
Defendant: European Commission (represented by: W. Farrell and A. Katsimerou, acting as Agents)

Intervener in support of the defendant: European Education and Culture Executive Agency (represented by: H. Monet, N. Sbrilli 
and V. Kasparian, acting as Agents)

Re:

By its action based on Article 263 TFEU, the applicant seeks annulment of Commission Implementing Decision C(2020) 
5515 final of 10 August 2020 dismissing the administrative appeal brought under Article 22(1) of Council Regulation (EC) 
No 58/2003 of 19 December 2002 laying down the statute for executive agencies to be entrusted with certain tasks in the 
management of Community programmes (OJ 2003 L 11, p. 1) against the decision of the European Education and Culture 
Executive Agency (EACEA) of 12 May 2020 rejecting its application for a grant in the context of the call for proposals 
‘Support for the distribution of non-national films — Distribution Automatic Scheme’ (EACEA/05/2018).

Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Dismisses the action;

2. Orders Leonine Distribution GmbH to bear its own costs and to pay the costs incurred by the European Commission;

3. Orders the European Education and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA) to bear its own costs.

(1) OJ C 19, 18.1.2021.
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(PLUMAflex by Roal)
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(EU trade mark — Opposition proceedings — Application for the EU figurative mark PLUMAflex by 
Roal — Earlier EU figurative mark PUMA — Relative ground for refusal — Damage to reputation — 

Article 8(5) of Regulation (EU) 2017/1001)
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Language of the case: English

Parties

Applicant: Jose A. Alfonso Arpon SL (Arnedo, Spain) (represented by: C. Hernández, lawyer)

Defendant: European Union Intellectual Property Office (represented by: A. Söder and V. Ruzek, acting as Agents)

Other party to the proceedings before the Board of Appeal of EUIPO, intervener before the General Court: Puma SE (Herzogenaurach, 
Germany) (represented by: P. González-Bueno Catalán de Ocón, lawyer)

Re:

By its action under Article 263 TFEU, the applicant seeks annulment of the decision of the First Board of Appeal of the 
European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO) of 6 April 2021 (Case R 2991/2019-1).

Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Dismisses the action;

2. Orders Jose A. Alfonso Arpon SL to pay the costs.

(1) OJ C 329, 16.8.2021.
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