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Artjpata

H Emrtpont| {ntel ano o Awaotrpio:

— va damoteoel 0Tt to Baoileo tov Kdte Xopov, deoniCovrag kar Siatnpdvtag o€ oxU TG anaitioes yio T Letapopd
ouvtagiodotikav kepalaiov ot onoieg tpofAenovtal ota apdpa 19a, napaypagog 1, otoeio d, kar 19b, mapaypagot 1 kai 2,
Tou Wet op de Loonbelasting 1964 (vopou tou 1964 yia tov ¢opo elcodrjpatog and pedetég ummpeoiec), oto apdpo 40c
¢ Uitvoeringsregeling Invorderingswet (ekTeAeoTikiG andQAct|S yLa TV EQAPLLOYT TOU VOHOU TEPL ELOTIPAEENG TGV POPWV),
oto apdpo 10d, 3, ¢ Uitvoeringsbesluit Loonbelasting 1965 (exteleotikng andgaons tou 1965 yia tov ¢opo el00dnpatog
and evetés unnpeoiec), kavdwg kat oto mapaptpa IV g andgaong DGB2012/7010M oyetikd pe Siedveig MTUyeG Twv
ouvtagewv, napéfn TG unoypedoel mou unéyet and ta apdpa 45, 56 ka 63 TAEE:

— va katadikaoel to Baoikeio tav Katw Xepav ota dikaotikd ££oda.

Adyor kar kbpra emxeprpata

H Emtpor} extpd 0T 1 oMavdikny vopodesia yia TG anattioeig mept HETAPOPAG GUVTAGLOd0TIKGY Kepalalwy TOU Eouv
ouoowpevdel aTov Aeyopevo «deltepo MUNGVA» —TI) OUGGMPEUCT) OUHMANPOHATIKIG oUVTAENG HEGK TOU €pyodoTn— eivat
acuppifactn pe v ehevdepn kukhogopia Twv epyalopvey, TV UTNPECIAY Kat Tev kepaAaiwy. MONoVOTL Ol anarToels auteég
toxUouV yia petagopés oty nuedani kat oty al\odam), ot Nuedanol Qopeig KOWVOVIKAG AGQANLONG UMOPOUV Va TIG IKAVOTOLHGOUY
€UKONOTEPQ A’ 0,TL 01 AANOSATTOL POPEIG KOWVAVIKTG AGPANLOTC TOU EMDUHOUV VA TAPACKOUY GUVTAEIOdOTIKEG UTIPEGIEG EVTOG TOU
KPATOUG PENOUG EYKATAGTAGTG TOUG OE €pYQlOHEVOUG O1 OMOIOl AmaoXONOUVTAL EKEL KL O OO0l CUGOMPEVUCAV TIPONYOUHEVAG
ouvtalodotikd kepdhato ot Katw Xopes. Eav dev mnpolvtat ot anartroetg mou Yétel 1) vopodeoia, ta ouvtatlodotikd kepahaia
mou &youv cuccwpeudel otig Katw Xopeg gopoloyolvtat.

Aitnon mpodikactikic anogacens v onoia unéfale to Bundesgerichtshof (Teppavia) otic 11 lovhiov
2022 — BM «ata LO

(Ynodeon C-462/22)
(2022/C 359/59)

IMwooa diadikaciag: 1 yeppaviki

Artobv dikactipio

Bundesgerichtshof

Atadikor oty unodeon e kopiag dikng

Avaipeogiov: BM

Avaipeoifint: LO

Ipodikactiko epoTpa

Exkivel 1) etjota 1) €5anvn mepiodog avapioviic mou mpofAénetat yia Tov evayovta oto apdpo 3, mapypagog 1, ototyelo o, mEpmT)
Ka €kt mepinteor), Tou kavoviopot (EK) 2201/2003 (') poévov agol 0 evywv amokTioet T ouvidn dlapovr] Tou OTo KpATtog
1ENOG Tou emAN@YEVTOC dikaotnpiou 1 apkel, OUVAPOG, Ve UQITTATAL, KATA TNV EKKIVION TS &v Aoy Tieptodou, anhi Stapovr) tou
EVAYOVTOG OTO KPATOG TOU EMANQPUEVTOC SIKAOTIPIOU 1 OMOIC MAYIOVETAL KAl HETATPENETAL G GUVIDN HOVOV KATA TO XPOVIKO
dompa mou mponyeitar e €yepong e aywyrs daluyiou;

(") Kavoviopog (EK) 2201/2003 tou Zupfoudiou, ™g 2716 Noepfpiou 2003, yia m diedvr Sikarodooia kat v avayvdpion kat ektéleon
AMOQPACENV OF YALLKES S1aQOpES Kat dlagopes YovIKNg peptuvag o omoiog katapyel tov kavoviopo (EK) apw. 13472000 (EE 2003, L 338,
o. 1).
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