
Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Annuls the decision of the European Centre for the Development of Vocational Training (Cedefop) of 8 October 2012 rejecting the 
tender submitted by Mr Panteleimon Zafeiropoulos in response to the contract notice dated 19 June 2012 concerning the provision of 
medical services to Cedefop staff in Thessaloniki (Greece) and the decision of Cedefop of 9 October 2012 awarding the contract set out 
in that contract notice to a tenderer other than Mr Zafeiropoulos;

2. Dismisses the action as to the remainder;

3. Orders Cedefop to bear its own costs and to pay one third of the costs incurred by Mr Zafeiropoulos;

4. Orders Mr Zafeiropoulos to bear two thirds of his own costs.

(1) OJ C 46, 16.2.2013.
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2. Orders Benelli Q.J. Srl to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 147, 25.5.2013.
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1. Dismisses the action;

2. Orders Benelli Q.J. Srl to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 147, 25.5.2013.
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