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Enionun E@nuepida g Eupwnaikie Eveong

31.3.2012

— To avtokivito  oxnpa mou  podovetar facer oUpPacts
Xxprpatodotikic piodwong kar yapaktipiCetar wg enevdu-
TIKO ayadd Dewpeltar 0Tt XPHOHOTIOLEITAL YIal TG AVAYKES
OV QOpPONOYOUHEVOY TPAEewy, av TO UMOKEIPHEVO OTOV
@Opo MPOCWTO ATOKTA TO ayadd EVEPy@VTag UMo THV
1010TTd Tou auT) Kar To evtacoer €& oAokAfpou ota
TIEPIOUCIOKA OTOINEIQL THC EMIYEIPNONC TOU, OTOTE O OEl-
AOpevog €Ml Twv €10powv QOpo¢ mpooTIEueVN¢ aiag exi-
mtel MAPWC Kail apéowe kai kade xpron tou ev Adyw
ayadol yia TIC 1OIWTIKEG AVAYKEG TOU UTIOKEIPEVOU OTOV
QOpO 1| TOU TPOCWTIKOU TOU 1) yla OKOToU¢ EEvoug mpog
™V emyeipnon tou eEopoidveTal pe mapoxt UTPEcILY €&
enaydov¢ artiag.

2) Aev avufaiver ota dpdpa 168 kar 176 ¢ odnyiag
2006/112 n edvikr vopodeoia mou mpoPAEmer T pn Xoprynon
Sikaidpatog Ekmrwong yia ta ayadd 1] T UTHPECIEG TOU TIPo-
opiCovtat yia THV mpaypatonoinot mpdéewv Xwpic avtaAayua
1 yia dpactpiotytes E€veg mpog TV 0IKOVOMIKY dpactrpio-
THTA TOU UTIOKEIPEVOU OTOV POPO TPOCMTIOU, UTIO THY TPOUTO-
deon ot ta ayadd mov yapaktypiloviar w¢ emevduTika ayadd
dev €youv evtayel oTa MEPIOUCIAKA OTOIXEIR THE EMYEIPNOTC.

() EE C 145 ¢ 14.5.2011.

Anbgaon Ttou Awactnpiov (népmro Tpfpa) e 16n¢

®¢fpovapiov 2012 [aitner) Tou Landgericht Hamburg

(Teppavia) yia v £kdoon mpodikactikic ano@dceng] —

Jiirgen Blodel-Pawlik katd HanseMerkur Reiseversicherung
AG

(Ynodeon C-134/11) (1)
(O81yia 90/314/EOK — Opyavopéva tatidia, Siakoméc kar
nepuqyroeic — Apdpo 7 — Ilpootacia évavt Tov kvduvou
agepeyyvoTTag 1 Ttwxedosws Tou Sopyavetr Tov Taks-
Siov — Iebio s@appoyrc — A@epeyyvitra tov Sopya-
VOTH) 0QeAOpEV) o Tapdavopr 1810moinon  XpHHATIKOU
nocol mov katéfale o katavalwTrg)

(2012/C 98/13)
IMwooa Swdikasiac: 1 yeppavikn

Artovv Sikaotipio

Landgericht Hamburg

Atddikor ot unoddeon e kiprag dikng
Jirgen Blodel-Pawlik

Kata

HanseMerkur Reiseversicherung AG
Avuikeipevo

Ao exdoceng mpodikaoTikng anogacens — Landgericht Ham-
burg — Eppnveia tou apdpou 7 g odnyiag 90/314/EOK tou
Suppouliou, g 13ng lowviou 1990, yia ta opyavepéva tatida
Kat TG opyavepeves diakomég kat mepuynoels (EE L 158, 0. 59) —
Tpootacia katd tou KwdUvou agepeyyudTTag 1} MTOXEUCENS TOU
dopyavet) — Agepeyyuomta tou Sopyavet] Noye Swidéceng
TV KaTaPADEvIoV and Katavalwtés moomv ot aANOTPIOUG OKO-
noug — Egappoyr g odnyiag 90/314/EOK

AatakTiko

To apdpo 7 e odnyiag 90/314/EOK tou Zupfouvliov, ¢ 131¢
Touviou 1990, yia ta opyavwpéva Tafidia kar TG OPYAVWHEVES

diakomég kar mepIynoelg, £xeL Ty éwola 0Tt 0To TEdI0 EPapuoY¢
TOU EUMITITEL 1] TEPIMTTWON KATA THV OTIOIAL 1] APEPEYYUOTHTA TOU
Siopyavwts) tou takidiov ogeidetar oe S6Aia oUpTEPIPOPE TOU
16iov.

() EE C 179 ¢ 18.6.2011.

Aitoen yia v £kdoon npodikactikis anogacewc, v onoia
unéfale to Landgericht Miinchen I ([eppavia) otmic 9
AekepPpiov 2011 — Karl Berger kata Freistaat Bayern

(YnoVeon C-636[11)
(2012/C 98/14)
Iwooa diadikaciac: 1 yeppavikn

Artovv dikaotiipro

Landgericht Miinchen 1

A1aikor env vnodeon e kuprag dikng
Tpoogevywv: Karl Berger

Kadov: Freistaat Bayern
Mpodikactika epotipata

1) Avufaiver oto apdpo 10 tou kavoviopov (EK) 178/2002 tou
Euponaikou Kowvofouhiou kat tou ZupPouliou (1) edvikry pud-
LOT, KAt TV omoia UTAPXEL SUVATOTNTE EVIHEPOOEWS TOU
KOWOU [IE avaQOp( TG OVORACIAG TOU TPO@ifou 1 ¢ Lwo-
TPOYNG KAL TNG EMIXEIPNOEWS UTO TO OVOUM 1) TNV ENWVULIK TNG
onolag mapdyetal, petanoteital 1) tetar o€ KukAogopia Tpo-
Qo 1 Cwotpogn, Otav Tietar 1 xet Tedel oe kukhogopia
OTHAVTIKT] TTOCOTITA TPOQiou, To omoio dev eivan pev emPAa-
Béc yia v vyela, eivar Opoc akatdAAnho yia katavaloor, kat
adikotepa mpokakel andia, i Otav éva TETow0 TPOPLHO, AOYL
G 1810p0p@iag Tou, €xel Tedel o€ KUKAOQOpIA € HIKPEG HOVOV
TOOOTNTES, Yl HEYANO OHOG XPOVIKO dlaoTnpas

2) e mMePINTOON KATAPATIKAG AMAVTIOENS OTO TPONYOULEVO €pe-
TNHa: eivat dtagopetikr n andviner oto urm’ apw. 1 epdmpa av
TA TPAYHATIKG mEptoTatikd  Aapfavouy yopa mpw v 1n
Iavouapiou 2007, evtoutolg, to €dvikod dikaio éxer 10n mpo-
oappooVel 000V aQopi TOV G Ave KAVOVIOO;

(") Kavoviopog (EK) 178/2002 tou Eupenaikot Kowofouliou kar tou
Suppouliou, e 28n¢ lavouapiou 2002, yia Tov Kadopiopd Twv yevi-
KOV apXOV Kl OMOLTOEOV TG VOHOUECIAG Yo Ta TPOQIIA, yid TV
ibpuon e Eupomaikic Apxine yia v Acgdleia twv Tpogipwy kot
Tov kadopiopd diadikaciyv oe Vepata aogaleiag twv Tpogipwy (EE
L 31, 0. 1).

Aimon yia v £€kdoon mpodikactikic anogdoenc, v onoia
unéfade to Hoge Raad der Nederlanden (Kate Xdbpeg) otig
3 Iavovapiov 2012 — Trianon Productie B.V. kata Revillon
Chocolatier SAS
(Ynodeon C-2/12)
(2012/C 98/15)
Maoooa dadikaociag: 1 oAavdwk

Artobv Sikaotipio
Hoge Raad der Nederlanden
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