
Operative part of the judgment 

The Court: 

1. Dismisses the action; 

2. Orders the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
to pay the costs; 

3. Orders Ireland and the European Commission to bear their own 
respective costs. 
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Directive 2005/29/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council 
of 11 May 2005 concerning unfair business-to-consumer commercial 

practices in the internal market and amending Council Directive 
84/450/EEC, Directives 97/7/EC, 98/27/EC and 2002/65/EC of 
the European Parliament and of the Council and Regulation (EC) No 
2006/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council (‘Unfair 
Commercial Practices Directive’), must be interpreted as meaning that, 
if a commercial practice satisfies all the criteria specified in Article 6(1) 
of that directive for being categorised as a misleading practice in 
relation to the consumer, it is not necessary to determine whether 
such a practice is also contrary to the requirements of professional 
diligence as referred to in Article 5(2)(a) of the directive in order for 
it legitimately to be regarded as unfair and, therefore, prohibited in 
accordance with Article 5(1) of the directive. 
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