
2. Must Article 15 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the 
European Union be interpreted as meaning that the 
principle therein established also applies, without restriction, 
to the profession of pharmacist, and that the public-interest 
aspect of that profession does not justify the application of 
different arrangements to the proprietors of pharmacies and 
to the proprietors of para-pharmacies as regards the sale of 
the medicinal products referred to in Question (1) above? 

3. Must Articles 102 [TFEU] and 106 [TFEU] be interpreted as 
meaning that the prohibition of the abuse of a dominant 
position must apply without restriction to the profession of 
pharmacist, inasmuch as a pharmacist who owns a tradi
tional pharmacy, and sells medicinal products under a 
contractual arrangement with the Italian national health 
service, benefits from the ban on the sale of Class C 
medicinal products by proprietors of para-pharmacies, 
without this being properly justified on the basis of the 
undeniably special features of the profession of pharmacist 
arising from the public interest in safeguarding public 
health? 
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