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Parties to the main proceedings

Applicants: Charles Kohll, Sylvie Kohll-Schlesser

Defendant: Director of the Administration des Contributions Directes

Question referred

Does the principle of freedom of movement for workers, as enshrined in particular in Article 45 TFEU, preclude the
provisions of Article 139ter(1) of the Law of 4 December 1967 on income tax, as amended, in so far as they restrict
eligibility for the tax credit established there to persons in possession of a tax deduction form?

Request for a preliminary ruling from the Conseil d’Etat (France) lodged on 19 June 2015 — Marc
Soulier Sara Doke v Ministre de la Culture et de la Communication Premier ministre

(Case C-301/15)
(2015/C 294/44)
Language of the case: French

Referring court

Conseil d’Etat

Parties to the main proceedings

Applicants: Marc Soulier, Sara Doke

Defendants: Ministre de la Culture et de la Communication, Premier ministre

Question referred

Do the provisions, referred to above, of Directive 2001/29/EC of 22 May 2001 (), preclude legislation, such as that
analysed in paragraph 1 of this decision, that gives approved collecting societies the right to authorise the reproduction and
the representation in digital form of ‘out-of-print books’, while allowing the authors of those books, or their successors in
title, to oppose or put an end to that practice, on the conditions that it lays down?

(')  Directive 2001/29/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 22 May 2001 on the harmonisation of certain aspects of
copyright and related rights in the information society (O] 2001 L 167, p. 10).

Request for a preliminary ruling from the Juzgado Contencioso-Administrativo Tarragona (Spain)
lodged on 19 June 2015 — Correos y Telégrafos SA v Ayuntamiento de Vila Seca

(Case C-302/15)
(2015/C 294/45)
Language of the case: Spanish

Referring court

Juzgado Contencioso-Administrativo Tarragona
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Parties to the main proceedings

Applicant: Correos y Telégrafos SA

Defendant: Ayuntamiento de Vila Seca

Question referred

Do Article 107 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union and Article 7 of Directive 2008/6/EC (') of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 20 February 2008 amending Directive 97/67/EC () with regard to the full
accomplishment of the internal market of Community postal services preclude national legislation which, as a means of
financing the universal postal service, provides for tax exemptions in relation to the activities of that service?

() 0] 2008 L 52, p. 3.
() 0] 1998 L 15, p. 14.

Request for a preliminary ruling from the @stre Landsret (Denmark) lodged on 24 June 2015 —
Delta Air Lines Inc. v Daniel Dam Hansen, Mille Doktor, Carsten Jensen, Mogens Jensen, Dorthe
Fabricius, Jens Ejner Rasmussen, Christian Boje Pedersen, Andreas Fabricius, Mads Wedel Rasmussen,
Nicklas Wedel Rasmussen, Thomas Lindstrem Jensen, Marianne Thestrup Jensen, Erik Lindstrem
Jensen, Jakob Lindstrem Jensen, Liva Doktor, Peter Lindstrom Jensen

(Case C-305/15)
(2015/C 294/46)
Language of the case: Danish

Referring court

Ostre Landsret

Parties to the main proceedings

Applicant: Delta Air Lines Inc.

Defendants: Daniel Dam Hansen, Mille Doktor, Carsten Jensen, Mogens Jensen, Dorthe Fabricius, Jens Ejner Rasmussen,
Christian Beje Pedersen, Andreas Fabricius, Mads Wedel Rasmussen, Nicklas Wedel Rasmussen, Thomas Lindstrem Jensen,
Marianne Thestrup Jensen, Erik Lindstrem Jensen, Jakob Lindstrem Jensen, Liva Doktor, Peter Lindstrom Jensen

Questions referred

1. Are Articles 5 and 7 of Regulation (EC) No 261/2004 (') of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 February
2004 to be interpreted as meaning that airline passengers may be entitled to compensation under the regulation more
than once on the basis of the same reservation, when the flight on which the operating air carrier has rebooked the
passenger is cancelled or delayed by more than three hours, with the result that the compensation under Article 7 of the
regulation is not fixed but rather is contingent on the number of cancellations or on the scope of the cancellation and
therefore delay?



