
Operative part of the judgment 

In circumstances such as those in the main proceedings, Article 15(2) 
of Council Regulation (EC) No 343/2003 of 18 February 2003 
establishing the criteria and mechanisms for determining the 
Member State responsible for examining an asylum application 
lodged in one of the Member States by a third-country national 
must be interpreted as meaning that a Member State which is not 
responsible for examining an application for asylum pursuant to the 
criteria laid down in Chapter III of that regulation becomes so respon­
sible. It is for the Member State which has become the responsible 
Member State within the meaning of that regulation to assume the 
obligations which go along with that responsibility. It must inform in 
that respect the Member State previously responsible. This interpre­
tation of Article 15(2) also applies where the Member State which 
was responsible pursuant to the criteria laid down in Chapter III of 
Regulation No 343/2003 did not make a request in that regard in 
accordance with the second sentence of Article 15(1) of that regu­
lation. 
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Operative part of the judgment 

The first indent of Article 6(1) of Decision No 1/80 of the 
Association Council of 19 September 1980 on the development of 
the Association set up by the Agreement establishing an Association 
between the European Economic Community and Turkey, signed in 
Ankara on 12 September 1963 by the Republic of Turkey, on the one 
hand, and by the Member States of the EEC and the Community, on 
the other, and concluded, approved and confirmed on behalf of the 
Community by Council Decision 64/732/EEC of 23 December 1963, 
must be interpreted as precluding the competent national authorities 
from withdrawing the residence permit of a Turkish worker with retro­
active effect from the point in time at which there was no longer 
compliance with the ground on the basis of which his residence 
permit had been issued under national law if there is no question of 
fraudulent conduct on the part of that worker and that withdrawal 
occurs after the completion of the period of one year of legal 
employment provided for in the first indent of Article 6(1) of 
Decision No 1/80. 
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