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Operative part of the judgment

Article 15(1)(c) of Council Regulation (EC) No 44/2001 of 22 December 2000 on jurisdiction and the recognition and enforcement of
judgments in civil and commercial matters, read in conjunction with Article 16(1) of that regulation, must, in so far as it relates to the
contract concluded in the context of a commercial or professional activity ‘directed’ by the professional ‘to” the Member State of the
consumer’s domicile, be interpreted as meaning that it may be applied to a contract concluded between a consumer and a professional
which on its own does not come within the scope of the commercial or professional activity ‘directed’ by that professional ‘to’ the Member
State of the consumer’s domicile, but which is closely linked to a contract concluded beforehand by those same parties in the context of
such an activity. It is for the national court to determine whether the constituent elements of that link are present, in particular whether
the parties to both of those contracts are identical in law or in fact, whether the economic objective of those contracts concerning the same
specific subject-matter is identical and whether the second contract complements the first contract in that it seeks to make it possible for
the economic objective of that first contract to be achieved.
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