
Member State is required, as a rule, to detain a person for the 
purposes of removal in a specialised detention facility if such 
facilities exist only in a part of the federal structure of the State, 
but not in another part in which the detention is carried out in 
accordance with the provisions governing the federal structure 
of that Member State? 

( 1 ) OJ 2008 L 348, p. 98. 

Request for a preliminary ruling from the Bundesger
ichtshof (Germany) lodged on 27 September 2013 — 
Dimensione Direct Sales srl, Michele Labianca v Knoll 

International SpA 

(Case C-516/13) 

(2013/C 367/42) 

Language of the case: German 

Referring court 

Bundesgerichtshof 

Parties to the main proceedings 

Applicants: Dimensione Direct Sales srl, Michele Labianca 

Defendant: Knoll International SpA 

Questions referred 

1. Does the distribution right under Article 4(1) of Directive 
2001/29/EC ( 1 ) include the right to offer the original or 
copies of the work to the public for sale? 

If the first question is to be answered in the affirmative: 

2. Does the right to offer the original or copies of the work to 
the public for sale include not only contractual offers, but 
also advertising measures? 

3. Is the distribution right infringed even if no purchase of the 
original or copies of the work takes place on the basis of 
the offer? 

( 1 ) Directive 2001/29/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 22 May 2001 on the harmonisation of certain aspects 
of copyright and related rights in the information society (OJ L 167, 
p. 10). 

Reference for a preliminary ruling from Court of Appeal 
(England & Wales) (Civil Division) (United Kingdom) made 
on 26 September 2013 — The Queen on the application of 

Eventech Ltd v The Parking Adjudicator 

(Case C-518/13) 

(2013/C 367/43) 

Language of the case: English 

Referring court 

Court of Appeal (England & Wales) (Civil Division) 

Parties to the main proceedings 

Applicant: The Queen on the application of Eventech Ltd 

Defendant: The Parking Adjudicator 

Interested parties: London Borough of Camden, Transport for 
London 

Questions referred 

1. Does making a bus lane on a public road available to Black 
Cabs but not minicabs, during the hours of operation of 
that bus lane, involve the use of ‘State resources’ within the 
meaning of Article 107(1) TFEU, in the circumstances of the 
present case? 

2. (a) In determining whether making a bus lane on a public 
road available to Black Cabs but not minicabs, during 
the hours of operation of that bus lane, is selective for 
the purposes of Article 107(1) TFEU, what is the 
relevant objective by reference to which the question 
whether Black Cabs and minicabs are in a comparable 
legal and factual situation should be assessed? 

(b) If it can be shown that the relevant objective, for the 
purposes of question 2(a), is at least in part to create a 
safe and efficient transport system, and that there are 
safety and/or efficiency considerations that justify 
allowing Black Cabs to drive in bus lanes and that do 
not apply in the same way to minicabs, can it be said 
that the measure is not selective within the meaning of 
Article 107 (1) TFEU? 

(c) In answering question 2(b), is it necessary to consider 
whether the Member State relying on that justification 
has demonstrated, in addition, that the favourable 
treatment of Black Cabs by comparison with minicabs 
is proportionate and does not go beyond what is 
necessary?
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