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Form of order sought

The applicant claims that the Court should:
— declare the applicant’s application admissible and well-founded;

— as a consequence, annul Decision (CESP) 2016/850 of 27 May 2016 and the subsequent measures implementing it, in
so far as they relate to the applicant;

— order the Council of the European Union to pay the costs of the proceedings.

Pleas in law and main arguments

In support of its action, the applicant raises five pleas in law which are, in essence, identical or similar to those raised in
Case T-411/16, Syriatel Mobile Telecom v Council.

Action brought on 31 July 2016 — Othman v Council
(Case T-416/16)
(2016/C 364/20)
Language of the case: French

Parties
Applicant: Razan Othman (Damascus, Syria) (represented by: E. Ruchat, lawyer)

Defendant: Council of the European Union

Form of order sought

The applicant claims that the Court should:
— declare the applicant’s action admissible and well founded;

— consequently, annul Decision (CFSP) 2016/850 of 27 May 2016 and the subsequent measures implementing it, in so far
as they relate to the applicant;

— order the Council of the European Union to pay the costs of the proceedings.

Pleas in law and main arguments

In support of the action, the applicant relies on five pleas in law which are essentially identical or similar to those relied on
in Case T-410/16, Makhlouf v Council.

Action brought on 2 August 2016 — Perfumes y Aromas Artesanales v EUIPO — Aromas Selective
(Aa AROMAS artesanales)

(Case T-426/16)
(2016/C 364/21)
Language in which the application was lodged: Spanish

Parties

Applicant: Perfumes y Aromas Artesanales, SL (Arganda del Rey, Spain) (represented by: J. Botella Reyna, lawyer)

Defendant: European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO)
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