
2. Must Clause 4(1) of the framework agreement on fixed-term contracts concluded on 18 March 1999 between the 
general cross-industry organisations (ETUC, UNICE and CEEP) annexed to Council Directive 1999/70 of 28 June 1999 
be interpreted as meaning that both (i) the fact that the period in question has already been taken into account to enable 
the individual to become a career civil servant and (ii) the design of the civil service career progression arrangements 
established in national legislation, are objective grounds that justify why a period of service as an interim civil servant 
undertaken by a permanent civil servant before he or she obtained permanent status should not be taken into account 
for the purposes of consolidating the individual’s personal grade?

(1) Council Directive 1999/70/EC of 28 June 1999 concerning the framework agreement on fixed-term work concluded by ETUC, 
UNICE and CEEP (OJ 1999 L 175, p. 43).
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By order of 21 May 2021 of the Vice-President, the Court of Justice held that the appeal is dismissed as inadmissible and 
that Foundation for the Protection of the Traditional Cheese of Cyprus named Halloumi shall bear its own costs. 
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1. Should EU law, in particular Article 2(f), read in conjunction with Article 10(3)(a), of Council Directive 2003/86/EC of 
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‘unaccompanied minor’, and who resides in a Member State, must be ‘unmarried’ under her national law in order to 
enjoy the right to family reunification with relatives in the direct ascending line?

2. If so, can a refugee minor whose marriage contracted abroad is not recognised for public policy reasons be regarded as 
an ‘unaccompanied minor’ within the meaning of Articles 2(f) and 10(3) of Directive 2003/86/EC?

(1) OJ 2003 L 251, p. 12.
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