
Judgment of the General Court of 8 February 2018 — Sony Interactive Entertainment Europe v 
EUIPO — Marpefa (Vieta)

(Case T-879/16) (1)

(EU trade mark — Revocation proceedings — EU figurative mark Vieta — Genuine use of the trade 
mark — Decision taken following the annulment by the General Court of an earlier decision — Article 65 
(6) of Regulation (EC) No 207/2009 (now Article 72(6) of Regulation (EU) 2017/1001) — Res judicata)

(2018/C 112/38)

Language of the case: English

Parties

Applicant: Sony Interactive Entertainment Europe Ltd (London, United Kingdom) (represented by: S. Malynicz, QC)

Defendant: European Union Intellectual Property Office (represented by: J. Crespo Carrillo and D. Walicka, acting as Agents)

Other party to the proceedings before the Board of Appeal of EUIPO: Marpefa, SL (Barcelona, Spain)

Re:

Action brought against the decision of the Fourth Board of Appeal of EUIPO of 4 October 2016 (Case R 1010/2016-4), 
relating to revocation proceedings between Sony Computer Entertainment Europe Ltd and Marpefa.

Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Annuls the decision of the Fourth Board of Appeal of the European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO) of 4 October 2016 
(Case R 1010/2016-4), relating to revocation proceedings between Sony Computer Entertainment Europe Ltd and Marpefa, SL;

2. Orders EUIPO to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 53, 20.2.2017.

Judgment of the General Court of 8 February 2018 — Institute for Direct Democracy in Europe v 
Parliament

(Case T-118/17) (1)

(Law governing the institutions — European Parliament — Decision awarding a grant to a political 
foundation for the financial year 2017 and providing for pre-financing at a rate of 33 % of the maximum 
grant amount and the obligation to provide a pre-financing bank guarantee — Action for annulment — 
Challengeable act — Admissibility — Obligation of impartiality — Rights of the defence — Financial 
regulation — Rules of application of the Financial Regulation — Regulation (EC) No 2004/2003 — 

Proportionality)

(2018/C 112/39)

Language of the case: English

Parties

Applicant: Institute for Direct Democracy in Europe ASBL (IDDE) (Brussels, Belgium) (represented by: E. Plasschaert and 
É. Montens, lawyers)
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