
2. To what extent does the effect of a stay of proceedings preclude a consumer from complaining that the unfair terms 
included in the contract concluded with him are void, and, therefore, infringe Article 7(1) of the directive?

3. Does the fact that a consumer is unable to dissociate himself from collective proceedings constitute an infringement of 
Article 7(3) of Directive 93/13?

4. Or, on the other hand, is the effect of a stay of proceedings provided for in Article 43 of the LEC compatible with 
Directive 93/13 on the grounds that the rights of consumers are fully safeguarded by a collective action, because the 
Spanish legal system provides for other equally effective procedural mechanisms for the protection of consumers’ rights 
and by the principle of legal certainty?

(1) Ley de Enjuiciamiento Civil (Spanish Code of Civil Procedure).
(2) Council Directive 93/13/EEC of 5 April 1993 on unfair terms in consumer contracts (OJ 1993 L 95, p. 29).
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