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Excise, [1986]) ECR 1007, paras.15-18 3.

24) Case 72/83, Campus Oil Limited v. Minister for Industry and Energy, [1984] ECR 2727, paras.20,31 Z-Z.

25) Ibid., paras.34,36,51 %

26) Case 174/82, Officier van Justitie v. Sandoz BV, [1983] ECR 2445, paras.15-20 2.
27) Case 7/68, Commission v. Italy, [1968] ECR 423, pp.429-430 Z+Z.
28) ols} e EH iz AT e AHANL Roke ok A7k 7} HUFE ) A ko] Au Al ol

29) Hartley, supra note 9, pp.239-240 2.

30) Koen Lenaerts and Piet van Nuffel, Constitutional Law of the European Union (London: Sweet & Maxwell, 2005),

pp.162-163 2.

31) Case 155/82, Commission v. Belgium, [1983] ECR 531, para.12.
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