
3) Must Questions 1 and 2 be answered in the same way in the case of a (former) seaman who, at the time of his 
employment, was a national of a State which at a later date accedes to (a legal predecessor of) the European Union, but 
who, at the time of that accession or the entry into force of Regulation No 1408/71 for that State, and at the time of 
submitting his claim to entitlement to an old-age pension, was not a national of any Member State, but to whom 
Regulation No 1408/71 nevertheless applies pursuant to Article 1 of Regulation No 859/2003 (2)?

(1) Regulation of the Council of 14 June 1971 on the application of social security schemes to employed persons, to self-employed 
persons and to members of their families moving within the Community (OJ, English Special Edition 1971(II), p. 416).

(2) Council Regulation of 14 May 2003 extending the provisions of Regulation (EEC) No 1408/71 and Regulation (EEC) No 574/72 to 
nationals of third countries who are not already covered by those provisions solely on the ground of their nationality (OJ 2003 
L 124, p. 1).
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1) Are Article 49 et seq. TFEU and Article 56 et seq. TFEU, considered also in the light of the principles set out in the 
judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union of 16 February 2012 [in Joined Cases C-72/10 and C-77/10], to 
be interpreted as precluding a call for tenders for the award of licences with a period of validity shorter than that of 
licences awarded in the past?

2) Are Article 49 et seq. TFEU and Article 56 et seq. TFEU, considered also in the light of the principles set out in the 
judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union of 16 February 2012 [in Joined Cases C 72/10 and C 77/10], to 
be interpreted as precluding the possibility that sufficient justification for the shorter period of validity of licences 
offered for tender, as compared with licences awarded in the past, can be found in the requirement for the licensing 
system to be reorganised through the alignment of licence expiry dates?

3) Are Article 49 et seq. TFEU and Article 56 et seq. TFEU, considered also in the light of the principles set out in the 
judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union of 16 February 2012 [in Joined Cases C 72/10 and C 77/10], to 
be interpreted as precluding the imposition of an obligation to transfer, free of charge, the use of tangible and intangible 
assets represented by the betting management and collection network in the event that the activity has ceased owing to 
the expiry of the licence or as a result of measures disqualifying the licence-holder or withdrawing the licence?
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