
4. Do Directive 2009/72/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 July 2009 concerning common rules for 
the internal market in electricity and repealing Directive 2003/54/EC, Regulation (EC) No 714/2009 (2) of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 13 July 2009 on conditions for access to the network for cross-border exchanges in 
electricity and repealing Regulation (EC) No 1228/2003, (3) [Commission] Regulation (EU) 2015/1222 (4) [of 24 July 
2015] establishing a guideline on capacity allocation and congestion management [and] Regulation (EU) No 1227/ 
2011 (5) of the European Parliament and of the Council of 25 October 2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and 
transparency permit restrictions on the number of persons to whom a licence for electricity transmission may be issued 
in a particular territory?

5. If the foregoing questions are answered in the affirmative and [on the basis that] in accordance with Article 43(1)(1) [of 
the Zakon na energetikata (Law on the energy sector)] only one single licence is issued for the territory of the Republic of 
Bulgaria: Must it be assumed that there is a conflict of interest within the meaning of [recital 12 of] Directive 2009/72/ 
EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 July 2009 concerning common rules for the internal market in 
electricity and repealing Directive 2003/54/EC?

6. Must it be assumed that, in providing that only one licence for electricity transmission may be issued within the national 
territory, the national rule laid down in Article 43(1)(1) [of the Law on the energy sector] restricts competition within 
the meaning of Articles 101 TFEU and 102 TFEU?
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