C 174/14

Odurimanen BecTHuK Ha EBpomeiickus cpro3

16.6.2012r.

Ipyea cmpana 6 npouseodcmeomo: EBporeiicka KoMucHst (IpefcTa-
suten: C. Giolito)

IIpenmer

Karba cpemry Pemenne Ha O6ums cbx (OcMu ChCTa) or 24 Mapr
2011 r. mo geno Comap/Komucust (T-377/06), ¢ koero OO6uimst
CBI OTXBBPIISL XKambara 3a yacTMyHa OTMsHA Ha Pemerme C(2006)
4180 oxonuarenen Ha Komucusra or 20 cenremspu 2006 roguua
OTHOCHO TIpou3BoacTBO 1o uieH 81 [EO] u umen 53 or Cmopas-
ymenvero 3a EWI (zeno COMP[F-1/38.121 — Qurunrn) —
Cextop Ha ¢uTMHIMTE OT Mel ¥ MemHM crutaBn — Hapymenne Ha
IIPaBOTO Ha He3aBucUM u OesnpucrpacteH cbi — Hapyuenue Ha
NPUHLMIIA HA CTPUKTHO TBHIKYBaHE HAa HAKa3aTeNHUsS 3aKOH —
TToHsTHe 32 MyONMMUHO pasrpaHMUaBaHe — V3omauaBaHe Ha JTOKa3a-
Tencrata — JIunca Ha MOTUBU

ucno3uTus

1. Omxespag skanbama.

2. Oceszda Comap SA da 3ansamu ceOeGHuMmMe Pa3HOCRU

() OB C 252, 27.08.2011 r.

Pemenne Ha Cbna (Bropu cberaB) or 10 ampun 2012 r.

(mpetonuumanno 3amutBaHe ot Bundesgerichtshof —

Tepmanns) — Hakazarenno npoussoncTBo cpeury Minh
Khoa Vo

(Demo C-83/12 PPU) ()

(Ilpocmpancmeo Ha c60600a, cuzyprocm u npasocsoue —
Peznamenm (EO) Ne 810/2009 — Busoé wroderc Ha
O6wnocmma — Ynenoee 21 u 34 — Hayuonanna npasna
ypedba — He3saronno npeeesroane npe3 zpanuuama Ha mepu-
mopuama Ha 0BpPRA6A UNEHRA HA 2PAROAHU HA Mpemu
cmpanu — Busu, noayuenu upes usmama — Harazamen-
HONPAGHA CAHRUUA 34 AUYAMA, U36BPULEAULU HE3AROHHO
npeeeskdane npe3 zpanuyama)

(2012/C 174/20)
E3ur Ha npou3sodcmeomo: Hemcru

3anuTBamna HOPpUCOUKINSA

Bundesgerichtshof

CTpaHa B ITIaBHOTO NPOU3BOICTBO

Minh Khoa Vo

Ilpenmer

Iperommimanso 3anurBaHe — Bundesgerichtshof — Trikysane Ha
wierose 21 u 34 ot Pernament (EO) Ne 810/2009 Ha Eporeiickus
[Mapnament u Ha Coeeta ot 13 romu 2009 rogmua 3a ch3pgaBaHe Ha
Buzos komekc Ha Obmmocrra (OB L 243, crp. 1) — Haumonanua
npaBHa ypemba, KOSITO MPENBVIKIA HAKA3ATENHONPABHA CAHKIMS 3a
JIMIIETO, KOETO IIpeBexkKNa He3aKOHHO YyXKIEHUM Ipe3 TpaHMLaTa —
HpI/IHO)KI/[MOCT Ha HaKa3aHMATa B cnyqame, Ipn KOUTO ‘-Iy)KJ]eHL[]/ITe
pasmonaraT ¢ BM3a, IONydYeHa Ype3 M3Mama OT KOMIIETEHTHMTeE
OpraHM Ha Jpyra IbpxKasa 4IeHKA, HO Ta3u BU3a BCe Olle He e
aHynMpaHa B IIPUIIOXKEHVE Ha peramMeHTa

Hucno3urus

Unenose 21 u 34 om Peznamenm (EO) Ne 810/2009 na Espo-
neiicrus napaamenm u Ha Cegema om 13 toau 2009 z00una 3a
ce30asane Ha Busos roderc na Obujrocmma (Busos roderc) mpadea
da ce maARy8AM @ C/MUCBA, e OONYCRAM HAUUOHAAHU NPAGHU
pasnoped6u da npedeusrROam HARA3AMENHONPABHA OMZOBOPHOCI 34
no0noMazanemo Ha He3ROHHAMA UMUZPAUU4 6 cAyuaume, 6
ROUMO  npesedeHume Auud, 2paskOaHu Ha Mpemu  CMpanu,
pasnondzam c 6u3d, ROAMO ca NOAYUUAL Upe3 U3MAMA HA ROMNem-
eHmHUMe OpzaHu Ha 0BPRABAMA UAEHRA, U30aAd BU3AMA, OMHOCHO
delicmeumentama uen Ha nemyeanemo, Ge3 masu 6usa 0a e Ouna
npedsapumento anyAupana.

() OB C 126, 28.4.2012 1.

Iperopnumanyo 3anuTBaHe, ornpaseHo or Bundesgerichtshof
(Tepmanusi) Ha 6 mapr 2012 r. — Josef Probst/mr.nexnet
GmbH

(Temo C-119/12)
(2012/C 174/21)
E3ur Ha npou3600cmeomo: HEMCRU

3anuTBama HOPUCAUKIUA

Bundesgerichtshof

CTpanu B ITIaBHOTO NPOM3BOICTBO

2Kanbonodamen: Josef Probst

Omeemnur: mr.nexnet GmbH

[peronuumaneH BBIpoOC

Ynen 6, maparpa¢u 2 u 5 or Oupekrusa 2002/58EO (') nossonsisa
M [OCTABYMK HA YCIyIM [a I[PeNOCTaBM HaHHM 33 Tpaduk Ha
LECHOHEp HA B3eMaHE 3a M3BbPLICHN NATeKOCHOOLIMTENHI YCITyTH,
KOTaTo 1eCHsTa, LeMsma ChOMpaHe HA CTOPHMPAHM B3eMaHus,
OCBEH OT 0buIMTe 3aTbIIKEHNS 33 3aUNTaHe HA TalfHATa HA MAJeKo-
cpoOleHMATa ¥ 33 3alMTa HA JIAHHUTE B CHOTBETCTBUE C
[efiCTBALINMTE NPABHM HOPMH, CE YPEXKIa M OT CIeIHMUTE TOTOBOPHM
pasnopenou:

TIOCTaBUMKDBT Ha YCIIYTU U LECMOHEPBT C€ 3adbIIKaBaT [1a 06pa6OTBaT
U M3MOJI3BAT 3ALUUTEHUTE OAHHM CAMO B paMKUTE Ha CbBMECTHATa UM
pa60Ta E€OVMHCTBEHO 3a IIpeciienBaHaTa C JOroBopa Leln U 110
IoCoUeHMA B JOroBopa Ha4uMH;

KOIaTo 3all03HABAHETO ChC 3allIMTEHUTE IAHHM Beue He € HeoOXOIMMO
3a NOCTUIAHE HA CIIOMEHATATa LeJl, BCMYKM CHLIECTBYBALA B Ta3u
BPb3KA  3AMTEHM [AHHM ClemBa fa  Obmar  Oe3Bb3BPATHO
VHULIOXKEH! WM BHPHATH;

BCSKa OT JOropapsAmuTe €€ CTpaHM MOXKe [a MPOBEPU Halln Opyrara
CTpaHa Clla3Ba yCTAaHOBEHMTE B [IOroBOpa IpaBuila 3a CUTYPHOCT U
3alINTa HA TAHHUTE;



	Решение на Съда (втори състав) от 10 април 2012 г. (преюдициално запитване от Bundesgerichtshof — Германия) — Наказателно производство срещу Minh Khoa Vo  (Дело C-83/12 PPU)
	Преюдициално запитване, отправено от Bundesgerichtshof (Германия) на 6 март 2012 г. — Josef Probst/mr.nexnet GmbH  (Дело C-119/12)

