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Operative part of the judgment

1. The last sentence of Article 4(4) of the Convention on the Law applicable to Contractual Obligations, opened for signature in Rome 
on 19 June 1980, must be interpreted as applying to a commission contract for the carriage of goods solely when the main purpose 
of the contract consists in the actual transport of the goods concerned, which it is for the referring court to verify.

2. Article 4(4) of the Convention must be interpreted as meaning that, where the law applicable to a contract for the carriage of goods 
cannot be fixed under the second sentence of that provision, it must be determined in accordance with the general rule laid down in 
Article 4(1), that is to say, the law governing that contract is that of the country with which it is most closely connected.

3. Article 4(2) of the Convention must be interpreted as meaning that, where it is argued that a contract has a closer connection with a 
country other than that the law of which is designated by the presumption laid down therein, the national court must compare the 
connections existing between that contract and, on the one hand, the country whose law is designated by the presumption and, on the 
other, the other country concerned. In so doing, the national court must take account of the circumstances as a whole, including the 
existence of other contracts connected with the contract in question.

(1) OJ C 207, 20.7.2013.
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