
3) Article 140(a) and (b) of Directive 2006/112, as amended by Directive 2007/75, must be interpreted as meaning that the 
exemption from value added tax provided for in that provision also applies where the intra-Community acquisition of dental 
prostheses originates from a Member State which has implemented the derogating and transitional arrangements provided for in 
Article 370 of that directive.
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Article 19(1) of Third Council Directive 78/855/EEC of 9 October 1978 based on Article 54(3)(g) of the Treaty concerning mergers of 
public limited liability companies, as amended by Directive 2009/109/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 
16 September 2009, must be interpreted as meaning that a ‘merger by acquisition’ in Article 3(1) of the directive results in the transfer 
to the acquiring company of the obligation to pay a fine imposed by final decision adopted after the merger by acquisition for 
infringements of employment law committed by the acquired company prior to that merger. 
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