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Contested decision: Decision of the Fifth Board of Appeal of EUIPO of 1 June 2021 in Joined Cases R 1611/2020-5 and
R 1839/2020-5

Form of order sought
The applicant claims that the Court should:
— declare the application admissible, together with all the associated documents and the corresponding copies;
— uphold the application, annul and set aside the contested decision and order the revocation of the contested EUTM
No 8 914 855 due to non-use;
— order the defendant to bear the costs of the proceedings.

Plea in law
— No genuine use of the contested EUTM is established (Articles 18(1)(a) and 58(1)(a) of Regulation (EU) 2017/1001 of
the European Parliament and of the Council).

Action brought on 21 August 2021 — Italy v Commission
(Case T-516/21)
(2021/C 412/29)
Language of the case: Italian
Parties
Applicant: Italian Republic (represented by: G. Palmieri, acting as Agent)
Defendant: European Commission

Form of order sought
The applicant claims that the Court should:
— annul, for the reasons set out below, Commission Implementing Decision (EU) 2021/988 of 16 June 2021 excluding
from European Union financing certain expenditure incurred by the Member States under the European Agricultural
Guarantee Fund (EAGF) and under the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD) (1) (ad hoc Decision
No 66), notified under document C(2021) 4118;
— order the Commission to pay the costs.

Pleas in law and main arguments
In support of the action, the applicant relies on three pleas in law.
1. First plea in law, alleging misinterpretation of Regulation (EU) 2015/1383 (2) (recital 5) and of Article 53(4) of
Regulation (EU) No 639/2014, (3) as amended by Regulation (EU) 2015/1383, and infringement of Article 1 of
Regulation (EU) 2015/1383 and of the principles of reasonableness, non-discrimination and proportionality with regard
to the processing of late notifications to the computerised database in relation to measures providing for a retention
period.
2. Second plea in law, alleging misinterpretation of Regulation (EU) 2015/1383 (recital 5) and of Article 53(4) of
Regulation (EU) No 639/2014, as amended by Regulation (EU) 2015/1383, and infringement of the principles of
reasonableness, non-discrimination and proportionality with regard to the processing of late notifications to the
computerised database in relation to measures not providing for a retention period.
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3. Third plea in law, alleging misinterpretation of Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 (4) (Article 7) with regard to the period
for notifying the computerised database.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

OJ 2021 L 218, p. 9.
Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2015/1383 of 28 May 2015 amending Delegated Regulation (EU) No 639/2014 as regards
the eligibility conditions in relation to the identification and registration requirements for animals for coupled support under
Regulation (EU) No 1307/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council (OJ 2015 L 214, p. 1).
Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) No 639/2014 of 11 March 2014 supplementing Regulation (EU) No 1307/2013 of the
European Parliament and of the Council establishing rules for direct payments to farmers under support schemes within the
framework of the common agricultural policy and amending Annex X to that Regulation (OJ 2014 L 181, p. 1).
Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 July 2000 establishing a system for the
identification and registration of bovine animals and regarding the labelling of beef and beef products and repealing Council
Regulation (EC) No 820/97 (OJ 2000 L 204, p. 1).

Action brought on 27 August 2021 — Shatrov v Council
(Case T-523/21)
(2021/C 412/30)
Language of the case: German
Parties
Applicant: Alexander Evgenevich Shatrov (Minsk, Belarus) (represented by: G. Lansky and A. Egger, lawyers)
Defendant: Council of the European Union

Form of order sought
— pursuant to Article 263 TFEU, annul Council Implementing Decision (CFSP) 2021/1002 of 21 June 2021 implementing
Decision 2012/642/CFSP concerning restrictive measures in view of the situation in Belarus (OJ 2021 L 219I, p. 70)
and Council Implementing Regulation (EU) 2021/997 of 21 June 2021 implementing Article 8a(1) of Regulation (EC)
No 765/2006 concerning restrictive measures in respect of Belarus (OJ 2021 L 219I, p. 3), in so far as they concern the
applicant;
— pursuant to Article 134 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Court, order the Council to pay the costs of the
proceedings.

Pleas in law and main arguments
In support of the action, the applicant alleges manifest error of assessment. In particular, the Council failed to provide any
concrete evidence to justify the validity of the applicant’s inclusion on the list in the contested measures.

Action brought on 27 August 2021 — Saure v Commission
(Case T-524/21)
(2021/C 412/31)
Language of the case: German
Parties
Applicant: Hans-Wilhelm Saure (Berlin, Germany) (represented by: C. Partsch, lawyer)
Defendant: European Commission

