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4. Can the rules set out in a network statement be deemed discriminatory if they are not consistent with the EU legislation
to which the Railway Administration is obliged to adhere?

(') Directive 2012/34/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 21 November 2012 establishing a single European railway
area (O] 2012 L 343, p. 32).
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1. Are the fundamental freedoms guaranteed by the Treaty on European Union and Directive 2005/36/EC (!) to be
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who does not satisfy the requirement for the pursuit of the profession laid down in that provision of the directive?

2. If the first question referred is answered in the affirmative: In the light of the statements made in Case C-298/14,
Brouillard (paragraph 55 of the judgment) concerning the exclusive criteria for assessing the equivalence of certificates,
does EU law preclude the competent authority of the host Member State, in a situation such as that at issue in the present
case, from also basing its assessment of the equivalence of training on information other than that obtained from the
training provider or the authorities of the other Member State regarding the precise content of the training and the
manner in which it is implemented?

(')  Directive 2005/36/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 7 September 2005 on the recognition of professional
qualifications (O] 2005 L 255, p. 22).

()  Judgment of the Court of 7 May 1991 (Case C-340/89, Iréne Vlassopoulou v Ministerium fiir Justiz, Bundes- und
Europaangelegenheiten Baden-Wiirttemberg, ECLLEU:C:1991:193).

()  Judgment of the Court (Second Chamber) of 6 October 2015 (Case C-298/14, Alain Laurent Brouillard v Jury du concours de
recrutement de référendaires prés la Cour de cassation and Belgian State, ECLLEU:C:2015:652).
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