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Appeal brought on 11 July 2013 by Stichting Corporate

Europe Observatory against the judgment of the General

Court (Eighth Chamber) delivered on 7 June 2013 in Case

T-93/11: Stichting Corporate Europe Observatory v
European Commission

(Case C-399/13 P)
(2013/C 274/21)

Language of the case: English

Parties

Appellant: Stichting Corporate Europe Observatory (represented
by: S. Crosby, Solicitor)

Other parties to the proceedings: European Commission, Federal
Republic of Germany

Form of order sought

The Appellant claims that the Court should:

— uphold the appeal, set aside the judgment of 7 June 2013 of
the General Court, and annul the Commission’s decision of
6 December 2010;

— order the Commission to pay the Appellant’s costs for this
appeal and for the action in annulment before the General
Court.

Pleas in law and main arguments

The Appellant submits that the General Court made three errors
in law.

1. An error in law in holding the DG Trade Vademecum on
Access to Documents (the Vademecum) was not intended to
produce external effects;

2. An error in law by disregarding the presumption that the
documents were intended to be seen by a large number of
people;

3. An error in law in holding in the circumstances that there
was no implicit waiver of confidentiality.

Request for a preliminary ruling from the Amtsgericht

Diisseldorf (Germany) lodged on 16 July 2013 — Sophia

Marie Nicole Sanders legally represented by Marianne
Sanders v David Verhaegen

(Case C-400/13)
(2013/C 274/22)

Language of the case: German

Referring court

Amtsgericht Diisseldorf

Parties to the main proceedings

Applicant: Sophia Marie Nicole Sanders legally represented by
Marianne Sanders

Defendant: David Verhaegen

Question referred

Is Paragraph 28(1) of the Gesetzes zur Geltendmachung von
Unterhaltsanspriichen im Verkehr mit auslindischen Staaten
[Act on the Recovery of Maintenance in Relations with
Foreign States] (Auslandsunterhaltsgesetz — AUG) of 23 May
2011, BGBI I S. 898, contrary to Article 3(a) and (b) of Council
Regulation (EC) No 4/2009 of 18 December 2008? (')

(") Council Regulation (EC) No 4/2009 of 18 December 2008 on
jurisdiction, applicable law, recognition and enforcement of
decisions and cooperation in matters relating to maintenance
obligations; O] 2009 L 7, p. 1.

Request for a preliminary ruling from the Anotato
Dikastirio Kiprou (Cyprus) lodged on 16 July 2013 —
Cypra Limited v Republic of Cyprus
(Case C-402/13)

(2013/C 274/23)

Language of the case: Greek

Referring court

Anotato Dikastirio Kiprou

Parties to the main proceedings

Applicant: Cypra Limited

Defendant: Republic of Cyprus, represented by the Minister for
Agriculture, Natural Resources and Environment and the
Director of Veterinary Services
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