
Other party to the proceedings before the Board of Appeal of EUIPO, intervener before the General Court: Anadeco Gestion, SA 
(Cartagena, Spain) (represented by: J. Erdozain Lopez and J. Galan Lopez, lawyers)

Re:

Action brought against the decision of the Fourth Board of Appeal of EUIPO of 20 May 2019 (Case R 1870/2018-4), 
relating to opposition proceedings between Anadeco Gestion and Artur Florêncio & Filhos, Affsports.

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 
20 May 2019 (Case R 1870/2018-4);

2. Dismisses the action as to the remainder;

3. Orders EUIPO and Anadeco Gestion, SA to bear their own costs and each to pay half of the costs incurred by Artur 
Florêncio & Filhos, Affsports Lda before the General Court and the Board of Appeal.

(1) OJ C 312, 16.9.2019.

Judgment of the General Court of 8 July 2020 — EP v Commission

(Case T-605/19) (1)

(Civil service — Officials — 2018 promotion exercise — Decision not to promote — Article 45 of the 
Staff Regulations — Obligation to state reasons — Consideration of comparative merits)

(2020/C 339/21)

Language of the case: French

Parties

Applicant: EP (represented by: S. Orlandi and T. Martin, lawyers)

Defendant: European Commission (represented by: T. Lilamand and L. Vernier, acting as Agents)

Re:

Action pursuant to Article 270 TEFU for annulment of the Commission decision of 13 November 2018 not to promote the 
applicant to grade AD 9in the 2018 promotion exercise.

Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Annuls the decision of the European Commission of 13 November 2018 not to promote EP to grade AD 9in the 2018 
promotion exercise;

2. Orders the Commission to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 383, 11.11.2019.
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