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63. Gudrun Stalnecke
64. Ellinor Sydberg
65. Ulrika Sydberg
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67. Helena Thyni
68. Annelie Uvén
69. Johan Uvén
70. Johanna Ogren
THE THING

Application for a permit according to the Environmental Code for mining activities etc. at Nunasvaara
Sédra in Kiruna municipality; now question of permission to appeal etc

APPEAL AGAINST A DECISION

Umea District Court, Land and Environmental Court, partial judgment 2023-04-05 in case no. M
1573-20

After presentation, the Land and Environmental Appeals Court takes the following

DECISION(to be announced 2023-08-31)

1. The Land and Environmental Court of Appeal decides not to obtain a preliminary ruling

from the EU Court.

2. The Land and Environmental Court of Appeal does not grant leave to appeal. The Land and

Environmental Court's ruling therefore stands.

The reasons for the decision under point 1

The Land and Environmental Supreme Court considers that no such question has arisen in the
case which causes doubt about the interpretation of Union law and which makes it necessary for
the court to obtain a preliminary ruling from the EU Court in order to rule on the matter.

Preliminary rulings from the EU Court must therefore not be obtained.
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The reasons for the decision under point 2

The appealed decision may be reviewed by the Land and Environment Court of Appeal only if the

Land and Environment Court of Appeal has granted leave to appeal.

Trial permission must be reissued

- there is reason to doubt the correctness of the conclusion reached by the Land and
Environmental Court,

- it is not possible to assess the correctness of the conclusion reached by the Land and Environmental
Court without permission to appeal being granted,

- itis important for the administration of the law that the appeal is heard by a higher
court, or

- otherwise there are special reasons to examine the appeal.

The Land and Environmental Court of Appeal has reviewed the case and concluded that there is

no reason to grant leave to appeal in this case.

HOW TO APPEAL, see appendix
Appeal no later than 2023-09-28

Elin Haubitz Man

The protocol presented/
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How to appeal the Land and Environment Court's decision

Anyone who wishes to appeal the Land and

Environmental Appeals Court's decision must do so

by writing to the Supreme Court. However, the
appeal must be sent or submitted to the Land and
Environment Court of Appeal.

Last time to appeal

The appeal must have been received by the Markoch
Environmental Court of Appeal no later than the day
specified at the end of the Markoch

the environmental court's ruling.

Decision on detention, restrictions according to ch. 24
Section 5 a of the Code of Judicial Procedure or travel

bans may be appealed without time limit.

If the appeal has been received in time, the
Land and Environmental Court of Appeal
forwards the appeal and all documents in the
case to the Supreme Court.

Permission for trial in the Supreme Court

A leave of appeal is required for the
Supreme Court to hear an appeal. The
Supreme Court may issue leave to
appeal only if

1. itis important for the management of the
application of the law that the appeal is
heard by the Supreme Court or if

2. there are special reasons for such an examination,
such as that there are grounds for raising, that there
has been a miscarriage of justice or that the outcome

of the case in Land and

the Environmental Appeals Court is clearly
due to gross oversight or gross error.

Content of the appeal
The appeal must contain information about

1. the complainant's name, address and

telephone number,

2. the decision that is being appealed (name
and department of the court and date of
the decision and case number),

3. the change in the decision requested by the
appellant,

4. the reasons that the appellant wishes to state for
the decision to be changed,

5. the reasons that the appellant wishes to state for
leave to appeal to be granted, as well as

6. the evidence relied on by the appellant and
what is to be proved by each piece of evidence.

Simplified service

If the case is appealed, the Supreme Court
can use simplified service when sending
documents in the case, provided that the
recipient there or in some previous instance
has received information about such
service.

More information

For information about the trial in the
Supreme Court, seewww.hogstadomstolen.se

www.domstol.se



