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Order of the General Court of 9 April 2021 — Laroni v Parliament
(Case T-415/19) (1)
(Law governing the institutions — Single statute for Members of the European Parliament — Members of
the European Parliament elected for Italian constituencies — Adoption by the Ufficio di Presidenza della
Camera dei deputati (Office of the President of the Italian Chamber of Deputies, Italy) of Resolution
No 14/2018, on pensions — Change in the amount of pensions for Members of the Italian national
Parliament — Corresponding change, by the European Parliament, in the amount of pensions for certain
former Members of the European Parliament elected in Italy — Death of the applicant — Proceedings not
resumed by the successors — No need to adjudicate)
(2021/C 228/39)
Language of the case: Italian
Parties
Applicant: Nereo Laroni (Venice, Italy) (represented by: M. Merola, lawyer)
Defendant: European Parliament (represented by: S. Seyr and S. Alves, acting as Agents)

Re:
Application under Article 263 TFEU for annulment of the note of 11 April 2019 of the Parliament concerning adjustment
of the amount of the pension which the applicant receives following the entry into force on 1 January 2019 of Resolution
No 14/2018 of the Ufficio di Presidenza della Camera dei deputati.

Operative part of the order
1. There is no longer any need to adjudicate on the present action.
2. Each party shall bear its own costs.

(1)

OJ C 295, 2.9.2019.

Order of the General Court of 8 April 2021 — CRII-GEN and Others v Commission
(Case T-496/20) (1)
(Action for annulment — Plant protection products — Active substance glyphosate — Request for review
for the purpose of withdrawing or amending the approval — Article 21 of Regulation (EC)
No 1107/2009 — Rejection — Act not open to challenge)
(2021/C 228/40)
Language of the case: French
Parties
Applicants: Comité de recherche et d’information indépendantes sur le génie génétique (CRII-GEN) (Paris, France), and the 6
other applicants whose names are listed in the annex to the order (represented by: C. Lepage, lawyer)
Defendant: European Commission (represented by: X. Lewis, G. Gattinara, I. Nagalis and G. Koleva, acting as Agents)

Re:
Application under Article 263 TFEU for annulment of the Commission’s decision of 17 June 2020 rejecting the applicants’
request, made under Article 21 of Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of
21 October 2009 concerning the placing of plant protection products on the market and repealing Council Directives
79/117/EEC and 91/414/EEC (OJ 2009 L 309, p. 1), to withdraw or amend the approval of active substance glyphosate.
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Operative part of the order
1. The action is dismissed.
2. There is no longer any need to adjudicate on the application for leave to intervene submitted by Bayer Agriculture BV.
3. The Comité de recherche et d’information indépendantes sur le génie génétique (CRII-GEN) and the other applicants
whose names are listed in the annex shall pay the costs, with the exception of those incurred by Bayer Agriculture
relating to its application for leave to intervene.
4. Bayer Agriculture shall bear its own costs relating to the application for leave to intervene.

(1)

OJ C 329, 5.10.2020.

Action brought on 22 March 2021 — RG v Council
(Case T-157/21)
(2021/C 228/41)
Language of the case: English
Parties
Applicant: RG (represented by: R. Purcell, Solicitor)
Defendant: Council of the European Union

Form of order sought
The applicant claims that the Court should:
— Order the annulment of the Council decision (EU) 2020/2252 of 29 December 2020 (1) on the signing, on behalf of the
Union, and on provisional application of the Trade and Cooperation Agreement between the European Union and the
European Atomic Energy Community, of the one part, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
of the other part, and of the Agreement between the European Union and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland concerning security procedures for exchanging and protecting classified information (2), to the extent
that the decision provisionally applies Title VII of part Three of the Trade and Cooperation Agreement to Ireland;
— Order the Council to bear the costs of the proceedings

Pleas in law and main arguments
In support of the action, the applicant relies on one plea in law, alleging that Council acts without competence, in infringing
an essential procedural requirement, and in violation of the Treaties, in making a decision that purported to bind Ireland in
the area of freedom, security, and justice (‘AFSJ’) without an ‘opt-in’ pursuant to Protocol 21.
— The Protocol is part of the primary law of the Union. It also reflects a key democratic provision within Irish
constitutional law;
— The text of Protocol 21, and its corresponding provision in the Irish Constitution, demonstrate that Ireland retains
exclusive competence in the AFSJ;

