
Operative part of the judgment 

Article 6(1), first subparagraph, second sentence, and Article 6(2) of 
Directive 97/7/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 
20 May 1997 on the protection of consumers in respect of distance 
contracts are to be interpreted as precluding national legislation which, 
in the context of a distance contract, requires the cost of delivering the 
goods to be charged to the consumer after he exercises his right of 
withdrawal. 

( 1 ) OJ C 32, 7.2.2009. 
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Operative part of the judgment 

Article 6(1) of Directive 2001/84/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 27 September 2001 on the resale right for the 
benefit of the author of an original work of art must be interpreted as 
not precluding a provision of national law, such as the provision at 
issue in the main proceedings, which reserves the benefit of the resale 
right to the artist’s heirs at law alone, to the exclusion of testamentary 
legatees. That being so, it is for the referring court, for the purposes of 
applying the national provision transposing Article 6(1) of Directive 
2001/84, to take due account of all the relevant rules for the 
resolution of conflicts of laws relating to the transfer on succession 
of the resale right. 
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