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EUROPEAN UNION LAW

Wednesday & Friday at 11.00am in Room F 302

COURSE MATERIALS

Course materials will be available online at http://blenderlaw.umlaw.net/eu-law/ . 

The weblog will help to structure the course and class discussion and will link to
useful resources.  You should check the weblog a couple of times each week during the
semester. The weblog and course materials together represent the materials for which
you are responsible on the exam. As far as the weblog goes this means items posted
directly to the blog (you are not required to click through to the links) including
comments.

My aim in using my own materials rather than a commercial case book is to
make the material we will study as accessible as possible. In addition we should be
able to focus on more recent materials than those in the published case books, so the
material should seem more immediate (for example, the Lisbon Treaty has only just
come into force). Studying EC/EU law is a bit like studying all of federal law in the US -
it is very complex. The core of the law of the EU deals with the relations between the
EU institutions and between the institutions and the Member States. And the law also
has implications for the rights of individual EU citizens.   

Much of the EU’s law deals with economic regulation including competition law
and the administration of the common agricultural policy, and these are complex areas
of law. In the course materials I choose to focus largely on food law in order to make
the doctrinal material more manageable. But I am happy to spend some time on other
areas of interest to the class. The materials are a work in progress and I would be very
grateful for your feedback.

The European Union’s Internet Site is at http://europa.eu/index_en.htm. This is an
invaluable source of up to date information on developments in the European Union.
You can find useful background and introductory information on this website. The EU’s
official documents site is at http://eur-lex.europa.eu/en/index.htm.
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ASSESSMENT: 

Your performance in this course will be assessed by means of:

1. A 4 page paper on a topic to be assigned by me and to be submitted to me on or
before the Monday after Spring Break (Monday 22 March) (25%); AND 

2. A three-hour, in-class, closed-book examination (75%). 

The exam from Spring 2009 is attached to this handout.

ATTENDANCE

I will take attendance. You are entitled to three unexplained absences from class
during the semester. You may send me an email to explain an absence from class or
contact the Dean of Students’ office. I reserve the right to lower the grade of anyone
who misses more than three classes without informing me of the reason for their
absence. I also reserve the right to drop a student from class if he or she misses a
substantial number of classes (whether or not those absences are explained). If you
miss a class please do ask me if you have any questions about the material you
missed.

Consistent and useful participation in class may raise your grade. Class participation
for this purpose includes useful participation in the weblog through posting of
comments, links to relevant materials and questions.

Course Outline

1. Introduction to the EU
2. Food Law Case Study

Legislative Powers of the EU and its Institutions
Challenging EU acts in EU and National Courts
Free Movement of Goods

3. Implications of Supremacy of Community Law
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Caroline Bradley SPRING SEMESTER 2009
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY LAW
(FIRST YEAR ELECTIVE)

THREE HOURS.
This is a closed-book exam.

ANSWER 1 QUESTION FROM SECTION A AND
ANSWER ALL OF SECTION B.

Please avoid substantial overlap in your answers, because, as a
general rule, you will only get credit once for each piece of
information you give me. For example, note that if you write “see
above”, or “see answer to question x” in your second answer, your
grade for the second answer will suffer.

DO read the questions carefully and think about your answers before
beginning to write.
DO refer to treaty provisions, cases and other materials where
appropriate. If you make general statements, try to back them up with
specific references. 
DO NOT use abbreviations unless you explain what you are using
them to stand for.
DO NOT make assumptions in answering the hypothetical.
DO explain what further information you might need in order to answer
the question properly.
DO write legibly and clearly.

You will get credit for following these instructions, and may be
penalized for failing to do so.
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SECTION A: 40%

ANSWER ONE QUESTION FROM THIS SECTION OF THE

EXAM

1. “...[T]he task assigned to the Court of Justice under Article [234], the object of which
is to secure uniform interpretation of the Treaty by national courts and tribunals,
confirms that the states have acknowledged that Community Law has an authority
which can be invoked by their nationals before those courts and tribunals. The
conclusion to be drawn from this is that the Community constitutes a new legal order of
international law for the benefit of which the states have limited their sovereign rights,
albeit within limited fields, and the subjects of which comprise not only member states
but also their nationals. Independently of the legislation of Member States, Community
Law therefore not only imposes obligations on individuals but is also intended to confer
upon them rights which become part of their legal heritage. These rights arise not only
where they are expressly granted by the Treaty, but also by reason of obligations which
the Treaty imposes in a clearly defined way upon individuals as well as upon the
Member States and upon the institutions of the community.” (From Van Gend en Loos,
Case 26/62 (Judgment Feb. 5, 1963)).

Discuss.

2.  Write a critique of any two cases we studied during this semester. (NB: Note the
exam instructions on overlap).
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SECTION B: 60%

Ruritania, Arcadia and Urbania are Member States of the EU. Towntoys (TT) and
Countrytoys (CT) are toy manufacturers based in Ruritania. The Fun Warehouse (FW)
owns a chain of toy stores in a number of EU Member States, including Arcadia and
Urbania. Some of the products the Fun Warehouse sells are manufactured in the EU
and others are manufactured outside the EU. Recently, there have been a number of
worldwide scares about dangerous toys. 

The Member States of the EU are all parties to the International Toy Safety
Association Treaty and members of the International Toy Safety Association (ITSA).
Until recently, ITSA has not been very active, but at the beginning of 2009 ITSA
adopted two resolutions:

! ITSA Resolution Number 1 of 2009 banned the sale of unsafe toys (the
resolution identifies a list of substances which may not be used in the
manufacture of toys but also contains a broad ban on the sale of unsafe toys).
! ITSA Resolution Number 2 of 2009 contains a list of toy manufacturers whose
toys are deemed to be unsafe. Towntoys appears on this list.

ITSA Resolutions are binding on ITSA’s members. There is no provision in the
ITSA Treaty for review of ITSA resolutions. 

The EU immediately adopted a directive to give effect to the provisions of the
ITSA resolutions. The directive includes ITSA’s list of toy manufacturers whose toys are
deemed to be unsafe, and provides that those manufacturers should not be allowed to
sell toys in the EU until they have established the safety of the toys they manufacture.
The directive does not specify any process for applying for a recognition of toy safety: it
does not specify how toy manufacturers can apply for such a recognition nor which
body has the discretion to determine toy safety. The directive includes the ITSA
resolution’s very broad ban on the sale of unsafe toys, without specifying any criteria for
safety. However, the directive does state that Member States should provide a remedy
in damages against the seller of unsafe toys which cause injury. The directive stated
that Member States should implement the directive by the end of March 2009. 

... continued
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... Section B continued 

QUESTIONS:

i. Towntoys is listed as an unsafe toy manufacturer under the ITSA resolution and
the directive.  The CEO of Towntoys thinks that its name was included on the list of
unsafe manufacturers because the Chairman of ITSA has a grudge against him.
Towntoys would like to challenge the ITSA resolution and the directive and, in
particular, its inclusion on the list of manufacturers of unsafe toys.

Discuss how Towntoys can challenge the resolution and/or the directive in courts
in the EU. 

ii. A number of other Ruritanian toy manufacturers are also listed in the ITSA
resolution as manufacturers of unsafe toys. The Fun Warehouse has just announced
that it will not sell Ruritanian toys in any of its stores in Arcadia because it is uncertain
whether Ruritanian toy manufacturing standards are adequate.  Countrytoys has
learned that the Fun Warehouse was instructed to make this announcement by the
Arcadian Minister of the Economy. Countrytoys has sold its toys through Fun
Warehouse stores in the past and would like to continue to do so.

Are there any rules of Community law that might help Countrytoys in these
circumstances?

iii. Clara bought a toy in April in a Fun Warehouse store in Urbania. The toy injured
her young son and she wants to know if she can obtain a remedy against Fun
Warehouse. Urbania has not yet implemented the directive. 

Discuss the rules of Community law which are relevant to the question whether
Clara and her son can obtain a remedy with respect to this injury.  
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