C 98/10

Odurimanen BecTHuK Ha EBpomeiickus cpro3

31.3.2012r.

— cuuma ce, ue asmomobun, Roiimo e Haem no 002060p 3a
AU3UHZ U Ce cuUma 3a 0BA20MpAeH ARMUS, ce U3N0A364 34
yeaume Ha obaazaemu COeARU, RO OAHBUHO3A0BASREHOMO
AuYe 8 ™osa cu Rauecmso npudobuea mMosu armus u 20
BRAIOUBA U3UAA0 8 UMYW4ECMBOMO HA CB0eMO0 npednpugmiie,
Ramo deaxumuam npu npudobusaremo dansr 8spxy 000a-
8eHAMA  CMOHOCM N00AeRU  U3Y4A0 U He3a0asHO Ha
npucnadane, npu ROeMO BcARA ynompeba HA MOo3u ARMUS
30 AUMHU HYROU HA OaHBUHO3A0BAREHOMO AUYE UAU 34
HysROUMe HA Hez08US NEPCOHAN, UML Mho-00Wo 3a Ueau,
PA3AUUHL OM  UROHOMUUECRAMA OellHOCM HA Auyemo, ce
NpupasHasa Ha 8s3Me30Ha 00CMABRA HA YCAy2u.

2. Ynenose 168 u 176 om [upermusa 2006/112 donycram
HAUUOHAAHA — npasHa  ypedba, Roamo npedsusda Oa  ce
USRAIUAM  OM  Npasomo HA Npucnadaue CMORU U YCAyeu,
ROUMO Ca hpedHasHauenu 3da 6e3863me30HU 0OCMAGRU UAU 34
OeliHOCMU, PA3AUUHL OM UROHOMUUECRAMA OeliHOCM HA OaHBY-
HO3a0B/REHOMO AUYe, ARO OnpedeseHume Ramo 0&A20mpaeH
aRIMUG CMORU HE CA BRAIOUEHU 8 UMYUeCBOMO Ha Npeonpu-
amuemo.

(1) OB C 145, 14.5.2011 1.

Pemenne Ha Cboa (metu cberas) or 16 ¢espyapu 2012 r.
(mperonuumanuo 3anmursane or Landgericht Hamburg —

Tepmannst) —  Jirgen  Blédel-Pawlik/HanseMerkur
Reiseversicherung AG
(Demo C-134/11) (%)
(Dupermusa 90/314/EMMO — Ilaremnu mypucmuuecru

nsmyeanud, earanyuu u oburoirru — Ynen 7 — 3awuma
cpewy pucra om HenAamesROCNOCOGHOCM UAU  HECBCMO4-
MeAHOCM  HA  0p2aHU3AMOpA HA MARUEA NBHMyeédHUd,
éaranyuu u oburoaru — Ilpusoskno nose — Hennameskoc-
N0COOHOCM HA Op2aHU3amopa nopadu U3noA3eaHemo He No
npednasnauenue Ha csOpanume om nompebumeaume napu)

(2012/C 98/13)

E3ur Ha npou3sodcmeomo: Hemcru

3anuTBama HOPUCOUKINA

Landgericht Hamburg

CrpaHu B IJIABHOTO NPOU3BOICTBO

Mujey;: Jirgen Blodel-Pawlik

Omsgemnur: HanseMerkur Reiseversicherung AG
Ipenmer

Tperommumanto 3amureane — Landgericht Hamburg — ThikysaHe
Ha unted 7 ot Hupekrusa 90/314/EMO Ha Cobera ot 13 rorn 1990
TOIMHA OTHOCHO IAKETHUTE TYPUCTMUECKM ITBTYBAHNS, MAKETHUTE
TYPUCTMYECKM BAKAHUMM UM [AKETHUTE TYPUCTUUECKM OGUKOIKM
(OB L 158, crp. 59; CmeumanHo m3maHme Ha OBITapckm e3WK,
2007 1., masa 13, ToM 9, cTp. 248) — 3ammra cpely pucka ot
HEITATEKOCIIOCOOHOCT MM HECHCTOSITEHOCT Ha OpraHM3aTopa —
HematexxocrocoGHOCT Ha OpraHM3aTopa MOpafy M3IONI3BAHETO He
N0 NpeHA3HAuUCHMe Ha CHOpaHUTE OT MOTpeOMTENMTE Napy —
TMpunoxumocr Ha Oupekrusa 90/314/ENO

Hucno3uTus

Ynenw 7 om [upermusa 90/314/EMO na Cegema om 13 ioHu
1990 z00una OMHOCHO NaRemMHUMe MyPUCMUUECRY NBMYBAHU4,

NAReMHUMe MypUCMuUeckU 6aRAHUUL U NAREMHUME MyPUCTUUECRU
00UR0ARY Mp4a68a 0a ce MBARY8A 8 CMUCEA, Ue 8 NPUAOKRHOMO MY
noae nonada MoAOReHUe, NPU ROEMO HenAamesRocnocoGHocmma Ha
0peaHU3amopa Ha NeimyeaHemo ce OBAXRU HA U3MAMAUBOMO MYy
nogedenue.

() OB C 179, 18.6.2011 r.

IlperonuumanHo 3anuTBaHe, ormpaBeHo or Landgerichts
Miinchen I (Deutschland) Ha 9 mekemspu 2011 r. — Karl
Berger/Freistaat Bayern

(Hemo C-636/11)
(2012/C 98/14)

E3ur Ha npou3eodcm60mo: HeMCRU

3anuTBama HOPUCOUKIUA

Landgericht Miinchen I

CTpanu B ITTaBHOTO IPOU3BOACTBO
Muyey: Karl Berger
Omeemnur: Freistaat Bayern

IIperommuumanay BHIPOCH

1. Tomycka mu uimern 10 or Permament (EO) Ne 1782002 Ha
Eporieiickust nmapnameHtT n Ha CbBera (!) HauMoOHamHa mpaBHa
ypen0a, KOSTO [1aBa BH3MOXKHOCT 3a MHpOpMIpaHe Ha 0OOLiecT-
BEHOCTTA TIPY CIIOMCHABAHE HAa HAJMMEHOBAHVETO Ha XpaHaTa VI
dypaxa 1 Ha IPENIPUITIETO 33 XPaHU UM Gypaxky, MO UMETO
HAJMMEHOBAHME MM QupMa e TpomsBecHa, obpaboTeHa mimn e
IlyCHaTa Ha I1a3apa XpaHata Win ypaxsT, KOraTo Ha flazapa ce
TycHe My e OMII0 MyCHATO 3HAYMTENHO KOMMUECTBO OT MHafeHa
XpaHa, KOSTO He € BpelHa 3a 3[paBero, HO He € TONHA 3a
KOHCyMAalysl ¥ B YaCTHOCT IPENM3BMKBA OTBpAIICHYE WA
KOTaTo MOpaM CBOSATA CIEMPUUHOCT MOOOHa XpaHa e Oura
MyCHaTa HA [a3apa B HE3HAUMTENIHM KOIMYECTBA, HO IIpe3
TIPOIBIIKUTENEH TIEPHOL OT BpeMe?

2. Tlpu yTBLpOMTETIEH OTTOBOP Ha HpenxomHus Bbmpoc: Criemsa nu
Ha Bbrpoc 111 fa ce OTrOBOpH MO pasnuyeH HauMH, aKO GaKTUTE
ca ce crywum npemu 1 sanyapu 2007 T., HO HalUMOHAIHOTO
IpaBo Bede ¢ OMWIIO aJaNTMPAHO KbM IOCOYCHMUS pEITaMeHT?

~—

Pernament (EO) Ne 178/2002 Ha Epomeiickitst maprmament n Ha ChBeTa
or 28 suyapy 2002 rogyHa 3a yCTAHOBsBAHE Ha OOLIMTE NPUHLMIN U
M3UCKBAHNSI HA 3aKOHOIATENICTBOTO B 0OJACTTa HAa XPaHNUTE, 33 Ch3[IABAHE
Ha EBporieficki opran 3a Ge30MacHOCT Ha XpaHWTe M 3a OMpeeNsiHe Ha
npoweypu OTHOCHO OesomacHoctra Ha xpammre (OB L 31, crp. 1;
CrieypanHo u3nanme Ha Obnrapeky esux, 2007 r., mmasa 15, Tom 8,
cTp. 68).

Mperopnumanyo 3anuTBane, ornpaseHo or Hoge Raad der
Nederlanden (Humepnammus) na 3 smmyapu 2012 r. —
Trianon Productie BV/Revillon Chocolatier SAS

(Temo C-2/12)
(2012/C 98/15)

E3uk Ha npou3ssodcmeomo: HudepaarOCRU

3anuTBala FOPUCIMKIMS

Hoge Raad der Nederlanden
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