
2. Having regard to the explanations contained in Article 
3(1)(c) of Directive 2000/78/EC ( 2 ) and in Article 14(1)(c) 
of Directive 2006/54/EC, ( 3 ) does the notion of employment 
conditions contained in Clause 4 of [the framework 
agreement set out in the annex to] Directive 1999/70/EC 
also include the consequences of the unlawful interruption 
of an employment relationship? If the answer to the 
preceding question is affirmative, is the difference between 
the consequences normally provided for in national law for 
the unlawful interruption of fixed-term employment rela­
tionships and for the unlawful interruption of employment 
relationships of indefinite duration justifiable under 
Clause 4? 

3. By virtue of the principle of sincere cooperation, is a State 
precluded from presenting to the Court of Justice of the 
European Union in a request for a preliminary ruling a 
deliberately untrue description of a national legislative 
framework and are the national courts obliged, in the 
absence of any alternative interpretation of national law 
that also satisfies the obligations deriving from membership 
of the European Union to the same degree, to interpret, 
where possible, national law in accordance with the inter­
pretation given by the State? 

( 1 ) Council Directive 1999/70/EC of 28 June 1999 concerning the 
framework agreement on fixed-term work concluded by ETUC, 
UNICE and CEEP (OJ 1999 L 175, p. 43). 

( 2 ) Council Directive 2000/78/EC of 27 November 2000 establishing a 
general framework for equal treatment in employment and occu­
pation (OJ 2000 L 303, p. 16). 

( 3 ) Directive 2006/54/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 5 July 2006 on the implementation of the principle of 
equal opportunities and equal treatment of men and women in 
matters of employment and occupation (recast) (OJ 2006 L 204, 
p. 23). 
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