel
AavBaopéva OTL CUUUOPDWVETAL E TLG ATIOLTHOELG TOU KWOLKA, 0 avAadoxog Umopel kat maAL va anmodpuyel To cupBoAato.

210 Section 20 (1) avadépetal: «Every material representation made by the assured or his agent to the insurer during the negotiations for the contract, and before
the contract is concluded, must be true. If it be untrue, the insurer may avoid the contract».

MpdaoBbeta, oto s. 20(4) mpoPAénetal: «A representation as to a matter of fact is true, if it be substantially correct ... if the difference between what is represented
and what is actually correct would not be considered material by a prudent insurer» kat oto s. 20(5) avadépetal: «A representation as to a matter of expectation
or belief is true if it be made in good faith».

Metagl mopamnoinong (misrepresentation) kat pun amokaAuvyng (non-disclosure) umdpxel Sladopd. Ie MePIMTWON UN YVWOTONMOINONG, TO YEYOVOG Tou Oev
anokaAUdOnke, Ba £tewve va deixvel OTL 0 Kivouvog gival peyaAuTtepog amnod o,tL Ba dawvotav SLadopeTiKA, OOV O MOPATAAVNTIKY TEpLypadn TO yEYOvVOG Tou
SNAWBNKe e auToV Tov TPOTo Ba £kave Tov Kivouvo va daivetal PKPOTEPOG Ao O,TL TAV TNV MPAYUOTLKOTNTA.

Y& mepiMTWOoN MOU TOGO 0 MAOLOKTATNG 000 Kal 0 aoPaAloTAG yvwpilouv tnv mpaypatikn 6éon (autd eival To mapamAavnTkO YEYOVOC), TOTE UMOpEL va ival
oVoLYXTO o€ €vav amo Toug SUo, aAAA Tio TiBaVO oTov AodAALOTH, OTN CUVEXELX VA UTIOOTNPLEEL OTL TO CUMPBOALO Elval AKUPO YLO TTALPAVOLLLAL.

Ouoclaotikd o aocdaAiillopevog dev umoxpeouTal va amokaAU el tig pebodoug poptwong kal ekPpoptwong ota Alpdvia, mou avadépovial oto aocdaALoTIKO
ouuBoAato, TN GOPTWON MAVW OTO KATACTPWHA OTAV AUTH ETUTPEMETAL CUMDWVA LE KATIOLO LoXUOoV €010 ToU gUTopiou Kal Tn YeVIKA GpUoN KoL T XAPOKTNPLOTIKA
Tou €161koU eumopiou mou oxetiletal to cuuPfoAalto.

JUUTMEPACHATIKA BEWpPOUUE OTL 0€ €va KAAWCE AeltoupyLko SMS Ba untdpxel avapudifoAa pallki por onUavIkwy TAnpodopLwyv Kat o acPaAéoTEPOG TPOMOG £ival,
o€ mepimtwon dlotayuwy, auteG va SnAwvovtal 0Toug aohaALoTEC.

Otav o KAA €ywve apxlkd yvwoTtog, £vag aplOpog véwv dedopévwy yia Tig Stebveic Baldooleg petadopéc avamtuxdnke aldd n ekdoxr OTL autog Ba emnpale
QUECO ONUOVTIKEG TTTUXEC TOU VOUTIKOU SLKalou Sev ixe yivel avtiAnmen.

leyovog €ival OtL PHeTA TNV UloBEtnon Tou kwdika uttnpée pia mepiodog avapovig SLOTL eAAXLOTOL TTAOLOKTATEG, TIAOLOPXOL KOl OVWTEPA OTEAEXN VOUTIALOKWY
ETALPELWV elxav avtiAndBel Tt akplBwg onuatve mMANPNg epappoyn Twv dlatdewv Tou.



OuolooTIKA 0 KwSLKAG gival pia peyaAUuTtepn TPOKANGHN yla TouG TTAOLOKTATEC oL omoiot Stabétouv mAoia xapnAwv rpodilaypadwv aAld £XEL oNUAVTIKN emibpaon
KOl OTLG ULKPOU HEYEDOUC VAUTIALOKEC ETALPELEC.

INUELWVOULE OTL OPKETOL TTAOLOKTATEG UTtooTNPilouv OTL TO AUENUEVO KOOTOC, TIOU TIPOEPXETAL ATd TN OoUPUOpdwon Pe TIG dlatdlelg Tou Kwoika oe SleBVEC
eninedo bev Ba empépel avaloya vPnAd kEpdn. Zuvenwe oL MAOLOKTATEG mou Slaxelpilovtal ta mAoia toug pe to ¢Onvotepo duvatd kdotog Ba €xouv To
OUYKPLTLKO TIAEOVEKTN LA OTAV N VAUAOYOPA OVTLLETWTILOEL OLKOVOULKEG SUOXEPELEG.

To yeyovOocg OTL 0 KWELKOC EIVaL UTTOXPEWTIKOG EUTIEPLEXEL TTAYIOEC VLA TOUG AYVWHOVEC, OL OTIOLOL UTTOPEL VoL alprioOUV TOV TTAOLOKTHTN EKTEOEIUEVO OE QYWYEC TTOU
oTo TapeABOV eixav avtipeTwrloTel e StadopeTikd Tpomo. Me aAAa AoyLa, ol TAOLOKTHTEG TMAEov Ba SuokoAelovtal oe peyoAUTePO Babuod va avilpeTwnicouv
TIEPUTTWOELC EVOUVNG KoL va SLatnprioouv TNV aoPaAloTIKr) Toug KaAudn

Eival mpodaveg OtL pla ospd ano eAIPETIKA CNUAVTLIKEC UTIOOE0ELC ATaV TIOAU UTEP TOU aopaAloth. OL GUVETELEC TNC oUCLWOOUG KN yvwaoTomnoinong nrav
ooBapéc, emeldn o aoPaAloTG umopoloe va anoduyel To cupPfoiato.

TWTAEoV, o€ éva owotd Aertoupynuevo SMS Ba umdpyxel avapdipola éva cuvolo SuvnTikd ouclwdwv TANPodopLwyY Kal 0 acPAAECTEPOG TPOTOG Elval n
Tonobétnon: «eav €xete audBolieg, unep-amokaAuPter». KAmolog umopel va mpoteivel OTL, OL TTAOLOKTHTEG KOl Ol LECITEG TOUG TIPEMEL VAL oUVEXIOOUV va gival
gevaioBbntol oto {ATnua NG amokAAuPng otolxeiwv, eneldn to avtiBeto Ba Atav n amotuyia mMapoxng eVOEXOUEVWY OMWAELWY yla To apxeio mMAnpododpnong,
oUUPwWVA LE TOV KWELKA.



13. H NEA NOMOOEZIA INSURANCE ACT 2015

1. Elcaywyn VEwV pnTtpwv

H vopoBeoia MIA tou 1906 avtikataotddnke amo autr tou 2015 (o€ woxv otig 12 Auyouotou 2016) katl twpa ovopaletal anAwg Insurance Act (2015).

AuTO¢ elval €vag vopog tou KowvoPouliou tou H.B. mou akoAouBel tnv acddiion 2012 (CIDRA) kal €XEL KAVEL ONUAVTIKEG dAAAYEG OTOV VOUO Tiept BaAdaoolag
aodaliong, el8IkOTEPA OTN OXEON UE TOoV aodPaALOTH, CUUMEPIAAUPBAVOVTAG KAVOVEG OXETIKA HE TO TIOTE EMUTPEMETAL 0TOV acdaAloth va anoppidel pla afiwon.

‘ExelL oxedlaotel yla va kavel tnv acdaAion cadEotepn Kal SIKALOTEPD.

O (6log 0 vopog elval mMepLOoOTEPO TEXVIKNG duoNng Kal Tpia elval ta Baoikd otolxeia mou xprilouv mepattépw avaiuong. O vOUOG LoXUEL yla OAa Ta VEQ
aopaALloTKA cUMBOAALO TTOU GUVATTTOVTAL 1 OVAVEWVOVTAL Ao TG 12 Auyouotou 2016, kaBwg Kal yLa TG TPOTIOTIOLNOELG TNG AoPAALONG TTOU EYVaV OO EKElvN

TNV NUEPOUNVia.

1.1. Eyyunoeig ko npoiimoBéoeig (warranties)

OL gyyunoeLg eival Mpo-cUUPBATIKEG UTTOOXECELG TTOU SivovTal 0Tov acdaALOTH TIPOKELUEVOU TO aoPaALOTHPLO Vo TapaUEiVEL O LoXU. Evag «mponyolevog 6pog»
(condition precedent) onualvel 0tL n eykupoTnTa TNG aodhAALon g e€apTatal amd KATL.

Mponyouuévwg, eav kamolog mapafiale pia gyyvnon cupBolaiou omoladnMOTE OTLYUN KATA TN SLAPKELA TOU €TOUC TIOU NTaV acdaAloPEVOC, 0 aodAALOTAG
UIOPOUCE VA TO XPNOLUOTIOOEL WG AOYO yla va «armodUyeL» To cURBOAALO EE0AOKANPOU IO TNV NUEPOUNVIA TNG tapaBiaong.

H «amoduyn» eival évag Texvikog 0pog yla TNV akupwaon Tou cupPfoiaiou amd Tnv nueEpounvia évapéng Tou Kol TN LETAXELPLON TOU 0OV VA LNV UTIPXE TIOTE.

Eav mapaflactnke pia eyyonon (m.x. 8ev €ywve KAtTL evw eixe evnuepwBel o aodpaliotn¢ otL Ba mpaypatonolnbel, N achaAlotik KAAUYPN AVACTEAAETAL KATA TN
Sldpkela Tng mapaPiaonc.

Edv yivel aAAayn wote va umapéel cuppdpdwaon, o aohaAlotig dev Umopel va xpnolonoliost Tnv napafiacn wg Baocikd Adyo mpo¢ apvnon Twv alwoswV Tou
umoBAaAAovtal, HETA TN CUMPOPpdwWON.

ITnv mepimtwon tng mapafiaong evog aAAou 6pou tou cupPBolaiou, .. TponyoUUEVOC 0po¢ euBuvNng, epooov pmopei va anodeyBel otL n un cuppdpdpwon dev
au&noe tov Kivbuvo anwAelag, o aodaAlotn¢ Sev pmopel va Baclotel o auTo W altio yla tnv anoppudn tng afiwonc.



1.2 AdAieg auwoelg (fraudulent claims)

O vouo¢ ept aopaiicewv KOTECTNOE EMIONG 0APECTEPOUC TOUC KAVOVEG YLaL TNV OVTIUETWTTILON SOALWV 0o aALoTIKWV aflwoewv. O vouog opilet 6TL edv umtoBAnOel
po S0Ala agiwon, o aodaALloTAC:

(a) Agv elval umtoxpeog va mMAnpwoel tnv anaitnon. (B) Mmnopel va {ntioel miow omoladninote xpAuata €xeL Nén mMAnpwoel yla tn do0Ala atiwon. (y) Mmopet va
OQVTIUETWIOEL TO cUPBOAALO WG KaTayyeAia amd TNV nuepounvia tng SOALag mpa&ng, Xwpig emotpodn XpNUATWY oo to aohAALoTPO.

Ouwg, akoAouBwvtag tov VOuo, o acdallotig Sev pumopet anmAwg va anoduyel oAOkAnpo to acpaAlotiplo cUUPBOAALo. AUTO CnUAIVEL OTL TUXOV EYKUPEC AELWOELG
Tou eixav umtoBaAeL pLv amod tn doAla afiwon dev emnpedlovtal kat o acdaAlotig e€akoAouBel va eival uTtOXpEOG va TIG TANPWOEL.

1.3 Aikain napouciaon tov Kwwdlvou (fair presentation of risk)

To «kaBnrkov dikalng mapouvaciacng tou kwvduvou» BonBa otov kabopLopod Tou eidoug Twv MAnpodoplwv ou Mpemnel va §o8oUv otov acdaAloTr otav ayopdletal,
oAAGZETAL ] AVOVEWVETOL TO 0L0PAALOTHPLO KAL TIG EVEPYELEG TIOU UTTOPEL VAL KAVEL 0 AodaALOTNG AV OV €XEL eVUEPWOEL.

TL akplBwg mpémel va etmwBel otov aodaliotr); Ot avtioUpBOAAOUEVOL ATAV TTAVTA UTIOXPEWMEVOL VO ElvaL avoLXTOL Kal ELAKPLVELG e TOV a.oPaALoTH TOUC, AAAA O
VOUOG SLEUKPLVIZEL TL ONUALVEL QUTO OTNV TTPAYUATIKOTNTA.

MNa mopadelypa, mMpemeLl va evnUePWOElL 0 aoPaAloTAG yla omolecSATIOTE «UAIKEC TIEPLOTACELGY TIOU OXETIlovTal pe TNV acdaAloTiky KAAun mou yvwpilel ; Ba
EMPETE va YVWPLlEL 0 acdaAlopEVOC.

Mo «ouowwdng mepiotaon» eival kdtL mou Ba pmopovoe va ennpedoel Tnv anodacn mou Ba AdBelL 0 acdaAloTAG OXETKA He TO av Ba mpoodépel eva
aodpaAloTrplo cuBOAaLo KoL TTOLOUG OPoUC Kal tpolTtoBéoelg Ba epapudoel.

AuTO Ba meplAapBavel TNV evnUEPwON Tou acdaALOTr) OXETIKA HE TUXOV €L8LkA | acuvnBlota yeyovota mou oxetilovtol pe Tov KivOuvo Kol omolecdnmote
dlaitepec avnouyieg odnynoav otnv avalntnon acpaiiong ya tnv kaAupn autou Tou Kivduvou.

Ti6a oupBel eav unapéel amotuyia yla pLa «Sikain moapoucioon tou Kivduvou»; O vOUoC amnattel anod toug aopaAloTEC va AapuBAavouv PETPA TTOU Elval avaAOYLKA,
avTi va €Xouv pLa TpoogyyLon «&va pPEyeBog yla OAoug». Mo CUYKEKPLUEVAL:



Eav &ev yivel pia Sikaln mapouociacn Tou KvSUVOU E0KEUUEVA 1) ATEPIOKENMTA, O A0PAALOTI G UMOPEL VO AKUPWOEL TO CUMBOAALO (VO TO QVTIUETWIIOEL GaV VAl NV
UTINPXE TIOTE) KL VOL KPATHOEL TO AodAALOTPO.

Eav Sev yivel eokeppéva ) anepiokenta, alAd o acdaliotig dev Ba eixe mpoxwpnosl otnv achdaAion epocov €ixe ta MANRPN OTOLXELX, UMOPEL VO OKUPWOEL TO
OUMBOAOLO, aANG TTPETEL VA EMLOTPEYEL TO AoPAALOTPO.

Edv dev mpoékuhe eoKEUPEVN 1 ATIEPLOKETTTN EVEPYELA KaL 0 aodallotng Ba e€akolouBouoe va €xel acdaliosl aAAd e SladopeTikoug 0pouG (T.X. mpoUnoBEaoeLg,
aodaliotpa, unepPAcelg, eyKploelg KATL.), TOTE omoladnmote MANPWUN anaitnong unopel va pewwBel kat/r) to cupPorald pmopet va Bewpnbel cav va eixe
TMeEPAABEL auTOUG TOUG OPOUG.

2. O dLatagelg tou vopou

Mépog 1: O vouog mepl aopaAicewv tou 2015 kavel SLAKpLoN HETAEY «KATAVOAWTIKWYY KOL KN KOTOVOAWTIKWY» a0PaALOTIKWY cupPdcswy. Ta pépn 2 kot 3
LoxUOUV HOVO YL 00hAALOTHPLO CUUBOAALA LN KOTOVOAWTWV.

Mépog 2: Mpayuatevetal To kabrkov tng Sikalng mapouaoiaong, To omoio ivat kabrkov oe Aeltoupyia pLv anod tn cuvayn pag cupBaons. To dpBpo 3 emPAAAEL
otov aodaAlopévo "umoxpéwon va kavel Sikailn mapouciaon tou Kwvduvou" otov aodoaAioti. O acdallopévog mpémnel va anokaAuel: (a) kaBs ouolwdn
neplotacn mou o achallopévog yvwpilel  Ba émpemne va yvwpiley, i (B) eAAeidel autou, pla anokdAudn mou napéxel otov acdailotn enapkeic mAnpodopieg yla
va el6omoLroeL €vav ouVeTO aodaALoTr OTL XpeLldletal va ipoPel oe mepattépw £peuved. H evotnta 4 opilel TL yvwpilel A mpémnel va yvwpilel o aohaAlopévog (6nA.
TIOLOG SLABETEL OXETIKEG YVWOELG EVTOG TOU acdAALOUEVOU OpyavIopoU) . Kal N evotnta 5 opilel TIG yvwoeLg Tou acdaAloTh.

Mépog 3: Adopa OTIC YYUNOELG Kal aAAoug opouc. To apBpo 9 mpoPAcmel OtL pa SAwon mou yivetal anod Tov aodaAlopévo v UMopel va PETATPATIEL OF
gyyunon. To apBpo 10 katapyel «omolovénmote kavova Sikaiou ou n mapafiacn tng eyyunong (pntn N ownnpn) £€XeL W OMOTEAEGUA TNV amaAlayr ano tnv
guBbuvn tou acdaliotry. H evotnta 11 mpoPAEnel OtL eav 0 aoPaAoUEVOS SeV cUUHOPPWOEL Pe Evav OpO TOU TEIVEL VA LELWOEL TOV KivOUVO, TOTE 0 aodaALoTrC
Sev pnopel va Baolotel og pLa Tétola mapafacn eav n pun cuppopdwon dev Ba pmopouvaoe va au€naoet Tov Kivbuvo.

Mépog 4: Apopa TG «AOALEC ALWOELC.

Mépog 5: AmeuBuvetal otnv «KaAn miotn». To apBbpo 14 mpoPAénel OtL «kAOs Kavovag SIKALOU TIOU ETUTPEMEL O €va CUUPBAANOUEVO HEPOC O 0.0PAALOTIKN
cUUBaon va anoduyel T cUUPACNH HE TO OKETTIKO OTL TO GAAO UEPOG Oev €XEL TNPACEL TN UEYLOTN KOAN TioTn, Kotapyeital. Katd cuvenela, autd to UM
Tpornomnolel To apBpo 17 tou vopou Tept vauTtikng achdAiong tou 1906 wg e€ng: «Eva cupfoiatlo vauTidlakig aodaiiong eivat éva cupfoiaio mou Baciletal otn
HEYLOTN KOAN TiloTn», eVvw N dpacn «edv Sev tnpnBet n LPLotn koA Tiotn ano kavéva HEPOC, N cuUPaon Unopel va anodeuxbel amod to AANO HEPOGH, TIAEOV EXEL
KatapynOet .
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. KaBuotepnuévn nAnpwun acpaAlcTIKWV OMALTHCEWV

* Apxwd, o vopog mept aodpaiicewv tou 2015 €mpeme va mMePLEXE OLATALELG OXETIKA PE ATO(NMLWOELS Yyl TNV KaBuoTEPNUEVN TANPWHN TWV 0OPAALOTIKWV
anattoewyv. QoTt000, AUuTEG oL Slataselg kpibnkav umtepBoALKA APdIAEYOUEVEG YO VO TIEPACOUV Ao TNV Taxeia kowvoBouAeuTikn dtadlkaoia yla ta vopooxedila
™¢ Nouikn¢ Emttpomnng.

* Apyotepa emovatonoBetOnkav oto Mépog 5 Tou vopooxediou yla TIG ETIXEPNOEL, TO omoilo elodxOnke oto KowoPoUAwo otic 16 ZemrtepPpiov 2015 kot
Pnoliotnke oe vopo otig 4 Maiou 2016. H pritpa 13A tou vopou tou 2015 opilel twpa OtTL:

* «Elval évag owwnnpog 6poc kabe acdallotikng cupBaong OtL edv o aopaAlopévog umoBaAel afiwon Baoetl tng cVUPBACNC, 0 AcPAALOTAG TIPEMEL VA TANPWOEL
TUXOV 0PEINOEVA TIOCA YLOL TNV ATIATNON EVTOC EUAOYOU XPOVIKOU Slaotripatog. O eUAoyog Xpovog epAapBAavel £vav eUAOYO XPOVIKO SLACTNHA YLO €pEUVA KOL
afloAoynon».

4. zT0)0L TNG VEQG vopoBeoiag (objectives)

* H vopoBeoia Ba LoyVeL yla OAO TOL EUTTOPIKA GULBOAQLO TTIOU GUVATTOVTAL, AVOVEWVOVTOL 1] Tpormomnolouvtal amnod Tig 12 Auyovotou 2016. AVTUTPOOWTEVEL TN
pueyaAutepn aAAayr otn vopoBeoia edw kat meplocotepa amo 100 xpovia Kol avtikaOlotda Tov mponyoupevo vopo (The Marine Insurance Act 1906).

¢ Jta 110 xpovia amno tnv kwdikomoinon tou AcpaAlotikol NOpou, o 0yKog Twv SeSopEVWY Kat Twv MAnpodoplwy mou eivat Stabéoiol Tooo otov achaAloth 660
KoL 0TOUG loPAALOUEVOUG KOL N TIOAUTIAOKOTNTO TWV EUTIOPLKWV EPYACLWV EXEL AUENOEL oNUAVTIKA.

* 0O véog vouog sotlalel otn Stkaoouvn, tn dtadpavela kot T BeBaOTNTA HETAEY TWV EUMOPLKA AOPAALCUEVWV KL TV A0HAALCTWV.

* EfakohouBel va amattel and tov aopaAloUEVO VA EVNUEPWVEL TOV 0LOPOALOTIKO TIPAKTOPA YLl KOUGCLOOTIKA YEYOVOTA KOL TIEPLOTACELGY, AAAA TwPA Ol AcPAALOTEC
Ba akoAouBnoouv akplBwg TNV dLa mpooeyylon.
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. ELOIKEG MapatnPROELS

* To apbpo 21 napaypadog 2 Tou VOUOU KOTOPYEL ouoLlaoTika ta apBpa 18, 19 kat 20 tng MIA mou adopouv oTn yvwaotomnoinon and tov acPpaAloUEVO ) ToV
OQVTUTPOOWTO TOU KL TLG TIPO-CUBATIKEG TTAPACTACELG.

* To TuAMA 3 Tou VOUOU eTSLWKEL val amooadnvioel Tov LoxUOVTA VOUO KAl VO TPOTIOTOLAOEL TO KAOAKOV TNG UYPLoTNG KAANG ToTNG TToU SLETIEL TA A0PAALOTIKA
ouMBOAaLa eLlcayovTag To VEo kaBrkov Tng «Sikaing mapouciaongy». Autd amattel anod toug katoxoug acdaAlotnpiwv cuppolaiwy eite:

1. Na yvwoTtomnolouv otoug aopaAloTeS «kABe ouowwdn nepiotacn» mou 0 aopaAlopuévos yvwplilel  Ba émpene va yvwplleL.

2. Na mapéxel «emapkel mAnpodopileg» yla va L60MOLoeL €vav CUVETO aoPaALOT) OTL TIPETEL VA TIPOPEL O MEPALTEPW EPEUVEG OXETIKA E QUTEC TIC «OUCLWOELG
TIEPLOTAOELG.

e EKTOC amd {nTAuata mou 0 aoPaAloUEVOC YWwPLleEL TTPAYUATIKA, «TIPEMEL val yWwpilew» povo Bépata mou Ba £mpeme eVAoya va €ie amokaAUPeL pLo Aoyikn
avalntnon Twv mAnpodopLwyv mou £xeL otn dtabeor) Tou.

* O peotteg pumopet va emBupolv va avaAdfouv 1o evepyod polo otnv kateBuvon tng avalitnong tou acdpaiiopévou ya va e€acdalicouvv Tn cupuopdwon Ue
autnv tnv anaitnon.

* OLevotnteg 4, 5 kat 6 Tou vopou opilouv Aemtopepeic Slatdgelg mou e§nyouv TL akpLBWG oNUAIVEL «yVWaoN UAKWY TIEPLOTACEWV», KOL TIOLOG TIPETIEL VAL YVWPLLEL TLG
OXETIKEG MAnpodopieg

* To Mo ONUAVTIKO €lval n aAAayr ota €voika HEoA ylo TN U CUMHOPGWaON HE TO KABAKoV TG MPo-cUUBATIKAG YyvwaTtomnoinong (yvwotd wg umoxpéwaon Sikatng
mapouaciaong otov VOUo).

* To TuAMA 7 TOU VOUOU Slatnpel Tov MaALd OpLOPO TNG OUCLOOTIKOTNTAG, £T0L WOTE UL TIEPLOTAON ) ULO AVIUTPOCWITEVON £lval onUavTikn eav Ba emnpéale tnv
Kplon evog ouvetol aopaAloth otov kaBoplopo Tou eav Ba avaAdBet Tov kKivduvo Kal, Qv val, e TIoLouE OPOUG.

*  Qot600, cLUPwWVA WE TO VOUO, Evag aodallotr¢ Ba Sikatoutal va arnoduyel MARPwWE To cUMPBOAALO (EKTOG eAv Unopel va amodelBel anadtn) otav n napaBacn tou
KaBrjkovtog Sikalng mapouaciaong elval « GKOTILUN 1) OIEPLOKETITN» KAl OTav 0 aopaAloTtn¢ Unopel va amodeitel otL Sev Ba eixe el0€ABeL otn cLuBaon av yvwplle
TG MAnpodopieg 1 Ba o elxe KAVEL LOVO e SLadOpPETIKOUG OPOUCG.

* H amaitnon 6tL n amotuyia tou acdaAlopévou va amokaAU el mAnpodopleg NTav oKOTUn N anepiokentn Ba pnmopovos va ival MOAU SUCKOAO yla TOUG
00paALoTEC va To anodeifouy .



Eav o aocdaliotrig dev eival os B€on va amodeifel pla okomun f anepiokentn napafacn, unopel va apvnBet tnv afiwon oto cUVOAO TNG Kot va amoduUyEL TO
oupBoAatLo edv pmopel va amobeifel otL Sev Ba eixe ouvtagel kaBoAou To cuppoAalo.

Qotooo, eav Ba eixe ouvtagel uovo 1o cupBorato pe dtadopetikols 0poug kat/n eixe Aapel uPnAdtepo aopailotpo, TOTE N cUPacn Bewpeital OTL €xel cuvadBOel
HE aUTOUG TOUG OpOUG N N amaitnon LELWVETAL avaAoyLkd cUpdwva He To uPnAoTEPO achAALOTPO.

AVOPEVETOL OTL TA ATOSELKTIKA OTOLYELQ ATIO EUMELPOYVWUOVEG 1 amd avadoxoug Ba €xouv MOAU peyalutepn onuacia og StapopEC MOV MPOKUTTOUV BACEL TWV
Slatagewv Tou vouou.

Ta Sikaotrpla Ba TPEMEL TEPALTEPW VA AvVATITUEOUV KOl VAL SWO0UV VONLOL 0TO EPWTNLO TL CUVETIAYETAL Lot OKOTILUN N ameplokemntn mapafioon.
Me aAAa AdyLa, 0 VOUOG Bal KAVEL Lo OELPA OTTO TTOAU CNUAVTLIKEG AAAQYEC OTO LoXUOV aoPaALOTIKO KABECTWG.

Oa petatorniosl pEpog tnG €uBUVNC TNG amokaAupng and tov acdpaiiopévo emiBarlovrag kabrnkov €psuvacg otov achallotr) kal meplopilovtag to kabrkov
YVWwoTomnoinong Tou achaAlopéVou eLoAyovTag ovaAoyLKA EVOLKA LECO YLaL TN KN YVwoTomoinon. Auto pével va oulntnBel ooov adopad kot otov Kwdika ISM.

O vopocg nept aodpaiioswv tou 2015, o omolog 1é€0Bnke oe LoV otic 12 Auyouotou 2016, slval n TLO CNUOVTIKY LETOPPUOULON TOU SIKaloU TwV aoPOaALoTIKWY
oupBaocewv tou Hvwpévou Baothelou 6w Kal £vav alwva.

O vopog €xeL OKOTIO VoL aAAAEEL OUCLAOTIKA TOV TPOTIO UE TOV oTtoio Ste€dyovtal ol aoPaALOTIKES §PACTNPLOTNTEG KOL VAL ETEKTELVEL TIG LETAPPUOULOELG TTOU EyLvav
OTLS cupPaoelg katavaAdwtwy to 2009, oe acdallotripla cupBoAala Un KATAVOAWTWY, WOTE va gival o SUOKOAO yla Toug aohaALoTEC var amodUYoUV aELWOELG
yla TEXVIKEC TtapaBACELS Ao ToV aoPaALoUEVO.

O vopo¢ pumopei va BewpnBel wg LEPOC TNC YEVIKNAG 0TPODNG TIPOC Eva KABEOTWE TILo PLALKO TTPOG TOUG 0LoPAALCUEVOUC.

AUTO €xel ¢avel emiong otn vopoBeoia Enterprise Act (2016), mou €loAyaye TNV UTMOXPEWON TWV ACAALOTWV VA TIANPWVOUV €VIOG €UAOYOU XPOVLIKOU
Slaotnuatog, Kot tTnv mpoodatn anogpaon tou Avwtatou Aikkaotnpiou otnv unoBeon Versloot Dredging BV & Another v. HDI Gerling Industrie Versicherung AG
n omola €Kpve OTL «TO MAPATAeUPOo PEUA TTIOU EMWONKE W PEPOC plag acdaAloTikng anaitnong dev aPndouvoe oAOkANpn TNV anaitnon». H anodaon autn
BewpnOnke amo opLoUEVOUC WG ATtOKALoN armod Thv ponyoUuevn B€an.



Mivakag 13.1
Atadpopéeg petatl Twv dVo vopoBeolwyv Baldaoolag acdAAong (CUVOTTIKA)

Oegpatikl Evotnta

Marine Insurance Act

Insurance Act 2015

ATtOKOTAOTACN  Yla

AEV UTIAPXEL CUYKEKPLULEVN

O aodaAiotrig Sev eivalr vTtOXpPeEOG va

1906 SOALEG a&LWOoELg £vOTNTA TToU va acXOAeital | TAnpwoel 86Ala artaitnon. Mmopei va
KaB®rjkov «Aikaing o acdaAicpévog | H uTtoXPEwWon ATTOKAAU HE OQUTO, aAAAd KOTA TO | kKatayyeidel tTn cUpBacn artd TN OTLyun
Mapouociacng» uTtoxpEovTOL VQ | QVTLKOTAOTAONKE arté TNV UTIOXPEY KOO Sikato, oL | tTng 86ALag IPdENG Kat Sev XPELATETAL VA
yvVwoToroLel KB ovuoLwdn | «Sikang mapouvciaong tou KwdLva acdpaiiotég Sev  eival | emuotpéPel to achdAloTpo. Ol «SOALEG
nepiotoon mou yvwpiget. Ailvetal peyoAltepn £udacn otov p UTIOXPEOL VA TIANPWoOoULV | aflwoelg» Sev opifovtal,
Twv aocdaAlctwyv otn Swadikacia. S5OAlEC QELDOELS, av KoL
aocdpaAlopévog prtopsei va  €xsL K(g otnv anédbaon g
APKETA ATTOKAAUTITOVTAG gTtaLP uTGBEONC Versloot
r[?\r]pod:-op’Leq’ yLia \’/a eLSonou]cseu.’ Dredging BV & Another
aocdpaAlotr) OTL TIpE€reLl va Tpofel a . .
TIEPOULTEPW EPEVUVEG. AEV  ETUTPETLY Kata, Cliing Industrlle
dumping data arnd tov achaAlcpevo. Versicherung AG, n omnoia
ping ML . . .
Métpa yia TNV | H pn armokdAu b n erucpérnet | O aodaAlotriG prtopeil va artodpuUyel s ; 6t oL «&0Aieg
mapafBicocn tou otov aocdhaAiotn va | cOuPacn, va armoppibel a§LWoeLg Ka GUGKSU‘EC» Sev
kaOnkovtog Sikaing | aroduvyel tn cupuBaocn. Slatnpriosel To acPAIALCTPO €AV UTH uTtoAoyiCovTat .
rapouciacng okoéTLun 1) anepiokertn mapdAsupn | AlopBwoelg yla | Onwg maporavw of those parties (beneficiaries) the
achaAlcpévou va cuppopbwBdei pe| BOALEG aLWOoELG: insured’s rights survive; the insurer may
kaB®nkov TNG &ikaing Tmapouciod OoHASLKN acodhEAlon not terminate the contract for fraud by
Qotdoo, €dv prtopei va arntodexBOel & the beneficiary. Otav umntdpxet cVUpBaocn
aocdaAlotng Oa eixe cuvdpeL TtTh cUP( TIOU TTAPEXEL KAAUWYN OE TPOoCWITA TTOU
akoun Kot av uTtpxe Sikaln mapovoial Sev  eival ocupBaAAdpsva  pépn KoL
TOTE n enavopBbwon Ba egaptnOsi d noapouctdlstol 8OAla afiwon amd éva
TOUG OpPOUG e TOUG oroioug Ba s and auvtd Ta HEpn (Skalolxoug), Ta
vpadTtel o KivBuvog 1} artd To acPAALO] SlKaLbpoToL Tou ACPOAALGHEVOU
TLOL Ba XPEWCEL O AGPAALOTNG. ETUBLWVOUV- 0 ACPAALCTAG SV pUmopsei va
BaowKEG pATPEG Ormnoladnrtote avaAnBng | Asv eTitpErnetal MA€oV oTtoug acdhaAlg Katayyeilel Tn COUBACH Yl QUTdTn TOU
6r’17\wor’1 Ttou yivetal Katd | va nsPLAaquvouv ) opo SaLlovou.
. SLapK.ELa Y e CXGdDCl}\LlOTr]pLO' SUEEREIE ] KoaAn mtiotn Otav vumndpxet oLpPBoon | Ot aocdpaAlotég Sev  eTUTPENMETAL VA
ocUMBaTIKWV HETATPEEL OAEG TLG TIPO-CUMPBATI , . . . )
SrErEEn ey P TEIET O EYUEELE TIOU  TtOlpEXEL Ka)\ULl)r]‘ o€ anod)suvoluv O'UMBQO'ELQI\ILQ T[apaBaG'I’]
ETUTPETIEL OTOV AGhAALOTH ugerele(iatel fel va alivei | el kaBnkovtog tNG UYLoTNG KaAng
va anodlyeL Tn cUUBACH. CUMBaAANOUEVOL MEPN KoL | TTLOTNG.
EYYUNOELG H eyyVnon eivat pwa | HtapaBiaocn tTng eyyvnong avacTtéAAE] T(cx’poucuilsln?u . 56}‘“,1
poUTtOBecn ToU TPETtEL | cUMBaocn. OL acdaAloteg euBUVVovToL afiwon oo €va and autd
va TNPEeital emakpLBwg ard | yeyovota 1mou cu Baivouv téoo 1pLy (g Ta pépn (Swkalovxoug), Ta
Tov aocdaAlcpévo, eite | tTnv TapdBacn O©Oco KAl  HETA Sikatwpata Tou
glval onuavtikr) ywa Ttov | amokatdotacr thg. Ot acdaAloTtég aocdhaAlopévou
kivBuvo eite OxL. EAv 6L, o | ptopoVv va PBaocidovtoar oe TtopoPig eTBLWVOLV: 0 AcPAALOTAG
acPaAlot G ATTAAAACOETAL | EVOG Spou Tou aocdaAiotnp 8ev pmopel va katayyeiAet
antd kabBes egvBUVVN vy | cupBoAaiov ywa va artodpvyouv ™ cOpPBAcH yla ATtdTn TOu
agLWoELg arnod TNV | evBLVVN, €dv 0 AacPAALCHEVOG pTtopE( SLkolovXouU.
r]uep‘counvta _ o une (xnoSs”L&eL ot n tapaBacn 5?" OUYSéE KoBuotepnuévn Aev UTTAPXEL CUYKEKPLUEVN | O NoOuog Ttepi Emxelprioewyv tou 2016, o
rtou’)aBaonq ClVEECl'pTr]tOL EVT,EN“’Q HE TNV TIPAyUATKA CNUIA T o060 twv £vOTNTA TTOL va adopd TNV | omoiog TéOnke oe oxy ot 4 Maiou,
anmo to av n mapafaocn (umfotnoav. Qotogo, ol acdhallg QTTALTACEWV kaBuotépnon TIANPWMNG | Tportorolel TNV IA 2015 KoL CUVETTAYETOL

OXeTleTAL I TIPOKAAECE TN
Znpio.

MMOPOYN va Baocifovtal os rtapofi
O6pou oupBoAaiou, £dv O Opog T
moapaBldotnke «kaBopifet Ttov kivd
OTO CUVOAS TOU».

TWV QTTOLTHCEWV.

O€ OAEG TIG AOPAALOTLKEG CUUBACELG Evav
Opo TOU autaltel TNV emotpodr) TWV
AMALTACEWY  €VTOG &£UAOYOU XPOVLKOU
Slaotripatog.
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