
Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Declares that, by failing to adopt, within the prescribed period, the
laws, regulations and administrative provisions necessary to comply
with Directive 2003/35/EC of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 26 May 2003 providing for public participation in
respect of the drawing up of certain plans and programmes relating
to the environment and amending with regard to public participa-
tion and access to justice Council Directives 85/337/EEC and
96/61/EC, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland has failed to fulfil its obligations under that directive;

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

(1) OJ C 170, 21.7.2007.
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Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Declares that, by instituting a system of prior authorisation for the
planting, in Netherlands coastal waters, of oysters and mussels
coming lawfully from other Member States and being of species
native to the Netherlands, the Kingdom of the Netherlands has
failed to fulfil its obligations under Articles 28 EC and 30 EC;

2. Orders the Kingdom of the Netherlands to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 183, 4.8.2007.
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Operative part of the judgment

1. Article 4(4)(a) of First Council Directive 89/104/EEC of
21 December 1988 to approximate the laws of the Member States
relating to trade marks must be interpreted as meaning that
whether there is a link, within the meaning of Case C-408/01
Adidas-Salomon and Adidas Benelux, between the earlier mark
with a reputation and the later mark must be assessed globally,
taking into account all factors relevant to the circumstances of the
case.
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